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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.

	
	

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

	Yes the Title is suitable 
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive in terms of covering all the essential elements of your proposed study. However sentence like “The study found that SAPS’s effectiveness is deeply affected by historical legacies of apartheid policing, entrenched corruption, and political interference in leadership appointments” should be rephrased

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct ,it relate Clear Problem, Statement,Relevant Theoretical Framework,Identified Gaps in Literature,Methodology and Ethical Considerations and this is reveal in the abstract and introduction.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	1. The references  are more of  recent but with some few that are old with no citation that is of recent such as Chan, J. (1997). Changing Police Culture: Policing in a Multicultural Society. Cambridge University Press.,Bourdieu, P. (1991). Language and Symbolic Power. Harvard University Pres,Rauch, J. (2000). Police reform and South Africa’s transition. ISS Monograph Series.
2. Shaw, M. (2002). Crime and policing in post-apartheid South Africa. David Philip Publishers and there are citations that are not referenced  such like Bruce, 2003

	

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

	The language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communications with clarity and precision, formal tone, Correct Grammar and Syntax.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Overall, this manuscript lays an excellent foundation for a significant and impactful study on police reform in South Africa. Only that, the abstract briefly mentions a mixed-methods design, literature review, interviews, quantitative data analysis, and case study. Though it is good for an abstract, but the full methodology section is missing from the article. My primary suggestion for refinement,would be in the abstract.

	












	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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