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	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 examines significant applied questions regarding farm-level marketing behaviour in a regionally important vegetable sector, specifically onions, and presents primary data from smallholders. This empirical contribution is valuable for researchers, extension planners, and local policymakers. The emphasis on practical marketing constraints, such as information sources, storage, and transport, is pertinent to policy and can inform targeted interventions, including ICT pricing services, storage investments, and aggregation strategies. To enhance its utility for readers and policymakers, the manuscript necessitates clearer methodological reporting, refined statistical analysis, and a more concentrated discussion of its novelty in relation to previous studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is appropriate and descriptive.
	

	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 summarizes the study but should be tightened: include sample size and sampling period (June 2023), state the operational definition of “small” vs “large” (if used), and add 2–3 numeric highlights (e.g., % using APMC; % selling immediately). Also state main policy implication in one line.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The descriptive work is valuable; however, the manuscript presently lacks adequate methodological detail and appropriate inferential reporting to substantiate certain comparative claims. Particular concerns:

1. The description of the sampling frame and selection procedure is inadequate, particularly regarding the criteria for selecting villages and farmers, as well as the definitions of "small" and "large." 

2. Statistical reporting lacks completeness; verbal comparisons are provided, yet test statistics, p-values, and confidence intervals are not consistently included. Specify the tests employed (chi-square, t-test, or Z-test) and the rationale for their selection.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references comprise pertinent older and some recent sources; however, the literature review is lacking in certain areas, especially regarding recent studies on market information utilisation, distress sales, and storage interventions in India. It is advisable to include 3–5 recent empirical citations (post-2018) that are relevant to the region, focussing on agricultural marketing behaviour and the adoption of mobile/ICT for market information.
	

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


	The manuscript is comprehensible; however, it requires thorough language editing due to several lengthy and awkward sentences, grammatical errors, and inconsistent phrasing. A professional language edit or thorough proofreading is advisable prior to resubmission.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper demonstrates significant practical value. Enhance methodologies, improve statistical reporting, and discuss the novelty of findings. Tables require reformatting to include clear titles, labelling of N and %, and footnotes that clarify multiple-response questions. It is advisable to incorporate a logistic regression model to identify the determinants of the binary outcome "selling immediately after harvest," provided that adequate covariates are available.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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