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Fertilizing plants with phosphorus is increasing 
root growth. Good root development is enhanced 
uptake of other minerals.  This paper presents 
results of studies carried out to evaluate the 
performances of some water-soluble phosphate 
fertilizer sources. 
- In the introduction, how to phosphorus 
deficiency caused by soil characteristics should be 
mentioned. 
- If given the climate should be written 
- The properties of TSP and SSP fertilizer forms 
part of the discussion of article were found to be 
positive influence how the data should be written 
on. 
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