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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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.


	The study identifies important technical, financial, human, and societal restrictions that prevent efficient ICT use in agriculture. The findings can help policymakers, extension experts, and technology developers create focused interventions, training programs, and cost-effective solutions to increase ICT adoption. This study adds to the greater discussion on the use of technology in agriculture, eventually promoting more efficient and informed agricultural methods.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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, the abstract of the article is comprehensive. No additions or deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I suggest adding some more recent references, if possible, to strengthen the study’s relevance and support the findings with the latest research.
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In the abstract, under the ‘Methodology’ section, it is mentioned that “The data was collected regarding dependent and independent variables with the help of a developed interview schedule.” However, there is no explanation of the independent and dependent variables anywhere in the manuscript. Please clearly define these variables to enhance clarity and ensure a comprehensive understanding of the study. 

2. The results of social constraints are included under the ‘Results’ section of the abstract but are missing from the ‘Conclusion’ section. Consider incorporating them in the conclusion to ensure a complete summary of the study.

3. In the ‘Materials and Methods’ section, the spelling of ‘Henry Garrett’s rank’ is incorrect in the last line of the first paragraph. Please check and correct it.

4. In the ‘Materials and Methods’ section, under the heading ‘Calculating Garrett Ranking,’ the table of financial constraints is mentioned twice. Please ensure it is mentioned only once to avoid redundancy.

5. In the ‘Results and Discussion’ section, the subheadings are marked as 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, and 1.4, but they should be labelled as 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, and 3.4. Please check and correct the numbering.

6. In Tables 1, 2, 3, and 4, the serial number is mentioned as ‘SN.’ I suggest rewriting it as ‘S. No.’ for better clarity and understanding.

7. Please mention the source from which Figure 1 (Garrett Ranking Conversion Table) has been taken to ensure proper citation and credibility.

8. The format of the first reference in the ‘References’ section does not match its citation in the text. Please check and ensure consistency.

9. The number of references listed in the ‘References’ section is greater than the references cited in the manuscript. Please check and ensure consistency between in-text citations and the reference list.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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