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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 manuscript addresses a timely and relevant topic by synthesizing current knowledge on the effects of UV-B radiation on chickpea, a crop of major nutritional and agronomic importance. By integrating physiological, biochemical, molecular, and mutation-based perspectives, the review provides a comprehensive understanding of adaptive mechanisms and their implications for genetic diversity and crop resilience. The discussion on UV-B–induced mutagenesis and stress tolerance is particularly valuable in the context of climate change and increasing ultraviolet radiation. Overall, the manuscript has the potential to serve as a useful reference for researchers in plant stress biology, mutation breeding, and chickpea improvement, although improvements in language clarity and structural organization would further enhance its impact.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Adaptive Responses of Chickpea Cultivars to UV-B Radiation: Implications for Genetic Diversity and Crop Resilience” is generally suitable and relevant, as it clearly reflects the central theme of the review and highlights both stress adaptation and crop improvement aspects. However, the manuscript also places considerable emphasis on UV-B–induced mutagenesis, physiological and molecular mechanisms, and breeding relevance, which are not fully captured in the current title.

The authors are advised to either revise the manuscript content to align with the title, or consider an alternative title that more accurately reflects the scope of the review. 

A suggested alternative is:

"UV-B Radiation-Induced Stress and Mutagenesis in Chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.): Physiological, Biochemical, and Genetic Perspectives"

	

	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 provides a broad and informative overview of the manuscript by effectively highlighting the significance of UV-B radiation on chickpea growth, development, and productivity. It successfully integrates morphological, physiological, biochemical, and structural aspects of stress responses, which reflects the multidisciplinary nature of the review. The emphasis on genetic diversity and adaptive mechanisms under UV-B stress is particularly valuable and aligns well with current concerns related to climate change and crop resilience. Overall, the abstract clearly conveys the relevance of the topic and sets an appropriate context for the detailed discussions presented in the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and conceptually correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I recommend adding recent high-impact studies on UV-B signaling and stress responses in plants to ensure the review reflects the latest advances in the field (e.g., studies from 2024–2025 on UV-B signaling pathways and antioxidant mechanisms).
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally understandable and conveys the intended scientific content, making it suitable for scholarly communication at a basic level. The authors demonstrate a good command of scientific terminology related to plant stress physiology and mutation breeding. However, the manuscript would benefit from moderate language editing to improve grammatical accuracy, sentence structure, and overall clarity. Minor revisions focusing on consistency, removal of repetitive phrases, and correction of typographical errors would substantially enhance the readability and professional presentation of the article.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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