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-English should be checked 
-Result and discussion is very short it shoud be  
expanded, The data is not clear and not 
understandable. This section should be 
reorganized and the data should be compared with 
other studies not only between themselves. 
- This is an academically very poor study. 
-On figures, tissue names should be abbreviated 
and referenced in the text. 
- The fact that a single sample has been worked on 
makes the article academically weak. 
- Author names should always be used where plant 
names are used first. 
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