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Reviewer General Comments and Suggestions (mandatory written feedback):

The proposed content is pertinent to the conference topics and offers a critical point of view,
even if not very original in the present form. In any case it is not clear what the author/s will
present in the full paper: a teaching experience? The abstract does not provide clear insights
about how case-study applications and literature review will be addressed: is it going to be a
critical position paper or an excursus on design expiriences by students? For instance, on the
proposed topics there is a rich state-of-art, both on case-study applications in teaching
experience and in design thinking theory.
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Reviewer General Comments and Suggestions (mandatory written feedback):
The topic is quite relevant, but unfortunately the abstract gives no indication of how the topic has been
studied and how the results of the study might be evaluated. If the abstract had given any indication of
what are the “practical methods” mentioned in the final line, it would be much more clear what’s actually
being done in terms of research, or pedagogy, or assessment of approaches. Without this level of
explanation, it’s impossible to know what the paper is really about and whether it shows promise for the
conference.
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Reviewer General Comments and Suggestions (mandatory written feedback):





Reads more like an opinion/position paper rather than research
Good questions listed but need to back it up with data
Too generic in its tone right now
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