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Materials and methods  
 
Lack of Information on Statistical Analysis 
Missing Information on Sampling 
There is no mention of ethical considerations such as informed consent from farmers or ethical 
guidelines followed during the study. 
 
Result and discussion  
 
The results were presented without a thorough comparison to existing literature, making it 
challenging to contextualize the findings within the broader body of knowledge in the field. A more 
comprehensive discussion that references relevant studies and theories would provide a more 
meaningful interpretation of the outcomes. 
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