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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 
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Every Plants cannot survive without a consistent supply of nutrients. Fertilizer 
management strategies that supply nutrients at the proper rate, timing, and site 
can improve fertilizer use efficiency.  
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