Editor’s Comment:
It is recommended that the authors undertake further revision to improve the quality of the study.
 
The abstract is presented as a single dense paragraph. Restructuring it into distinct sentences would improve readability.
 
The transition between sections, particularly into the 'Results and Discussion', feels somewhat abrupt. A brief introductory sentence to this section would improve the narrative flow.
 
The manuscript contains several typographical errors, inconsistent spacing, and formatting issues. A thorough proofreading is essential.

The discussion could be strengthened by more directly and consistently relating the specific findings from the Sundarbans back to the broader literature cited in the introduction.  How do the identified barriers of "psychological phobia" or "technology gatekeeping" compare or contrast with findings from other studies in similar rural contexts?

[bookmark: _GoBack]With revisions focused on improving structure, language polish, formatting, and the integration of figures and literature, this paper has the potential to be a good contribution to the journal.
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