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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 work holds significant importance for the scientific community by offering practical insights into needs-based training design, which can enhance post-harvest losses reduction, farmer livelihoods, and extension service effectiveness in resource-limited settings. It contributes to sustainable agriculture literature by emphasizing dynamic, adaptive models responsive to evolving farming contexts, potentially replicable in other developing regions facing similar challenges
	

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

	Yes, this title accurately reflects the manuscript's focus.
	

	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.

	Minor Refrasing in flow of abstract could make it more grammatically sound and understandable like repeated context for result and methods description.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	This manuscript is scientifically correct by employing robust methods suc as multi-stage sampling and Borich model.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Presented references are relevant but dated in parts. Certainlt can be revised by adding 3-5 recent sources of 2023-2025 e.g., FAO reports on African post-harvest losses, studies on AI-enhanced extension and dynamic training models.
	

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

	Minor revision is need as Language is clear and technical but repetitive in introductions (for words like ”farming actors” and “stakeholders”).




	

	Optional/General comments

	-
	















	PART  2: 


	
	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? 

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

No ethical issues
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