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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.


	This manuscript examines the development of digital-based agricultural marketing through the e-National Agriculture Market (e-NAM) platform in the state of Telangana. This study provides an empirical overview of the levels of market integration, stakeholder participation, and trade performance for several key commodities traded on the platform. Furthermore, this study identifies various obstacles farmers face in using e-commerce systems, a key issue in the implementation of digital-based agricultural marketing in developing countries. Therefore, the results of this study have the potential to provide policymakers, agricultural market managers, and researchers interested in developing digital marketing systems in the agricultural sector with useful information.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title generally reflects the study's focus and indicates that the manuscript discusses the progress of electronic trading in Telangana. However, the current title primarily emphasizes "progress." In contrast, the study also examines several constraints farmers face in adopting the e-NAM platform. To better reflect the research's scope, the title could be slightly refined to incorporate both aspects of the study. A possible alternative could be "Progress and Constraints of e-Trading under the e-NAM Platform in Telangana," which would better reflect both the analytical and empirical components of the research.
	

	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 in this manuscript provides an overview of the research background, objectives, methods, and key findings. However, this section could be more concise and focused. The explanation of the background of the agricultural marketing system and the e-NAM platform is relatively lengthy for an abstract. In contrast, the explanation of the research methods could be clarified, for example, by more clearly stating the number of respondents and the analytical techniques used. Furthermore, the presentation of the main research findings could be more direct and concise, so readers can quickly grasp the study's key contributions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, this manuscript has been structured according to a fairly systematic scientific research writing structure, starting with the introduction, methodology, results, and conclusions. However, several aspects of the methodology and analysis still need clarification and strengthening. The sampling method remains incomplete, particularly regarding the selection of the five e-NAM markets and the 100 farmer respondents for the study. Furthermore, the explanation of the Compound Annual Growth Rate (CAGR) calculation model remains unclear, and the presentation of the mathematical equation needs improvement for better understanding. In the results section, the analysis presented tends to be descriptive, as most of the discussion presents figures in tables without further interpretation or comparisons with previous research. The analysis of interstate trade is also relatively limited, making its contribution to the overall discussion insignificant. Furthermore, the discussion section could be strengthened by more clearly linking the research findings to relevant literature. Therefore, the methodology section explanation and the depth of analysis in the results and discussion sections need to be improved to make this research's scientific contribution clearer and stronger.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in this manuscript are relevant to the research topic, which discusses agricultural marketing and the implementation of the e-NAM platform. However, some of the references used are relatively old, particularly those from around 2016 to 2018, the early stages of e-NAM system implementation. Given the rapid digitalization of agricultural marketing in recent years, the use of more up-to-date literature would strengthen the theoretical foundation of this research. Furthermore, the integration of references in the discussion section is still limited, as the research results have not been widely compared or linked to findings from previous studies. Therefore, the author is advised to add several more recent references, particularly those published between 2021 and 2025, to make the literature review more comprehensive and reflect the latest research developments in digital agricultural marketing and e-NAM implementation.
	

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


	The English language used in the manuscript requires improvement in several sections to ensure clarity and consistency appropriate for academic publication. Some sentences are relatively long and contain grammatical inconsistencies that affect readability. For example, expressions such as "volume of quantity traded" create redundancy, while certain sentences contain structural issues, such as "The variation in trade performance across commodities due to attributed to differences…," which appears grammatically incorrect. In addition, a few sentences could be simplified to improve clarity and flow. Therefore, the manuscript would benefit from careful English language editing before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this study addresses topics relevant to the digitalization of agricultural marketing systems. The data presented provides a clear picture of the progress of e-NAM implementation in Telangana. However, the discussion section could be strengthened by adding more in-depth analysis and by linking the research findings to the existing literature. Several tables are also presented descriptively, allowing for further summary or more comprehensive analysis. Furthermore, the author could add clearer policy implications based on the research findings.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Based on the information presented in the manuscript, no apparent ethical issues were identified in the manuscript. 
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