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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.


	This manuscript is highly valuable for the scientific community, particularly for students and emerging researchers in the social sciences. It provides a clear, accessible guide to data types and collection methods, addressing a critical knowledge gap for novice researchers who often struggle with research methodology. By synthesizing relevant literature and offering practical recommendations, the manuscript supports the development of robust research skills, which are essential for producing reliable and valid results that inform policy and practice. Its focus on beginners makes it a significant educational resource for academic training.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it clearly reflects the manuscript’s focus on data collection types and techniques tailored for beginners in social sciences. However, it could be made more concise for improved clarity.
Suggested alternative title: "A Beginner’s Guide to Data Types and Collection Methods in Social Science Research"
	

	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 mostly comprehensive, summarizing the purpose, methodology, findings, and key data types and collection methods. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the specific challenges faced by beginners (e.g., confusion in selecting appropriate methods) to align with the manuscript’s focus. Additionally, the abstract should explicitly state the practical implications for students and researchers, such as improved research design or timely completion of studies. I suggest deleting the phrase “based on how data was coded” as it is less clear in the context of the abstract and could be elaborated in the main text instead.
Suggestions:
· Add a sentence on specific challenges (e.g., “Novice researchers often struggle with selecting appropriate data types and methods, leading to delays in research progress”).

· Emphasize practical implications (e.g., “This review equips beginners with tools to design robust studies and complete research efficiently”).

· Rephrase or remove “based on how data was coded” to enhance clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound overall, providing accurate descriptions of data types (qualitative vs. quantitative, primary vs. secondary, etc.) and data collection methods (interviews, FGDs, etc.) based on established literature. The research process outlined in Section 3.1 is logical and aligns with standard academic practices. However, minor clarifications are needed:
· The classification of data “based on how data was coded” (categorical vs. continuous) could be better integrated into the nature of data section to avoid redundancy.

· The discussion of longitudinal and time series data could clarify their differences more explicitly, as the current explanation may confuse beginners (e.g., longitudinal data involves multiple units over time, while time series focuses on a single unit).

· Some examples (e.g., teenage pregnancies) are well-suited but could be diversified to cover broader social science topics.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and cover key aspects of research methodology and data collection, with citations from reputable sources (e.g., Scopus, Web of Science). Most references are relatively recent (2010–2023), which is appropriate for a methodological review. However, additional references could strengthen the manuscript:
· Include a reference on mixed-methods research to support the recommendation of combining qualitative and quantitative data (e.g., Creswell, J. W., & Plano Clark, V. L. (2017). Designing and Conducting Mixed Methods Research).

· Add a source on ethical considerations in data collection to reinforce Section 3.1e (e.g., Israel, M., & Hay, I. (2006). Research Ethics for Social Scientists).

· Consider citing a recent study on challenges faced by novice researchers to contextualize the manuscript’s purpose (e.g., a 2020–2023 article from a journal like Studies in Higher Education).
	

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


	The language is generally clear and appropriate for scholarly communication, especially for the target audience of students and emerging researchers. However, there are minor grammatical and stylistic issues that need attention:
· Some sentences are repetitive (e.g., repeated use of “crucial” or “significant” in the introduction).

· Minor typos and awkward phrasing exist (e.g., “incusing post-graduate” should be “including postgraduates” in the conclusion; “he sums of money” should be “large sums of money” in the recommendations).

· The manuscript would benefit from more concise language in sections like 3.1 to improve readability for beginners.
I recommend a thorough proofreading to enhance clarity and polish the text.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and addresses a critical need for novice researchers by demystifying data types and collection methods. The inclusion of practical examples (e.g., teenage pregnancies) and clear tables (e.g., Table 1) enhances its utility. To further improve:
· Add a brief section or paragraph on mixed-methods approaches to guide beginners in combining qualitative and quantitative data, as this is increasingly common in social sciences.

· Include a visual summary (e.g., a flowchart) of data types and their appropriate collection methods to aid comprehension.

· Clarify the target audience in the introduction (e.g., explicitly state it is for postgraduate students and early-career researchers).
Overall, this is a valuable contribution that requires minor revisions to enhance clarity and comprehensiveness.
The manuscript is scientifically robust, well-structured, and highly relevant for its target audience. It provides a clear and accessible guide to data types and collection methods, supported by appropriate literature. Minor revisions are needed to address repetitive language, minor clarifications in data classification, and the addition of a few recent references or a mixed-methods section. These changes will enhance its clarity and utility for beginners.
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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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