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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is significant for the scientific community as it sheds light on the critical role of information dissemination in enhancing agricultural sustainability, particularly in rice-based cropping systems. By examining the information use patterns of farmers in Puducherry, it identifies key barriers and decision-making factors that influence the adoption of sustainable practices. The findings contribute valuable insights for developing tailored extension strategies and digital tools that address localized challenges, such as poor internet connectivity and language barriers. This research is particularly focused on bridging the gap between agricultural innovations and farmer adoption.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it clearly reflects the focus on information use patterns among farmers in rice-based cropping systems in Puducherry.
	

	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 comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the study's objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications. However, a few suggestions for improvement include:

1. Addition: Briefly mention the significance of the findings for broader agricultural policy or regional sustainability efforts.

2. Clarification: Simplify terms like "cognitive factors" and "environmental factors" to ensure accessibility for a broader audience.

3. Focus: Highlight the most actionable recommendations, such as specific improvements in extension services or digital platforms.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It employs a robust research design, including an ex post facto approach and appropriate data collection methods like interviews. The use of statistical tools such as Garrett’s ranking technique strengthens the reliability of the findings. The analysis effectively identifies key barriers and suggests practical interventions, making the conclusions both valid and actionable. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, but their recency and relevance to the topic should be reviewed to ensure alignment with current research trends. Adding recent studies on information dissemination in agriculture, particularly those addressing digital tools and extension services in similar contexts, would strengthen the manuscript. 
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are areas where clarity and conciseness could be improved, such as simplifying complex terms and refining sentence structure for better readability. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides valuable insights into the information use patterns of farmers in rice-based cropping systems, with practical implications for agricultural sustainability in Puducherry. The research is well-structured and scientifically robust. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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