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Response on Credibility and Peer Review Process
Thank you so much for your question. Indeed, the peer review process creates trust in the field of qualitative research. Given that qualitative research relies mostly on qualitative research methods such as the use of observation and interviews to collect information, the analysis that is done qualitatively is bound to have biases. Therefore, having other experts within the field loo at the information reported and comment on the areas of improvement helps to create credibility of the final report, which is written as a peer-reviewed journal article. All peer reviews follow the same procedures even though they might vary in the intensity of the review. Therefore, they are all the same because all peer reviews are done by experts within a particular field. Such experts are in a better position to offer quality and constructive, as well as bias-free feedback, on the research and suggest adequate improvements, if any, before the research work is accepted to be published with an academic journal. Therefore, it is important to note that where the peer review is done by experts in the field, it is always better than when it is done by peers who might not have the pedigree of the exerts in the field. Therefore, since all peer review is done with the aim of having an academic piece of research published with a particular journal, they are the same because they follow the same procedures of scrutiny before approval for publication of a particular piece of research work.
