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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 is very interesting and important for the scientific community, because it investigates the influence of the restriction of agro-chemical supply in 2021 on vegetable production in Sri Lanka. Unusual hike in fertilizer prices were the main contributor to elevated production costs of vegetables in 2021-2022. Due to it the trend of farm gate price variation of vegetable production was also upward.
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	The title of the article is suitable.
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	The abstract of the article is comprehensive. It briefly and fairly well outlines the content of the article and the main conclusions arising from it. However, I suppose the content of the abstract should be expanded and detailed in accordance with the content of the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, in my opinion,  the authors should have divided the section "RESULTS AND DISCUSSION" into two "RESULTS" and "DISCUSSION", as well as added the sections "Acknowledgments", "Author Contributions", "Funding", "Data Availability Statement", ", "Abbreviations" to it.
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	The references of the article are proper, sufficient and quite recent.
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	In general, English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
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