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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

a great effect on preserving biodiversity.

1. This manuscript highlights the critical endangerment of a specific tree species. Through research | OAKY
and comprehensive findings, the document shows that action is necessary for conservation of this
tree and its benefits. The manuscript shows that lack of focus and actions on this problem can have
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2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable? 2. The title is suitable.
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
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