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	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.


	This manuscript addresses the lived experiences of firefighters, a professional group frequently exposed to high-risk, high-stress environments. By exploring their personal and occupational experiences, the study contributes to the growing body of literature on occupational resilience, mental health, and workforce sustainability in emergency services. The findings provide valuable insights that can inform policy-making, organizational support systems, and mental health interventions for firefighters. Overall, the manuscript has relevance for researchers, practitioners, and policymakers concerned with occupational health and public safety.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, The current title reflects the general topic of the manuscript.
	

	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 provides a general overview of the topic; however, it lacks several essential components of a scientific abstract.

Suggestions:

· Clearly state the research objective or research question.

· Briefly describe the methodology

· Summarize the key findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses a relevant topic and follows a generally acceptable structure; however, several issues need attention:
· Some statements lack proper academic references.

· Methodological details are insufficient and should be clearly described.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references appears limited, and several citations are outdated or insufficiently integrated into the discussion.

Suggestions:
· Include more recent references (last 5–7 years)
· Consider citing international studies from peer-reviewed journals

· Ensure consistency in citation style.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable; however, there are noticeable grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and informal phrasing.
Recommendation:
· A thorough English language editing is required to meet scholarly standards.

· Some sentences should be simplified and rewritten for clarity and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Note: The manuscript addresses an important topic and has potential for publication; however, it requires substantial revisions in methodology description, abstract structure, language quality, and referencing before it can be accepted.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No explicit ethical violations are identified
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