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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 valuable insights into the factors influencing the adoption of certified common bean seeds, a critical issue for improving agricultural productivity and food security in Tanzania and similar contexts. 

· The findings contribute to policy formulation and targeted interventions to enhance seed system efficiency. As such, the study holds significant relevance for researchers, development practitioners, and policymakers in agricultural development.

· The abstract is very clear and catchy to the reader.
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	I recommend that this manuscript be accepted for publication. The study is well-organized, with a clear and thorough abstract, an appropriate title and a good methodological approach. It provides useful insights about certified seed acceptance, backed up by comprehensive references. Minor changes to language and punctuation are recommended to improve overall clarity and readability.
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