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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 explores the gap between tourists' perceptions of safety and the actual readiness of Bali's local safety and rescue agencies. It highlights existing systems like SAR and Balawista, emphasizing their role in shaping the tourism experience and destination credibility. The study offers practical insights for policymakers and contributes to sustainable tourism by stressing the importance of safety in building traveller confidence and economic stability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	To evaluate the suitability of the title, I will refer the titles below;
· Understanding Tourist Safety in Bali: Perspectives on SAR and Local Emergency Services.
· ‘Tourists’ Perceptions of Safety and the Role of Rescue Services in Bali: A Descriptive Qualitative Study"
	

	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, the abstract of the article is generally informative and outlines the key components: background, aim, method, results, and conclusion. However, it can be improved for clarity, conciseness, and scientific tone.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in terms of its general approach and intent. 

It follows a standard qualitative research structure, including a clear objective, appropriate methodology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally relevant and provide foundational support for the topic. However, they appear somewhat limited in both quantity and recency.
For a study published in 2025, it is important to include more recent sources particularly from the past 5 years to reflect the current state of research on tourism safety, disaster response, and Search and Rescue (SAR) services.
	

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


	The article is generally understandable, but it requires moderate revisions to meet the standards of scholarly writing. Although the ideas are clearly conveyed, the manuscript contains grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent terminology that may affect clarity and readability. Addressing these issues will enhance the overall quality and professionalism of the work.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and generally clear, but a few sections could benefit from additional clarity. In particular, the introduction and literature review could be expanded slightly to provide a more comprehensive context for readers unfamiliar with the topic.
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