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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 primary importance of research out put of training extension agents in value chain development is its are 

· direct impacting on improvement of the economic well-being of smallholder farmers
· enhancing capacity of extension agents to deliver more relevant and effective services to farmers

· fostering sustainable agricultural development and enhancing food security
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	The manuscript is scholarly right for it included all the aspects that research articles required to encompass. Nonetheless, result of the study used 80 extension agents and also indicated in abstract but in methods and material it say “twenty extension agents were randomly selected” which need consistence. 
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