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manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be | this manuscript is good.
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Is the title of the article suitable? Suitable title. Thanks
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do Abstract is good. ok

you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
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suggestions here.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Table format could be improved.

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

The results | found here may be less erroneous because it is a multi-year trial. Local and
national checks were used in the trials as a reference to boost the suggested variety's
dependability. These facts led me to believe that this manuscript is technically good and has
strong scientific support.
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Are the references sufficient and recent? If you The statements provided would have been more credible if there had been fewer references ok
have suggestions of additional references, please | included.
mention them in the review form.
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Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?
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