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	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 manuscript is very interesting and important for the scientific community, because it investigates the impact of agricultural extension agents on urban gardening practices in confined spaces, focusing on vegetable crop cultivation in growth media in Delta State, Nigeria which is one of the most developed countries in Africa. The result showed that most people who were engage in this farming were mostly females, who are civil servants, married or widows. It also revealed that these people were not visited by the extension agents, not encouraged to grow crops on growth media or formed agricultural society. It is therefore, recommended that government should make it mandatory for extension agents to visit people in their respective homes and encourage them to grow crops in their confined and floored environment.
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	The title of the article is suitable.
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	The abstract of the article is comprehensive. It briefly and fairly well outlines the content of the article and the main conclusions arising from it. 
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	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, in my opinion, the authors should have divided the section "Results and Discussion" into two "Results" and "Discussion", as well as added the section " Abbreviations" to it.
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	The references of the article are proper, sufficient and quite recent.
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	In general, English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
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