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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 provides valuable classroom-based evidence for validating a Technical Communication Module in Chinese vocational education. It highlights both student strengths in collaboration and task completion, and weaknesses in digital tool use and reflection. The findings offer practical guidance for improving vocational curricula while broadening global research on technical communication through a cross-cultural perspective.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title  “Observing Technical Communication Learning-in-Action: Classroom Evidence for Validating a TCM in Chinese Vocational Education”  clear and suitable.
	

	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 clear and covers purpose, method, and findings.

  It could be improved by briefly stating the broader importance of technical communication in vocational education.

  Add a line on practical implications for curriculum design.

  Streamline minor details to keep the focus on key results and contributions.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	  The study design is appropriate, using classroom observation and pre/post assessments to validate the Technical Communication Module.

  The theoretical framework (social constructivism and competence-based learning) is correctly applied and consistent with the research objectives.

  Data collection and reporting are transparent, and the findings align with the evidence presented.

  The main limitation is the narrow sample (one vocational college), which restricts generalizability but does not undermine the scientific validity of the results.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	  References are relevant but several are dated; more recent sources (past 5 years) would strengthen the paper.

  Suggested additions:

· Recent studies on technical communication pedagogy in vocational or workplace contexts (Technical Communication Quarterly, Journal of Technical Writing and Communication).

· Research on digital tool integration in education, especially vocational training.

· Literature on reflective practice in professional or technical education to deepen analysis of student reflection.


	

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


	The english quality is suitable for publication, but minor editing for grammar, conciseness, and avoidance of repetition will improve clarity and scholarly presentation.
Detail:

  the manuscript is generally clear and understandable, but some sentences are overly long and could be shortened for readability.

  Occasional repetition of terms (e.g., “learning-in-action,” “classroom evidence”) makes the text less concise; these should be streamlined.

  Certain technical phrases (such as “TCM validation”) may need brief clarification for international readers unfamiliar with the context.

  Minor grammatical issues (article usage, verb tense consistency) appear in places and should be corrected through careful editing.

  The overall tone is appropriate for scholarly communication, but polishing for conciseness and flow would enhance impact.


	

	Optional/General comments


	  The manuscript addresses an important gap by examining technical communication in Chinese vocational education.

  The study design is appropriate, and the findings are clearly presented, though expanding the sample size in future work would strengthen generalizability.

  Minor language editing for conciseness and clarity is recommended.

  Updating the reference list with more recent scholarship (past 5 years) would enhance the paper’s relevance.

  Overall, the manuscript makes a useful contribution and provides practical insights for curriculum development and global technical communication research.
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	Author’s Feedback (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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