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Reviewer General Comments and Suggestions (mandatory written feedback):

The abstract is clear and the topic is pertinent to the objectives of the conference; please, better
stress the main conference topic, i.e. the relationships between virtual and actual in the process
and product of design execution, which is partly addressed by the work presented but not
enough discussed in the actual form.
Please, also provide a rich bibliography on similar teaching experiences in design.
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Reviewer General Comments and Suggestions (mandatory written feedback):
The exercise described in the abstract sounds interesting as a brief experiment regarding perception,
drawing, and modeling. What’s not clear is a) how this exercise fits into the broader curricular goals of the
program or the even the course, b) why the methods used in the exercise are more effective than other
methods, and c) ultimately how the exercise relates to existing research on design pedagogy. Does the
exercise help students to learn more effectively? What, specifically, are they learning? How is the
effectiveness of the exercise being assessed – is it anecdotal or objective (i.e., measurable in some
way)? Again, the exercise itself sounds interesting. But a paper about this topic should aspire to much
more than a mere description of the exercise and some examples of student work – there should be
context (curriculum and relevant pedagogical research) and some form of objective assessment of the
results.
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Needs specific process drawings
Very original
Literature from “embodied cognition’ can be included
Paper is well related to conference theme
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