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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The study analysed the impact of ICT tools in dissemination of Agromet Advisory Services 
(AAS) among farmers in Mahabubabad district of Telangana, India through DAMU. This is 
an extremely important implication for researchers and farmers in agriculture production. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The author should edit and add the following sections or information: 
       Materials and methods:  
       - The authors should clarify the reasons for sampling to see sample 
representativeness. Adding total units overall, survey content and analytical methods. 
       Conclusion: 
       In results and discussion, the author didn’t mention “illiterate farmers” the author 
concluded: “However, ways and means to disseminate such weather advisories to reach 
illiterate farmers also needs to be focused”. So it needs editing to ensure the logic in the 
research. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
This paper is required minor revision comments. 
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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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