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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.


	This manuscript makes an important contribution to the scientific community by providing rare empirical evidence on the role of academics’ emotional intelligence—specifically emotional self-management—in shaping safe learning environments within Tanzanian higher education. By comparing academics’ self-perceptions with students’ evaluations, the study highlights critical discrepancies that have direct implications for teaching effectiveness, fairness, and student well-being. The findings address a significant research gap in EI scholarship within the African context and offer actionable insights for policy development, capacity building, and the enhancement of educational quality. Overall, the study advances the understanding of how emotional competencies influence academic climates and provides a foundation for future comparative and intervention-based research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Emotional Intelligence and Safe Learning Environments: A Study of Academics’ Emotional Self-Management in Tanzania”
	

	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 of your article is informative and covers the essential components of a research summary, including the purpose, methodology, participants, major findings, and recommendations. It successfully highlights the contrast between academics’ self-perceptions and students’ evaluations, which is a key contribution of the study. However, the abstract is relatively long for most journals and contains an excessive number of percentages that may overwhelm readers. Some details, such as the sampling procedure and multiple repeated numerical comparisons, can be shortened to make the abstract more concise and impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of its purpose, research design, and interpretation of findings. It clearly identifies a relevant research problem, uses an established theoretical framework (the Ability-Based EI Model), and applies appropriate quantitative methods, including validated instruments and descriptive statistical analysis. The comparison between academics’ self-evaluations and students’ perceptions is meaningful and logically presented, and the results are interpreted in alignment with existing literature. However, certain areas could be strengthened to enhance scientific rigor. For instance, the manuscript relies heavily on descriptive statistics without incorporating inferential analysis, which limits the depth of interpretation and the strength of the conclusions. Some sections contain minor inconsistencies in grammar and structure, and a few references appear duplicated and may need correction.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	First, there are duplicate entries (e.g., Aldrup, Carstensen & Klusmann, 2023 appears twice), which should be corrected. Second, while the references are recent, most are descriptive or conceptual studies. Adding more empirical, peer-reviewed studies on EI in higher education—especially those focusing on emotion regulation, classroom climate, and teacher–student interactions—would strengthen the manuscript’s academic credibility. Third, including a few African-context or low- and middle-income country (LMIC) studies could help situate the research more clearly in a regional context.
	

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


	Some sentences are overly long, repetitive, or grammatically inconsistent, which may interrupt the flow for readers. Occasional issues with subject–verb agreement, article usage, punctuation, and transitions also affect readability. Additionally, certain sections include informal phrasing or wordy expressions that could be streamlined to align with international academic standards. The results section sometimes mixes explanation with interpretation, which can be reorganized for clearer communication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Based on the content presented, there are no major ethical concerns in the manuscript, but a few areas could be clarified or strengthened to fully meet scholarly standards.
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