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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 highly relevant as it explores the role of digital platforms and e-marketplaces in transforming agricultural marketing in India. With the growing adoption of digital technologies, the paper provides valuable insights into opportunities for farmers, including better price discovery, wider market access, and reduced dependency on middlemen. It also highlights challenges such as digital literacy, infrastructure gaps, and trust issues.
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	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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 is clear and provides background, objectives, and key findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but could be strengthened with more recent sources (last 3–5 years) on digital agriculture, Indian e-marketplaces, and ICT adoption in farming. Adding policy reports and case studies would also improve depth.
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	The manuscript is understandable and mostly well-written.
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	· The paper is timely and useful for both academics and practitioners.

· Tables/figures summarizing opportunities vs. challenges would improve readability.
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