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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 is relevant as it addresses important agriculture policy issues. The methodological intention of using Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) and Structural Equation Modelling (SEM) is commendable. The manuscript also follows a recognisable structure, which makes it easier to follow through. In addition, taking into consideration a growing emphasis on digital agriculture transformation globally, this study contributes to scientific discussions about how policy interventions can influence market performances in the agriculture sector. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and specific, analysing the role of the government support in development of a specific case which is Guntur Chili Yard. 
	

	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 is not comprehensive. This being a quantitative study, it is expected that the abstract must include statistics of key findings. For example, it is claimed in the abstract that “Findings reveal that institutional reforms and digital platforms have positively influenced price discovery, value addition, and farmer profitability…” but there are no profitability measures presented. The current abstract seems to present perceptions rather than objective performance indicators. The author is advised to include key statistical findings in the abstract, including whether the hypothesis was accepted or rejected and on what basis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, this manuscript is correct, though it contains some reporting issues. For example, Standardised loading values should be between -1 and 1. But this manuscript reports standardised loading values of more than 1. This simply shows that there are possible estimation problems in this study, which will require to be corrected
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are insufficient. There are only 13 references of which 3 are outdated, published more than 15 years ago. The author is advised to add more references published less than 10 years ago, unless in exception circumstances where there are currently no novel references to replace them. You should have at least 20 -25 references.  Consider adding the following references:
1. Kandukuru Azmath Hussain, Seedari Ujwala Rani, Ramana Murthy, B. and Bhavani Devi, I., 2021. “Assessment of Significance between Socio demographic determinants of farmers and Brand Preference -A case study of Chilli seed in Guntur district of Andhra Pradesh”, Asian Journal of Science and Technology, 12, (04), 11663-11667.
2. Bonigala, Deepika, Jagannath Olekar, Yashavantagouda S Patil, and Naresh. 2024. “A Comparative Economic Analysis of GI Tagged Chilli and Hybrid Teja Chilli in the Guntur District of Andhra Pradesh, India”. Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 30 (7):281-88. https://doi.org/10.9734/jsrr/2024/v30i72144.

3. M Shanmukh Raju, M Rama Devy, PV Sathya Gopal. Exploring farmers perceived constraints of e-NAM. Int J Agric Extension Social Dev 2024;7(5):357-362. DOI: 10.33545/26180723.2024.v7.i5e.632


	

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


	The language of the article is generally understandable and communicates the core ideas of the study. Notwithstanding, there are a few issues with the quality of the English language. There is need for minor revisions sentence constructions and consistence use of British English as in some cases there is a mixture with American English
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has great potential, provided the author addresses the issues raised. 
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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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