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The manuscript is important for the scientific community.  
The authors present the preparation and characterization of modified biochar of Vitex 
doniana (Black plum) seeds using chemical and thermal treatments. 
The title of the article is suitable. 
The abstract and the manuscript are comprehensive.  
The article is well-structured and scientifically correct. 
Font unification is required, see sections 2 and 2.1 onwards. 
It is necessary to unify the style of presentation of the references used. 
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