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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The manuscript is an important contribution to the advancement of methods of research. It 
adds valuable insights to the deabate on qualitative vs quantitative research approaches.  

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes. The title clearly captures the content of the manuscript.   

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 could be improved by defining its content from the start to remove 
ambiquities.The first sentence “ Methodologies with these characteristics…..” raises question 
“which characteristics? as none are mentioned earlier. It should also link the findings to the 
dependent variable-Regional Planning needs in developing countries. This is not brought out.  

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes.   

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The manuscript is scientifically sound making significant contributions to research 
methodology. However the author(s) could improve it by clearly stating the problem it seeks to 
address. They have made a strong case for the independent variable but little on the dependent 
variable. What is the problem with regional planning in developing countries, how  is this 
manifested? How can it be addressed by non-tradional research methods approaches?What 
conclusions can be drawn in few of the findings? Any recommendations? 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

All the references are too archaic yet this is an ongoing scientific debate that has led to 
evolution of research methods. The author(s) could better support the study with more recent 
publications. A few suggestions are as follows as mentioned in the general comments section.  
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
The language is adequate for schorlary communication. However the author(s) should re-read the 
article thoroughouly to remove any typos.  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Conside the suggestions below for references:  
Allemang, B., Sitter, K., & Dimitropoulos, G. (2021). Pragmatism as a paradigm for patient‐oriented 

research. Health Expectations, 2022; 25:38‐47. doi:10.1111/hex.13384 
Creswell, J. W., & Creswell, J. D. (2018). Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative and Mixed 

Methods Approaches (5th ed.). Sage Publishers. 
Kivunja, C. & Kuyini, A.B. (2017). Understanding and Applying Research Paradigms in Educational 

Contexts. International Journal of Higher Education,5(6),26-41.  
https://doi.org/10.5430/ijhe.v6n5p26 

 
Kothari, C. R., & Garg, G. (2014). Research Methodology: Methods and Techniques (3rd ed). New Age 

International Publishers. 
Mugenda, O. M. &Mugenda, A.G. (2003).Research Methods: Quantitative and Qualitative Approaches. 

Nairobi: ACTS Press Company Limited. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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