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PART 1: Comments

	
	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 provides valuable insights into how mobile-based ICT tools can effectively enhance agricultural productivity and farmers’ income—an area of growing significance amid the digital transformation of agriculture. The study’s focus on a real-world mobile application (FEM@Mobile) developed by Kerala Agricultural University offers a concrete and replicable model for digital agricultural extension in developing regions. Its use of mixed methods, including field surveys and statistical impact analysis (Propensity Score Matching), contributes both methodological rigor and practical relevance. Overall, the paper enriches the literature on e-agriculture, rural digitalization, and sustainable smallholder farming systems, providing important policy implications for scaling similar
ICT interventions globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is clear, descriptive, and accurately reflects the study’s focus, scope, and methodology. It effectively conveys the paper’s central themes—ICT, agricultural productivity, and extension services.
Suggested	alternative	(optional): “Evaluating the Impact of the Farm Extension Manager Mobile App on Agricultural Productivity and Farmer Income in Kerala, India”
This alternative emphasizes the evaluation aspect and geographic scope, making it slightly more precise.
	




	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 well-written, summarizing the study’s objectives, methodology, key findings (17% yield and 21% income increase), and broader implications. It effectively captures the reader’s attention. However, a few minor improvements could enhance clarity:

· Add a brief sentence on the methodology, e.g., mention the use of Propensity Score Matching and field surveyexplicitly to highlight methodological rigor.
· Replace “provides farmers with crop-specific fertiliser schedules…” with “offers farmers crop-specific fertiliser schedules…” for smoother flow.
· Conclude the abstract with a policy or practical implication sentence (e.g., “The findings highlight the potential of ICT- based interventions to strengthen rural extension systems and support sustainable agricultural development.”)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust. The mixed-methods approach combining feature analysis, user analytics, and a comparative survey provides a strong empirical foundation. The application of Propensity Score Matching appropriately addresses selection bias in estimating yield and income impacts. Data presentation is clear, with relevant tables and interpretation. The discussion section effectively links findings to existing literature, demonstrating awareness of global trends in digital agriculture.
However, a few considerations could strengthen the scientific contribution:

· Include brief details on data reliability checks and sensitivity analysis for robustness.
· Clarify whether any control variables were used in the PSM regression models (education, land size, etc.) and report basic statistical diagnostics.
· The section on “Policy Implications and Conclusion” could benefit from a more specific discussion on scaling
	




	
	challenges and institutional integration at the national level.
	

	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 several recent and credible sources (up to 2025). They cover foundational works (e.g., Aker et al., 2016; Rajkhowa & Qaim, 2021) and emerging literature in   mobile-based   agricultural   advisory   systems. To further strengthen the manuscript, the author may consider including:

· World Bank (2022). Digital Agriculture and Rural Transformation. Washington, DC: World Bank.
· FAO & ITU (2023). Status of Digital Agriculture in Asia- Pacific	Region. Rome:	FAO. These sources can provide updated context on digital agriculture policies and scalability issues.
	




	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript’s language quality is excellent. It is clear, professional, and suitable for scholarly publication. Technical terms are used appropriately, and the writing is coherent, concise, and logically structured. Minor grammatical refinements (mainly stylistic) could be made during copyediting, but overall readability and
academic tone are very good.
	

	Optional/General comments
	· The paper’s practical relevance and data-driven conclusions make it an important contribution to the growing field of ICT-enabled agricultural development.
· The inclusion of feedback from farmers and extension officers enriches the discussion, demonstrating participatory research value.
· Future research directions could include a longitudinal study to evaluate sustained impacts over multiple cropping seasons or integration of AI-based advisory systems for predictive analytics.
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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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