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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 contributes to the scientific community by providing a comparative analysis of inclusive education practices in Italy and the United Kingdom. It moves beyond theory by connecting legal frameworks, policy contexts, and classroom practice, offering a grounded perspective on how inclusion operates in different systems. By framing creativity as a central mechanism for redefining “normalcy” in education, the study adds an original and interdisciplinary dimension to current debates on Special Educational Needs (SEN) and inclusive schooling.
	

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

	The current title, “Crossing Borders and Different Normalcy: Inclusive Educational Settings in Italy and UK,” is conceptually strong and reflects the comparative and theoretical focus of the manuscript. However, the phrase “Different Normalcy” may sound slightly ambiguous, and “Italy and UK” could be stylistically refined to “Italy and the United Kingdom” for academic consistency. A clearer and more academically streamlined alternative could be: “Redefining Normalcy: A Comparative Study of Inclusive Education in Italy and the United Kingdom” Other possible alternatives: “Inclusive Education Across Borders: Creativity and SEN Practices in Italy and the United Kingdom” and “From Segregation to Inclusion: Comparative Perspectives on SEN Education in Italy and the United Kingdom” These options retain the comparative focus while highlighting inclusion, creativity, and SEN more explicitly.

	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly presents the comparative focus between Italy and the United Kingdom, highlighting inclusion, SEN policy, and the concept of “normalcy.” However, it would benefit from a clearer statement of the research methodology, slight reduction of repetitive references to legal frameworks, and a stronger concluding sentence that explicitly states the study’s scholarly or policy contribution. Tightening some lengthy sentences would also improve clarity and overall academic precision.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its conceptual framework and comparative analysis of inclusive education in Italy and the United Kingdom. Its discussion of legal frameworks and engagement with established scholarship support its academic credibility. However, it would benefit from a clearer statement of methodology and stronger empirical grounding for some claims to enhance overall scientific rigor and transparency.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are relevant and foundational, particularly in relation to inclusive education theory and legal frameworks in Italy and the United Kingdom. However, many core citations are relatively dated. To strengthen the manuscript, I recommend incorporating more recent peer-reviewed studies (post-2018) on inclusive education outcomes, SEN policy reform, and comparative European inclusion models, particularly recent reports from the European Agency for Special Needs and Inclusive Education and updated UK Department for Education publications.
	

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

	

The language is generally clear and academically oriented, but it would benefit from stylistic tightening, reduction of long sentences, and minor grammatical refinements. Overall, the English is suitable for scholarly communication, though professional language editing would further enhance precision and readability.


	

	Optional/General comments
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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)
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