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	The quality of the English in the revised manuscript needs improvement.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript proposal is interesting. However, it requires some major revisions by the authors. These revisions have been discussed in previous sections and are supplemented by the comments in the attached file for the authors.

	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Cayetano Navarrete-Molina, Antonio Narro Agrarian Autonomous University, Mexico

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


