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	This manuscript is important because it provides new insights into how leadership, HRM practices, and infrastructure management affect the performance of universities in Assam. By comparing public and private institutions, it highlights clear differences in governance, resources, and organisational culture. The study also identifies major challenges—such as faculty shortages and limited funding—that continue to affect both sectors. Its findings can help researchers, policymakers, and university leaders develop more effective strategies for improving higher education in the region.
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