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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments
Although the purpose of the research is extremely interesting, writing is
extremely confusing.
Title: Does not match the abstract or the purpose presented at the end of the
introduction.
Introduction: Very needy, requiring more literature review. It says very little
about sulfur and boron (actually it says the basics) and says nothing about
culture. It also does not report the relation of this culture to the fertility of the
soil nor its relation with the sulfur and the boron.
Material and methods
Little detailed, making it very difficult to understand.
Results and discussion
The results and discussion were presented very poorly. There was virtually
no discussion of the results. The work is poor both in results and
discussion. It needs extensive literature review with the aim of improving and
greatly the article.
Conclusion

Very poor.

Minor REVISION comments It needs more discussion of the results, besides improving the literature review.

Optional/General comments The idea of the article is very interesting, but unfortunately, lacked a more detailed writing,
including addressing the importance of the work.
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