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The article is not suitable for publication due to the 

following reasons: 

 

-The literature section of the article is not 

comprehensive and it does not systematically deal 

with the issues at hand.  

-ICT is not sufficiently explained nor is there any 

reflection of previous studies done on the topic. 

-The reason why ICT should be used by farmers in 

Ghana is not well articulated. 

-Only 16 sources were used. This is not acceptable for 

a scientific article. 

-The methodology is not sufficiently explained. What 

instruments were used? How was it developed?  

-There are many language and technical mistakes in 

the article. 

-The data analysis is not comprehensive enough and 

findings are not sufficiently interrogated. For 

example what is the impact of 25% of respondents 

that were illiterate? 
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