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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	This paper is of immense importance to the scientific community because it deals with the key problem of professionalism in South African extension services. Through examining the principles, challenges, and achievements involved in professionalizing extension services, the research gives insights that can be used to inform policy and training packages. The discovery of critical competencies—like public speaking, communication planning, and research linkages—emphasizes the core competencies that ensure competent delivery of services. Further, the outcomes of the paper enhance the general conversation in agricultural extension and professional development through a model that other developing areas with similar issues might borrow.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	"Professionalizing Agricultural Extension in Limpopo, South Africa: Challenges, Progress, and Key Competencies."
	

	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 a general description of the study, but it may be more helpful if it were clearer and more complete so that it can be more inclusive. As a reviewer, I recommend the following changes:

1. Define the Research Purpose – The purpose of the research should be stated clearly in the abstract rather than simply describing what the goals of the paper are. For instance, rather than writing "the paper attempts to fulfill the following," one should write: "This research seeks to analyze the functions of professionalism in agricultural extension services and how it affects service delivery in Limpopo, South Africa."

2. Summary of Key Results – Although the abstract includes skill ratings, it would be useful to give a brief summary of the most important results and their implications for agricultural extension. For example, stating how skills gaps impact service delivery would reinforce the link between the data and the objectives of the study.

3. Emphasize the Contribution to Knowledge – The abstract should show how the research contributes to knowledge in the area of agricultural extension and professional development. For instance, by adding a statement such as "The findings provide a framework for enhancing training and professional standards among extension officers" would make the abstract more impactful.

4. Refine Language and Structure – The expression "creating demotivated cadres in agriculture" may be reworded for professionalism and clarity, e.g., "resulting in decreased motivation among agricultural extension officers." In addition, using bullet points to list objectives is not required in an abstract—these may be woven into a more narrative text.

5. End with a Strong Takeaway – A final statement encapsulating the significance of the findings and suggesting further action would make the abstract stronger. For instance: "The research highlights the necessity for focused professional development and policy interventions to improve agricultural extension services in South Africa."

Adding these recommendations would make the abstract clearer, more coherent, and more impactful in terms of scholarship.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	From the scientific point of view, the manuscript reflects good background in research method, data analysis, and theoretical basis. Yet, as a reviewer, I would appreciate highlighting the following aspects for consideration in order to increase scientific rigor and accuracy:

1. Research Design and Sampling – Although the study states that 30 extension officers from three districts were sampled, the application of purposive sampling is problematic in terms of representativeness and generalizability. The manuscript rightly identifies this limitation, but it would be scientifically more robust if the reasons for choosing these particular districts and the consequences of sample size constraints were explained more clearly.

2. Data Analysis and Interpretation – The SPSS analysis performed is appropriate; however, the manuscript needs to state the statistical procedures employed (e.g., descriptive statistics, inferential tests) to assess professionalism and service delivery relationship. It would be helpful if confidence intervals or significance levels were presented so that the findings are more robust.

3. Terminological Consistency – The words "profession," "professionalism," and "professionalization" are used synonymously, which could lead to ambiguity. A clear distinction among these should be made in the theoretical framework to ensure conceptual clarity.

4. Literature Support – Although the manuscript references supportive literature, more can be done to reinforce the theoretical basis through the inclusion of more contemporary studies on agricultural extension and professionalization, especially within the African region. This would place the research more strongly in the body of knowledge.

5. Conclusion and Recommendations – The conclusion well encapsulates the findings; however, it would be more scientifically sound were it to link the recommendations directly to the findings of the study. For instance, how enhancing skills like public speaking and communication planning would improve service delivery would make the recommendations more practically applicable.

6. Bias and Objectivity – The phrasing of "the absence of a professionalized extension science has caused much damage to the dignity of the extension and advisory practitioners" is subjective. A rewording, for example, to "The lack of professionalization in extension science has resulted in motivation and service issues" would make the manuscript more scientifically written.

Resolution of these issues would enhance the scientific rigor and overall quality of the manuscript, rendering it more influential and credible in agricultural extension research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The paper features a wide spectrum of references, showing acquaintance with seminal literature in agricultural extension and professionalism. But as a reviewer, I must mention some loopholes and scope for improvement concerning the references:

1. Recency of References – A significant portion of the cited literature is relatively dated, with many references from the early 1990s and 2000s. While these provide historical context, the inclusion of more recent studies (published within the last five years) would strengthen the manuscript’s relevance and align it with current research trends in agricultural extension and professional development.

