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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.


	This manuscript contributes to the understanding of how socio-demographic and communication-related factors influence the adoption and utilization of ICT among farmers, a topic of sustained relevance for agricultural extension, rural development, and data-informed policy design. By empirically linking education, extension contact, and information-seeking behavior with ICT usage, the study provides evidence-based insights that can inform targeted interventions and digital inclusion strategies. The findings are particularly valuable for developing-country contexts, where ICT-driven agricultural transformation remains uneven. Overall, the work adds practical knowledge that can support data-driven decision-making in agricultural innovation systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “Linkages between Socio-Demographic Factors and Utilization of ICT among Farmers” is suitable and accurately reflects the scope and content of the study.
Optional suggestion (more specific topic):
“Socio-Demographic and Communication Determinants of ICT Utilization among Farmers: Evidence from Central India”
	

	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 generally comprehensive and covers the objectives, methodology, key results, and implications. However, it is somewhat lengthy and descriptive.

Suggestions:

· Slightly condense background information.

· Clearly state the sample size and study location.

· Replace detailed percentages with 2–3 key findings to improve readability.

· Explicitly highlight the main contribution in one concluding sentence.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of research design, use of descriptive statistics, and correlation analysis. The methods are appropriate for the stated objectives, and the conclusions are largely consistent with the reported results. Minor improvements could be made by briefly acknowledging the limitations of correlation-based analysis and the restricted geographic scope.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate and relevant, covering ICT in agriculture, socio-demographic influences, and extension systems. Most references are appropriate, though a larger proportion are older or region-specific.

· Add 1–2 recent (last 3–5 years) high-impact journal articles on digital agriculture or ICT adoption.

· Ensure consistency in citation formatting and DOIs where available.


	

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


	The language is understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are grammatical inconsistencies, repetition, and awkward phrasing in several sections.

A moderate professional language edit would significantly improve clarity and readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables are informative but could be streamlined to reduce redundancy between text and tabular data.

The discussion could be strengthened by briefly linking findings to policy or extension program design.

The manuscript would benefit from clearer subsection transitions and minor formatting consistency.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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