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Please write a few sentences regarding the The manuscript is important as it focuses on valuable edible plant used across the world. It provides suggestions | The manuscript focused only on spacing and
importance of this manuscript for the scientific and recommendation about the culturing practices of this plant. However, the materials and part of this planting methods. Cultural practices were already
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be manuscript need to be improved to include additional factors regarding the culturing practices of the plant. captured in materials and methods section.
required for this part.
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write here.
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Is the language/English quality of the article The quality of the manuscript English language is good. It needs some improvements since there are some minor
suitable for scholarly communications? language issues.
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