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The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 

The title can be changing like: Some Applications of Moringa Leaf for agriculture issues???? 

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results. 

The abstract muss contains the justification of moringa leafs in agriculture??? Why Moringa 

leafs, cost , production, low income countries setting???? The resaerch question??? 

There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article. 

No comment. 

The study METHODS are explained clearly. 

No comment 

The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 

No comment 

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content. 

For a review manuscript, the conclusion needs to present the benefits of moringa leaf, and all 

applications and to open the perspective. The author nneds to add more research for moringa leaf 

in context of tropical countries. 

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate. 

no comment 

Please rate the TITLE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 
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Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 
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Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 
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Please rate the METHODS of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 
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Please rate the BODY of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 
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Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 
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Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 
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Overall Recommendation!!! 

Accepted, minor revision needed 
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Reviewer C: 

  

Cet article présente un sujet pertinent et d’actualité, mettant en avant le potentiel de l’extrait 

foliaire de moringa comme biofertilisant naturel. La richesse des références et la synthèse des 

résultats apportent une bonne base scientifique. Toutefois, certaines incohérences (nombre 

d’articles exploités, accords de langue, style bibliographique) et des formulations parfois lourdes 

réduisent la clarté du texte. L’ajout de tableaux comparatifs, une harmonisation des références et 

une meilleure précision méthodologique renforceraient la rigueur et la lisibilité. 

En résumé, ce travail est intéressant et bien documenté, mais nécessite des corrections 

mineurs de forme et une meilleure structuration pour atteindre le niveau attendu d’une 

revue scientifique.  
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