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	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 provides a comprehensive comparative analysis of personal and socio-economic characteristics of dairy, sheep/goat, and backyard poultry farmers in Andhra Pradesh, with a novel focus on farmers using social media. The study contributes valuable empirical evidence to the livestock extension and rural development literature by highlighting category-specific disparities and similarities. Its findings are particularly relevant for designing targeted digital extension strategies and inclusive livestock policies. The work adds regional depth to existing studies and supports evidence-based decision-making in livestock development programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, clear, and reflective of the study objectives and content. It accurately conveys the comparative nature, target population, and geographical focus of the research.
	

	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 well-structured and comprehensive, covering context, objectives, methodology, results, and significance. However, minor improvements are suggested:

Briefly mention the ex post facto design explicitly in one line.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design, sampling procedure, statistical tools (ANOVA and Tukey HSD), and interpretation of results are appropriate and correctly applied. The results are logically presented and well-supported by tables and statistical evidence. The discussion effectively links findings with existing literature, strengthening the scientific validity of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and largely recent, including studies up to 2025. The manuscript appropriately cites national reports, peer-reviewed journals, and extension-focused literature.
	

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


	The language quality is generally good and suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear, coherent, and readable. Minor grammatical corrections
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