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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.


	The manuscript explores an important and emerging theme in agricultural extension — the training needs of extension agents for value-chain development. Understanding these needs helps policy planners and capacity-building institutions to design targeted training modules that enhance market linkages, agripreneurship, and farm profitability. The study contributes empirical evidence to support skill-upgrading of field staff, aligning with national goals for agricultural value addition and sustainable marketing.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title can be changed in to: Training Needs of Extension Agents for Value Chain Development
	

	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 is informative but repetitive and lacks methodological precision. It should specify the sample size (N), analytical tools (AHP-weighted Training Need Index and Cumulative Square Root Frequency classification), and key findings with numerical results. Deleting repetitive phrases and restructuring into Background – Method – Results – Implications format will improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a sound idea but currently has methodological and data-presentation issues that must be corrected.

· Sample size inconsistency: Table 1 caption shows N = 20, whereas frequencies (44, 52, 68, 72) indicate N ≈ 80.

· TNI construction: The Training Need Index formula and AHP weight derivation are missing. Provide the explicit formula, pairwise comparison matrix, number of experts, and Consistency Ratio ≤ 0.10.

· Classification: Replace the incorrect “cumulative cube-root frequency” with Cumulative Square Root of Frequency (CSRF) and ensure class intervals are exhaustive.

· Reliability/validity: Report Cronbach’s α and content-validity indices.
After these revisions, the design will be scientifically acceptable.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are partly adequate but require updates and uniform formatting. Key corrections:

· Use Porter (1985) Competitive Advantage: Creating and Sustaining Superior Performance for value-chain theory.

· Provide full details for FAO (2008) and other institutional sources.

· Correct author names, publication years, and include DOIs.
Adding a few recent (post-2020) studies on AHP or training-need assessment in extension would strengthen the reference base.


	

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


	The manuscript needs thorough language editing. Frequent minor errors (e.g., “find-out” → “find out”; “stakeholders those are” → “stakeholders who are”; “middle men” → “middlemen”) and inconsistent spelling (UK vs US) should be corrected. Ensure proper capitalization of institutions and consistent table/figure captions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study has clear practical significance for improving extension-training programmes in value-chain activities. However, internal consistency, table reconstruction, and professional language editing are essential before publication. After corrections, the article can make a valuable empirical contribution to extension-education literature.
The manuscript is conceptually strong but requires corrections in sample-size consistency, TNI formulation, table reconstruction, and reference formatting before acceptance. The manuscript is conceptually strong but requires corrections in sample-size consistency, TNI formulation, table reconstruction, and reference formatting before acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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