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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 research represents a significant step forward in soybean (Glycine max (L.) Merr.) improvement through the identification of segregants that are free from the anti-nutritional factors Kunitz Trypsin Inhibitor (KTI) and Lipoxygenase-2 (LOX2). The use of SSR and gene-specific molecular markers increases the reliability of selection in earlier generations. Additionally, the results of this study will aid breeders working to improve the nutritional quality and market potential of soybeans. Therefore, the present work is an important contribution to molecular breeding programs for oilseed crops.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately conveys the study's goals and conclusions. 


	

	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 goals, methodology, and key conclusions of the study are succinctly summarized in the well-structured abstract. To improve clarity, a few small grammatical corrections are advised. The summary would also be improved by including a succinct conclusion that highlights the practical consequences.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The experimental design, molecular marker analysis, and interpretation of results are appropriate and consistent with the objectives of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References used to support this research are all relevant and have adequate support. Most of the references are current and usable. Journal formats allow for the evaluation of minor format uniformity.
	

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


	Minimal typographical and grammatical errors have been detected; however, for the most part, the language of this manuscript is understandable. It would be highly recommended to have this manuscript proofread for grammar and flow by someone who has the experience and qualifications to provide this service.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Although the information obtained by figures and tables is quite helpful, simple changes to how they are labeled and consistently formatted would dramatically increase clarity. In summary, this publication has merit pending a few minor changes
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