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	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.


	Agricultural Market Intelligence support provided by institutions such as State Agricultural Universities plays a crucial role in enabling the farming community to make appropriate decisions, both in terms of crop selection and in disposing of farm produce at more remunerative prices. These aspects are essential for making farming a profitable enterprise. In this context, the paper has appropriately attempted to analyse how farmers have benefited from following the advisories issued by AMIC and to quantify the gains resulting from such interventions. The authors have collected data from 434 respondents covering six crops predominantly grown in Andhra Pradesh, particularly in rainfed areas. Hence, the sample size is quite adequate.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of the paper is quite appropriate. 
	

	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.


	Moderate
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	OK.
	

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

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


	OK
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors have presented absolute figures in Table 2 and Table 3 while explaining the socio-economic characteristics of respondents and the modes of information dissemination to farmers. It is suggested that the figures be expressed in relative terms (i.e., percentages) to facilitate more meaningful inferences.

It may be noted from the paper that nearly 40 percent of the respondents are not aware of the forecasts provided by AMIC, which constitutes a considerable proportion of the population. It is suggested that the socio-economic characteristics of the groups who are aware and those who are not aware be compared, as this would be important from the perspective of extension strategies.

It is advisable to compare the profit or loss among farmers who have followed AMIC advice with those who have not, in order to draw meaningful conclusions. While undertaking this analysis, it may also be necessary to factor in the cost of storing produce for the recommended period before arriving at profit or loss estimates. The authors may also conduct statistical analyses, such as a test of difference of means between these two groups (crop-wise profit/loss), to derive better inferences.

The paper may also attempt to analyse the profit or loss among farmers who were aware of AMIC price forecasts and those who were not aware of them, and examine the impact of such awareness on their decision-making.

Whenever authors attempt to address issues that are multidisciplinary in nature, they are encouraged to consult experts from other relevant disciplines before submitting their papers to the journal. For example, the present paper appears to have been primarily drafted by individuals trained in the extension discipline. In such cases, it would be advisable for them to seek suggestions or guidance from experts in agricultural economics.
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