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	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 important for the scientific community as it explores the combined role of hydrogel and biofertilizers in improving chickpea productivity and enhancing soil health, which are critical issues in sustainable agriculture. With increasing concerns about water scarcity and the overuse of chemical fertilizers, the study provides timely insights into eco-friendly practices that can enhance crop yield while maintaining soil fertility. The findings have practical implications for developing climate-resilient cropping systems, especially in semi-arid regions where chickpea is widely grown. Moreover, the results contribute to the growing body of knowledge on integrated nutrient and water management, offering a scientific basis for promoting bio-based inputs and innovative soil amendments in legume production systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, title of the article suitable
	

	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 fairly comprehensive as it presents the objective, methodology, and major findings of the study, but it could be made stronger with a few refinements. Specifically, it would benefit from a clearer statement of the research gap that justifies the study, as well as a brief mention of the experimental design details (e.g., number of treatments or replications) to give readers a quick sense of methodological rigor. The results section of the abstract could also be more concise, focusing on the most significant improvements in growth, yield and soil parameters, while avoiding repetition of minor details. Finally, adding a concluding line that emphasizes the broader applicability of hydrogel and biofertilizers for sustainable and climate-smart agriculture would make the abstract more impactful and appealing to the scientific community.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct as it follows a standard experimental design, evaluates relevant treatments involving hydrogel and biofertilizers and systematically measures their effects on chickpea growth, yield and soil physico-chemical properties. The methodology is consistent with established agronomic research practices and the reported results align with known scientific principles regarding water retention, nutrient availability and soil fertility improvement. The discussion logically interprets the findings and connects them with previous studies, reinforcing the validity of the conclusions. While the study could be further strengthened by including more statistical details and broader comparisons with recent literature, the overall scientific framework and interpretations are sound and credible.
	

	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 could be strengthened by including a few more recent studies (2021–2024) on hydrogel applications, biofertilizer efficiency in legumes and integrated soil-water-nutrient management for sustainable agriculture.


	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, though careful editing for grammar, conciseness and consistency would enhance readability and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Some constructive suggestions include, provide more detail on soil type, initial fertility status and climatic conditions to enhance reproducibility, clarify the preparation and application methods for hydrogel and biofertilizers, including rates and timing, include standard errors or confidence intervals in tables and figures for better statistical interpretation, discuss potential economic implications such as cost-benefit analysis of hydrogel and biofertilizer use, add a limitations section to acknowledge site-specific factors or short trial duration and improve the presentation of results by using concise graphs alongside tables to highlight key differences.
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