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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The manuscript titled “The History, Current Status, and Political Suggestions of Soybean Cultivation in Korea” provides a comprehensive review of soybean cultivation in Korea, covering historical origins, varietal development, cultivation practices, and current production challenges. The paper is timely and relevant given increasing concerns about food security and climate change impacts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, But can be improved with using of some good technical words
	

	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.


	Yes It is informative and well-organized, providing a valuable overview of soybean cultivation in Korea. It has several merits, but also some areas for improvement before it can be considered for publication:
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	  Much of the manuscript is descriptive. Readers would benefit from more critical analysis—for example, why self-sufficiency has remained so low despite government interventions, or what policy lessons can be drawn from historical successes/failures.

  Quantitative comparisons (e.g., productivity trends vs. neighboring countries) could make the argument stronger.

  Some sentences are long and redundant. For instance, the introduction repeats the nutritional importance of soybeans several times. Consider tightening the writing for conciseness and clarity.

  Proofread for minor grammatical issues. A professional English language edit is highly recommended.

The title promises “political suggestions,” but these are only briefly included in the conclusion. Consider expanding Section 5 into a full policy discussion, with comparative insights from other soybean-producing countries (e.g., USA, Brazil, China).

Figures 2, 3, and 4 are informative but poorly labeled and somewhat difficult to interpret. Ensure units, scales, and legends are clear and consistent. Redraw the graphs for better quality.

  Expand on specific actionable policy suggestions:

· Incentives for mechanization adoption.

· Price support and contract farming schemes.

· International trade policy implications.

· Youth involvement to counter rural aging.

  Discuss how these could realistically be implemented in Korea’s agricultural system.
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	Yes
	

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


	Need Improvement
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper has strong potential, but it requires major revision—especially in strengthening the policy discussion, improving data visualization, and refining the language.
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