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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.

	1. This manuscript holds substantial importance for the scientific community as it brings attention to the ethical, legal, and cultural dimensions of incorporating graffiti into educational theory and practice.
2. It challenges traditional perspectives by framing graffiti not merely as vandalism but as a meaningful pedagogical tool that fosters creativity, critical thinking, and social awareness.
3. The chapter contributes to interdisciplinary research by bridging art, ethics, and education, thereby expanding the discourse on inclusive and socially responsive pedagogies.
4. It provides valuable insights into issues of authority, consent, and community engagement, emphasizing the need for educators to adopt culturally sensitive and ethically grounded approaches.
5. Ultimately, the manuscript enriches the field by offering a framework for balancing legality with creative freedom, promoting educational practices that are transformative, participatory, and justice-oriented.
	

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

	1. The current title — “Ethical Considerations: Legality, Authority, and the Ethics of Graffiti in Education” — is clear and relevant, but it repeats the term “Ethical” twice, which slightly affects its stylistic flow.
2. Recommendation:  — “Graffiti in Education: Navigating Legality, Authority, and Ethical Boundaries” — is the most balanced choice, maintaining academic tone while enhancing readability and thematic clarity.
	

	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.

	1. Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and intellectually rich, effectively outlining the central arguments, ethical focus, and pedagogical implications of the chapter.
2. The term “ethical” appears repeatedly; varying the phrasing with alternatives such as “moral,” “principled,” or “value-based” could improve readability.
3. Briefly mention whether the analysis is conceptual, philosophical, or literature-based to give readers a clearer sense of the approach.
4. Add one sentence summarizing the chapter’s unique contribution (e.g., introducing an ethical framework or offering policy recommendations).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	1. Yes — the manuscript is scientifically and academically sound, though it would benefit from minor refinements in structure, consistency, and language precision for publication readiness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	2. The references are comprehensive and cover a wide historical and theoretical range. However, to strengthen the manuscript’s academic  relevance, it is recommended to include a few recent (2020–2024) studies and policy documents.
	

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

	1. Yes — the language quality of the article is largely suitable for scholarly communication, as it maintains a formal, academic tone, demonstrates conceptual depth, and effectively uses disciplinary vocabulary related to ethics, pedagogy, and visual culture.
	

	Optional/General comments

	2. The article presents a thoughtful and well-structured exploration of the ethical dimensions surrounding graffiti in educational contexts. It successfully bridges the domains of art, pedagogy, and social justice, offering valuable insights into the tensions between legality, authority, and creative expression. 
3. Minor improvements in sentence structure, clarity, and transitions would further enhance readability. Inclusion of a few more recent and globally diverse references could strengthen the theoretical grounding.
4. Overall, the work is conceptually rich, academically sound, and makes a meaningful contribution to the discourse on ethics and visual literacy in education.
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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? 

	NO
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