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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 is important for scientific community as it evaluates the socioeconomic benefits of National Agriculture Market (eNAM) to adopters within two years period. The investigation is important for evaluation as against a previous program, the APMC system, which has been mark with some deficiencies. The study lays a foundation for further research beyond the socioeconomic attributes of the system, especially the identified inadequacies. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article 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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive enough.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The instruments used for the quantitative research is appropriate. However, the scaling for Landholding size and Annual farm income should be corrected. That is, Marginal <1 ha, Small 1≤2 ha, Medium >2-4 ha, Large >4 ha, and <₹50k, >₹50≤100k, >₹100–200k, >₹200k. Also, the adoption timeline of “at least one year” is not reliable for scientific study. A minimum of two years would have been appropriate.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent enough. 
	

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


	The English language used is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is important for evaluation of the immediate socioeconomic benefits of eNAM, particular against the previous system. However, the adoption timeline of “at least one year” is not reliable for scientific study. A minimum of two years would have been appropriate. Assessment of adopted farmers who return the use of the system could be more reliable.
	


	PART  2: 



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



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript. However, it would be beneficial to confirm that informed consent was obtained from participants and that their anonymity was protected.
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