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	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 lacks some clarity. At its 2nd objective; it says ‘corn yield response’, but nothing is investigated about the grain yield. At the methodology; it is not clear about the control group and treatment. Additionally, at the design (ANOVA) the effect of interaction between two factors is not considered. Finally, the ROI is not clearly discussed. Source of expenses are known but sources of incomes are not well known. 
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	The title is suitable
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	It is good, but some results with non-significant variation should be removed from the abstract. Results which shows significant variation should be presented with its quantitative values (should mentioned numerically). Finally, key words should be written in their alphabetical orders. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The objectives are not including the grain yield.  The methodology is not clear enough at its control group and interaction effect of treatments. The ROI is also not clear. 
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	Only 14 references are mentioned; which are not sufficient for this type of investigation. Some references are too old (1996 and 1997 versions) which are not scientifically recommended. 
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