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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The article has been prepared using systematic and robust scientific methods, and the results are pertinent to the topic. It is important as it shows the regional unequal contributions on the area of the study ‘crime prevention’ and the research emphasized the need of research funding and development agencies shift towards investment in south-south and south-north collaborative researches.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Absolutely 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.


	Abstract is quite comprehensive. However, it does not communicate whether the it is an exploratory study as well along with the mentioned descriptive nature. This question arises that the reviewer could not find the ‘result and discussion’ minimally / sufficiently discussed or interpreted with the previous studies findings. Methods of Filtering and obtaining the final corpus of 656 articles out of the initial 3563 article conveys that the procedures followed are robust for this bibliometric analysis. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While finding the robust methodology adopted , it sounds good to say scientifically the manuscript is correct. However, discussion part requires to compare or contradict with earlier studies, at least too some extend. It also appears like an exploratory study as well. It needs to be explained or corrected in the methodology. Material and Methods used are highly sufficient. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient. Mostly, the recent references are included in the manuscript.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The portions presented in the results under the captions - Country Collaborations in Crime Prevention Research & Density Visualization of Country Contributions to Crime Prevention Research with pictorial analysis will catch the interest of readership. Use of VOS viewer software to analyse the dataset is highly appreciated and impressive to understand the findings. 
Revisions are required by interpreting the discussion with similar studies or research finding, wherever required. This will improve the strength of the research and gain the readership.
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