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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.


	The manuscript contributes valuable empirical evidence on farmers’ digital literacy and social media usage, a critical topic for modernizing agriculture and strengthening ICT-based extension systems. It provides a detailed analysis of socio-economic, behavioural, and psychological factors influencing digital adoption, offering insights for designing targeted capacity-building interventions. The study highlights how digital skills, innovation, and information-seeking behavior shape sustainable agricultural development, making it relevant for policymakers, extension agencies, and researchers working on digital transformation in rural contexts. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title clearly reflects the study's objectives, scope, and methodological focus on digital literacy and sustainable agriculture, making it appropriate. It effectively signals the integration of social media, farmers’ capacity, and sustainability outcomes.
Suggested alternative (optional): “Farmers’ Digital Literacy and Its Influence on Social Media–Driven Sustainable Agricultural Practices.”
	

	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 summarizes the aim, methods, major findings, and implications clearly. 

 It could be improved by briefly indicating the geographic setting (Satna district, Madhya Pradesh) and the sample size to strengthen methodological clarity.

 A short concluding sentence reinforcing policy relevance or extension implications would enhance its effectiveness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	  The methodological framework—including ex-post-facto design, sampling strategy, structured questionnaires, and statistical tools—is scientifically sound for the study’s objectives. 

 The correlation and regression analyses are appropriately used and interpreted accurately in relation to existing literature.

 The study would benefit from a clearer discussion of limitations (e.g., purposive sampling, generalizability issues).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 The references are adequate, relevant, and include recent studies up to 2024, showing good engagement with current scholarship. 

 Classical and contemporary works on ICT, digital literacy, and agricultural extension are well integrated.

 Adding a few global studies on digital agriculture frameworks (e.g., FAO digital agriculture strategies) could broaden the international perspective.
	

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


	 The manuscript uses clear, understandable English and maintains an academic tone suitable for scholarly communication.

 Minor grammatical inconsistencies and long sentences appear occasionally and would benefit from light editing.

 Overall, the language quality is appropriate and does not obstruct comprehension.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 The manuscript is well-structured and provides strong empirical insights into digital literacy and ICT adoption among farmers.

 Visuals (tables) are informative, though adding figures or conceptual models could enhance clarity.

 Strengthening the conclusion with clearer policy and extension recommendations would increase practical impact.
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