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	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 provides a timely and data-rich assessment of the electronic National Agriculture Market (e-NAM) in Telangana, a key state in India's agricultural landscape. Its importance lies in its empirical evaluation of a major government initiative, offering valuable insights into the ground-level realities of digital agricultural marketing. By quantifying progress, analyzing commodity-wise trade, and rigorously identifying farmer-level constraints, the study contributes crucial evidence for policymakers, extension officers, and researchers working on agricultural market reforms, digital inclusion, and value chain efficiency in developing economies. The findings on the persistent digital divide and the continued reliance on traditional intermediaries are particularly relevant for designing targeted interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 Yes, the title "Progress of e-Trading in Telangana" is suitable and accurately reflects the core content of the study. It is clear, concise, and directly states the subject and geographical focus 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 is largely comprehensive and well-structured, covering the problem, objectives, methodology, key results, and conclusion. However, a few minor additions could strengthen it
1. Quantify the CAGR: While you mention the CAGR for trade value is positive and significant, specifying the exact figure (8.69%) in the abstract, as you have for other data, would add precision.
2. Clarity on Key Constraint: You state the major constraints are "lack of digital literacy, inadequate understanding... and dependence on commission agents." Consider adding that these were the top three ranked constraints, based on your analysis.
3. Suggestion for Deletion: The phrase "The compound annual growth rate of the value of trade was positive and significant (8.69%)" is good, but you could slightly rephrase the preceding sentence for flow. For example: "During the period, a total of 64.68 lakh tonnes of commodities valued at ₹23,637.6 crore were traded through e-NAM, with the trade value demonstrating a positive and significant compound annual growth rate of 8.69 per cent."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	. Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate for the research objectives, combining secondary data analysis with primary data collection. The use of CAGR for trend analysis and the Garrett ranking technique for constraint analysis are standard and well-justified tools in agricultural economics research. The results are presented logically with clear tables and figures, and the discussion accurately interprets the findings in relation to the study's aims. The conclusions drawn are directly supported by the evidence presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and cover the key literature on agricultural marketing reforms and e-NAM in India. The list includes foundational papers (e.g., Chand, 2016) and recent studies (e.g., Jabeen et al., 2024; Maurya et al., 2025), which is good. To strengthen the manuscript further, the authors could consider adding a few more recent references (2022-2025) on specific aspects like digital literacy in agriculture or comparative studies of e-NAM in other Indian states to contextualize Telangana's performance. However, as it stands, the reference list is adequate for publication.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable and the manuscript is understandable. However, there are several instances of grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and typos that detract from its overall quality and professionalism. A thorough revision by a native English speaker or a professional language editing service is recommended before final acceptance. Examples include:
- "Out of that 25.63 lakh tonnes of volume of quantity traded was found to be high in paddy..." (Repetitive phrasing)
- "The results revealed that a lack of digital literacy among the farmers ranked first constraint..." (Should be "as the first constraint")
- "...farmers are often reluctant to shift to the National Agriculture Market (e-NAM), which seeks to minimize intermediary involvement and alter established marketing practices." (This is a long sentence that could be broken up for clarity).
- "...farmers felt that they were unable to sell the poor quality of produce..." (Should be "poor-quality produce").
- Several sentences begin with "Due to the fact that..." which can be simplified to "Because...".
	

	Optional/General comments


	 This is a well-researched and valuable paper. The most compelling part is the detailed constraint analysis, which provides a clear roadmap for improving the platform's effectiveness. The inclusion of inter-mandi and inter-state trade data is also a strong point, as it directly addresses one of e-NAM's primary goals. A minor suggestion for the "Results and Discussion" section would be to integrate the discussion more closely with the results. For instance, after presenting the low market integration in Table 1, you could briefly hypothesize why certain districts have zero integration (e.g., are they remote, do they lack infrastructure?) before moving on. This would make the narrative more engaging.
The paper presents a valuable case study. The authors are requested to carefully address the reviewer's comments,

 particularly those regarding language polishing and the minor suggestions for the abstract, before resubmission.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	 No. The manuscript clearly states that primary data was collected from farmers using a structured interview schedule. While it doesn't explicitly mention obtaining informed consent, this is a standard practice in such research and can be assumed. There is no indication of any ethical violations such as data fabrication or plagiarism.
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