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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
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5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
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The article presents all the scientific elements. 
The title is relevant. 
The summary is correct. 
The subsections are correct. 
The article is scientifically correct. 

The references are sufficient and important. 
 
 
 
 
In materials and methods, it is necessary to explain which soils were part of the 
experiment, placing the classification according to WRB/FAO.  
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