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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The manuscript under review is a current and very interesting topic because it makes a first approximation on the current progress of cultured meat around the world. In addition, it briefly presents the current regulations, consumer acceptance and some future strategies to improve the general acceptability of cultured meat technology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Considering the information contained in the manuscript, the title is suitable.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	The abstract of the manuscript should be improved. It is recommended to add some sentences that refer to the methodology, as well as the discussion and end the abstract with some sentence of recommendation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Considering the lack of information provided, as well as the conclusions presented by the authors, there is not enough evidence to adequately answer this question. However, if the authors make a series of improvements to their proposal, the manuscript would be publishable in this journal.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are recent, but insufficient. However, if the authors wish to publish this interesting proposal, they should add more references.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The quality of the English of the revised manuscript needs to be improved. A number of very long sentences were identified.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript proposal is adequate; however, it requires deep correction. Despite being a review, the methodology section is not included. The English needs to be improved. 100% of the references section needs to be adjusted to the journal template. In general, all sections need to be improved.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	
	


Reviewer Details:

Cayetano Navarrete-Molina, Technological University of Rodeo, Mexico
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

