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Reviewer’s Comment for Publication. 

(To be published with the manuscript in the journal) 

The reviewer is requested to provide a brief comment (3-4 lines) highlighting the significance, strengths, 

or key insights of the manuscript. This comment will be Displayed in the journal publication alongside 

with the reviewers name. 

 The abstract needs to be modified clearly stating what the intent of the research will be and how 
through the game of Minecraft can it be achieved. 

 The methodology of the paper needs to be developed where the author needs to elaborate on the 
chosen parameters for their study. 

 Minor grammatical errors were observed which needs to be corrected 

 

Detailed Reviewer’s Report 

 
1. A schematic analysis from the data that is converted into various tabular format is needed where it is 

reflecting how all these data collected is leading towards. 

2. The methodology of the paper needs to be developed where the author needs to elaborate on the chosen 

parameters for their study. 

3. The author has talked about biophilic design, adaptive reuse and nature integration which seems to go 

beyond the realm of architecture. The author needs to elaborate this and how the game of Minecraft work 

on its specifically needs to be explored about. 

4. In the section, Gamification as a Learning Tool in Architectural Education the author needs to establish it 

with real time data of its successful implementation. 

5. Since this is literature review there should be a definitive inference/analysis from the author side on how 

all these are corelated and further scope of work. 
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