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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 contributes valuable insights into optimizing cultivation practices for Dioscorea persimilis, an important medicinal plant.  The findings on the effectiveness of the burlap bag method offer a practical approach to enhance yield and address harvesting challenges, particularly in regions like Thai Nguyen.
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	The abstract is generally comprehensive, summarizing the study's purpose, methodology, key findings, and implications.
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