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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 vital for the scientific community as it reframes graffiti from vandalism to a pedagogical tool boosting personalised learning and inclusivity, especially in Rwanda's education. By blending critical pedagogy and visual culture, it creates an interdisciplinary lens linking art, education, and social justice, empowering diverse learners. Its analysis of challenges and recommendations guides policymakers toward culturally apt innovations aligned with SDGs. The imagined Rukara case inspires empirical studies on arts-based methods, potentially reshaping inclusive education in Africa and globally.
	

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

	Yes, the title "Graffiti and Personalised Learning in Inclusive Education Centres: The Case of Rukara Model School in Rwanda" is suitable, as it accurately encapsulates the chapter's focus on graffiti as a pedagogical tool within the context of personalised learning and inclusive education, using Rukara Model School as a specific illustrative case.
	

	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 comprehensive, as it effectively summarizes the chapter's purpose, theoretical foundations, methodology (including the qualitative case study approach), key findings, challenges, and broader implications for inclusive education in Rwanda and beyond, while incorporating relevant keywords.
I suggest adding a brief explicit mention of the study's limitations, such as its reliance on imagined scenarios rather than empirical data, to enhance transparency and align with the methodology section's disclosures—this could be integrated into the sentence discussing the case study for better reader preparation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct overall, as it appropriately applies established theoretical frameworks like critical pedagogy and visual culture to explore graffiti's role in education, while transparently disclosing its reliance on imagined scenarios rather than empirical data. The arguments are logically structured, supported by relevant literature, and aligned with recognized concepts in inclusive education, such as those from UNESCO and Freire, without introducing unsubstantiated claims or methodological flaws. Minor potential discrepancies exist in some references (e.g., the journal name "Rwanda Education Journal" appears to be a variant of the actual "Rwandan Journal of Education," and a few citations like Mugisha (2019) and Darts (2016) could not be precisely verified through searches, though similar works on the topics exist), but these do not undermine the chapter's scholarly integrity or theoretical soundness. The contextual details about Rwanda's education system and Rukara Model School are grounded in real-world elements, making the discussion credible for an academic book chapter.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient in scope, covering key theoretical, methodological, and contextual areas relevant to graffiti, inclusive education, and pedagogy, with a balanced mix of foundational works (e.g., Freire, 1970) and more contemporary sources from 2015–2023. However, they are only moderately recent, as several predate 2020, and a few citations (e.g., Mugisha, 2019; Darts, 2016) could not be precisely verified through searches, suggesting potential inaccuracies or the need for confirmation; additionally, the journal for Mugisha appears to be the "Rwandan Journal of Education" rather than "Rwanda Education Journal." To enhance recency and relevance, I suggest adding the following: Nkurunziza, J. et al. (2025). The role of inclusive education in the socioeconomic development of Rwanda. African Journal of Education Research Network; Nkurikiyimfura, J. et al. (2025). Children's Educational Status: A Mixed-Method Study on School Enrollment and Dropout in Rwanda. International Journal of Disability, Development and Education; and Li, Y. et al. (2022). Design Education for Students with Disabilities: A Technical Graffiti Class. In: Antona, M., Stephanidis, C. (eds) Universal Access in Human-Computer Interaction. Novel Design Approaches and Technologies. HCII 2022. Lecture Notes in Computer Science, vol 13308. Springer, Cham.
	

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

	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communications, demonstrating a formal academic tone, appropriate vocabulary, and clear structure that effectively conveys complex ideas in education and pedagogy. However, there are minor inconsistencies and errors that could be refined for greater precision, such as subject-verb agreement issues (e.g., "graffiti remain underexplored" should be "remains" to align with singular treatment elsewhere), awkward parallel structures (e.g., "self-expression and conveying messages" could be rephrased to "self-expression and the conveyance of messages"), and occasional incomplete or run-on sentences (e.g., the abrupt transition in the critical pedagogy subsection). Additionally, some phrasing feels repetitive or slightly redundant (e.g., frequent reiteration of graffiti's "transformative" potential), which might benefit from editing for conciseness without altering the scholarly voice. Overall, these issues do not significantly detract from readability or credibility, but a thorough proofreading by a native English speaker or professional editor is recommended to elevate it to publication standards.
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