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This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it addresses
the pressing issue of organic waste management, particularly in agricultural
contexts, by exploring the use of palm oil empty fruit bunches and green waste
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This manuscript appears scientifically robust and technically sound due to its
well-structured experimental design, which includes clear control and treatment
groups with detailed descriptions of the substrates and the methodology used
for vermicomposting. Overall, the clear presentation of data and reproducible
experimental steps make the study technically reliable.
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