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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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it integrates genomics and bioinformatics to address the pressing issue of micronutrient malnutrition through crop biofortification. By identifying candidate genes and SNPs associated with zinc and iron accumulation in chickpea, it provides valuable genomic resources for breeding nutrient-rich cultivars. The in-silico approach presented here demonstrates the power of computational genomics in accelerating gene discovery and marker development for complex traits. Furthermore, the findings contribute to global efforts in improving human health and nutritional security, offering a foundation for future functional validation, molecular breeding, and genome editing initiatives in legumes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title — “In-Silico Identification of Candidate Genes Related to Seed Zinc and Iron Concentration in Chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.)” — is clear, informative, and scientifically sound. It accurately reflects the methodology (in-silico analysis) and the focus of the study (genes associated with Zn and Fe concentration in chickpea seeds)
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract of your article is well-written and comprehensive, as it clearly conveys the background, objectives, methods, and significance of the study. It successfully highlights the global relevance of zinc (Zn) and iron (Fe) deficiencies, the use of in-silico analysis for gene identification, and the potential application of findings in biofortification and marker-assisted selection.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured, demonstrating a clear understanding of both plant genomics and biofortification research. The objectives, methodology, and interpretation of results are coherent and align with current standards in crop genomics and molecular breeding. The integration of phenotypic data, whole-genome resequencing (WGRS), and in-silico gene annotation is appropriate and reflects accepted scientific practices in identifying candidate genes linked to micronutrient traits.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	YES
	

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


	YES
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-conceived, scientifically relevant, and clearly written, addressing an important global issue — micronutrient malnutrition — through the lens of genomics-assisted chickpea biofortification. The integration of phenotypic, genomic, and in-silico analyses is commendable and demonstrates strong technical execution. The results are presented logically, with appropriate interpretation linking identified SNPs and genes to known pathways of zinc and iron metabolism.

The writing style is generally clear and concise, and the manuscript maintains a good balance between background information, methodological detail, and interpretation. The study provides valuable genomic insights that can support marker-assisted selection (MAS) and functional genomics research in legumes.
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