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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	The paper offers a thorough examination of participatory methods in agricultural extension, addressing the crucial need for sustainable farming techniques and acknowledging the shortcomings of conventional, top-down extension models. The subject matter is both current and pertinent, considering the growing focus on sustainable agriculture, climate adaptation, food security and farmer empowerment. The paper demonstrates extensive research and presents an impartial view of the advantages and drawbacks of participatory extension approaches.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Not yet a compelling and comprehensive abstract, authors are advised to provide a concise summary of the entire study, including the problem or gap in knowledge that your study addresses, objectives, methods (briefly describe the methods used in your study (e.g., survey, experiment, case study). Include the sample size, location, or key details relevant to your study), key results, and conclusions (state the main conclusions drawn from your study and their implications. Authors are to emphasize on the significance of your findings and their contribution to the field).

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Will be scientifically correct when further refinements and clarifications are done.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References could be improved upon with more recent citations!
	

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


	N/A
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Under the keywords, instead of ‘participatory, extension & agriculture’ I suggest you merge to ‘participatory agricultural extension’ remove sustainability and put ‘sustainable agriculture’
2. The headings under the introduction ‘A. Importance of Agricultural Extension in Modern Farming’ is not necessary

3. Remove this heading as well ‘B. Need for Participatory Approaches in Agricultural Extension’

4. In the introduction, start with a broader statement about the importance of agricultural extension and narrow it to modern farming. From there start with a clear sentence that will draw your readers mind to why there is a need for participatory approaches in agricultural extension. Give a critical instances or examples. 
5. Provide background information on traditional vs. participatory approaches.

6. Mention the specific challenges faced by farmers in the study location.

7. Clearly identify the gap in knowledge (Clearly state the problem that this review addresses. Why is a review of participatory approaches in agricultural extension needed now?).

8. State the specific objectives of the study.

9. Authors should include more recent citations to support their claims.
10. Authors must improve on the methodology of the study. There is limited empirical evidence: The manuscript relies heavily on literature review. More specific examples or critical case studies could strengthen the arguments. The paper does not appear to include an empirical study. If it is a review article, explicitly state the methodology used for reviewing the literature. If it involves a theoretical model or framework, consider clarifying how the proposed framework was developed.

11. Results (key results) and discussion can be improved as well as the conclusion! (state the main conclusions drawn from your study and their implications. Authors are to emphasize on the significance of your findings and their contribution to the field).
12. Authors should sort their references list by arranging in alphabetical order. 
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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