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Please evaluate (√) each aspect of the abstract in YES or NO. For each evaluation aspect comments are welcome, especially if evaluation is NO. Your comments will help to improve quality of the conference abstracts.
	
	Evaluation aspects
	YES
	NO

	1
	The topic of this abstract is relevant for the conference and submitted track. 
Comment:  
The abstract is relevant to the conference, particularly in crop production. The focus on coconut varieties and breeding programs aligns well with these themes.
	
	

	2
	The abstract follows the guidelines.
Comment:
The abstract needs to follow the guidelines thoroughly. While it provides background information, it lacks clear objectives, methodology, results, discussion, and conclusion sections. These elements must be explicitly addressed to meet the conference's abstract structure requirements.
	
	




	3
	The abstract contains well defined aim and tasks of the research. 
Comment:  
The research's aim is implied but not clearly stated. It seems to focus on the development and promotion of high-yielding coconut varieties in Sabah, but a more explicit statement of the research goal would improve clarity.
	
	



	4
	The research methodology for the study is appropriate. 
Comment:  
The methodology needs to be clearly outlined. While coconut breeding programs and seedling propagation techniques are mentioned, there is no detailed explanation of how these processes were studied or evaluated. A clearer description of the research methods used would enhance this section.
	
	



	5
	The results of analysis are correctly interpreted. 
Comment:  
The results section needs to be included. Although some discussion of the characteristics of different coconut varieties (e.g., MAWA, MATAG, AROD, TACD) is included, these are not presented as results from a specific study.
	
	



	6
	The conclusions are sound. 
Comment:  
The abstract does not provide an explicit conclusion.
	
	


	7
	The abstract includes 3-5 keywords.
Comment:
The abstract includes four keywords: Coconut, Aromatic Green Dwarf, MATAG, and Tacunan. This meets the requirement for 3-5 keywords.
	
	

	8
	The abstract is free from grammatical and spelling errors. 
Comment: 
The abstract is primarily free from grammatical errors but could benefit from minor improvements in sentence structure for clarity. For example, "Tall is cross-pollinating" could be rephrased to "The tall variety is cross-pollinating." Additionally, "Seedlings with 8 to 10 leaves are ready for field planting at about 7 - 8 months old" could be simplified for better readability.
	
	



	Suggestions for improvement

	1. Structure: Follow the conference's required structure by clearly dividing the abstract into sections: background, objectives, methodology, results and discussion, and conclusion.
2. Objectives: Clearly state the aim or objective of your research early in the abstract.
3. Methodology: Briefly describe how data was collected or how breeding programs were evaluated.
4. Results: Include specific findings or outcomes from your research or field trials.
5. Conclusion: Summarize your work's critical takeaways and implications for sustainable agriculture or coconut production.
6. Clarity: Improve sentence structure for better readability and flow.



