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	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 is important for the scientific community because it reconceptualizes classroom management in higher education as a proactive, evidence-based practice central to learning, equity, and student persistence. By integrating interdisciplinary research, it offers a unified framework linking course design, inclusive pedagogy, and restorative responses to classroom challenges. The review provides a strong theoretical foundation for future research and informs scalable, equity-oriented improvements in teaching and learning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is largely suitable: it is clear, academic, and accurately reflects the integrative and review-based nature of the manuscript. 
	

	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 comprehensive, well-structured, and clearly aligned with the aims of an integrative review. It effectively communicates the problem, scope, key themes, and conceptual contribution of the manuscript. However, a few minor refinements could further strengthen its clarity and usefulness for readers and reviewers:

1. Clarify the review approach: Briefly signaling that this is an integrative or narrative review (e.g., “This integrative review synthesizes…”), would help set expectations and align with journal conventions.

2. Streamline overlapping ideas: Some concepts—such as equity, belonging, and psychological safety—are closely related and could be slightly condensed to improve readability without losing substance.

3. Adding one short clause that emphasizes what the framework enables (e.g., guiding research, informing faculty development, or shaping institutional policy) would sharpen the takeaway.

4. Optional deletion: If length is a concern, the phrase emphasizing that positive environments are not “soft add-ons” could be shortened, as this idea is already implicit in the surrounding argument.

Overall, the abstract requires refinement rather than expansion; its core content is strong, and only small adjustments are needed to enhance precision and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and conceptually robust. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are largely sufficient, relevant, and aligned with contemporary scholarship in higher education pedagogy, classroom climate, and inclusive teaching.
	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the article are appropriate for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript makes a timely and meaningful contribution to scholarship on teaching and learning in higher education by reframing classroom management as a proactive, equity-oriented instructional practice. The integrative framework is conceptually strong and has clear relevance for researchers, faculty developers, and institutional leaders seeking scalable improvements in teaching quality and student success. The manuscript is well organized and persuasive, and with minor refinements for concision and clearer signaling of its review approach, it has strong potential for publication. Overall, it is a valuable and well-executed review that advances both theory and practice in higher education pedagogy.
Recommendation: Minor Revision – the manuscript is strong and suitable for publication with only minor refinements in concision, signaling of the review approach, and selective updating of recent references.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	NIL
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