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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The manuscript is bridging the gap for known knowledge in the agricultural field. It is timely and relevant practice to adhere. Methods used are appropriate.  Its practicality implies that the common farmers or agriculturists can adopt it with ease. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it displays a concise and reflective focus thus, making it informative in a sense. suggest only clarifying the phrasing of the title, highlighting the key variables for better focus driven title.
	

	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 quite complete as it shows a general overview of the study. However, suggest putting some specific quantitative results for readers to quickly find their significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically sound. Its methodology is dimmed appropriate. The gala of logical results and findings are correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, but suggest adding some more specially in the rrl’s that are connected to the agreeing matters of the results.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is acceptable but requires minor revisions to improve grammar, sentence structure, and clarity. Technical terms should also be defined consistently to avoid confusion.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript addresses an important topic with well-structured content and meaningful results. With minor revisions in language, clarity, and abstract details, the paper can significantly contribute to its field.
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