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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 manuscript is important to the scientific community as it provides empirical evidence on the overlooked integration of interior design principles in architectural education. Its findings highlight key curricular gaps and offer data-driven recommendations for improving design pedagogy. By promoting interdisciplinary and user-centered approaches, the study contributes to advancing holistic design education and professional practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title; “Assessing Architecture Students' Understanding of Fundamental Interior Design Principles: A Case Study of Ladoke Akintola University of Technology, Nigeria” is clear, descriptive, and academically appropriate.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and well-structured, effectively summarizing the study’s rationale, methodology, key findings, and recommendations. It clearly communicates the research focus—architecture students’ understanding of interior design principles—and includes essential details such as sample size, statistical results, and pedagogical implications. However, a few refinements could improve its clarity and conciseness:

Add a brief statement of purpose or gap at the beginning to emphasize why the study is needed (e.g., “Despite the interdependence between architecture and interior design, limited integration exists in architectural curricula”).

Streamline methodological details; mention only key aspects (sample size, design, and analysis) rather than full procedural specifics.

End with a stronger concluding sentence that highlights the broader significance (e.g., “The study underscores the need for interdisciplinary reform to align architectural education with holistic design practice”).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for an empirical study in architectural education.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are largely sufficient, relevant, and fairly recent, with several sources from 2022–2024, which strengthens the paper’s contemporary grounding. Foundational theoretical works (e.g., Piaget, Vygotsky, Kolb) are appropriately included to support the constructivist and experiential learning framework.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript demonstrates a clear academic tone, coherent structure, and precise use of discipline-specific terminology.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Based on the overall assessment of the manuscript’s scientific quality, structure, clarity, and relevance, the study demonstrates strong academic merit and clear methodological rigor. It presents a well-defined research problem, a sound theoretical framework, and appropriate quantitative analysis. The writing quality is high, and only minor revisions are needed (mainly stylistic polishing and slight strengthening of references).
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