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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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 a comprehensive review of the Electronic National Agricultural Market (e-NAM) in India. It highlights its evolution, benefits, and constraints while integrating evidence from case studies of key commodities (chilli, onion, and jute). The focus on socio-economic characteristics of stakeholders such as farmers, traders, and commission agents provides new insights into inclusiveness and challenges. Such a synthesis is highly valuable for agricultural economists, policymakers, and development practitioners aiming to modernize agricultural marketing systems. It also contributes to discussions on digital agriculture, transparency, and market reforms in developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and reflects the content well.
	

	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.


	Yes, it is.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It uses a descriptive-analytical design with robust references and integrates case studies and secondary data. The arguments are consistent and logically structured.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they are, which include very recent works up to 2025. 
	

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


	Yes, the English is scholarly and mostly clear. Minor grammatical improvements and polishing of long sentences could enhance readability, but overall it is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is comprehensive and well-structured. However, it may consider the following points for improvement: 
1. Give full form of abbreviations at first use
2. Provide reasons for selecting three crops (chilli, onion, jute)
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