

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	New Ideas Concerning Arts and Social Studies

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_7297

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Bridging Methods: Qualitative and Quantitative Paradigms in Applied Linguistics Research

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter




Special note:

A research paper already published in a journal can be published as a Book Chapter in an expanded form with proper copyright approval. 
 (
Source Article: 
This chapter is an extended version of the article published by the same author(s) in the following journal. 
Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies
, 
52
(
1
): 
465-472
, 
2026
.
DOI: 10.9734/
ajess
/2026/v52i12789
)



	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 systematic analysis of qualitative and quantitative methods in applied linguistics research. By investigating recent studies, it offers empirical insight into current methodological trends and highlights how the research outcomes, interpretation, and generalizability are affected when applying different research approaches. Thus, this manusscript serves as a practical and theoretical guide for researchers to choose appropriate research methods which align to their research aims. 
	

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

	The current title of the article is suitable. However, as the study includes a comparative analysis of qualitative and quantitative and mixed-methods research paradigms in applied linguistics, the title “ Methodological Paradigms in Applied Linguistics: A Comparative Study of Qualitative, Quantitative, and Mixed Research Method Approaches” may be specific to emphasize the analytical and comparative nature.
	

	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 relevant to the topic of the study. It provides the readers with information about the aims of the research, the dataset, the main finding as well as the conclusion. However, to make it more comprehensive, adding some information may be neccessary. First, the first sentence should be revised to be more precise. Second, there should be a brief sentence highlighting the research gap. Third, the research method employed in this study should be mentioned. This can be an example: a comparative content analysis of 20 articles published between 2015 and 2025 was adopted.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	There are several issues which affect the manusctript’s scientific accuracy. In the Methodology section, there is no explanation why only 20 articles were chosen, how these articles were selected (random sampling? purposive sampling?). Besides, no information about reliability and validity is mentioned. Also, the resutls do not show specific patterns derived from the 20 articles and do not provide 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Some references are appropriate and recent, such as References to Creswell, Johnson & Onwuegbuzie, and Dörnyei. However, some references in the Methodology and Literature review are not reccent, which weakens the theoretical foundation of this study. Add some more recent sources (2015-2025). Another thing is that the reference to Hummels et al. (2023) cited as an example of mixed methods appears to be a biology paper published in Nature about bacterial cell wall biosynthesis. That topic is unrelated to applied linguistics.
	

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

	The language is understandable. However, there are some parts which need revising to be publication-ready.
- Subject–Verb Agreement  error: “Qualitative Approaches allows for in-depth, first-hand knowledge”; “Out of the 20 articles were analyzed, 11 employed qualitative methods…”; “This methodologies is used particularly in studies involving large datasets”
- Repetition and Redundancy
- Inconsistent Capitalization

	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript explores a highly relevant issue in applied linguistics. The structure of the paper is logical and follows a conventional academic format, which makes it easy to follow. With thorough linguistic revision, this manuscript would benefits researchers in applied linguistics filed.
	















	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? 

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

There are no ethical issues in this manuscript. 
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