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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 is significant for the scientific community specifically in literacy studies, cultural studies and sociology. It emphasized that it is not merely a vandalism, but it is an important form of critical literacy. The research provides a vivid understanding  of graffiti as a public dialogue. 
	

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

	I would say that the title is more appropriate. Thus, it doesn’t need to change.
	

	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.

	It is important that in the abstract, the research problem was explained well.  In addition, the research design as well as the participants were mentioned such as the phenomenological research design and the three participants group.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Based on the manuscript submitted, it is scientifically correct. It has a robust theoretical grounding, appropriate methodology and clear data findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient and demonstrated sound recency and relevance.
	

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

	
Yes, the language or English used in the manuscript is friendly to the readers and suitable for scholarly communication.



	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is closely for perfection. I have one comment. In terms of the levelling the participants, it should be consistent so that it would not lead confusion to the readers. In research methodology part, the author used Artist One through Twenty (A1-20), but in the research findings and discussion, the author used participant A10, AC 3, CM 11, so on and so forth….
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	Reviewer’s comment
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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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