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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.


	In sub-Saharan Africa (SSA), where digital solutions are developing quickly but structural issues still exist, this paper examines the relationship between digitalisation and agricultural transformation. This study adds significantly to discussions on equitable growth, agricultural modernisation, and the digital divide.
	

	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.


	Typically, the abstract is thorough and educational. It provides a concise overview of the study's goals, methods, theoretical underpinnings, and main conclusions. However, it may be improved much further by including the following recommendations: 

· Give a brief explanation of the empirical analysis's time frame and data source.
· Emphasise how your results have policy implications to strengthen the final phrase.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is indeed technically sound and scientifically sound. The authors propose a rationally organised empirical analysis and make use of suitable economic frameworks. The results are well analysed, and the analytical model is well-chosen. Three points, nonetheless, could require clarification: 

· Clearly state how your empirical model measures or depicts "digitalisation." 
· To confirm the findings or provide more context, think about doing robustness checks. 
· Include recent research studies.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Despite being rather extensive, these references lack numerous contemporary sources. A recommendation: 

· A few current references on digitalisation in SSA from 2022–2025 might improve the literature study.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The article is a valuable addition to the body of knowledge about African agriculture and technology.
· Visualising the hypothesis and process might be aided by a graphic or diagram that depicts the conceptual framework.
· The policy implications for national governments and international development partners should be highlighted more clearly in the discussion section.
· Comparing your results with the traditional Solow model assumptions might be useful, particularly when comparing labour-intensive and technology-intensive industries.
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