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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is commendable for its contribution to understanding the importance of institutional resilience in crises such as the COVID-19 pandemic. The manner in which it navigated the pandemic with little to no impact on outcomes offers valuable lessons for practitioners.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Resilience in Higher Educational Institutions: A Case Study of a Private Catholic University During the Covid - 19 Pandemic


	

	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.


	If the authors incorporate my suggestions, they must rewrite abstract accordingly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript would be scientifically correct with the following revisions.
1. The articles lacks in the theoretical backup of Intuitional resilience which limits its contribution to the scientific community and research domain.  For reference, adaptive governance, and institutional adaptation (Folke et al., 2005; Ostrom, 1990), crisis management and institutional Resilience (Boin et al., 2005; Comfort et al., 2010), etc.
2. Methodology requires following improvement:

A. More information of responded should be provided. E.g. gender, age, years of working, position. (May be in a table)

B. The trustworthiness of the findings needs to be ensured. The author (s) may use technics such as dependability, transferability, confirmability by Lincoln and Guba and mentioned it in the methodology.

3. This manuscript has a serious flow in the structure - the results, discussion, and findings have been written altogether, which has resulted in the repetition of similar arguments and confusion. The authors must write it all separately.

4. Themes need to be rephrased; it should be short and eye catching. For example, the first theme could be "Expanding Perspectives: Transformative Education, Strategic Partnerships, Tech Innovations, and Inclusivity"

5. It would be great if the article also discusses the aspects where the studied institution failed substantially to deal with during pandemic.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Classical literatures on the institutional resilience should be added.

2. It requires recheck for formatting.  
	

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


	It needs editing for the Grammer and sentence formation, author (s) should keep the sentences short and clear.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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