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	Author’s Feedback (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 presents creativity as an educational right, which is an original and timely exploration of drawing from global and Sri Lankan contexts. It provides a significant policy gap by linking aesthetic education with human rights frameworks such as the UNESCO and UN declarations. This study focuses on teacher education, policy implementation, and classroom realities, which provide actionable insight for educational reform. The study contributes to ongoing discussions in comparative education, curriculum studies, and creative pedagogy, making it valuable for policymakers and researchers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and clearly represents the focus and purpose of the paper. It effectively connects creativity with educational policy and Sri Lanka, which reflects the manuscript’s central argument. No alternative title is required.
	

	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.


	This paper’s abstract is written well, concise, and informative. 
However, it is advised to mention the research design clearly for methodological transparency.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
However, the limited description of participants and data scope is the main weakness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant and cover the literature till 2023. 
One minor inconsistency is found: the in-text citation “Irugalbandara et al., 2021” is not found in the reference list.
	

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


	Yes. The manuscript demonstrates a high level of academic English proficiency. A few long or complex sentences could be simplified for better readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Professionally well-written paper. It makes a strong theoretical and policy-level contribution to educational discourse by reframing creativity as a fundamental educational right. Minor revisions are advised to enhance methodological clarity, eliminate repetition, and ensure complete reference consistency. The paper is suitable for publication after minor revision.
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