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	PART 2:
	

	FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

	The new version of the manuscript contains some of the requested corrections. I emphasize the need to include the location of the study in the title. The abstract lacks the basic elements that could increase its citation rate. The keywords were not reviewed. The introduction contains better information, but the background studies remain very few. The methodology was improved but does not include a description of the treatments and variables, as well as their frequency of assessment.

The results and discussion section is very descriptive and does not include comparative studies; only one, and outdated ones support the analyses. There is no in-depth discussion of the results. The conclusions have been improved.
	Location of study was mentioned in the materials and methods. If it is included in the title then that study becomes restricted to the particular area. Abstract should be very brief hence not included. The study on this particular element (oxyveg) was limited hence not included, also considered agronomic aspect while doing research.  The conclusion was improved.


	PART  3: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS for this  REVISED manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this  REVISED manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept (8-10)

Revision required: (4-8)

Rejected: (0-4)
	6.5. The authors present a much improved version than the previous one. However, there are still substantive aspects that need to be addressed. For example, it is important to mention the site where the study was conducted in the title. The abstract should be improved by including aspects such as the definition of the problem, the objective of the study, and the description of the methodologies, including the design, treatments, variables, and statistical analyses. The abstract should conclude with the biological, agronomic, and practical impact of the results.
It is suggested that the keywords be changed. The introduction has been improved, but more contextualized and updated background studies are needed. The materials and methods section does not describe the treatments, variables, or how they were evaluated, making it difficult to reproduce. The results and discussion section is limited to a description of the results from a comparative study, which limits the impact of the results.
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