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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 informs us the way that graffiti can be a teaching media or didactic tool in promoting students’ critical thinking specifically in a literature class. It is focusing on its semiotic, symbolic, and rebellious aspects. Besides the critical thinking skill, this research also investigates how this graffiti as teaching media can stimulate the students’ creativity and promote their social awareness.
	

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

	I suggest to use this title “Graffiti as a Didactic Tool: Promoting Students’ Critical Thinking, Creativity, and Social Awareness”
	

	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.

	Yes, It Is.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Please specify the research questions directly to the research objectives. Just focus on how this graffiti can encourage students’ critical thinking, creativity and social awareness.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Sufficient
	

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

	

Yes, it is.


	

	Optional/General comments

	

The manuscript is scientifically correct. Yet, the writer mentions Semiotics, Symbolism and Subversion on the title meanwhile She/he doesn’t mention it on the abstract. She/He just focus on the impact of the graffity towards the students’ critical thinking, creativity, and social awareness. Thus, this manuscript should be more focus on those 3 aspects in the discussion as well. 
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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)


	






Reviewer details:
Ita Sarmita Samad, Indonesia

Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
