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Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

Line 53-54 “Most core-competency-related studies in
agricultural extension and 54 education are from the
West, particularly the United States”

The author had cited these studies in Line 69-83. In my
view these lines should be in introduction section. | am
not sure how identifying studies abroad can be
constituted as an objective of a study (Objective 1)
Line 106-148 should be in Introduction Section

Line 95 — Focus group interviews were carried out. Is
there any interview protocol which was followed in each
interviews?

Line 366 — Language error

Today’s is the era of ICTs and disseminating 367
information using ICTs is quick, less costly and easy to
reach out to a large number of users

We greatly appreciated your comments. We
have reordered manuscript accordingly.

Yes, as mentioned in method section the pre-
approved discussion guide/interview protocol
was used for FGDs.

We have corrected the sentences.

Optional/General comments

Line 468-475 — Could be extended/moved to another
section. In my view, it would be helpful and more
contributing if a section on Policy Recommendations is
written. Line 468-475 could be moved to this section
(Policy Recommendation) and elaborated more.

The sentences are reorganized.
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