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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 minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	It is increasingly important for interior designers, educators, and creators on digital platforms to adopt design paradigms that respect cultural traditions and promote innovation. Inclusive digital design processes can enhance social cohesion, ensure fair representation, and promote sustainable cultural integration in real and virtual spaces. Design education also needs to evolve to train future professionals to critically interact with cultural stories and technological tools.
	

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

	It should be described in a more approachable way so that readers can understand the meaning in depth.
	

	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 chapter structure is complete, but the theoretical basis can be strengthened by reference.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Citing references or journal materials is the most recent or more scientific approach, but still strengthens the objective presentation of data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are all recently published articles, but the number is relatively small. It is recommended to increase the number of references.
	

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

	Fair



	

	Optional/General comments

	It would be better if there are specific goals or experiments, rather than subjective arguments, to strengthen the persuasiveness or the importance of citing numerical values.
Academic evidence and theoretical foundations can be further strengthened.
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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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