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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 study is relevant, timely and of useful to professionals and extension workers in realizing their goal and how they deliver the knowledge/technology in the community especially in times of catastrophe where activities are very limited. To come up with agricultural extension model that will be used during times of pandemic where activities are being limited. Awareness on the part of the community, to cooperate and be participative to every community extension workers for they served as the line on the services from government to community.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable across the study context.
	

	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.


	None, issues on extension activities were laid in the abstract, aim of the study was also clearly stated. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 Yes, a qualitative research however, I was looking for the scope of the study such as the geographical location time period and population studied.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References should be arranged in alphabetical order.
	

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


	The study uses an appropriate/scholarly communication/language and terminologies that can be understood.
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