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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 is relevant to the scientific community because it brings together lived teaching experience and comparative educational analysis. By looking at inclusion in both Italy and the United Kingdom, it highlights how different policy choices shape everyday classroom realities. The discussion moves beyond legal frameworks and considers how ideas of normality are constructed and challenged over time. In doing so, the study opens space for further dialogue on how inclusive education can be interpreted, practiced, and reimagined across different national contexts.
	

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

	The title is generally suitable, as it reflects both the comparative dimension of the study and its focus on inclusive educational settings in Italy and the United Kingdom. It also captures the conceptual element related to “normalcy,” which is central to the discussion. However, if greater clarity is desired, the title could be slightly refined to make the comparative focus more explicit. An alternative title might be: “Rethinking Normalcy: A Comparative Reflection on Inclusive Education in Italy and the United Kingdom.” This version maintains the original intent while foregrounding the analytical and comparative nature of the manuscript.
	

	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 outlines the comparative focus of the manuscript. It explains the structural differences between the Italian and UK educational systems and situates the discussion within a legal and ethical framework. The emphasis on normalcy and creativity also signals the conceptual contribution of the chapter. However, the abstract could benefit from a slightly clearer statement of the main research aim or guiding question. Some parts describing legal frameworks might be condensed to allow more space for clarifying the analytical perspective and the intended contribution to the broader academic debate. A brief concluding sentence highlighting the study’s wider implications could also strengthen the overall impact of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The arguments are coherent and appropriately framed within relevant legal and educational contexts. Strengthening the reference base and clarifying the methodological positioning would further enhance its academic rigor.
	

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

	The references appear to be sufficient and relevant to the topic addressed in the manuscript. The cited works provide an appropriate theoretical and contextual foundation for the discussion. Overall, the reference base supports the arguments effectively and reflects engagement with established scholarship in the field.
	

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

	Yes




	

	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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