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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 is valuable because it explains how climate change is affecting pulse crops that provide protein and improve soil health. It brings together plant science, farming methods, and policy ideas, giving researchers practical ways to build resilience. The regional examples and clear list of research gaps guide future studies and help scientists focus on the most urgent problems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Impact of Climate Change on Pulses, Adaptation Mechanisms and Resilience Strategies,” is clear and informative, but it is slightly long and reads more like a report heading than a journal article title.

Suggested alternative:- “Climate Change and Pulse Crops: Impacts, Adaptation, 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 clear and gives a good overview of the study’s purpose, key findings, and practical relevance. It highlights the main climate stresses on pulses and outlines adaptation and resilience strategies in a concise way.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The research objectives are clearly stated, and the methodology is appropriate for the study. However, the authors could consider presenting the research methodology as a separate section to enhance clarity and make the study easier to follow.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally relevant and provide a reasonable background for the study. 

	

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


	Yes, It is good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and informative. However, it would be clearer and more reader-friendly if the research methodology is presented as a separate section. This would help highlight the study’s approach and make the manuscript easier to follow.
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