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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 study is highly descriptive and accurately reflects the scope and methodology. This study provides a well-thought-out, long-term breeding strategy rather than a singular, isolated experiment. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is too lengthy, and its precision in conveying the objectives and experimental approach is necessary and it needed to be modified.
	

	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 it is effectively summarizing the study's objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. But you need to Quantify the "limited genetic diversity" more explicitly and briefly mention the type of SSR motifs found to be most polymorphic in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are sufficient, and it includes a good mix of foundational papers and recent publications, with dates ranging from classic works (e.g., Murry et al., 1980 for CTAB) to very current publications (e.g., Jadhav et al., 2023, 2025). 
	

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


	Yes, The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Strong initial step in soybean molecular breeding through polymorphism identification and F1 validation.

· Smart use of a phased approach (“Part I”) to build a solid foundation before advanced work.

· Results have practical value for improving soybean quality for feed and food use.

· Suggest briefly mentioning next steps (e.g., F2/F3 evaluation, trait introgression).

· Recommend acknowledging emerging tools like SNPs, DArTseq, or CRISPR to show awareness of future directions.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Aiman Malik, University of the Punjab, Pakistan
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

