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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of

the article. 5




The title provides a clear indication of the content, mentioning the specific focus on
saltwater intrusion and its impact on rice cultivation and aquaculture in a specific
region of Vietnam.

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and

results. 5

The abstract provides a concise summary of the paper's objectives, methods, and key
findings. It gives a clear overview of the research conducted in Ham Tan commune
and highlights the impact of saltwater intrusion on rice cultivation and aquaculture.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling

mistakes in this article. 4

Based on the provided text, the paper demonstrates a good level of language
proficiency with minimal grammatical errors and spelling mistakes. However, a
thorough proofreading and editing process could further improve the overall quality
of the language and eliminate any remaining errors.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5

The paper clearly describes the methodology used, stating that a sociological survey
with guantitative questionnaires and in-depth interviews was conducted in Ham Tan
commune. It also provides information on the data collection process, including the
population, sample size, and research area.

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 4

The paper presents clear results, indicating the impact of saltwater intrusion on rice
cultivation and aquaculture in Ham Tan commune. However, some additional
details, such as statistical analysis or specific numerical data, could enhance the
clarity and robustness of the results.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. S

The conclusions accurately summarize the findings of the study, emphasizing the
significant negative impact of saltwater intrusion on rice cultivation and aquaculture
in Ham Tan commune. The conclusions are supported by the information presented
throughout the paper.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4

The paper includes a list of references, providing sources that are relevant to the topic
of saltwater intrusion and its impact on agriculture and aquaculture. However, it
could be further improved by including more recent references and expanding the
range of sources consulted.
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