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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 (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 paper advances the conversation on rights-based education and creative pedagogy, particularly within developing contexts. It bridges the domains of educational policy, aesthetic education, and human rights, demonstrating how cultural heritage and modern governance intersect in shaping learning environments. It contributes both theoretically and practically to comparative education, educational policy reform, and curriculum studies across South Asia.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is precise and captures the study’s focus on creativity and educational policy.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the background, rationale, and implications of the study. It could be strengthened by adding a clearer statement of the qualitative method used (e.g., document analysis, reflective inquiry) and a one-sentence mention of key findings to make the contribution more concrete.

Otherwise, the abstract is coherent, engaging, and informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is conceptually and methodologically sound, with solid theoretical underpinnings (constructivist and critical paradigms). The findings logically follow from the data and align with cited evidence. Minor refinement in specifying data sources and the scope of analysis would improve methodological transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The reference list is extensive, covering both foundational (UNESCO, Vygotsky, Robinson) and contemporary sources (Irugalbandara, 2023; Aturupane, 2023). Remove duplicate entries for Ewing (2018) and ensure consistent APA 7th formatting.
	

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


	Yes. The paper demonstrates a high level of academic English, clear organization, and strong control of tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider adding a short section on policy implications in the conclusion to connect findings with actionable reforms. The “Results” and “Discussion” sections could use clear subheadings to guide readers through the argument flow. Verify that all in-text citations have corresponding entries in the references.
The manuscript is rich in insight, policy relevance, and theoretical grounding. It requires minor improvements in methodological articulation, paragraph structure, and reference formatting but is otherwise well-prepared for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No significant ethical issues were found. The study follows accepted qualitative research norms and discusses informed consent, confidentiality, and researcher positionality appropriately.
	


Reviewer details:

Syrenzo R. Sicuan, Pangasinan State University, Philippines

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

