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	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 addresses an important and practically relevant topic—namely the role of Agricultural Market Intelligence (AMI) in improving farm income through price forecasting and extension services. By combining forecasting accuracy assessment with farm-level impact analysis, the study provides empirical evidence on how digital market intelligence tools influence farmers’ marketing decisions and income outcomes. The work contributes to the growing literature on data-driven agricultural extension systems in developing economies and demonstrates how institutional forecasting mechanisms can support sustainable food systems and farmer resilience. The findings are particularly valuable for policymakers, extension professionals, and researchers interested in market-oriented advisory services and digital agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title adequately reflects the overall scope of the study.  
	

	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 summary covers the objectives, methods, dissemination channels, and key results. However, it is long and contains operational details (e.g., dissemination platforms) that could be shortened.

I suggest clearly presenting the research design (impact assessment based on data from primary surveys of 434 farmers), explicitly mentioning the comparison between those who adopted the solution and those who did not, and summarizing the key quantitative results more concisely (e.g., average income increase of 451 rupees/quintal). , and limit the descriptive content on institutional dissemination mechanisms. A more structured summary (context – methods – results – conclusions) would improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally sound in scientific terms and has a logical structure, linking price forecasting, information dissemination, adoption, and income effects. The empirical approach based on primary data on farmers reinforces the practical contribution.

However, several methodological aspects require clarification. In particular, I suggest:

• clarifying the sampling framework and randomness.

• clarifying the definition of “forecast accuracy” (86.54–96.38%).

The inclusion of basic inferential statistics and robustness checks would greatly enhance the scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is limited and mostly outdated, with only one source post-2020. Although basic marketing literature is cited, the latest research on digital agriculture, market analysis systems, and ICT-based extensions is missing.Suggested additional references (examples):• Fabregas et al. (2019), Review of Economic Studies – the impact of information and communication technologies on farmers' performance• Aker & Fafchamps (2015), World Bank Economic Review – market information based on mobile technologies• Mittal & Mehar (2016), Information Technologies & International Development

The inclusion of more recent international literature would improve the academic positioning.
	

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


	The manuscript requires substantial language editing. Issues include:

• Frequent grammatical errors

• Inconsistent tense usage

• Informal phrasing

• Typographical mistakes

• Long and unclear sentences

Professional English proofreading is strongly recommended before publication.
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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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