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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.


	This manuscript provides valuable baseline information on the morphological diversity of 60 soybean genotypes, evaluated under field conditions according to DUS guidelines. Such characterization is crucial for the classification, conservation, and utilization of soybean germplasm in breeding programs. By documenting variation in key qualitative traits, the study offers a useful resource for breeders aiming to develop high-yielding, climate-resilient varieties. The data also contribute to global efforts to expand the genetic base of cultivated soybean and to identify promising parental lines for hybridization.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “DUS Characterization of Soybean Genotypes”, is concise and accurately reflects the study’s content. It may be made slightly more specific by including the scope and methodology, e.g., “Morphological DUS Characterization of 60 Soybean (Glycine max L.) Genotypes in Central India”.
	

	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 is comprehensive and clearly summarizes the objectives, methods, and main findings. However, adding specific percentages for key traits (e.g., proportion of genotypes with shiny seed coat, distribution by hilum colour) in the results section of the abstract would make it more informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound, with a clear experimental design (RBD, two replications), a sufficiently large and diverse sample size, and appropriate trait selection for DUS characterization. The conclusions are well-supported by the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are abundant, recent (2020–2025), and relevant, covering both foundational and latest research in soybean diversity, DUS guidelines, and breeding. No major additions are necessary.
	

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


	The manuscript is well-written in clear scientific English. Minor grammatical adjustments could further improve readability, but the overall language quality is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Including a brief explanation of the significance of each qualitative trait for breeding purposes would enhance the discussion.

  Presenting a more detailed figure legend for the dendrogram would aid readers in interpreting the clustering patterns.
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