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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 study contributes significantly to understanding the level of digital literacy and e-readiness among undergraduate students in India during the post-pandemic era. It provides empirical data on how students’ access to devices, internet, and competencies affect their online learning readiness. The findings can guide educational institutions in designing ICT training and support mechanisms to strengthen online learning capacity, particularly in rural and agricultural universities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, relevant, and reflects the scope of the study. It accurately conveys the dual focus on “digital literacy” and “e-readiness” of undergraduate students. Alternative title (optional): “Exploring Digital Competence and Online Learning Readiness among Indian Undergraduates.”
	

	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 clearly summarizes the aim, methods, and major findings. However, it would be stronger if it mentioned the specific statistical tools (T-test, correlation) and the main result that e-readiness had no significant difference between rural and urban students.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. Sampling and data analysis are adequately described. However, the discussion could be expanded to interpret results in comparison with international studies on digital literacy, and to discuss limitations (e.g., sample confined to one state and agricultural institutions).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient but somewhat dated; only a few are from the last five years. It would strengthen the article to include recent literature on digital literacy frameworks (e.g., UNESCO 2022; European Commission 2021).
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. Minor grammatical corrections are needed (e.g., verb agreement, article usage). Editing for conciseness and consistency of tenses is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents valuable empirical evidence on the intersection of technology and education. The presentation of tables and figures is systematic, though some captions can be shortened for clarity. Overall, the paper deserves publication after minor revision.
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