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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 study brings out the inadequacy and unreliability of the already limited budget allocation for HE, nowhere near the UNESCO suggested 26% of budget allocation.  It also shows that the public has to fall back on the very expensive private HE.  Through the data it directly generated from the public and private universities, it illustrates the relatively better infrastructure facilities, including the IT and ICT facilities, the better pay facilities of private universities, and it also to better learning environment and learning outcome. The suggestions for the government to substantially hike the funding for HE under the public universities are well made.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The Title is ok. 
	

	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 correctly portrays the purpose and the design.   
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.  It states clearly about the purpose of the study, the research design, the data needed, the universe of the data   - the size of the data, stakeholders covered in the data collection, etc. 

The Research Questions, the Hypotheses, the Tables and interpretation of the findings are clear and elaborate. 
	 

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are certainly inadequate and needs to be supplemented
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	The Introduction could give a broad overview of the HE development in the recent past, the private and public university development pattern, the size, the funding approach of the government, any significant policy and strategy change about resource allocation to HE.  The introductory overview could also throw light on public perception, debates about the shrinking public funding for HE, The author’s personal knowledge of the HE system, its funding approach, should be related and reflected with some reflection and elabouration in the write up. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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