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Other comments or sugges ons:

The work reflects a logical sequence of topics, making a descrip on from general to specific. The work complies with
theminimum structural aspects required to present thework, with the excep on of some errors in the scien fic name
wri ng format. There is an adequate descrip on of the species in taxonomic, produc ve, and pest and disease aspects.
However, the descrip on of gene c diversity of the species is not detailed enough. Despite the existence of a list of
molecular markers used in previous characteriza ons, there are no current NGS-based methods such as Genotyping
By Sequencing widely used in this type of research. A more exhaus ve search is recommended. The discussion is too
superficial and a deep analysis of the informa on or comments by the student is not appreciated. The work does not
make a significant contribu on in rela on to the stated objec ves. It is not possible to appreciate coherence between
the tle, the objec ves and the results presented. The effort of the student in the search for informa on is recognized,
but it is required to deepen the subject. For the reasons previously described, the thesis is evaluated with a score of
4

Ques ons for thesis defence:

I do not recommend the thesis for defense
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