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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
In the abstract the conclusion of the work is not present. The discussion only state 
the results found in the research, not explaining the why of the results. It would be 
more appropriate to explain the results from the literature. In the introduction he 
states that the system used to evaluate the use of nitrogen in the corn crop is 
costly. In conclusion he states that farmers should use this technique. So it 
became redundant, I suggest you emphasize your conclusion on the key results 
and their importance to farmers 
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