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	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.


	The study is relevant to the education sector, specifically in special education, as it measures the AQ and EQ of SPED teachers, examines how the two interact, and provides an analysis that might strengthen their resilience. Also, by exploring the interplay between these two variables, the research offers valuable empirical data on how they can collectively strengthen the effectiveness of SPED teachers working with diverse learners and those with special needs. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title directly conveys what the study aims to measure (AQ and EI), but it might mislead readers by not including the idea of determining the connection between the variables. Suggestion title: The Interplay Between Adversity Quotient (AQ) and Emotional Intelligence (EQ) Among Selected Special Education Teachers
	

	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.


	It is better to add a little introductory discussion about the relevance of the two variables and connect it to the study’s purpose. There’s little discussion of the methodology, and improving it would add more value to the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is a great start, but there’s still room for improvement. Firstly, to enhance the research's impact, incorporating recent studies from the last five years would really elevate its relevance and provide fresh insights. Also, parts of the methodology section are confusing. For instance, the study employed correlational methods, but the results and discussion include descriptive data on demographics and variables. My suggestion is to include “descriptive” in the methods and to discuss the descriptive data in toto in the results and discussion section. Another concern is the number of samples, which is “20” only (mentioned in the abstract, but not in the methodology). That’s fine since the study uses non-parametric analysis, but it was not discussed in the study the selection of the analysis and why is it considered non-parametric.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, most of them are obsolete (2015 below). It should be 5 years backward.
	

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


	Yes.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues
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