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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 is important as it discusses a significant topic on strengthening the leadership quality in the South African police service. The manuscript presents the need, strategies, modes and benefits of developing leadership in the security sector which is worth reading for the readers in the concerned area.
	

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

	The title of the article is suitable for conveying the idea discussed in the book chapter. 
	

	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 too long, It can be shortened without losing the main points. The maximum length of the abstract can be 400 words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The ideas are presented in a logical and sequential order. But the content should be organised properly. The reader of this manuscript may get confused due to the lack of proper organisation. Suggestions for improvement: 1. Numbering the subheadings should be done properly. If more points are there under the same heading, number it like…1., 1.1, 1.1.1….etc…

Main headings should be distinguished from the subheadings. Different numbering systems can be used like…1, a, i….It will make the content presentation more appealing and organised.

Note that two conclusions are included in the manuscript. There should be only one conclusion, which should be concise, short and specific. Rework the conclusion and avoid repeated ideas to make it concise. 

Some ideas are presented in the second-person narrative, which is not recommended. For example, under the title ‘Strengths of the Paper’ usages like ‘You present, You tackle, Your article….’ are there. This language style needs to be avoided. 

Format the content to make it suitable for a Book chapter. The author can also work on the length of the article to reduce it a bit.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some more recent references can be included to update the study.
	

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

	The quality of the language used is good. However, thorough proofreading is recommended to avoid repeated ideas and similar sentences.


	

	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? 

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