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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 study is significant because it provides consensus-based evidence on the key challenges limiting the effective implementation of animal husbandry education in secondary schools, using a rigorous Delphi approach. Its findings inform policy, curriculum improvement, and resource allocation to strengthen skills-based agricultural education and workforce development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is generally suitable because it clearly states the focus (challenges), subject area (Animal Husbandry Trade Subject), level (secondary schools), and location (Delta State). However, it can be improved for clarity, conciseness, and academic tone, and to better reflect the methodological rigor of the study. This could be an option: A Delphi Study of Challenges Affecting the Implementation of Animal Husbandry Trade Education in Delta State Secondary Schools
	

	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 generally comprehensive and clear, as it presents the study’s purpose, methodology, key findings, and main recommendations. However, a few improvements would strengthen its academic quality and completeness. Herewith are my suggested improvements: 1. Clarify the research gap or significance in one short phrase (e.g., why examining implementation challenges is important for vocational or agricultural education); and 2. Specify the consensus criteria used in the Delphi rounds (briefly), to enhance
methodological transparency.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with the Delphi method effectively ensuring credible expert consensus on
implementation challenges. Its findings align with established literature in technical–vocational and agricultural education, particularly on resource, infrastructure, and teacher-capacity constraints.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and relevant, combining foundational works, Nigerian studies, and policy documents that ground the manuscript in both theory and local context. However, adding recent high-impact international studies on TVET, agricultural education, and school–industry partnerships, while refining formatting and source
quality, would enhance its scholarly depth and global relevance.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable and appropriate for scholarly communication; however, there are instances of grammatical errors, repetitive phrasing, and informal expressions that need improvement. Careful copyediting and language polishing are recommended to enhance clarity,
coherence, and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments
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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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