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Variable HPP Group (n=5)  LPP Group (n=11) 
Age 

Middle Age (22 to 45 years old) 
Old (46 to 59 years old) 
Senior Citizen (60 years old above) 

TOTAL 

 
3 
1 
1 
5 

 
3 
8 

                    _     _0___ 
11 
 

Sex 
Male 
Female 

TOTAL 

 
2 

                 3__ 
5 

 
5 

                            6__ 
11 

Civil Status 
Single 
Married 

TOTAL 

 
1 

                 4__ 
5 

 
1 

                           10__ 
11 

Highest Educational Attainment 
Master’s degree 
Doctorate degree 
 

TOTAL 

 
1 

                4__ 
 
5 
 

 
4 

                             7__ 
 

11 

 
Academic Position 

Instructor 
Assistant professor 
Associate professor 
Professor 
University professor 
 

TOTAL 

 
 
1 
0 
3 
0 

                 1__ 
 
5 
 

 
 
0 
6 
2 
3 

                             0__ 
 

11 

Research awards* 
Local 
Regional 
National 
International 

 

 
4 
2 
2 
3 

 
0 
2 
0 
0 

Affiliation to scientific organization* 
Local organization 
National organization 
International organization 

 

 
1 
2 
3 
 

 
0 
0 
1 
 

 1 

0
6
2
3
0

1
0
3
0
1

1
4

4
7

  1
10

5
6

2
3

3
8
0

1
4

*Multiple response
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HPP Respondent 
Number 

Number Of 
Publications 

(2006 To 
2010) 

Sum Of Research 
Publication 

Indicator (RPI) 
For The 5-Year 

Period 
 

Total 
Citations 

(Including 
Self Citation) 

Average 
Publication 

Performance 
(APP) Per Year  

1 5 2.67 0 0.534 
2 9 9.84 0 1.968 
3 10 12.07 4 3.214 
4 9 7.12 0 1.424 
5 5 8.62 1 1.924 

 1 

 2 
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Variables University 1 University 2 
  

Total RPI Weight 
 

294 4 

Total Citations 
 

84 0 

Average Publication Performance  75.6 0.8 

 1 

Year University 1 University 2 
2006 9,223,886.00 600,000.00 
2007 7,653,037.00 600,000.00 
2008 3,702,467.00 600,000.00 
2009 8,573,000.00 600,000.00 
2010 7,980,000.00 

 
600,000.00 

TOTAL 37,132,390.00 3,000,000.00 

 1 

Table 4
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Conditions Leading To HPP Description 
Themes Sub-Themes  

Perceived 
favorable 
research 
environment 

Less 
workload in 
instruction 
 
Availability of 
funding 
support for 
research 
 
 
Availability of 
research 
facilities 
 
 
Access to 
research 
mentors 
 
 
Availability of 
publication 
incentives 

Four respondents reported low workload in instruction, thus 
they were able to focus on conducting research and writing 
papers for publication. 
 
Respondents with connection to big funding agencies had large 
funds to conduct research. One respondent said it is stipulated in 
the memorandum of agreement with the funding agency that 
they would be given research funds, but they had to include 
research publication as among the deliverables. 
 
Two respondents said that since they have adequate funds for 
research, they could buy the needed equipment, so they were 
able to conduct quality research and produce good data for 
publication. 
 
Three respondents revealed that access to research mentors 
(through their scientific organizations, research partners or 
office peers) enabled them to make clarification related to their 
research. 
 
Two respondents revealed that they were motivated to publish 
because of the publication incentive offered by their university. 
 

 
Exposure to 
research 
during 
undergraduate 
and graduate 
studies 
 

 
 

 
Three respondents said that their exposure to research during 
their undergraduate and graduate studies helped them in 
conducting research projects and influenced them to publish 
their research results. 

Strong peer 
influence to 
publish 

 Three of the respondents explained that they strived hard to 
publish their research outputs in peer-reviewed journals because 
they felt pressured by their peers in their scientific organization, 
their mentors in the department, and their colleagues. 

   
Belief in the 
positive 
consequences 
of publishing  

 

Promotion in 
the university 
 
 
 
Good 
reputation in 
the scientific 
community 

Three of the HPP-respondents said that publication is important 
for their promotion. Since each publication is given credit in the 
NBC 461 evaluation, the respondents said they were encouraged 
to publish so they could rise up the academic rank. 
 
Three of the HPP-respondents said that aside from the desire to 
get promotion, they also want to establish a name in the scientific 
community. Since only peer-reviewed journals are accepted in 
the international scientific community, they do their best to 
publish their outputs in peer-reviewed journals, so that the 
international scientific community will know about their 
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Conditions Leading To Low 
Publication Performance 

Description 

Themes Sub-Themes 
Unfavorable 
research 
environment 

High workload in 
instruction 
 
 
Unavailability of 
funding support 
and lack of access 
to  funding 
agencies  
 
 
Lack of facilities 
 
 
 
Absence of 
research mentor 

Ten respondents revealed that their high workload in 
instruction deprived them of the time to write research 
papers for publication in referred journals.   
 
Though respondents reported that the sample universities 
were supportive in terms of research funding, one 
respondent revealed that he has no access to national or 
international funding agencies so he could not conduct large 
research projects. 
 
Six respondents said that they were not able to conduct 
high quality research for publication because they lack the 
facilities, especially in the bio-physical sciences. 
 
Four respondents said that they have no access to research 
mentors. Whenever they need clarification related to their 
study, they could not ask anyone in their department 
especially if there are only few of them conducting research. 
 

Academic 
training was 
not research-
oriented 

 Some of the LPP-respondents revealed that their 
undergraduate and graduate degrees were not research-
oriented, so they were not trained to conduct research. 
Thus, they found it difficult to undertake research and to 
write papers for publication. 
 

Low level of 
peer influence 

 Four respondents said that no one encouraged or 
influenced them to submit their research outputs for 
publication in peer-reviewed journals. One respondent said 
that their university president has encouraged them to 
publish, but only in their local journal. 
 

Negative 
attitude 
towards the 
rigors in 
scientific 
publishing 

 According to some LPP-respondents, they felt disgusted 
upon seeing so many comments on their paper, which is 
why they set it aside and concentrated on other priorities. 
They also said the rigors in publishing discouraged them 
from submitting papers to peer-reviewed journals. 
 

 
Availability of 
other options 
to disseminate 
research 
results 

  
Because the faculty researchers found publishing in 
referred journals difficult, they opted to disseminate 
research results through conferences, training events, and 
seminars. Some published in local journals which are not 
peer-reviewed and so does not require the rigorous review 
process. 
 

 1 
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