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	PART  1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript provides a timely and comprehensive comparative analysis of qualitative, quantitative, and mixed-methods research paradigms in applied linguistics, offering valuable insights for both novice and experienced researchers navigating methodological choices. By examining recent publications (2015-2025), the study captures current trends and demonstrates how each paradigm contributes uniquely to understanding language phenomena, from contextual depth to statistical generalizability. The paper's advocacy for methodological pluralism and its practical recommendations for mixed-methods integration contribute meaningfully to ongoing epistemological debates in the field. Furthermore, its emphasis on methodological transparency and training supports the development of more versatile and rigorous research practices in applied linguistics.
	

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

	Yes, the title is suitable. It accurately reflects the manuscript's focus on comparing qualitative and quantitative paradigms in applied linguistics 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.

	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. However, I suggest one minor revision:

1. The abstract mentions examining "20 articles published between 2015 and 2025" but does not specify the key findings from this analysis. Consider adding a brief summary of the distribution patterns (e.g., 11 qualitative, 7 quantitative, 2 mixed-methods) to give readers a clearer preview of the results.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references are sufficient and generally recent, with several key foundational and contemporary sources included. However, I suggest the following additions to strengthen specific sections:

1. Add Creswell, J. W. (2018) Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative, and Mixed Methods Approaches (5th ed.) to provide additional methodological foundation beyond the existing Creswell & Plano Clark (2018) citation.
2. Include a recent reference (2020-2025) on mixed-methods applications specifically in applied linguistics to strengthen Section 2.5, such as recent work by Riazi or recent special issues in journals like System or Applied Linguistics Review on methodological innovation.

	

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

	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communications.




	

	Optional/General comments

	



	







	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 

	No
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