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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 addresses a highly relevant issue of climate change impacts on pulse crops, which are central to global food and nutritional security. Pulses are especially important for low-income populations in developing regions as a primary protein source, and they also play a vital role in sustainable agriculture through nitrogen fixation and soil health improvement. The review synthesizes physiological, agronomic, and genetic adaptation mechanisms, providing an integrated perspective. Such a comprehensive study will benefit scientists, policymakers, and extension agencies in developing resilience strategies against climate-induced risks in pulse production.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly reflects the content of the manuscript. However, for conciseness, it could also be shortened slightly to:
Climate Change and Pulses: Impacts, Adaptation Mechanisms, and Resilience Strategies.
	

	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 comprehensive and covers key aspects. However, it is slightly dense. I recommend shortening long sentences. For example, a sentence could be added stating how this article differs from previous reviews and what unique contribution it makes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. It is well-structured, logically organized, and evidence is supported with relevant references and case studies. Some minor overlaps and repetitions exist between the sections on hazards, physiology, and yield impacts, which should be streamlined for improved flow.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are extensive and mostly recent, covering both foundational and up-to-date studies (including 2023–2025). However, formatting is inconsistent, and some DOIs are missing. The reference list should be revised to strictly follow journal style.
	

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


	Overall, the English quality is suitable. Nevertheless, there are some long sentences that reduce readability, occasional typos (e.g., “synthesisesthe” “synthesizes the”), and inconsistent terminology (“pulses” vs. “grain legumes”). A thorough language polishing is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider adding summary tables or figures (e.g., “Climate hazards affecting pulses” and “Adaptation strategies at different levels”).

In the conclusion, highlight 3–4 clear “take-home messages” and keep future research directions in bullet form for clarity.
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