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	Reviewer’s comment
	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 addresses a critical and timely topic by evaluating how social media serves as a tool for agricultural information dissemination among youth farmers in Kyerwa District, Tanzania. It highlights the potential of digital platforms like Facebook and WhatsApp to enhance agricultural productivity and sustainability, aligning with the global push towards digital agriculture. By focusing on youth farmers, the study fills an important gap in understanding how this demographic engages with social media to overcome challenges like digital literacy, connectivity issues, and misinformation. The findings have significant implications for policymakers, agricultural organizations, and educators, providing actionable insights to develop targeted interventions aimed at empowering youth farmers and fostering sustainable agricultural practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Evaluation of the Title

Current Title: "SOCIAL MEDIA AS A TOOL FOR AGRICULTURE: EVALUATING ACCESSIBILITY AND CHALLENGES FACED BY YOUTH FARMERS IN KYERWA DISTRICT, TANZANIA."
Suitability:

· Strengths:

· The title accurately conveys the focus of the research, emphasizing the role of social media in agriculture and the specific challenges faced by youth farmers.

· It specifies the geographical scope (Kyerwa District, Tanzania), making the study's context clear to readers.

· The inclusion of key terms like "accessibility," "challenges," and "youth farmers" reflects the core objectives of the study.

· Weaknesses:

· The title is somewhat lengthy and could be more concise while retaining its clarity and relevance.

· It could emphasize the broader implications of the research, such as the potential of social media to transform agricultural practices.

Suggested Alternative Titles:

1. "Social Media and Agriculture: Overcoming Accessibility Challenges for Youth Farmers in Tanzania."
2. "Youth Farmers in Tanzania: Evaluating Social Media Accessibility and Agricultural Challenges."
3. "Harnessing Social Media for Agriculture: Insights from Youth Farmers in Kyerwa District."
These alternatives aim to make the title more concise and engaging while maintaining its informative nature.
	

	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.


	Evaluation of the Abstract

The abstract provides a clear and concise overview of the study, highlighting its purpose, methodology, key findings, and implications. It effectively outlines the importance of social media as a tool for agricultural information dissemination among youth farmers and discusses the challenges they face. The abstract aligns well with the manuscript's content, making it informative and relevant.

Strengths:

1. Comprehensive Coverage: The abstract mentions the research focus, methodology (mixed methods, sampling approach, and tools), key findings (platforms like Facebook and WhatsApp are most utilized), and the theoretical framework (Uses and Gratifications Theory and Cultivation Theory).

2. Highlights Practical Implications: It emphasizes the need for targeted training programs and social media strategies to empower youth farmers, making the study's real-world relevance evident.

3. Conciseness: The abstract is well-structured and provides sufficient information without overwhelming the reader.

Suggestions for Improvement:

1. Add Specific Results: Including quantitative data or key statistics (e.g., percentage of farmers using specific platforms or facing certain challenges) would make the abstract more impactful.

2. Broaden the Implications: Mentioning the potential long-term impact of social media on agricultural productivity or community-building could strengthen its significance.

3. Clarify Challenges: Briefly listing the main challenges (e.g., high data costs, poor network) in the abstract would give a more rounded view of the study’s findings.

Revised Abstract Suggestion:

"This study assessed the accessibility and utilization of social media as a source of agricultural information among youth farmers in Kyerwa District, Tanzania. Using a mixed-methods approach, data were collected from 104 youth farmers and key informants through questionnaires, interviews, and focus group discussions. The findings reveal that 98.1% of respondents use social media, with Facebook and WhatsApp being the most popular platforms for accessing agricultural content. However, challenges such as high data costs (40.4%) and unstable networks (30.8%) limit effective utilization. Drawing on the Uses and Gratifications Theory and Cultivation Theory, the study underscores the transformative potential of social media in enhancing agricultural productivity. It recommends targeted training programs to improve digital literacy and ensure equitable access to reliable information, fostering a more informed and resilient farming community."
This revision incorporates key findings and challenges, making the abstract more comprehensive and engaging.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It employs appropriate research methodologies, including a mixed-methods approach and a cross-sectional design, which are suitable for the study's objectives. The data collection and analysis methods, such as using SPSS for quantitative data and thematic analysis for qualitative data, ensure rigor and reliability. Additionally, the theoretical frameworks—Uses and Gratifications Theory and Cultivation Theory—are appropriately applied to understand the dynamics of social media usage among youth farmers. The results are well-supported by data, making the conclusions valid and credible.
	

