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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.


	This manuscript contributes valuable empirical data on genetic variation and multi-trait selection in soybean, a critical oilseed crop facing yield constraints in India due to narrow genetic bases and abiotic/biotic stresses. By evaluating 42 advanced breeding lines against commercial checks over two seasons and applying the modern MGIDI index, it demonstrates a practical, multi-trait selection strategy that outperforms traditional methods, offering breeders an effective tool for simultaneous improvement of yield and key agronomic traits. The identification of promising genotypes (e.g., ADSb 146, ADSb 109, ADSb 150, ADSb 124) superior to popular checks like JS 335 provides immediate germplasm resources for variety development or further testing in national trials, thereby supporting efforts to enhance soybean productivity and reduce India’s edible oil import dependence.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	TITLE IS SUITABLE
	

	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 generally comprehensive, covering aims, study design, methodology, key results (top-yielding genotypes and MGIDI-selected lines), and main conclusions.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The experimental design (randomized block design with three replications over two seasons) is appropriate for genotype evaluation. Data collection follows standard procedures (IBPGR 1984), and statistical analyses—ANOVA, broad-sense heritability, correlation, and especially the MGIDI index via the ‘metan’ R package—are correctly applied and interpreted. The use of MGIDI to address multi-collinearity and enable multi-trait selection is justified and aligns with recent literature (Olivoto & Nardino, 2021). Results are logically presented, and conclusions are supported by the data: high-yielding lines (e.g., ADSb 146) and stable multi-trait performers (Basara, JS 335, ADSb 150, ADSb 124) are clearly identified.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient in number (23 citations) and cover foundational works on soybean genetics, multi-trait indices (key papers by Olivoto & Nardino 2020, 2021 are appropriately cited multiple times), and regional production statistics. Most references are relatively recent (2015–2023), with only a few older seminal papers (e.g., 1983, 1970), which is acceptable.


	

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


	The English quality is moderate


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents useful field data and effectively showcases the advantage of the MGIDI index for soybean breeding. Tables are comprehensive. With language polishing and minor structural improvements (e.g., correcting small inconsistencies between text and tables/figures), this work would be suitable for publication in a plant breeding or agronomy journal focused on applied crop improvement.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No significant ethical issues are apparent in the manuscript
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