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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 review is very important, especially for agricultural practices. It helps better understand the role of zinc and boron in Linum well-being and crop productivity. The authors analyse enough publications for the review of the results of the investigation of Zink and boron's role in the crops.  The article will be interesting for many scientists and farmers. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is entirely suitable.
	

	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 abstract is perfect.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but in the part: “Prathima (2013) reported that spraying 0.4% borax at the capitulum stage when ray florets opened, along with RDF, significantly enhanced seed and oil yield (2,176 kg/ha and 858.5 kg/ha, respectively). This treatment also resulted in higher net returns (₹44,527/ha) and a B:C ratio of 3.37. “ – does not mentioned the object (sunflower)! 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please check References: In the text in RED, I highlighted the sources that are not correct or absent from the list. In one case, check the author's spelling. In another, check the year of the publication. 
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No

	


Reviewer details:

Olena Boika, Zaporizhzhia National University, Ukraine

