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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.

	i.	While delivering on the predisposed nature of urban spaces, the researcher has tried to argue the symbolic value of graffiti as a silent instrument for revolt, proselytization and expression of thought process, which will definitely add to the existing knowledge on social transformation;
ii.	The researcher has tried to prove that, in the absence of regular school tutoring for the vulnerable section of society, the role of graffiti art may transfigure the way educationists think of imparting education through traditional or virtual mode;
iii.	The role of Graffiti in stimulating design thinking, critical analysis and logical coherence is unparalleled, which may provide feedstuff for the future policy makers;
iv.	Graffiti or murals may act as a mirror to the society in unveiling the condition of the societal order on the one hand and also showcasing the deprived nature of the subaltern in resisting police brutality, gender-based violence or unemployment. Here the researcher has circuitously publicised the role of graffiti as a device for resistance against the supremacy.

	

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

	The title of the Research work is bit baffling, if not inconsequential. Its better if it is modified. A suggestion would be: 

“When the insignia on the wall paves the way for societal upliftment: The art of Graffiti in revitalizing the Urban Spaces.”
	

	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.

	In the Abstract, there is no need to mention the names of the cities. Again, it is not free from redundant sentences, as the researcher has repeated the already acknowledged proposition. Hence, the lines “The analysis underscores graffiti’s pedagogical role in empowering youth excluded from formal schooling, encouraging civic engagement and critical thought. At the same time, it warns against the growing commodification of street art, which risks diluting its radical voice”, may altogether be exterminated.  

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The researcher, while arguing about the importance of graffiti in social transformation, has delved deep into the study to prove the mantle. However, the scientific accuracy of the research work has often been compromised, which are categorized as here-under:

First, the researcher has unnecessarily repeated the same notion for the analysis of the mentioned hypothesis, without clarifying the justification of the act.  For instance, while mentioning the “Public pedagogy’, the researcher acknowledged, in the last paragraph of P-4: 

“Graffiti exemplifies this principle: it is informal, emotionally charged, and provocative, teaching viewers about inequality, resistance, and resilience.”

The same concept has been recurrent, and not expounded, as the case may be, in the second paragraph of P-6:

“It is a form of informal education that is immediate, embodied, and potentially transformative, challenging conventional boundaries.”

The above-mentioned notion has again been repeated in the second para and the last para of P-12, making them redundant decrees:

“In this sense, graffiti extends education beyond formal institutions, transforming public space into a site of cultural continuity..” 

“In this context, graffiti functions both as an educational medium and a mechanism for asserting visibility…”

Secondly, some of the claims, made by the researcher in the research work, have not been corroborated with data/concrete statistics:

For instance, in P-13, 1st Para, although the researcher states that “Graffiti denouncing police brutality or commemorating victims of violence coexist alongside works celebrating Afro-Brazilian heritage, cultural pride, and favela resilience,” but no actual indication/statistical data has been cited to prove the premise.

In P-15, last paragraph, the claim seems to be fictitious, sans any data:

           “Graffiti empowers youth to engage with their social and political environments, fostering skills that
            extend beyond artistic production.”

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
Some contemporary works related to graffiti should be quoted and cited.
	

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

	
There are many redundant sentences here and there. Also, the syntax of the entire research work should be revised, as some of the sentences are not following the regular SVO/SOV form.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
The research work is an ingenious piece of study. Nevertheless, it should be accepted only after some major revision, as expressed in the Review comments.



	















	PART  2: 


	
	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? 

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

Unable to discern
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