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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 study contributes to the growing body of knowledge on out-of-field teaching, a phenomenon often underreported in the Philippine context. It provides actionable insights for school administrators and policymakers on supporting teachers who are teaching outside their expertise. The findings will benefit researchers, teacher educators, and policymakers interested in teacher professional development, instructional quality, and teacher well-being. Furthermore, it opens pathways for future research on comparing in-field and out-of-field teacher performance and exploring long-term teacher retention and student achievement.
	

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

	The title is clear, descriptive, and engaging. It captures both the phenomenon (“Academic Journeys of Out-of-Field Secondary Teachers”) and the context (Social Studies subjects). No change is needed.
	

	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, concise, and follows a logical flow (problem, gap, method, findings, implications).
Optional Suggestion: You may include a brief statement about the research implications (e.g., “The study suggests designing targeted teacher training programs for out-of-field teachers in Social Studies.”) to strengthen its impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is clear, appropriate for a phenomenological study, and well-executed. Themes and interpretations are grounded in participants' narratives and relevant literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient, up-to-date, and include international and local studies. Some recent works (2022–2024) are cited, which shows currency. No additional references are necessary.
	

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

	The English is clear, formal, and appropriate for scholarly communication. Minor typographical issues could be polished during copyediting, but overall readability is excellent.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This is a well-written and well-structured manuscript that offers significant scholarly and practical value. The discussion section could be slightly strengthened by connecting findings more explicitly to policy recommendations (e.g., structured mentoring programs, curriculum support). However, this is a minor point and does not affect the overall quality.

Recommendation: Minor Revision (mainly for minor polishing and strengthening policy implications in the discussion section).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

No 
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