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The manuscript is well written but there is lack of conceptual understanding that in 
title emphasis is focused on quality but where this waste water would be used after 
recycling is not clear 
Introduction is well written but lacks 
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I author has the right to defend his hypothesis but as a reviewer i am more focused on the 
quality with reference to end use of the recycled water 
 
 

 
The use of recycled water was used for fertigation and evaluated in different 
concentrations as a fertilization method for eucalyptus seedlings 
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