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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 addresses a significant gap in agricultural extension by highlighting how digital platforms, specifically YouTube, are transforming the way farmers receive and adopt agricultural knowledge. It offers empirical evidence on symbolic adoption levels among farmers in Telangana, showing how exposure to video content can positively influence mental acceptance of recommended practices. For the scientific community, especially those in agricultural communication, rural development, and digital extension, this study provides valuable insights into the practical application of ICT tools in real-world farming contexts. Additionally, it suggests a direction for future improvements in content delivery and policy interventions to increase adoption rates.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly suitable as it reflects the main theme and focus of the paper—symbolic adoption and the PJTAU YouTube channel. However, it can be slightly refined for clarity and academic tone.

Suggested title: "Symbolic Adoption of Agricultural Practices Disseminated Through PJTAU's YouTube Channel: A Study Among Telangana Farmers"
	

	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.


	Suggestion 1:  While the abstract mentions the role of social media, it could briefly specify which symbolic practices were adopted the most, giving more depth to the findings. A short mention of the crops (paddy and cotton) would also help contextualize the study.

Suggestion 2:  The abstract should briefly include the research design (experimental, one-group pre- and post-test) and sample size to establish credibility and scope.

Suggestion 3: The last two sentences are repetitive and unclear. Consider condensing them into a single, strong closing statement about the proven effectiveness of YouTube in motivating symbolic adoption of agricultural practices.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound in its conceptualization and execution. It follows a structured research design (one-group pre-test and post-test), uses an adequate sample size (n=120), and clearly operationalizes the concept of symbolic adoption. The statistical treatment is basic but appropriate for the study’s purpose. However, one limitation is that inferential statistical tests (e.g., t-tests for pre-post differences) are not reported, which could have strengthened the scientific rigor. Moreover, a more detailed discussion connecting findings to broader theories or models in agricultural communication or behavior change would enhance the scholarly impact.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a mix of older and newer references, which is acceptable given the topic’s background in symbolic adoption, a concept established in earlier literature. The inclusion of Farabi et al. (2023) adds a recent and relevant source. However, the majority of references are master's and Ph.D. theses from Indian universities, which may limit the international scholarly weight of the paper.

Suggestions for additional references:
· Rogers, E.M. (2003). Diffusion of Innovations (5th ed.) – foundational for adoption behavior studies.

· Meera, S.N., Jhamtani, A., & Rao, D.U.M. (2004). Information and Communication Technology in Agricultural Development: A Comparative Analysis of Three Projects from India. Agricultural Research & Extension Network.

These would broaden the theoretical grounding and increase the credibility of the literature review.
	

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


	The manuscript is mostly understandable, but the English requires moderate revision for scholarly clarity and fluency. There are issues with sentence structure, redundancy, grammatical consistency, and word choice. Phrases like "videos were told regarding significance…" or "symbolic adoption is due to following of more traditional practices…" should be rewritten for clarity. Additionally, technical writing conventions like active voice, concise phrasing, and proper academic tone should be improved for publication readiness.
A thorough copy-editing round by a professional or native academic editor is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript explores a timely and relevant topic, highlighting the potential of YouTube as a tool for agricultural extension and farmer education. The focus on symbolic adoption provides a meaningful perspective on how farmers mentally engage with digital content before actual adoption. While the study is context-specific, its implications are broader and applicable to digital extension strategies in other regions. With some improvements in language, presentation, and theoretical framing, the manuscript holds promise for contributing valuable insights to agricultural communication research.
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