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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 offers an important synthesis of ICT and AI-based platforms that assist farmers, especially in developing-country contexts. This publication is significant for the scientific and development research community. With the help of data on mobile applications, AI advisory systems, drones, chatbots, and digital marketplaces, this assessment emphasizes how digital agriculture improves productivity, risk management, and decision-making efficiency. The study also identifies critical adoption barriers such as digital literacy, affordability, and infrastructure gaps, which are highly relevant for policymakers, extension professionals, and researchers working on sustainable and inclusive agricultural transformation. All things considered, the paper helps to identify future research and policy directions in digital agriculture as well as to consolidate fragmented material.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable, which clearly reflects the scope and content of the manuscript. This manuscript accurately indicates that the article is a review focusing on ICT and AI platforms for farmers. However, the title could be slightly strengthened by indicating the context or scope.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and clearly outlines, examined, noteworthy discoveries, and consequences are all succinctly described in the abstract. Nonetheless, the following small improvements are recommended:

 
• Include a phrase emphasizing the findings' relevance for research or policy. 
There is no need for significant reductions, however a little tightening of the wording could make it clearer and more succinct.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and well-supported. Precision agriculture, digital extension, AI applications, and ICT technologies are all properly explained and in line with what is now known in science. Furthermore, some quantitative statements would benefit from more precise contextualization or attribution.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive, relevant, and includes a substantial number of recent sources (2020–2025), which is a strong aspect of the manuscript. The references adequately cover ICT, AI, extension systems, drones, and digital marketplaces. To further strengthen the manuscript, the authors may consider adding:

· More high-impact international journals focusing on digital agriculture and AI (e.g., Agricultural Systems, Computers and Electronics in Agriculture).

· Additional comparative or cross-country studies to balance the strong India-centric focus.


	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	• A variety of pertinent digital agriculture tools are covered in this well-structured manuscript. 
• Readability might be improved by tables or conceptual frameworks that summarize ICT and AI platforms, advantages, and difficulties. • The conceptual clarity of the topic might be further enhanced by making a clearer difference between AI-driven systems and ICT.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript.
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