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Please write a few sentences regarding the 
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community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
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Composting organic materials like cow dung and food waste is a sustainable method to enhance soil 
quality by recycling nutrients back into the ecosystem. 
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Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Introduction part is too tedious which needs to cut down a bit, 2.3 Experimental setup explanation 
needs to be changed. Using student word in writing a research article is not recommended. WASC no 
explanation given to this needs to be expanded. 
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