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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 is important for the scientific community because it bridges the gap between digital innovation and real-world agricultural development, especially in resource-limited settings. By focusing on how digital tools like SMS, social media, and mobile apps can empower smallholder farmers, it offers evidence-based strategies that are practical and scalable. The research highlights the value of trust, local context, and community-driven approaches, reminding us that technology works best when it fits people’s lives. Ultimately, this work provides a roadmap for researchers and policymakers to use digital outreach to improve food security and resilience in vulnerable communities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	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.


	The abstract is quite comprehensive, clearly outlining the context, methods, and key findings of the study. However, it could be improved by stating the main research question more explicitly and briefly highlighting the most significant results. Streamlining some background details would also help keep the focus on core contributions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It uses a systematic review methodology, draws from reputable sources, and applies clear inclusion criteria. The analysis is evidence-based, with well-documented case studies and data. The discussion of results is logical and supported by recent research, making the findings both credible and relevant.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in this manuscript are both sufficient and recent, with most sources published between 2018 and 2025, covering relevant studies, systematic reviews, and real-world case examples. For even greater depth, consider including more references on digital literacy and gender inclusion in agricultural technology, as these areas are rapidly evolving.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, precise, and uses appropriate academic vocabulary, making the article accessible to researchers and professionals in the field without sacrificing depth or clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)


	


Reviewer details:

Siriporn Chimphlee, Suan Dusit University, Thailand

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

