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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 a timely and significant contribution to the global discourse on creativity and education. By framing creativity not merely as a skill but as an educational right, the study challenges conventional policy narratives that treat creative development as peripheral. Its focus on Sri Lanka’s aesthetic education system provides valuable insights into how deeply cultural traditions and modern policy frameworks can collide, revealing gaps that are relevant to many postcolonial education systems. The manuscript’s exploration of creativity as a right-based imperative rather than a curricular option broadens the conversation in educational policy, making it an important reference for policymakers, teacher educators, and researchers concerned with equitable, holistic learning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title Right to Create: Embedding Creativity in Educational Policy in Sri Lanka is suitable and relevant to the study’s focus. It captures both the core argument and the national context effectively. However, a simpler and more natural alternative could be Recognizing Creativity as a Right in Sri Lankan Education Policy. This version maintains clarity and academic tone while sounding more organic and less stylized.
	

	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 presents a solid overview of the study and its central argument. It captures the issue of how creativity remains undervalued in Sri Lanka’s educational system and successfully ties this to broader policy implications. The connection between cultural heritage, current practices, and the call to recognize creativity as an educational right is both relevant and compelling.

Still, it could be made more balanced. I would suggest adding a short statement on the research design and methods to make the abstract academically complete. A brief mention of the study’s main findings and implications for educational policy and teacher preparation would also strengthen its impact. The background section could be slightly trimmed to allow more space for these parts.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well-grounded in theory and uses a suitable qualitative approach to explore creativity in Sri Lankan education policy. The researcher’s long professional background in aesthetic education provides strong contextual understanding, which supports the credibility of the interpretations made. The study’s alignment between its objectives, framework, and findings reflects sound scholarly judgment and a coherent research direction.

However, the discussion on data validity and reliability could be clearer. The manuscript would benefit from specifying how documents were selected, how themes were validated, and how personal reflections were balanced with objective interpretation. Adding these details would further strengthen the transparency and dependability of the findings, ensuring that conclusions are not only insightful but also verifiable.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and demonstrate a solid engagement with both classical and contemporary works on creativity, education policy, and aesthetic learning. Foundational thinkers such as Craft, Robinson, Ewing, and Vygotsky are appropriately cited, and several recent sources (2020–2023) provide current perspectives relevant to the Sri Lankan context. The inclusion of UNESCO and World Bank reports adds further credibility, grounding the study in authoritative global frameworks.

Still, the reference list could be enriched with more recent empirical studies on creativity and arts-based education from the Asia-Pacific region to strengthen its comparative dimension. I would suggest adding sources such as:

· Kim, K. H. (2021). The Creativity Crisis Revisited: Global, Cross-Cultural, and Policy Implications. Creativity Research Journal, 33(4), 361–373.
· Beghetto, R. A. (2022). Creativity in Education: Research and Practice. Cambridge University Press.
Including these would enhance the manuscript’s relevance to the broader international conversation on embedding creativity in educational policy.


	

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


	Overall, the manuscript demonstrates a strong grasp of academic English and is appropriate for scholarly communication. The tone and vocabulary are formal and professional, which reflects the academic intent of the study. However, there are a few areas where clarity and conciseness could be improved.

For instance, in page 2, paragraph 2, some sentences in the Post-Independence to Present: Educational Context section are long and overloaded with statistics, which affects readability. These could be divided into shorter sentences to improve flow. On page 5, paragraph 1, phrases such as “These systems prioritized utilitarian knowledge and often dismissed traditional arts as unproductive or regressive” could be reworded slightly to reduce repetition of “systems” and “arts.” In page 13, paragraph 2, the sentence beginning with “However, Sri Lankan policy frameworks do not reflect this global consensus” could be simplified for smoother readability. Finally, on page 21, paragraph 3, the discussion under the Conclusion is rich but wordy; reducing redundancy and tightening transitions would make it more concise and impactful.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is a meaningful and timely contribution to the ongoing discourse on creativity and educational reform. It offers both theoretical depth and practical insight, particularly in positioning creativity as an educational right rather than a peripheral skill. The author’s extensive experience in aesthetic education enriches the analysis and lends authenticity to the discussion. The study’s alignment with global frameworks such as UNESCO’s Road Map for Arts Education also strengthens its international relevance.

For further improvement, I would encourage the author to highlight more explicitly how the findings can inform policy implementation and teacher education reform in Sri Lanka. Additionally, integrating a short conceptual diagram or model summarizing the policy–practice gap could visually reinforce the study’s main argument. With these minor enhancements, the paper would stand as a valuable and thought-provoking contribution to both local and global scholarship on creative and rights-based education.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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