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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses an important topic in agricultural extension and rural communication by examining the effectiveness of communication channels used to deliver agricultural information to small-scale maize farmers. The study contributes to the growing body of literature on agricultural information systems, digital extension services, and sustainable agriculture, particularly in Sub-Saharan Africa where maize production is crucial for food security and rural livelihoods. By analyzing both traditional and digital communication platforms, the research provides valuable insights into how agricultural information dissemination can be optimized to support climate resilience and productivity among smallholder farmers. The findings also offer practical policy recommendations for strengthening agricultural extension services and improving information accessibility, making the study relevant for researchers, policymakers, and agricultural development practitioners.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the focus of the study. It effectively highlights the key elements of the research, including communication channels, agricultural information dissemination, and sustainable maize production within the context of Nandi County, Kenya.

However, the title could be slightly shortened to improve clarity and readability.

Suggested alternative title:
Communication Channels for Delivering Agricultural Information to Smallholder Maize Farmers: Implications for Sustainable Production in Nandi County, Kenya.

	

	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 provides a general overview of the research objectives, methodology, key findings, and recommendations. It clearly highlights the challenges faced by both farmers and agricultural extension officers in accessing and delivering agricultural information.

However, a few improvements could enhance the abstract:

1. The abstract could briefly mention the research design or analytical techniques used in the study.

2. Including one or two key statistical findings would strengthen the abstract by providing quantitative evidence.

3. Some sentences are slightly lengthy and could be shortened for improved clarity and readability.

Overall, the abstract is informative but could be made more concise and structured.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and demonstrates a good understanding of agricultural information systems and extension communication. The combination of quantitative surveys and qualitative interviews is appropriate for examining the communication channels used by farmers.

The sample size of 320 farmers provides a reasonable basis for the analysis. The inclusion of interviews with agricultural directors and extension officers also strengthens the study by providing institutional perspectives.

However, some aspects of the methodology require further clarification:

· The sampling procedure could be explained more clearly.

· The inferential statistical techniques mentioned should be described in more detail.

· The presentation of results could be improved by including more structured tables and figures.

Overall, the study is scientifically valid but requires minor improvements in methodological clarity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a comprehensive list of references related to agricultural extension, ICT in agriculture, and information dissemination among smallholder farmers. Many of the references are recent and relevant to the research topic.

However, the following improvements are suggested:

· Some references appear duplicated in the reference list and should be corrected.

· Citation formatting should be checked to ensure consistency with the journal's guidelines.

· A few additional references focusing specifically on digital agricultural extension in Sub-Saharan Africa could further strengthen the literature review.

Overall, the references are adequate and relevant to the topic.


	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable; however, several grammatical errors, long sentences, and typographical mistakes appear throughout the paper. Some sections contain repetitive explanations that reduce clarity.

The manuscript would benefit from professional language editing or careful proofreading to improve grammar, sentence structure, and readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses an important issue in agricultural communication and provides useful insights into how farmers access agricultural information. The integration of traditional communication methods such as radio, workshops, and farmer networks with digital platforms like mobile phones and social media is particularly relevant for modern agricultural extension systems.

However, the manuscript is currently very lengthy (approximately 40 pages), which is quite extensive for a standard research article. Several sections—especially the literature review and discussion sections—contain repetitive explanations and extensive background information that could be summarized more concisely.

The authors are encouraged to reduce the length of the manuscript and present the information in a more concise manner. Condensing the literature review and avoiding repetition would significantly improve the clarity and readability of the paper.

Additionally, the results section could be better organized by clearly linking findings with the research objectives. Some descriptive paragraphs could be shortened while maintaining the essential information.

Overall, the study is valuable and relevant, but improvements in structure, conciseness, and language clarity are recommended before publication.

The manuscript presents a relevant and meaningful study on agricultural information dissemination among smallholder maize farmers. The research design and data collection methods are appropriate, and the findings provide useful insights for improving agricultural extension services and communication strategies. However, the manuscript requires minor revisions, particularly in terms of reducing its length, improving language quality, clarifying methodology, and organizing the results section more effectively.
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	Author’s Feedback

	You are hereby suggested to include following recent references to improve the quality of the manuscript.

Ruchi Priya, Chandan Kumar Panda, Anil Paswan, Suborna Roy Choudhary, Sunil Kumar & Fozia Homa. (2023). Assessment of Farmer Knowledge Level about Recommended Production Technology in Maize (Zea mays) Crop. International Journal of Environment and Climate Change, 13(11), 1551–1558. https://doi.org/10.9734/ijecc/2023/v13i113308 

Vasanthi C & Angadi J. G. (2024). Assessment of Knowledge of Farmers on Market-Led Extension Practices in Northern Karnataka. Journal of Scientific Research and Reports, 30(7), 758–764. https://doi.org/10.9734/jsrr/2024/v30i72186 
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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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