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	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 offers a significant contribution to the scientific community by illuminating the underexplored lived experiences of Filipino gay seafarers within the hypermasculine and heteronormative maritime industry. By adopting a phenomenological approach, the study reveals the psychological, emotional, and professional struggles faced by this marginalized group, enriching current discourses on gender inclusivity, occupational wellbeing, and diversity in global labor sectors. The findings provide critical insights for maritime policymakers, educators, and welfare institutions in fostering more inclusive and humane shipboard environments. Overall, this study bridges a crucial research gap in LGBTQ studies within traditionally conservative professions and highlights the need for systemic reform grounded in empathy and equity.
	

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

	Yes, the title "The Bittersweet Struggles and Experiences of Filipino Gay Seafarers Onboard: A Phenomenological Study" is suitable and effectively captures the essence of the research. It reflects both the emotional duality (“bittersweet struggles and experiences”) and the specific focus on Filipino gay seafarers working onboard, while also indicating the qualitative approach employed. The use of the word “phenomenological” accurately signals the methodological framework, aligning readers' expectations with the in-depth, lived-experience analysis presented in the manuscript. Overall, the title is clear, evocative, and academically appropriate for the subject matter.
	

	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 of the article is generally comprehensive and successfully outlines the study’s aim, methodology, key findings, and proposed recommendations. It provides a clear overview of the phenomenological approach used, the participant profile, and the four emergent themes, which are both relevant and compelling. The concluding statement regarding the development of a Social Diversity Program strengthens the practical value of the study. However, to further enhance clarity and scholarly impact, it is recommended to briefly mention the specific method of data analysis (Hycner’s Explication Process) and to indicate the geographical or institutional relevance of the proposed program (e.g., through MARINA or MHEIs) to emphasize policy implications. This minor refinement would give readers a fuller picture of the study’s scope and potential contributions without adding unnecessary length.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for a qualitative phenomenological study. The research follows established scholarly procedures including purposive and snowball sampling, ethical safeguards, and a well-defined data analysis framework grounded in Hycner’s Explication Process. The articulation of themes is supported by rich, direct participant narratives that reflect a rigorous and reflective engagement with the data. The conceptual framing and integration of relevant literature further reinforce the study’s academic robustness.
Nonetheless, to further strengthen the manuscript’s scientific rigor, it would be beneficial to more clearly define the study's epistemological stance and justify the choice of phenomenology in relation to other possible qualitative approaches. Additionally, including a brief discussion on the limitations of the study—such as sample size or generalizability—could enhance transparency and contextualize the findings more critically for the academic audience.
	

	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 generally sufficient and relevant to the study’s objectives. The author has cited foundational works on phenomenology, stigma, masculinity, and LGBTQIA+ issues, as well as recent sources such as ISWAN (2023) and Brooks (2022) that reinforce the study’s timeliness and relevance. The inclusion of scholarly articles, institutional reports, and doctoral dissertations demonstrates an effort to provide a multidisciplinary perspective.
However, the reference list would benefit from the addition of a few more peer-reviewed journal articles from the last three to five years—particularly those focusing on gender inclusivity in maritime education or occupational mental health among LGBTQ professionals. Including recent empirical research published in journals such as Marine Policy, Journal of Homosexuality, or Gender, Work & Organization could further contextualize the findings and enhance the manuscript’s academic grounding.
	

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

	The English language used in the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The author effectively conveys complex emotional and psychological experiences with clarity and sensitivity, especially when presenting participants’ narratives. The structure and flow of the manuscript are coherent, and the thematic development is logically organized.
That said, there are areas that would benefit from minor grammatical revisions and refinement in phrasing to enhance precision and readability. Some sentences—particularly in the discussion sections—could be streamlined to avoid redundancy, and transitions between paragraphs may be slightly improved to maintain academic tone and flow. Overall, with light copy-editing, the manuscript meets the linguistic standards expected in international academic publishing.
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