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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is important for the scientific community because it has advantages in method so that it can provide research results that are able to create new varieties of dragon fruit based on the results of crossbreeding.
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	The abstract of the article is comprehensive
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	in the result dand discussion sub-chapter, it can be said that the discussion conducted by the author is still not sharp because the results of the research that has been conducted have not been presented with the results of other studies that support the results of the author's research. so this sub-chapter has not shown the empirical side of a study.
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