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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 highly relevant and underexplored issue in higher agricultural education, namely the role of communication apprehension (CA) in shaping communication skill gaps among postgraduate students.
The study contributes to the scientific community by integrating psychological constructs (communication apprehension) with skill-based competency frameworks (Training Need Index), thereby offering a multidimensional perspective on communication development.
The multi-situational approach adopted in this study (group discussions, meetings, interpersonal interactions, and public speaking) provides a nuanced understanding of how communication anxiety varies across contexts, which is rarely examined in agricultural education research. Moreover, the empirical evidence linking CA with communication skill gaps (β = 0.635) adds theoretical and practical value, particularly for curriculum design and capacity-building initiatives.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is clear, informative, and aligned with the study, but it is slightly lengthy and lacks conceptual sharpness. It could be improved by emphasizing the analytical relationship and empirical contribution.
Suggested Alternative Title:
Communication Apprehension and Skill Gaps in Higher Agricultural Education: A Multi-Contextual Analysis
	

	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.
	1. Lack of explicit research gap statement. The abstract should briefly indicate what is missing in prior literature.
2. Overly descriptive and slightly lengthy. Some numerical details (e.g., multiple percentages) can be reduced.
3. Insufficient methodological clarity. Mention research design explicitly (e.g., cross-sectional quantitative study).
4. Limited theoretical framing. Include 1 phrase referencing theoretical grounding (e.g., Social Cognitive Theory).
Suggested Improvement (Key Additions):

Add: “Despite extensive research on communication skills, limited studies have examined the psychological determinants such as communication apprehension…”
Reduce excessive statistics; keep only most critical findings Add methodological clarity in one concise sentence
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Conceptual Inconsistency. The manuscript states: “positive correlation” but later: “negative contribution (β
= 0.635)”. This is conceptually incorrect. A β = 0.635 indicates a positive effect, not negative.
2. Weak Operationalization of “Skill Gap”. Skill gaps are self-reported, not objectively measured. This introduces common method bias.
3. Reporting is inconsistent and sometimes unclear: r = 0.105 labeled as significant at 0.01 (very weak correlation)
4. Lack of Model Robustness. Regression model (Adjusted R² = 0.75) is very high. Risk of Multicollinearity and Overfitting
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Lack of recent (last 5 years) high-impact journal sources. Over-reliance on older studies (pre-2015)
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	1. Generally clear and academically structured
2. Terminology is appropriate but Grammatical and Stylistic Problems.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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