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	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 addresses an important and underexplored area in higher education research by systematically examining research methodologies adopted by Ph.D. scholars in the social sciences. The findings provide empirical insights into prevailing research practices, methodological preferences, and institutional variations, which are valuable for universities, supervisors, and doctoral training programmes. By highlighting gaps in methodological rigour, use of research software, and completion timelines, the study contributes to ongoing discussions on improving the quality and efficiency of doctoral research. Overall, the manuscript has practical relevance for strengthening research capacity and doctoral education policies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the content and scope of the study. It clearly indicates the focus on research methods, Ph.D. scholars, and the empirical nature of the investigation.

Optional suggestion for refinement (if required):

“Research Methods Adopted by Social Science Ph.D. Scholars: An Empirical Study of Indian Universities.”
	

	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 largely comprehensive and clearly summarises the purpose, methodology, key findings, and implications of the study. However, it may be strengthened by briefly mentioning the sampling method and the analytical techniques used (e.g., descriptive statistics and chi-square analysis). In addition, the concluding sentence could more explicitly state the contribution of the study to doctoral research practices and policy improvement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, and the research objectives, methodology, and data analysis are coherent and aligned. The use of descriptive statistics and inferential analysis is appropriate for the study objectives. Nevertheless, clearer justification of the sampling strategy and a more detailed description of instrument validation would further strengthen the methodological rigour of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely relevant and adequate for the scope of the study, and several recent sources have been included. However, the manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more peer-reviewed journal articles on doctoral education, research training, and methodological practices in social sciences, particularly from internationally indexed journals. Strengthening the reference base would enhance the theoretical grounding and academic robustness of the paper.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable, and the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical issues, repetitive phrasing, and stylistic inconsistencies are present and should be addressed through careful language editing to improve clarity and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a relevant topic and provides useful descriptive insights into Ph.D. research practices. With revisions focusing on methodological clarity, refinement of the abstract, and strengthening of references, the paper has the potential to make a meaningful contribution to the literature on doctoral research and higher education studies.
The manuscript addresses a relevant topic and provides useful descriptive insights into Ph.D. research practices. However, substantial revisions are required to strengthen methodological clarity, instrument description, and analytical rigour. With these improvements, the manuscript has the potential to reach an acceptable standard for publication.
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