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Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 related to agribusiness addresses a critical gap in the literature by exploring the current state of digital technology usage within agribusinesses, specifically Farmer Producer Organizations (FPOs) and agripreneurs, in the understudied North East Region (NER) of India. While the importance of agricultural digitization is widely recognized, there is a dearth of research focusing on the unique challenges and opportunities in this region. This study provides valuable baseline data and insights into the specific digital tools being used, the perceived strengths and weaknesses of digital technology adoption, and potential pathways for future development. Congrats author, because of scientific contribution to society.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable, This implies a descriptive component to the research. The study will likely involve data collection to assess the current state of digital technology adoption.
	

	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.


	Yes, it is. Please consider my suggestion to provide more detail on data analysis. Mentioning the specific types of descriptive statistics used (e.g., percentages, frequencies) would strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript addresses an important topic, but the significant methodological weaknesses, particularly the sampling issues and lack of detail, raise serious concerns about its scientific correctness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, no need to revise.
	

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


	Yes, it is very suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please follow the current for matting of tables or tabular presentations and figures that adhere to the current style using APA 7th edition if possible.
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