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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.
	The manuscript presents a dynamic investigation into metagenomics and native soil microbiomes as a nutritional source for agricultural production, focusing on the importance of monitoring edaphoclimatic conditions and the in-depth study of the beneficial microflora and microfauna of the soil rhizosphere as a vital source for assertive decision-making regarding the process of optimizing the dosage and economic profitability of the use of biofertilizers and microbial inoculants, highlighting the relevance of the functioning of arbuscular mycorrhizae to accelerate the absorption of essential macro and microelements by plants, within the framework of promoting a more sustainable agriculture in the face of the environmental impact of climate change.
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	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	No, please introduce this title "Engineering the Soil-Microbiome Nexus: A Review of Sustainable Strategies for Modern Crop Production"
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