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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 offers a timely and comprehensive analysis of how agricultural extension services worldwide adapted to the unprecedented disruptions caused by the COVID-19 pandemic, highlighting both challenges and innovations in digital transformation and service delivery. By synthesizing experiences from diverse countries—including India, Kenya, the Philippines, and the United States—the study provides valuable insights into the systemic vulnerabilities exposed by the crisis and the strategies that have proven effective for sustainability and resilience. The manuscript’s proposed framework for post-pandemic extension, emphasizing inclusivity, multi-stakeholder collaboration, and digital infrastructure, is highly relevant for policymakers, extension practitioners, and researchers seeking to build more adaptive and equitable agricultural advisory systems. Overall, this work advances scientific understanding of how to future-proof agricultural extension in a rapidly changing world.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article—"COVID-19 Post-Pandemic Agricultural Extension Services: A Strategic Analysis of Post-Pandemic Sustainability”is generally suitable but could be refined for clarity and precision.
Suggested Alternative Titles:
1. "Agricultural Extension Services in the COVID-19 Era: A Strategic Analysis of Sustainability and Digital Transformation"
2. "Reimagining Agricultural Extension Post-COVID-19: A Global Analysis of Sustainability, Inclusivity, and Digital Adoption"

	

	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.


	The abstract of the article is comprehensive, offering a clear overview of the major themes, findings, and recommendations related to post-pandemic agricultural extension services. It effectively summarizes the context of COVID-19’s disruption, the rapid digital transformation, and the challenges faced, such as digital inequality and infrastructural gaps. The inclusion of global case studies and a proposed sustainability framework adds depth and relevance. However, to further strengthen the abstract, I suggest briefly mentioning the specific methodologies used in the analysis and clarifying the scope of the policy recommendations. Additionally, streamlining some details could improve conciseness and readability, ensuring that the abstract remains focused and accessible to a broad audience. Overall, the abstract serves its purpose well but would benefit from these minor enhancements.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript “COVID-19 Post-Pandemic Agricultural Extension Services: A Strategic Analysis of Post-Pandemic Sustainability” are generally sufficient and recent for a review article addressing the impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic on agricultural extension services1. The majority of cited works are from 2020 onwards, including key sources such as FAO (2021), World Bank (2021), Rose et al. (2021), Meena et al. (2021), Kumar et al. (2022), and Davis et al. (2021), which are directly relevant to the pandemic’s effects and the digital transformation in extension systems1. These references provide a solid foundation for the analysis and ensure the review is grounded in the latest developments and empirical evidence.

The manuscript also appropriately includes foundational literature (e.g., Anderson & Feder, 2007; Swanson & Rajalahti, 2010; Davis, 2008) to contextualize pre-pandemic extension models and trace the evolution of extension services1. This balance between recent and classic works is suitable for a comprehensive review.
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is a valuable and timely review of agricultural extension services post-COVID-19. It is well-structured and provides a strong foundation for understanding the shifts in this critical sector. The minor revisions suggested aim to further enhance its academic rigor, provide deeper insights into certain aspects, and improve overall clarity. I believe that addressing these points will significantly strengthen the manuscript for publication.
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