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	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 study addressed the critical gap in the literature where risk management and resilience frameworks within a quantitative, multi-site Philippine context are often examined separately. The findings provide evidence-based insights that can inform policy development, accreditation standards, and institutional governance, particularly in environments exposed to increasing operational, technological, and environmental risks. The study offers a transferable model for other educational systems seeking to strengthen organizational sustainability through structured risk management practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is appropriate as it clearly reflects the two core variables of the study (operational risk management practices and resilience) and identifies the context (selected higher educational institutions in the Philippines). It is descriptive, precise, and suitable for a scholarly journal. However, if the journal prefers titles that are more analytical, relational, or impact-focused, here are some strong alternative options you may consider: “Operational Risk Management as a Predictor of Institutional Resilience in Philippine Higher Education”. 
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly presents the aim, design, methodology, key results, and conclusion, which aligns with standard requirements for empirical journal articles. However, refinements could make it more precise, impactful, and journal-ready. 
You may add a short phrase such as:

“This study addresses the limited empirical evidence linking operational risk management and institutional resilience in higher education, particularly in the Philippine context.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of its research design, data collection procedures, and statistical analyses. The use of quantitative descriptive, comparative, and correlational approach  is appropriate for the state objectives, and the application of non-parametric tests is justified by the non-normal distribution of data. Results and interpretations are logically derived from the data. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient, relevant, and appropriate for the scope of the study. The list demonstrates good coverage of key domains, including operational risk management, institutional resilience, higher education governance, quality assurance, and post-COVID educational challenges. Importantly, a substantial number of sources are recent (2020–2023), which supports the currency of the manuscript and reflects engagement with contemporary research.
	

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


	Yes, the language of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and understandable, and the authors use appropriate academic vocabulary to present concepts related to risk management, resilience, and higher education.  
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