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	Review Summary,

This paper presents a compelling and original study that explores the experiences of psychology graduates who did not pass the Board Licensure Examination for Psychometricians (BLEP). The focus on non-passers—a group rarely highlighted in the literature—brings a fresh perspective to the conversation around licensure exams. Set within a state university in Western Visayas, Philippines, the research offers rich contextual relevance with implications that could extend to broader educational and psychological support systems.

To strengthen the study’s relevance for the international readership of the Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies (AJESS), the author might consider drawing comparisons with similar licensure exam challenges in other countries. This would help situate the findings within a more global context.

Theoretical and Conceptual Framework,

The study is firmly rooted in phenomenological theory and draws appropriately on the works of Moser & Korstjens (2017) and Eatough & Smith (2017). The conceptual treatment of failure as a transformative life experience is particularly insightful and adds depth to the narrative. However, the discussion could benefit from additional theoretical lenses—such as cognitive appraisal theory or coping theory (e.g., Lazarus & Folkman)—to enhance the psychological interpretation of the data.

Methodology,

Methodologically, the use of Interpretative Phenomenological Analysis (IPA) is well-suited to the research objectives and was applied rigorously. Ethical considerations, participant recruitment, and efforts to reduce researcher bias (e.g., bracketing) are thoughtfully explained. That said, there is a noticeable discrepancy: the paper initially mentions six participants but presents data from only three. This should be clarified. Additionally, the rationale for the small sample size should be discussed more explicitly, especially to meet the journal’s expectations for transparency and methodological justification in qualitative research.

Data Presentation and Analysis,

The data presentation is one of the study’s strengths. Participant voices are presented through vivid and relevant quotations that give life to the emergent themes. The organization of themes and subthemes is coherent and grounded in the data. To improve clarity, the addition of a thematic summary table (even in an appendix) is recommended. Furthermore, bringing more of the participants’ narratives into the discussion section—not just the results—would enrich the interpretation and better connect data with theoretical insights.

Critical Insight and Discussion, 

The discussion section is robust and demonstrates thoughtful engagement with the findings and related literature. It effectively explains the emotional and social dimensions of failure. However, it would benefit from deeper consideration of practical applications—particularly in terms of educational policy, curriculum development, or psychological interventions. Also, a more critical reflection on the study’s limitations and the researcher’s own positionality would enhance the paper’s analytical depth.

Referencing and Citations, 

The references are comprehensive and relevant, featuring recent studies and authoritative sources. The citation style is consistently followed. A minor issue is that some references, such as "Banay, 2024," are incomplete and would benefit from full publication details (e.g., journal name, volume, issue).

Practical and Scholarly Contribution, 

This study makes a timely and meaningful contribution to the understanding of student resilience, emotional well-being, and the psychological impact of academic failure. These issues are particularly pressing in the post-pandemic educational landscape, where many students face heightened performance pressure and mental health challenges. The findings could be even more impactful if the author elaborated on how institutions could implement practical strategies—such as support programs, curricular adjustments, or counseling services—to help students facing similar challenges.

Final Recommendation, 

This is a well-conceived and meaningful piece of research that fits well within the aims and scope of AJESS. Its narrative-driven approach and in-depth analysis make it a strong candidate for publication.

Required Revisions:

1. Clarify the discrepancy in the number of participants.

2. Incorporate additional theoretical perspectives (e.g., coping or self-regulation theories).

3. Expand the discussion of practical implications, particularly in institutional or policy contexts.

4. Consider adding a thematic summary table to enhance clarity.
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