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	The manuscript provides evidence on the multidimensional job competence of AEOs. AEOs are involved in technology transfer and farmer support yet remain understudied in this context. The study contributes timely evidence to strengthen extension policy, planning and performance evaluation in agricultural development.
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	1. Too many Tables are included, and no test is applied, so it is suggested to apply some tests, such as rank correlation, regression analysis, Wilcoxon signed rank test, and Standard deviation must be included in the table.

2. The paper is too long, as the entire result from the thesis has been pasted in the paper, so it should be shortened, as only the main result should be mentioned 
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