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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 manuscript provides a significant synthesis of synergistic pretreatment methods essential for enhancing bioethanol yields. It effectively bridges technical efficiency with economic and environmental assessments, offering a practical roadmap for the scientific community to overcome industrial cost barriers.
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Alternative title: Synergistic Chemo-physiochemical Pretreatments for Enhanced Bioethanol Production: A Review.
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