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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.

	As victims are often misunderstood and taken for granted in society, this manuscript brings critical attention to their voices and their engagement with both formal and informal justice systems. It is a commendable initiative by the author to highlight this important and timely issue. The work contributes meaningfully to the evolving discourse on victim-centric justice and encourages further research and reform in this vital area of the criminal justice system.

	

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

	Yes, this title is good but need to be more refined 
	

	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.

	Yes but The abstract needs to be more focused and concise. Avoid going into the depth of concepts—simply highlight the core issue your article addresses. Also, consider using only selective and relevant keywords that truly reflect the core theme of your abstract.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The theoretical part is good but not confirm about the data through which author justifies there research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	No, according to the data it need to add more references.
	

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

	
That’s okay 



	

	Optional/General comments

	
· Avoid repeating headings—if you need to elaborate, use subheadings and write under them accordingly ( you write Aim of the study twice) . Additionally, ensure that any data mentioned is supported with proper and authorized citations.
· Avoid starting more than two or three questions with the word ‘what’ in your questionnaire. Use a variety of question words to ensure clarity and depth.
· If you have collected empirical data, present it using appropriate visual tools such as graphs, pie charts, or bar diagrams. Also, in the methodology section, clearly mention which tool or technique you used for data collection.
· Add more citations.
Rest is okay 
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	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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