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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript holds significant importance as it evaluates different priming techniques to enhance the early growth and physiological performance of chickpea—a vital pulse crop in semi-arid regions. The findings contribute to sustainable agronomic practices by identifying effective and low-cost priming methods to improve crop establishment and productivity. The research can help farmers optimize seed treatment strategies for better field emergence, stress tolerance, and yield potential.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, concise, and clearly reflects the study’s scope and experimental focus.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is informative but could be improved by briefly including quantitative outcomes (e.g., % improvement in emergence or growth traits) and a clearer concluding statement on the most effective priming treatment.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. However, minor improvements are needed in result interpretation and discussion depth, especially linking physiological responses with priming mechanisms.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but include some outdated sources. It is recommended to incorporate more recent studies (2020–2024) on hormonal and osmopriming in chickpea to strengthen the literature base.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The English is generally clear and understandable, though some sections (especially the Introduction and Discussion) would benefit from grammatical polishing and removal of repetitive expressions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper presents relevant work for pulse improvement research. The Introduction should be shortened and focused on agronomic importance rather than botanical details. Data presentation can be enhanced by including comparative performance tables or figures showing % improvement over control. Overall, it is a valuable study requiring only minor revisions for clarity and structure.
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