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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 is of great interest and importance to the scientific community, because it investigates comparative economic analysis of seed and grain production of JAKI-9218 variety of chickpea in Amravati District, India, which is one of the most important agricultural countries in the world. The study concludes that chickpea certified seed production of the JAKI-9218 variety is economically more viable than grain production in the Amravati district. Despite higher labor and input costs, seed producers achieved higher gross and net returns, emphasizing the potential of certified seed production as a profitable enterprise for enhancing farmer income and sustainability in the region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable. However, should have included the name of the country in the title.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, should revise it and add the following sections: “Acknowledgments”, “Author Contributions”, “Funding”, “Data Availability Statement”, “Abbreviations" to it. should have divided the “Results and discussion” section into two separate sections “Results” and “Discussion”. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references of the article are proper, sufficient and quite recent. should update them.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	In general, English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
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	The article should be accepted for publication with minor revision.
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