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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 provides a rare and comprehensive qualitative exploration of the financial struggles faced by academic lecturers across Nigeria, capturing lived experiences that quantitative studies often overlook. By integrating systemic, institutional, and personal factors, the study offers a holistic understanding of how inadequate remuneration, delayed salaries, limited institutional support, and underutilization of financial knowledge collectively shape lecturers’ financial well-being. The insights generated contribute to a growing body of literature on academic labor conditions, higher education reform, and financial literacy, providing evidence to inform both policy and institutional decision-making. Additionally, the cross-state representation and thematic depth make this study a valuable resource for scholars, policymakers, and education stakeholders seeking targeted interventions that improve the sustainability and productivity of the academic workforce.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is engaging but may not be ideal for an academic journal, as it lacks clarity and a formal tone.

Suggestion: Financial Challenges of Nigerian Lecturers: Interactions Between Systemic Barriers and Individual Coping Strategies
	

	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.
	Abstract is strong, detailed, and covers all major components of a scholarly abstract. However, it may be considered too long and overly detailed for typical journal requirements. 

Suggestion: Shorten the abstract, remove excessive detail, keep findings concise, reduce recommendations, and improve overall readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript, in its core, is logic and qualitative alignment. The manuscript presents a coherent research question, appropriate qualitative methods, and plausible, well-linked findings. To meet the expectations of high-quality journals, should strengthen methodological transparency, enhance the sampling justification, declare the trustworthiness procedures, and moderate claims. Implementing the targeted fixes above will substantially improve scientific rigor and reviewer confidence
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include several recent sources up to 2025, which enhances the currency of the manuscript. However, the list is heavily dominated by local Nigerian studies, with limited integration of broader global literature on academic precarity, faculty wellbeing, institutional underfunding, and brain drain. To strengthen the manuscript’s theoretical depth and international relevance, recommend adding more internationally recognized and high-impact sources. Suggested authors include Standing (precariat studies), Kinman & Johnson (academic wellbeing), Shin & Jung (higher‑education labor dynamics), Lusardi & Mitchell (financial literacy), and global works by Altbach and Docquier & Rapoport on academic migration and brain drain.
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates generally good English proficiency and is understandable. The writing is coherent, grammatically acceptable, and logically organized. Most sections read smoothly and successfully convey academic ideas. Overall, the language is adequate for scholarly communication, especially for journals that accept authors from diverse linguistic backgrounds. However, the manuscript would benefit greatly from professional language polishing to meet the expectations of high-quality international journals.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well‑structured and relevant, but it would benefit from several improvements before submission. The title and abstract should be made more concise and academic. The methodology section needs clearer explanations of the study design, sampling rationale, interview guide, analysis procedures, and trustworthiness strategies. Ethical approval details should be explicitly stated. The results could be strengthened with a summary table and less generalized claims. The references should include more high-quality international sources. Language clarity can be improved by shortening long sentences and removing repetition. Finally, consider adding sections such as data availability, conflict of interest, and practical implications to enhance completeness.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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 details)
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