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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	Since this study was conducted for a long period of time, the data, if correct demonstrates a good scenario of soybean production in the selected study area.
	

	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.


	No. The abstract needs to be short and should be more clear. It should be modified so that it conveys the entire work in few sentences. Sentence construction should be short, but formal. The final outcome of the work is not clearly mentioned.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are good number of references, but no citations to works globally. More international works and similar works (in the same or different crops) inside the same country and their status needs to be compared to get a clear picture of what actually happens in the country and whether it is significant.
	

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


	The language is good, but needs modifications. Several sentences show redundancy in the idea conveyed. The sentences need to be reconstituted particularly in the initial parts. Conclusion and abstract needs to be more clear with due mentioning of the result.
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