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The Agriculture Editorial Office would like to make the following correction to the published paper [1].



In the original article, there was a mistake in Figure 3 as published. In the original article, an incorrect version of the Figure 3 has been used. The corrected Figure 3 appears below:



We apologize for any inconvenience caused and state that the scientific conclusions are unaffected. The original article has been updated.
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Figure 3. Similarities and differences in fertilizer strategy: Farm Manager and IoFarm. 
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