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1. Is the manuscript important for the scientific community?

* The manuscript titled "An In-Depth Examination of Validity Assessment: Exploring
Diverse Methodologies and Dimensions of Validity in Social Research Studies”
appears to be important for the scientific community, particularly for researchers
and practitioners involved in social research. It delves into the critical topic of
validity assessment in research, which is a fundamental aspect of ensuring the
quality and credibility of research findings. Understanding the various
dimensions and methodologies of validity assessment is essential for
conducting robust research in the social sciences.

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

* The title is appropriate for the content of the manuscript. It clearly conveys the
focus of the research, which is the examination of validity assessment in social
research studies. It provides readers with a clear understanding of the article's
subject matter.

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

* The provided abstract is informative and covers various aspects of validity
assessment, including different dimensions and methodologies. However, it is
somewhat technical and may benefit from a brief summary or conclusion
sentence that synthesizes the key findings or implications of the study.

4. Are subsections and the structure of the manuscript appropriate?
* Yes, the subsections and the structure of the manuscript are appropriate.

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
* Yes, | think that the manuscript is scientifically correct.
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have a suggestion for additional
references, please mention them in the review form. « The list of references includes a range of
sources related to validity assessment, which is appropriate for the topic.

Minor REVISION comments

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