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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.

	The manuscript is of significance as it analyses the framework of the National Rural Safety Strategy in South Africa and its mode of functioning to ensure the safety of the people in rural South Africa. This study will bring insights into the challenges of tackling rural crimes and ensuring security through community-focused approaches. It 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 good. 
Reduce the number of keywords. A group of 5-6 keywords forms the optimum number. The most relevant ones can be retained and others can be deleted.
 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, the following things can be taken into consideration to improve the quality of the paper.

1. Keep consistency in the formatting of the chapter. 
2. Keep all the subheadings in bold if it is preferred. Otherwise, make all unbold.
3. You missed the title, Theme 2. Add it.
4. The theories can be discussed a bit more for the readers to make it understand.
5. A discussion session can be included to discuss the answers to the research questions raised. This will add a comprehensive nature to the chapter and make it  more clear.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are recent, but not sufficient. Some more relevant references can be included, say up to 20 in number.
	

	
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.




	

	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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