Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_154187

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	ACCOUNTS ON EXPERIENCES OF FIREFIGHTERS IN TORIL DAVAO CITY

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The manuscript holds significant value for the scientific community, particularly in the fields of occupational psychology and public safety management. It provides a nuanced, qualitative look into the lived experiences of firefighters in a specific local context (Toril, Davao City), capturing "humanity behind the work" that quantitative data often misses. By identifying recurring themes such as "resilience, trauma, exhaustion, and pride," the study contributes to a deeper understanding of the psychological toll and coping mechanisms inherent in high-risk professions. Furthermore, its findings on the impact of understaffing and inadequate equipment on safety provide actionable insights for institutional support and policy reform in local emergency services.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable as it clearly defines the population, location, and qualitative nature of the study.
	

	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 quite comprehensive, as it covers the aims, study design, methodology, results, and conclusions in a structured manner.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound within the framework of descriptive qualitative research. It appropriately utilizes thematic analysis as outlined by Braun and Clarke (2006) to identify and group recurring patterns in the data. The methodology section detail—from research locale to data gathering procedures—is thorough and follows standard ethical practices, such as obtaining informed consent and ensuring participant anonymity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include a mix of foundational and contemporary sources, which is generally appropriate
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication, utilizing professional terminology and maintaining an objective tone. However, there are minor instances where the phrasing could be tightened for better flow. For example, the phrase "to gain rich insight into the humanity behind the work" is evocative but slightly less formal than standard academic prose. Overall, the quality is high and effectively communicates the research findings.
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