Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Research Journal of Arts & Social Sciences 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ARJASS_134244

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	The Evolution of Installation Art in Contemporary Sculpture: A Case Study

	Type of the Article
	Case report


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The topic of discussion is certainly an apt one corelating the premise of art and evolving trends such as installation/immersive art with spatial & context specific conditioning. It adds to the knowledge of architecture and art or aesthetical parameters as tools to design. The literature focusses on various perspectives of emerging art forms with the case project giving a glimpse at conceptualizing such an element of interest with specific objectives.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable
	

	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.


	Abstract may be enriched by highlighting clearly the aim, objective & outcome of the project. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It seems suitable & correct. 
However, a more intense scientific discussion/ deliberation would enable better comprehension and findings. 
The methodology could have involved a corelative understanding between the theories/ literature under specific variables. The case is put forth well, however few gaps noted. 

Under the ‘Conclusion & impact’ section, aspects of understanding such as - this installation impacting towards place making quality in the given university zone, weather responsiveness of the installation, any dynamic quality that added the character of this not being a static form of art but to be classified as immersive installation, perceptions by users of that space before & after the installation etc...Understanding impact in the true sense, by way of a questionnaire like asking if students know/ knew about the so mentioned indigenous communities / culture or did this installation make a difference in creating awareness needs to be ascertained rather than making presumptions that it did. 

Another aspect would be regarding mention of natural & sustainable materials and traditional wisdom- was this achieved because cement, bubble wrap, iron/steel etc. were also used which may not get classified as natural sustainable materials? Did it adopt any vernacular technique of construction to show case or highlight the intended objective of ‘traditional wisdom’? 

Do scale of installation & scale of space impact each other & what are the resulting user psychology? It is mentioned in a literature reference but does not seem to have been deliberated in the case. Was viewer engagement tested? 
Was the objective of the project achieved? In what way?


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient
However, recent publications in the last decade (2015 to 2025) have not been referred or not reflected in the list? Might be essential…newer findings perspectives and trends.

	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Seems good however if the above-mentioned gaps are filled in, it shall render a good case. 
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