Appendix A. Prompt Templates
The prompt templates below are shortened for readability. Complete prompt files are available from the corresponding author on reasonable request, as stated in the Data Availability Statement.
A.1. Zero-shot Prompt
You are an instructor in agricultural applied writing. Read the task scenario and the student draft. Provide feedback that helps the student revise the draft. Do not rewrite the entire text. Identify important problems and suggest improvements.
A.2. Rubric-Based Prompt
You are an instructor in agricultural applied writing. Use the following rubric dimensions to provide feedback: genre format, content completeness, agronomic evidence validity, field-action logic, stakeholder context and language clarity. For each dimension, identify one problem if present and suggest a concrete revision. Do not invent agricultural facts that are not in the scenario.
A.3. Stepwise Reasoning (CoT) Prompt
You are an instructor in agricultural applied writing. First inspect the draft sequentially according to the rubric dimensions. Then provide only the final feedback units. Each feedback unit should identify the problem, explain why it matters and propose a revision. Do not produce a full revised draft and do not invent agricultural facts not present in the scenario.
A.4. Agri-GAC-CoC Prompt
You are an instructor in agricultural applied writing. Before giving feedback, check the task context: agricultural genre, crop or field condition, evidence available in the scenario, required actions, stakeholder audience and constraints. Compare two feedback paths: surface polish and task-grounded guidance. Prefer comments that improve agricultural genre function, evidence validity, action logic and stakeholder fit. Return prioritized feedback units with no unsupported agronomic invention.
Appendix B. Codebook Excerpt
Table A1. Example coding decisions for feedback units.
	Feedback unit
	Primary dimension
	Uptake code
	Rationale

	"Specify the crop stage before advising pesticide monitoring."
	Agronomic evidence validity
	Effective uptake
	Targets missing evidence needed for a valid advisory

	"Make the wording more professional."
	Language clarity
	Surface uptake
	May improve tone but does not identify the agricultural decision problem

	"Add a pesticide dosage of 50 g per mu."
	Agronomic evidence validity
	Misleading uptake
	Invents an operational recommendation not present in the scenario

	"Add more details."
	Content completeness
	Rejected/ignored
	Too vague for the revision operator to implement reliably



