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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Critical Analysis:

· Clarity and Coherence of structure

  The title and the keywords do not highlight that the article is focusing on Iranian architecture, giving the initial impression of a general analysis of the use of perspective in antiquity and  in the modern period.

   “Conducting this type of research helps the researcher to better understand existing conditions to make correct decisions (1).” In this sentence, the "1" appears to be an old reference. What is it?

· Strength and Relevance of Argumentation

I would recommend to put an accent in the necessity and differences of perspective in Iranian architecture compared to other areas in the world. Perhaps a classification of these regions and approaches correlated to them would be needed, or is this situation unique? It would be appreciated to emphasise the need for differentiated treatment in the conclusions.

· Methodology

The research method is not very clear. It was hard to see on what basis the documents were selected, is it a literature review? It might be helpful to analyze what has been written already, in this field, and also to mention which databases were consulted and what keywords were used in the search.

· Language Use

 The use of English is at a good level, with minor errors that can be corrected. Some paragraphs are very long and make it difficult to follow.

· Use and Quality of Refrences

The sources are correctly formatted according to the APA style. Attention should be paid to the fact that sometimes the first name is listed first and other times the family name. It is advisable to mention the page number where applicable. "La reconstruzione" in Italian is correctly spelled "La ricostruzione".

The source of the Figures it is not mentioned. Are they made by the author? (Figure 1, Figure 2)
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