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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.

	This manuscript presents a fresh and meaningful look at how young people express themselves, and how this connects to ethics and educational leadership. It makes a valuable contribution to new research on informal learning spaces, student voices, and moral development in African education. The paper shows the teaching value of graffiti—a topic often seen negatively—within discussions about critical teaching methods and moral thinking.
	

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

	The title is clear, specific, and matches the content and focus of the paper. It clearly includes the main ideas—ethical, legal, and teaching-related issues—and shows the context. No changes are needed.
	

	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 complete and informative. However, the author should add 1–2 sentences about the main findings and educational implications to highlight the paper’s contribution. Also, it should be shortened to no more than 250 words, as the current version is 256 words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is strong in its methods and theory. The use of a qualitative phenomenological design is appropriate. However, the discussion could be improved by more clearly connecting the findings to the theoretical frameworks.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are relevant and up to date. However, adding a few more recent African studies on arts-based teaching could make the literature review stronger.
	

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

	
The language is appropriate for academic writing, with only a few minor grammar corrections needed.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
· Consider shortening some long paragraphs in the discussion and conclusion.
· Add tables or figures with themes if possible, to improve clarity.
· Make sure the citation style is consistent throughout the paper.
· Make sure all references follow APA style.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)
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