Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Experimental Agriculture International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JEAI_145625

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Socio-Economic Characteristics of Stakeholders in the Electronic National Agricultural Market (e-NAM): A Review

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The manuscript “Socio-Economic Characteristics of Stakeholders in the Electronic National Agricultural Market (e-NAM): A Review” holds significant importance for the scientific community. It contributes to a deeper understanding of how socio-economic factors influence participation, adoption, and benefits derived from digital agricultural platforms such as e-NAM. By synthesizing findings from previous studies, this review provides valuable insights into the inclusivity, efficiency, and challenges of digital transformation in agricultural marketing systems. Moreover, the paper supports evidence-based policymaking aimed at enhancing the socio-economic welfare of farmers and other stakeholders through the effective implementation of e-market initiatives.
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	The title "Socioeconomic Characteristics of Stakeholders in the Electronic National Agricultural Market (e-NAM): A Review" is already quite informative and academic, but could be slightly refined to:

be more scientifically engaging,

reflect the focus of the analysis (e.g., on impact, participation, or adoption), and

be in line with the writing style of current international scientific articles.
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	the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and conceptually well-structured. It demonstrates a clear understanding of the policy context, objectives, and operational framework of the Electronic National Agricultural Market (e-NAM), and it appropriately identifies both the positive outcomes and existing challenges of its implementation
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