	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 a range of topics related to social media, agricultural practices, and challenges faced by youth farmers. Many references are recent (2021–2024), ensuring the study is grounded in contemporary research. However, a few references are slightly older (e.g., 2013 and 2014), which could be updated to reflect current trends in digital agriculture.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication, but some areas can benefit from minor revisions.
Areas for Improvement in Language with Examples:

1. Lengthy Sentences:
Example from the manuscript:

"The FGDs also examined the social media platforms predominantly used by youth for agricultural information, and an observation checklist was employed to gather data regarding the types of phones used, communication infrastructure, cultural aspects (such as language and rituals), and the agricultural activities in which youth are engaged in the study area."
Suggested Revision:
"The FGDs examined the social media platforms used by youth for agricultural information. An observation checklist was also used to gather data on phone types, communication infrastructure, cultural aspects, and agricultural activities."

2. Repetitive Phrasing:

Example from the manuscript:

"The high cost of data packages and unstable networks are the most significant barriers, with 40.4% and 30.8% of respondents citing these issues, respectively. Additionally, high costs of mobile data packages were noted in the focus group discussions."
Suggested Revision:
"The high cost of data packages (40.4%) and unstable networks (30.8%) emerged as the most significant barriers, as confirmed by focus group discussions."

3. Grammatical Errors:
Example from the manuscript:
"These findings suggest that while social media can enhance information access and community building in agriculture, efforts should be made to optimize the use of diverse platforms to ensure comprehensive outreach."
Suggested Revision:
"These findings suggest that social media can enhance information access and community building in agriculture. However, optimizing diverse platforms is essential for comprehensive outreach."
4. Missing Articles or Redundant Words:
Example from the manuscript:

"This study was conducted at Kyerwa District in Kagera region, Tanzania."
Suggested Revision:
"This study was conducted in the Kyerwa District of the Kagera region, Tanzania."
By addressing these examples, the overall readability and professionalism of the manuscript can be significantly improved.
	

	Optional/General comments


	General Comments:

1. Relevance and Novelty: The manuscript addresses a highly relevant topic by exploring how social media facilitates agricultural information access among youth farmers, filling a critical gap in the understanding of digital agriculture in Tanzania.

2. Methodological Rigor: The use of mixed methods, including surveys, focus group discussions, and thematic analysis, provides a robust foundation for the study. However, greater detail on how qualitative data were analyzed could strengthen the methodology section.

3. Practical Implications: The findings have significant real-world applications, offering insights for policymakers and agricultural organizations to enhance digital literacy and improve social media strategies for rural farming communities.

4. Clarity in Presentation: The manuscript is well-structured and easy to follow, but minor adjustments to the language and sentence flow would further enhance readability and scholarly appeal.

5. Inclusion of Broader Context: While the study is focused on Kyerwa District, comparisons with similar regions or countries could broaden its implications and make the findings more generalizable. This would increase the study’s impact and relevance to a wider audience.
There are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript, as the study follows standard research practices, including purposive sampling and data collection through interviews and focus groups. However, it is important to ensure that participants provided informed consent and that their privacy and confidentiality were protected.

There are no evident competing interest issues in this manuscript, as no affiliations or funding sources suggest potential bias. A formal statement declaring the absence of competing interests would enhance transparency.
This manuscript is well-structured, addresses a relevant and timely topic, and employs robust methodologies, making it suitable for scholarly publication with minor revisions. Enhancing language quality, providing more detail on qualitative data analysis, and including additional recent references would further strengthen the work.
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