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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, 'The Evolution of Installation Art in Contemporary Sculpture: A Case Study,' is highly engaging. However, it could benefit from being more focused by incorporating a specific geographical context
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggesting suggest an alternative title- The Living Object: A Case Study in the Hybrid Language of Sculpture and Installation
	

	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 is well-written; however, the methodology section could be more clearly articulated.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While the historical narrative is commendable, the visuals lack quality and fail to adequately convey the aesthetic essence of the subject. The paper includes only one case study with similar images, which are not justifying the topic, 'The Evolution of Installation Art in Contemporary Sculpture.' The conclusion also does not clearly connect with or support the main arguments presented. To strengthen the paper, the author could include visuals of contemporary sculptures and installation art to support the arguments and highlight the merging lines between the two within the discussion.
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	If the author narrows the scope of the case study, the findings could be presented with greater specificity and may allow for a more effective comparative analysis .
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