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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 article deals with a current issue, addressing a theme on the importance of understanding the factors that limit the increase in chickpea productivity. The study on the technological gap allows us to identify how much production can be increased simply by adopting practices and inputs that are already available, without the need to expand the cultivated area.

In addition, the analysis of restrictions on technological adoption allows us to identify the main difficulties faced by farmers, supporting the formulation of targeted strategies, such as training programs, public incentive policies, rural credit lines and rural extension actions adapted to the local reality.

This study is essential to guide scientific research and extension work, allowing the development and dissemination of technologies to be aligned with the real needs of the field and the socioeconomic conditions of producers.
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