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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.


	Soyabean is the second major contributor of world’s vegetable oil after palm oil. And India is one of the major producers and consumer of this oil. Hence, the study on soyabean can help in national and international agriculture trade.
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	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 not very clear. Intro, problem statement and method part is missing. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is novel and useful. However, it lacks presentation and clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript is not well referenced and not well cited. Add more recent references. The introduction and discussion part is not scientifically referenced. Example- “India's soymeal exports are in high demand due to its production of non-GM (Genetically Modified) soymeal” not referenced. 
	

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


	There are many grammatical mistakes in the manuscript. Even the commas and full stops are not marked properly.
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	The entire document need revision. The problem statement is lacking. The purpose of undertaking this study is not justified. Flow of ideas lacking. Needs major revision.
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