2. Geographic Relevance – The paper relies considerably on sources from South Africa, which is fitting considering the focus of the study. But incorporating current international research on agricultural extension, especially from the rest of Africa or other regions with comparable agricultural issues, would enhance the global applicability of the paper and enhance comparative analysis.

3. Diversity of Sources – The sources are mostly journal articles, conference proceedings, and government or professional body reports. Increasing the base of references to include more peer-reviewed journal articles and systematic reviews would increase the scholarly richness of the manuscript.

4. Potential Additional Sources – The following recent sources would be useful additions to augment the discussion on professionalism and extension services:
- Swanson, B. E., & Rajalahti, R. (2018). Strengthening Agricultural Extension and Advisory Systems: Procedures for Assessing, Transforming, and Evaluating Extension Systems. This publication offers a guide for enhancing extension services and professional standards.
- Davis, K. E., Babu, S. C., & Ragasa, C. (2021). Agricultural Extension: Global Status and Performance in Selected Countries. Journal of Agricultural Extension and Rural Development. This is a paper that looks at the status of extension systems today and cites reasons behind the success of extension systems.
- Zhou, Y., & Babu, S. (2019). Knowledge Sharing and Agricultural Innovation in Rural Africa: The Role of Extension Services. Food Policy. This study mentions the contribution of extension services on agricultural productivity and innovation across African nations.

5. Consistency and Formatting – Reference list should be thoroughly checked for consistency of formatting (e.g., citation format, order of authors, use of capitalization) to maintain a consistent referencing norm. 

Adding more recent and varied sources, as well as streamlining the reference formatting, would enhance the scholarly depth and positioning of the manuscript within the practice of agricultural extension research.
	

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

	he quality of the language used in the manuscript is overall adequate for academic discourse, but there are a number of places where changes would increase clarity, professionalism, and overall readability. Based on my reviewer role, the following changes are suggested:

1. Grammar and Syntax – The text has a number of grammatical mistakes and clumsy sentence formations. For example, the sentence "professionalism also affect agricultural extension\" should be rewritten as "professionalism also affects agricultural extension." A proper proofing to rectify subject-verb agreement and sentence structure would add to the professionalism of the manuscript.

2. Formal Tone and Accuracy – Certain phrases are informal or too chatty for an academic paper. For instance, "creating demotivated cadres in agriculture" may be rewritten in a more formal manner as "leading to decreased motivation among agricultural extension officers." The use of a formal and accurate tone will improve the manuscript's academic validity.

3. Consistency in Terminology – The manuscript interchangeably uses words like "profession," "professionalism," and "professionalization," which is confusing. Having clear definitions in place and employing the terms consistently would enhance the clarity and coherence of the argument.

4. Redundancy and Wordiness – Certain sentences are unnecessarily long and repetitive, and this impairs the flow of the paper. For instance, the following sentence "The purpose of this paper is fourfold: 1) to offer real principles of professionalism, 2) to isolate crucial hindrances and solutions attributed to professionalism, 3) discuss progress regarding attempts made thus far in South Africa regarding professionalism in extension, 4) and discuss findings of the research regarding what perhaps might be most crucial functions of the extension as a profession" could be revised to make it easier to read. 5. Argument Clarity – Arguments in some parts are loose or not well connected. The logical link between sentences and paragraphs would be strengthened by improving the coherence of the manuscript. For instance, the connection between the professional skills identified and their influence on service delivery could be explicitly established.

6. Academic Language Use – Sentences like "it should be mentioned that" and "bear witness" sound more like everyday language than academic language. The use of more formal language, such as "It is important to note that" or "The findings suggest that," would enhance the academic tone of the manuscript.

7. Proofreading and Editing – A native English speaker or a scholarly writing expert professional language edit would assist in sharpening the overall quality of the language and removing minor inconsistency. 

Tackling such language issues would enhance the manuscript's clarity, professionalism, and overall scholarly bearing.
	

	Optional/General comments

	
NONE
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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