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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 addresses the increasing role of ICT-based agricultural extension systems, particularly mobile applications, in improving productivity and income for smallholder farmers. The study’s mixed-method design combining feature audit, user analytics, and farmer-level propensity-score-matched impact assessment provides valuable empirical evidence on digital extension effectiveness. Findings contribute to practical policy guidance for scaling localized, bilingual, and offline-capable advisory platforms in developing-country contexts such as India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title is informative and relevant. However, a more concise and impact-oriented alternative could be:
“Measuring the Impact of a Mobile Extension App on Smallholder Productivity and Income: Evidence from FEM@Mobile in Kerala.”
	

	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 clearly outlines objectives, methodology, and findings. It could be strengthened by:
Including explicit quantitative results (e.g., yield +17%, income +21%, input cost −31%).
Mentioning “Propensity Score Matching” and “mixed-methods” to emphasize analytical rigor.
Reducing descriptive background sentences to keep the abstract within 180 words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured. The statistical analysis is appropriate, particularly the use of PSM to estimate treatment effects. Nonetheless, several details should be added:
Clarify variables used to compute propensity scores and show post-matching balance tests.
Report standard errors, confidence intervals, and significance levels for all major estimates.
Provide justification for sample size and geographic scope to strengthen external validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate but unevenly dated. The authors should integrate more recent studies (2021–2025) on digital extension and ICT adoption, such as:
FAO (2024). Digital Agriculture Transformation.
Nalawade et al. (2023). ICT-based knowledge transfer models.
OECD (2022). Agri-Digital Advisory Systems.
All references should be formatted uniformly in APA 7th edition style.
	

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

	The English is generally clear and comprehensible but would benefit from professional proofreading to remove minor grammatical inconsistencies and maintain formal tone throughout. Examples: use “farmers who used the app” instead of “the farmers using app,” and unify terms like “FEM@Mobile App” and “Farm Extension Manager.”
	

	Optional/General comments

	Add an ethical-approval ID or justify exemption.
Clarify data-privacy handling for photo-based “Expert-Connect.”
Shorten Discussion to focus on policy implications (ATMA integration, expert routing, weather alerts).
Move the AI disclaimer to the end, specify that it was used only for language editing.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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