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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 makes a valuable contribution to the literature on agricultural marketing reforms in India by providing a comprehensive empirical assessment of the e-NAM platform's performance in Telangana over an eight-year period (2016-2024). The study is particularly significant as it combines both secondary data analysis of trading patterns with primary data on farmer constraints, offering a holistic view of digital agricultural marketing implementation. The findings have practical implications for policymakers, agricultural extension agencies, and researchers working on market integration and digital transformation in agriculture. The identification of specific barriers to farmer participation adds to the growing body of knowledge on technology adoption in developing country contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, The title is appropriate and reflects the content accurately.
	

	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 well-structured and covers the key elements: background, objectives, methodology, major findings, and conclusions. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and include recent publications (2022-2025). However, the following additions would strengthen the manuscript:

1. Add recent studies on digital literacy in agriculture (2023-2024)
2. Include comparative studies from other Indian states implementing e-NAM
3. Add references on technology adoption models/frameworks
4. Consider citing: Das, A., et al. (2023) on e-NAM performance in Eastern India; Singh, P. (2024) on digital infrastructure in rural markets; and NABARD (2023) reports on agricultural marketing
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear, academic English that meets scholarly standards. The technical terminology is appropriate and well-explained.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-executed study that provides valuable insights into e-NAM implementation in Telangana. The manuscript makes a genuine contribution to understanding digital agricultural marketing in India. I particularly appreciate the comprehensive commodity-wise analysis and the rigorous application of Garrett ranking to identify constraints. The findings on the gap between volume and value growth (significant value growth but non-significant volume growth) is an important policy-relevant insight.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues identified.
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