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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.
	It is a research pertaining to the evaluation of soybean genotypes for the underlining potential for the future further breeding program .It deserves vital importance for the future recombinant breeding scheme as the finding genetic information as clusters Xiii and Viii are useful for such breeding program for the particular traits viz.numbers of pods per plant,number of seeds per plant,and harvest index.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Of course yes ,very appropriate title based on the research carried out.
	

	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 I found very comprehensive but need minor words need to insert or replace .in place research location  after …..Gwalior,M.P….. need to add India .Further more  the last sentence of the abstract is not found appropriatge  which nee to correct as ……The genotypes hold significant importance as promising parental lines in future breeding programme aimed to enhance yield ,stress tolerance ,and overall productivity in soyabean.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The overall methodology of the research was found scientifically correct but sample replication was not enough just replication can provide validity of the experiment it is questionable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Of course enough references are found in the manuscript.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Of course the quality of the English used in the manuscript found enough and suitable for scholarly communications.
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	There need some correction in the abstract .
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