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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(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 minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The Minh Mang Mausoleum is the subject of an in-depth architectural and spatial analysis in this manuscript, which reflects the philosophical, cultural, and geomantic foundations of the planning ideology of the Nguyen Dynasty. The way that Confucian values, feng shui principles, and landscape integration were combined to create a spatial composition that expressed imperial authority and cosmic harmony is well-expressed by the authors. The paper provides valuable insights into traditional Vietnamese site planning logic by layering interpretations of axial alignment, space hierarchy, and symbolic orientation. Scholars studying heritage preservation, Asian architectural history, and the cultural geography of royal complexes all benefit from its significant contribution.
	

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

	YES
	

	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 study's focus on site planning principles is well explained in the abstract, which is generally clear.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscript's references provide a fundamental understanding of the subject, but the majority of them are out of date (Past 12 Years). It is recommended to include more recent research in the manuscript to ensure that it reflects current developments and maintains its scholarly relevance.
	

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

	

Yes


	

	Optional/Generalcomments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment(if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail)
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