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	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.


	The manuscript contributes valuable insights into how Learning Management System (LMS) features can meaningfully support the development of oral communication skills—an increasingly essential competency in modern education. By integrating both quantitative and qualitative evidence, the study highlights practical strategies for enhancing student engagement and learning outcomes in digital environments. Its findings are significant for educators, curriculum designers, and policymakers seeking evidence-based approaches to improve communication-focused instruction. The research also adds to the growing body of work on digital pedagogy, offering timely implications for post-pandemic education systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title “Exploring the Learning Management System Features and its Impact on the Oral Communication Skills of First Year College Students” is generally clear and relevant, as it accurately reflects the study’s scope, focus, and target population.
	

	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 presents the main purpose of the study and outlines key findings; however, it would benefit from greater clarity and structure. At present, it lacks explicit statements on the research design, sample, and methods used. Additionally, the abstract could better highlight the specific LMS features examined and the major implications of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, and its findings are supported by appropriate qualitative and quantitative evidence. The research questions align with the methodology, and the results are generally consistent with the data presented. However, some methodological details—such as sampling justification, reliability measures, and statistical assumptions—require clearer explanation to strengthen scientific rigor. With these clarifications, the study can be considered scientifically valid.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct and aligns with accepted research practices in educational and social science studies. The use of a mixed-method approach is appropriate for investigating LMS features and communication skills. However, some areas require improvement—particularly the clarity of methodological procedures, justification of sampling, and deeper explanation of data analysis techniques. Strengthening these sections will enhance the scientific rigor of the work.
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses an important and timely topic in higher education, particularly relevant to digital and blended learning environments. The mixed-method approach strengthens the analysis, and the findings provide practical implications for educators. Improving methodological transparency, updating references, refining the abstract, and enhancing language quality will significantly improve the manuscript. Overall, the work has strong potential with minor revisions.
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