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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides a detailed and practical understanding of genetic diversity in soybean using morphological traits as well as molecular markers. By combining qualitative, quantitative, and SSR-based analyses, the study gives a more reliable picture of genetic relationships among genotypes, which is highly useful for breeders. The identification of diverse and stable genotype pairs can directly support the selection of suitable parents for future breeding programs. Overall, the findings contribute valuable information for developing improved, high-yielding, and genetically diverse soybean varieties suited for sustainable agricultural production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 current abstract requires a more innovative and structured representation that clearly and concisely summarizes the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and overall significance of the study. The revised abstract must present the study’s purpose, approach, outcomes, and scientific relevance in a coherent, engaging, and professionally articulated manner.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but the manuscript requires some improvements to enhance its clarity, structure, and scientific rigor. The following suggestions are recommended:

1. The abstract needs to be reframed as per the author guidelines coherently and innovatively by incorporating qualitative information. It should begin with a brief background, clearly identify the research gap, and highlight the novel work carried out, supported by key qualitative and quantitative results. Also, use fewer abbreviations in the abstract.
2. Expand the Introduction section by adding background information on extending the shelf life of soybeans. The following articles are suggested for incorporation into the Introduction to strengthen the scientific context and relevance. (i)https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jspr.2024.102290 (ii)https://doi.org/10.1007/s40003-019-00412-y
3. The novelty of the present work should be clearly described in the last paragraph of the Introduction section.

4. The Materials and Methods, as well as the Results and Discussion sections, should be further elaborated to provide sufficient clarity, depth, and scientific justification of the experimental procedures, observations, and interpretations.

5. The conclusion section should be added to clearly present the major outcomes of the research work and to highlight the future scope of this study.

6. Add a separate abbreviation chart listing all the shortened nomenclature used in the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. Please include additional recent articles that highlight the implications and current research advancements. Also consider discussing advances and challenges related to the storage of developed grains for the scientific community.
	

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


	Yes, but it is necessary to thoroughly review the manuscript for grammatical accuracy, language clarity, and sentence structure to ensure scientific precision and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Plagiarism not checked.
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