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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.


	This manuscript evaluates the Electronic National Agriculture Market (e-NAM) in Meerut, Uttar Pradesh, a vital agricultural hub in India. Using multi-stage sampling and Exploratory Factor Analysis, it identifies farmer benefits in economic gains, market services, and infrastructure while revealing gaps like storage, water, and canteen facilities. The study shows how digital platforms impact different socio-economic groups in traditional markets. It also links higher education and larger landholdings to greater benefits from these tools.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title accurately reflects the study's focus on the socio-economic benefits of e-NAM in a specific geographical context.
	

	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 covers the study objective, methodology (80 farmers via multi-stage sampling), key findings (high price satisfaction and profitability), and essential policy recommendations regarding infrastructure.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The methodology utilises established statistical tools, including z-score normalization for the SES index, Chi-square tests for associations, and Principal Axis Factoring for dimensional analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references include recent 2024 and 2025 citations from relevant agricultural journals and government reports.
	

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


	Generally suitable, though minor phrasing improvements in the "Discussion" section could enhance flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study successfully highlights that while 82.5% of farmers reported higher profitability, only 25% were satisfied with drinking water and canteen facilities, underscoring a stark divide between digital progress and physical mandi conditions..
The manuscript is technically sound and provides valuable data on the intersection of digital literacy and agricultural income. A "Minor Revision" is suggested to polish the grammar in the Discussion section and perhaps provide more detail on how the "High SES" group was specifically defined beyond the z-score sum.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

None identified. The authors state that primary data was collected after obtaining informed consent and ensuring confidentiality.
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