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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 work contributes meaningfully to educational leadership and ethics literature by reframing graffiti as a pedagogical and diagnostic tool. It encourages schools to reconsider disciplinary approaches and supports student voice and creativity, offering implications for educational policy and moral education in developing contexts.
	

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

	Yes, the title is comprehensive, descriptive, and clearly reflects the focus of the study. It aligns well with the content and theoretical framework.
	

	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 well-written and provides a clear summary of the study’s background, methodology, theoretical basis, and conclusions. However, it can be improved slightly by clarifying the data analysis approach (thematic analysis) and stating the key findings more succinctly in one or two sentences.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust. The theoretical grounding and qualitative methodology are appropriate for the research objectives. The findings are consistent with the interpretive paradigm. Some sections could benefit from deeper analysis connecting findings to Freire and Kohlberg frameworks in more detail.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references are current and relevant, with several from 2020–2025. The author effectively integrates African and global scholarship. A minor suggestion is to expand on African case studies to strengthen contextual grounding (e.g., from South or West Africa).
	

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

	
Yes, the English is clear, formal, and appropriate for an academic audience. Minor stylistic improvements could enhance flow, such as avoiding repetition and refining long sentences.



	

	Optional/General comments

	

The manuscript is commendable for its originality and depth. The reviewer particularly appreciates the integration of theory and fieldwork. A few enhancements—such as summarizing findings more concisely, tightening the discussion, and ensuring uniform referencing style—would further strengthen the manuscript.


The manuscript is well-structured, theoretically informed, and methodologically sound. Minor revisions recommended to enhance clarity in the abstract, tighten the discussion, and refine language in a few areas.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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