
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

 06  :03)2021 (                                                                                                            381-397  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

381 

  
2  

Academic communication and its role in activating the research performance from the 
viewpoint of doctoral students, at the faculty of humanities and social sciences 

- university setif2 - 
 /  /* 

  
2   ( ) 

  
2  ) (  

mebni@hotmail.com k.rekrouk@univ-setif2.dz 
  

:   

            
    

2            

)61   (  

    
  .  

  

 :  
30 2021  

 :  
27 2021 

 :  
  
  
    

Abstract : Article info 

This study aimed at identifying the role of academic communication in activating 
research performance of doctoral students in the faculty of humanities and social 
sciences University - setif 2 -. In order achieve the goal of this study, a field study was 
conducted the sample population of this study consists of (61) student through which 
researchers reached the importance of communication as an effective tool for students’ 
research performance, as the results of the study axes showed very high levels of 
response to the academic communication variable in its ability to develop their research 
motivation. 
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