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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The study of plants cultivated by humans to increase their productivity is of great interest to the international scientific community. These include legumes such as field peas, which are one of the most important legume crops and require improvements to increase their productivity due to growing demand, as they are used primarily in human and animal nutrition.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is 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 of the article is comprehensive and well done.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, I think the manuscript is scientifically correct and the structure and subsection of the manuscript are appropriate for an original research article.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references is sufficient for an original research article  (17 references) and relatively recently (15 of them are published after 2010 and 12 of them after 2020), I think it is very good.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality are suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I have made some corrections in the full article with the red colour.

In my opinion the original research article can be published after a minor to major revision.
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