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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 valuable insights into the financial challenges faced by academic lecturers in Nigeria by examining both systemic factors and individual financial behaviors. It contributes to the literature by highlighting how institutional constraints and personal financial practices interact to shape lecturers’ economic wellbeing. The findings offer useful evidence that can inform future research and policy discussions aimed at improving the welfare and productivity of academics in developing higher education systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title reflects the topic but the phrase “Kings are trekking” is informal and may not suit academic writing. A clearer alternative could be: “Financial Struggles of Academic Lecturers in Nigeria: Systemic and Individual Factors.”
	

	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 is comprehensive and clearly presents the research problem, objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it could be improved by slightly shortening some sentences and reducing emphasis on recommendations while highlighting the main contribution of the study more clearly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, with a clear research problem, relevant literature, and an appropriate qualitative methodology. However, clearer justification of the sampling strategy and more detail on the thematic analysis process would strengthen its scientific rigor.
	

	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 relatively recent, with several sources published between 2021 and 2025. However, including a few more international studies on academic staff wellbeing and financial stress in higher education could further strengthen the literature base.


	

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


	The language is generally clear but would benefit from minor grammatical corrections and sentence tightening. A few examples from the manuscript include:

1. Original:
“Primary data were collected directly from the respondents through structured interviews conducted online, which provided rich, contextual hints into their financial realities and strategies for managing financial stress.” 
Issue: The phrase “contextual hints” is unusual in academic writing.
Suggested revision: “…provided rich, contextual insights into their financial realities and strategies for managing financial stress.”

2. Original:
“This study, by examining the systemic and individual factors contributing to lecturers’ financial struggles, aims to suggest hints that can inform targeted interventions…” 
Issue: “Suggest hints” is awkward.
Suggested revision: “…aims to provide insights that can inform targeted interventions…”

3. Original:
“These codes were subsequently grouped into broader themes, which were refined through constant comparison and review to ensure that they accurately captured the participants’ experiences and perspectives.” 
Issue: The sentence is quite long and could be simplified.
Suggested revision: “The codes were then grouped into broader themes and refined through constant comparison to accurately capture participants’ experiences.”

These minor revisions would improve clarity, academic tone, and readability of the manuscript.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important issue regarding the financial wellbeing of lecturers in Nigeria and provides useful qualitative insights. However, minor improvements in language clarity, sampling justification, and integration with broader literature would strengthen the study. With these revisions, the paper could make a meaningful contribution to discussions on academic welfare and higher education systems.
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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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