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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This article is a comparative analysis of perspective techniques in architecture, bridging ancient Iranian and modern western approaches. The paper introduces "Framerspective," a novel method that eliminates shortcomings of traditional representation of perspective. The study is valuable to architects, historians, and educators as it introduces new concepts of spatial representation and cultural influence on design. The cross-disciplinary nature of the study enriches both architectural theory and practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "A Study on the use of perspective in ancient and modern buildings," is appropriate but can be more specific. Consider rephrasing it to:

"Fraperspective: A holistic approach to spatial representation in ancient Iranian and modern western architecture."
	

	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 concisely states the objectives, methodology, and results of the study. It would, however, be better if it succinctly mentioned the comparative study with Iranian miniature art and western cubism to put into perspective the innovation of Fraperspective.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper shows high scientific rigor, possessing a clear methodology and well-grounded arguments. The descriptive-analytical and qualitative approach is suitable for accomplishing research objectives. The use of historical context, theoretical concepts (e.g., Levinson's reference frames), and visual displays strengthens the depth of the analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references given are very comprehensive, covering pertinent work from Panofsky to Giedion. The addition of more recent work (post-2015) on digital representation methods or computational design could further enhance the argument for the modern applications of Fraperspective.
	

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


	The writing is generally clear but includes some grammatical errors and moments of clumsy phrasing ("Fraperspective, by expanding the field of view and using several vanishing points, allows for a more complete representation"). Professional proofreading review would increase general readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The numbers (e.g., Figure 9, 10) are important but not of high-resolution quality in the uploaded file. Make them readable in the final publication.

The coverage of practical application of Fraperspective can be continued, for instance by incorporating a case study or pilot project within the design studio setting.
Although the manuscript offers a novel and theoretically valid contribution to perspective, titled Fraperspective, significant revisions must be undertaken to address the following essential flaws in order for it to be published:

Key Areas Requiring Revision:

· Empirical Validation

The study lacks practical validation of Fraperspective. A case study or pilot application (e.g., in an architectural studio or digital modeling environment) must be added to:

· Demonstrate its implementation in real-world design.

· Compare its effectiveness with classical/Cubist methods.

· Provide measurable outcomes (e.g., user perception, design efficiency).

· Technical Clarity

Fraperpective method requires step-by-step procedural guidance (e.g., calculation of curved horizon line, merging of segments).

Include diagrams/equations to show the transition from Euclidean to non-Euclidean geometry.

· Figures and Visuals

· Available versions (e.g., Figure 9, 10) are low resolution and not annotated.

· Replace with high-quality, annotated figures to facilitate reproducibility.

· Current Significance

Expand the discussion to address digital tools that could automate Fraperspective.

Provide new citations (post-2015) on computational design/spatial cognition.

· Language and Form

Proofreading for grammar and clarity is necessary (e.g., condense the "Materials and Methods" section).

Additional Minor Revisions: 

· Title refinement.

· Abstract: This approach closely deals with the prevailing gap regarding distortion found in wide-field views.

Final Comment: This paper has significant potential, but it requires substantial revisions to meet academic expectations. The inclusion of a practical application is absolutely necessary. I recommend resubmitting the paper after significant revisions and a detailed response to all of the above points.
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