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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 (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 manuscript addresses a critical gap in workforce development literature by capturing the firsthand perspectives of agriculture employers on crop production trainees. The study also strengthens the evidence base for improving school-to-work transitions in the agricultural sector, particularly in emerging economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the current title is clear and appropriately reflects the study’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.
	The abstract clearly outlines the study's background, methodology, findings, and implications. However, the following are suggested: (1) mention the sample size and data collection method more clearly; and (2) consider briefly stating the main themes identified (e.g., work ethics, industry relevance, technical competence).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. But, the analysis could be strengthened by more direct quotes from participants and a deeper discussion on how findings align with or challenge existing literature. Including
limitations and suggestions for future research would also enhance scientific rigor
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and include both foundational and recent sources, though more recent literature (post- 2020) could strengthen the manuscript’s timeliness. Consider citing works related to employer engagement in TVET, school-to-work transitions, and workforce preparedness.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is generally understandable and conveys the research intent clearly. However, the manuscript would benefit from light to moderate editing to address grammatical inconsistencies, improve sentence flow, and enhance clarity, particularly in the Results and Discussion sections.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Figures or tables summarizing themes may improve readability.
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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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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