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	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 is important for the scientific community because it provides a comprehensive review of the evolving role of public private partnerships in agricultural extension, an area increasingly recognized as vital for improving agricultural productivity and sustainability. By systematically analysing both the opportunities and challenges, the paper offers valuable insights that can guide policymakers, researchers, and development practitioners in designing more effective and inclusive extension models. Furthermore, the review highlights critical gaps in existing literature and practice, paving the way for future research and innovation in agricultural extension services. Overall, this work contributes to advancing scientific understanding of how collaborative approaches can strength agricultural systems, enhance knowledge transfer, and promote rural development. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Public-Private partnerships in Agricultural extension Services: A review of Opportunities, Challenges, And Lessons Learned 
	

	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.


	Your abstract should include the following components

· Summary of background, objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. 
· And better to remove abbreviations from the abstract section. 
· Basically, the abstract is missing essential components, including a detailed account of the review methods, clear articulation of the main objectives, concrete findings, and actionable recommendations. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The review lacks scientific procedures. For example, the scientific review procedure follows at least the following components.
1.abstract 

2. introduction (Background: Context and rationale for the review, Objectives: Specific research questions or hypotheses the review addresses).

3. methods of the review (Eligibility Criteria, Databases and other sources searched, Search Strategy etc.)
4. major reviews on PPT

5. conclusions and conclusions 

· This review basically lacks methods of review, major conclusions and conclusions and weak flows of coherences 

· The review miss of one major components of the review objective (opportunities of PPP)

· Some paragraphs lack references

· The author also uses unclear abbreviations for readers and should be clearly stated 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references are not sufficient and lacks recent references. The others should be included more and recent references 
· The authors should also use reference management tools like endnote, Mendeley, Zotero etc. 
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors should revisit the content of systematic review, and apply reference management tools to enhance the clarity and coherence of the article, making it more compelling and accessible to readers. 
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