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	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.


	-This work is important to the scientific community because it provides one of the most comprehensive and up-to-date explanations of how blockchain, combined with AI and IoT, can enable circular and sustainable agri-food systems. 
-Furthermore, it aids future scientific research in digital agriculture and circular economy innovation by highlighting important research gaps and future goals.
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