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	The review article mentioned the useful nature of the Fig 

It also gives the details about it's nutritional characters, taxonomy and the health benefits.

The detailed review regarding the plant helps to understand the plant morphology properly and gives an insite regarding the same 

This review also focuses on the medicinal uses of various diseases. 
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	The abstract of the article is on point and nicely written. The article would attract more attention if a more detailed description of various parts of plant and their chemical constituents were given. 

It would have given more weight of the article 
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