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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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.

	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is appropriate, descriptive, and well-aligned with the content of the paper.

	

	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.

	Yes, the abstract effectively summarizes the objectives, methods, key findings, and recommendations.
However, it could be improved by explicitly stating the research implications or policy relevance of the findings.
Suggestion: Add one concluding sentence such as:
“Findings from this study provide a framework for improving digital literacy and service delivery mechanisms among tribal farmers in Andhra Pradesh.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The study is methodologically sound, employing an ex post facto design, purposive and random sampling, and appropriate statistical tools (frequency, percentage, mean, and Garrett ranking). The data presentation is clear, and the analysis aligns with the objectives. The interpretation of results is logical and well-supported by literature. The only minor concern is the inclusion of some outdated census data (2001), which could be updated or justified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and relevant, covering studies from 2016–2023. However, the inclusion of a few more recent references (2024 or latest government reports on RBKs or digital agriculture) would enhance the paper’s currency.
Suggested additions:

Government of Andhra Pradesh (2023). Annual Report on Rythu Bharosa Kendras. Department of Agriculture.

FAO (2022). Digital Agriculture in South Asia: Inclusive Growth for Smallholder Farmers.
	

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

	Yes, the manuscript maintains good academic language and clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments

	1. Tables and figures are well-organized and effectively support the discussion.

2. The study could benefit from a stronger conclusion emphasizing practical policy implications.

3. The authors might also consider adding a brief “Limitations and Future Scope” section.
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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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