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	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 contributes to the scientific community by shedding light on the often-overlooked emotional and psychological experiences of LGBTQ+ individuals in the maritime profession. By blending rich participant narratives with established theoretical frameworks, it deepens our understanding of how discrimination, masculinity norms, and emotional suppression intersect in high-stress, gendered environments. Its phenomenological approach preserves the authenticity of lived experiences and introduces symbolic and culturally relevant insights that enrich the discourse on diversity and inclusion at sea. Furthermore, its practical recommendations for educational institutions and policymakers underscore its potential for real-world impact, advancing both academic scholarship and institutional reform.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	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.


	Your abstract is already strong—it’s clear, structured, and covers the essential components of a qualitative research abstract: purpose, participants, method, key findings, and implications. However, a few targeted refinements can enhance clarity, flow, and academic tone:

· Simplify the opening sentence for clarity.

· Rephrase participant details more fluidly.

· Clarify the role of the analytical method.

· Sharpen and streamline the theme summaries.

· Expand the policy recommendation with a stronger institutional framing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the process of refining academic writing, several crucial elements should be addressed to improve the overall clarity, tone, and structural coherence of the text. Firstly, simplifying sentence structure is key for enhancing clarity. Sentences that are overly verbose or convoluted should be tightened to convey the message more directly. For example, a sentence like “hold countless untold and colorful narratives…” could be streamlined to “have long held untold stories,” making it both clearer and more concise. Redundancy should also be eliminated, particularly in phrases such as “thereby it addresses,” which can be simplified to “thereby addressing.” Additionally, phrasing should be polished to remove awkward constructions—expressions like “worked alongside with them” can be revised to “worked alongside them” for smoother flow and readability.

When revising for tone, voice, and academic style, it is important to maintain an analytical voice throughout. Participant quotes should be followed by more direct interpretations to add analytical depth and clarity, ensuring that the reader can easily follow the connection between the data and the broader argument. The tone should balance emotional nuance with the formalities expected in academic writing. While personal expression and authenticity are valuable, overly conversational language should be avoided in favor of a more structured, scholarly tone. Cultural terminology, such as terms like “sir,” may be retained for authenticity, but it is essential to explain such terms within a footnote or methodology section to clarify their contextual relevance.

In terms of structural adjustments, complex paragraphs that cover multiple ideas should be divided to improve readability and flow. This not only makes the text easier to follow but also allows for a clearer presentation of each idea. Transitions between subthemes should be made smoother by incorporating synthesis sentences that tie the ideas together, creating a coherent narrative. Furthermore, shifts in themes should be made more explicit, ensuring that each new theme flows logically from the previous one.

For thematic refinement, it is essential to ensure that subthemes are distinct and do not repeat unnecessarily. For example, if the same subtheme title, such as “Homophobic Incidents,” appears twice, consider differentiating it with a more specific title like “Microaggressions and Internalized Stigma.” Titles should also be evocative but clear, using poetic language to engage the reader while maintaining academic rigor. Titles like “Hidden Currents” and “Stem the Tide: Professional Resilience…” offer a sense of thematic depth while remaining grounded in the subject matter.

Incorporating theoretical frameworks into later sections is essential to strengthen the academic rigor of the work. For example, when discussing Themes 3.3 and 3.4, it would be beneficial to connect the participant experiences to existing scholarship, such as Hochschild’s work on emotional labor or Connell’s theories on masculinity. This not only supports the arguments but also situates the findings within a broader scholarly context. Reinforcing these connections with literature throughout the text will enhance its academic credibility and depth.

Lastly, the conclusion should be carefully refined to underscore the importance of institutional accountability. Emphasizing the roles of organizations such as MARINA, MHEIs, and shipping companies in facilitating systemic change would bring the paper’s message to a stronger, more impactful close. The final lines should leave the reader with a sense of shared responsibility and broader societal implications, leaving a lasting impression on the significance of the study and its potential to influence change.

By focusing on these areas, the text will be clearer, more coherent, and better aligned with academic standards, creating a stronger and more compelling argument.
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