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	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.


	The research plugs a crucial hole in how we grasp research output among academic staff in Philippine universities, places talked about in worldwide studies. Using Interpretative Phenomenological Analysis, it uncovers seven driving forces such as money, equipment, and fame that mesh with the hurdles institutions face in less affluent areas. These insights give folks who make policies and run schools some real-deal advice for boosting the vibe of research where resources are tight.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title fits 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 tells a lot but needs to:

1. say IPA methods were part of the mix.

2. name the seven things found that motivate folks.

3. Point out how this stuff matters for rules at colleges.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Gaps in Method: Explain better the number of participants how you chose them, like purposive sampling, and when you had enough information.

· Framing of Theory: Bring in Husserl/Heidegger's ideas sooner for guiding the study, like connecting "Being-in-the-world" with the help from organizations.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Replace old sources (example, Baily, 2004) and throw in more current studies from the Philippines those after 2010 about State Universities and Colleges, (check out “Research productivity and its policy implications in higher education institutions” by Maria Ana T. Quimbo & Evangeline C. Sulabo 2014)

	

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


	The way this is written is pretty on point for scholarly communications
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