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	The manuscript is important, it will add new knowledge on the species seed performance and cost benefits given different management options, in regard to soil fertility. In its current form however, the write up was not scholarly, important contents that should be included in the manuscript are lacking – statement of the problem, objectives, research questions and or hypothesis were not included.  This makes the manuscript more of observations with limited analysis for a brief report. 
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	The manuscript has good and correct information. However, statement of the problem, objectives, research questions and or hypothesis that occasioned and or guided the study are lacking. Because these are lacking, the description of the methods, especially the data analyses section is not informative. Consequently the discussion and findings fall short of  scientific expectations. The discussion hardly makes provision for research advancement. 
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