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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The manuscript provides the information and fill the gap by discussing the Emotional 
Intelligence in construction’s worker safety. The study focus on the emotional competencies 
that impact safety management in a high risk sector provides valuable insights that could 
inform both safety protocols and workforce development in construction.  

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes, the title of article is suitable.  

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 but the results and findings are not mentioned. Also the 
keywords of abstract are missing. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes, the subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate, providing clear and 
logical flow from introduction to conclusion. 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The manuscript demonstrates scientific robustness through its well-defined research objective, 
appropriate methodology and through analysis. The study use of established EI components 
and their relevance to constriction site safety is grounded in well-supported theoretical 
framework. Adds practical and theoretical value, making the manuscript both scientifically 
sound and technically relevant.  

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

Yes, the references are sufficient but add some more references from 2020 to 2024. And follow 
APA format for referencing.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Quality of English language is good and clearly express its case. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Cite the source of questioner were adopted. 
Write the discussion separately and match the results with prior studies. 
Conclusion is written very short, add more paragraph. 
And in last, write the recommendation separately. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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