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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 very important for the scientific community as it shows how different aspects of emotional intelligence helps in improving job performance of academic staffs in Higher Education Institutions (HEIs) in the state of Jammu and Kashmir. By focusing on the academic staff of Jammu and Kashmir, it adds significant and valuable evidence from a unique and less studied context. The study also strengthens existing research by showing that emotional skills matter alongside cognitive abilities in professional settings. The outcomes of this study may lead to future research and help HEIs in improving the faculty development and their performances in an efficient manner.
	





PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The title of the manuscript is clear and appropriate for the study. Also, the given title fits the study very well. According to me, the Rating Scale for the title is 5 = Excellent.
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The abstract of the article is comprehensive and practically useful as it covers the study’s aim, method, results and key implications in a very concise manner. According to me, the Rating Scale for the abstract of the article is 5 = Excellent.
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The keywords of the manuscript are quite clear and relevant to the study and matches to the main ideas of the paper. Also, these keywords will help other researchers to find this work in academic searches in an easy manner. According to me, the Rating Scale for the keywords of the article is 5 = Excellent.
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Yes, the background information of the paper is sufficient and well organized. Background information of the paper is also very clear and well arranged. According to me, the Rating Scale for the background information of the article is 5 = Excellent.
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The research objective/ hypotheses are clearly stated and easy to understand. As a suggestion, the author may consider presenting the objectives of the study in a numbered format just before the hypotheses to improve the readability. According to me, the Rating Scale for the research objective/ hypotheses of the article is 4 = Good.
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The literature review of the manuscript is relevant and well linked to the topic as it includes both key foundational studies and recent researches and provides a strong base for the study. Although, adding a few latest references may further enhance the study. However, it is suggestive only. According to me, the Rating Scale for the literature review of the article is 4 = Good.
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The research methodology is appropriate for the study. The use of a quantitative design, proper sampling and Partial Least Squares Structural Equation Modeling (PLS-SEM) makes the analysis very reliable and appropriate. According to me, the Rating Scale for the research methodology of the article is 5 = Excellent.
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The study seems to follow normal research ethics for survey-based work. However, it would be better, if the author clearly mentions about ethical statement that “No competing interest issues are there in this manuscript”. According to me, the Rating Scale for the ethical issues is 2 = Needs Improvement.
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The results are very clear and easy to follow and with a little less repetition in the explanation, this section can become even more significant. According to me, the Rating Scale for the results is 4 = Good.
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Yes, the tables and figures are clear, relevant and necessary. The author has explained the findings very well. According to me, the Rating Scale for the tables and figures of the article is 5 = Excellent.
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The discussion clearly relates findings to existing literature and shows how the research adds to existing knowledge. However, adding a few more recent studies strengthen the manuscript. According to me, the Rating Scale is 4 = Good.

	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The conclusions are well supported by the data and it is clearly based on the study results. It also stays well aligned with the evidences presented in the study. According to me, the Rating Scale for the conclusions is 5 = Excellent.
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The limitations of the study are clearly explained, which makes the study more transparent and also gives useful direction for future research. According to me, the Rating Scale for the limitations is 5 = Excellent.
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	The references are relevant but not sufficient in numbers.  Adding a few latest references may enhance the study and may make it more significant. According to me, the Rating Scale for the references is 4 = Good
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	The manuscript is written in academic tone. Although, some sentences are too long and repetitive. Shortening these sentences may improve the flow of the language. A little professional English editing, preferable from English language expert would further improve the grammar, readability and overall flow of the article. According to me, the Rating Scale for this is 4 = Good
	





PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes, the title of the article is suitable and clearly indicates the reader about all the aspects of the article.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The abstract of the article clearly and briefly covers the purpose, method and main findings of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. It is mentioned with proper methods, clear analysis and conclusions is well supported by the results.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	The references are sufficient and recent but the number of references could be strengthened by including a few more recent studies.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	The study appears ethically appropriate for survey-based research, However, adding a brief statement by the author, confirming that there are no competing interests would further improve transparency of the study.
	





















PART 3

	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	
The manuscript is academically strong and well organized, covering an important and relevant topic. Although, I would like to recommend minor revision only which includes improving the flow of the language, adding a short ethical/conflict of interest statement by the author and including a few more recent references to further strengthen the paper.
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