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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	1. This manuscript is important to the scientific community as it addresses a critical gap in the research process faced by students and emerging scholars by understanding data types and appropriate data collection methods in the social sciences. 

2. By providing a clear and accessible guide, the manuscript enhances research literacy and supports the development of methodologically sound studies. 

3. This, in turn, contributes to the production of reliable, valid, and policy-relevant findings.

4. Furthermore, it promotes the timely completion of academic research projects, thereby strengthening the overall quality and efficiency of scientific inquiry in social sciences.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, is generally suitable because it clearly communicates the content and target audience of the article. However, it is somewhat long and could be more concise and impactful while retaining clarity.

Alternative Title Suggestions: "Data Collection in Social Sciences: A Primer for Students and Early-Career Researchers" 

This option maintains the clarity while improving conciseness and academic tone.
	

	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 of your article provides a solid foundation, it clearly identifies the problem, the purpose of the review, and summarizes key findings. 

Strength of the Abstract:

· It clearly identifies the problem faced by young researchers (confusion around data types and methods).

· It states the purpose of the review.

· It briefly lists types of data and data collection methods.

· It emphasizes the importance of appropriate data and methods.

However, it can be improved;

· Clarity and Grammar:
· Some sentences are overly long or unclear.

· Minor grammatical issues affect readability.

· Missing Elements:
· The review type (e.g., narrative or literature review) is not specified.

· No indication of the scope or criteria of the literature selection.

· Redundancy and Repetition:
· Phrases like “students and young researchers” are repeated.

· The conclusion of the abstract can be more direct and powerful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its core content and foundational concepts. It accurately presents the key classifications of data and commonly used data collection techniques in the field of social sciences. The definitions of data types (qualitative vs. quantitative, primary vs. secondary, etc.) and descriptions of collection methods (interviews, focus group discussions, observations, etc.) are appropriate and align with accepted academic standards in research methodology. But, refining its structure and adding a few scholarly details would strengthen its value as a teaching and reference tool for students and emerging researchers like bringing out more Clarify and expand distinctions (e.g., between longitudinal and time series data), Provide more precise definitions of certain terms (e.g., categorical vs. continuous data could mention ordinal vs. nominal).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided in the manuscript are partially sufficient and generally relevant, but some are outdated, and there is a lack of recent, high-impact scholarly sources from peer-reviewed journals, particularly in the area of social science research methodology.

Additional References (recent and peer-reviewed):

1. Bryman, A. (2016).
Social Research Methods (5th ed.). Oxford University Press.

2. Creswell, J. W., & Creswell, J. D. (2018).
Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative, and Mixed Methods Approaches (5th ed.). SAGE Publications.

3. O'Leary, Z. (2021).
The Essential Guide to Doing Your Research Project (4th ed.). SAGE Publications.

4. Silverman, D. (2021).
Qualitative Research (5th ed.). SAGE Publications.

5. Tashakkori, A., & Teddlie, C. (2021).
Foundations of Mixed Methods Research: Integrating Quantitative and Qualitative Approaches in the Social and Behavioral Sciences (2nd ed.). SAGE Publications.
	

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


	The manuscript is readable and logically structured, but the English language requires moderate editing for grammar, clarity, and tone to meet the expectations of academic publication. A professional language edit is recommended to polish the text for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a useful starting point for undergraduate and postgraduate students unfamiliar with research methodology. With some revision and polishing, it could serve as a helpful introductory resource in research methods courses or academic writing workshops.
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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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