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Reviewer General Comments and Suggestions (mandatory written feedback):

This abstract is a nice display of student work but I wonder if any of this is actually new and I
wonder if this will be just a display of work from one studio or if the author has actually done
research on the topic or is this just the student's work? How do these techniques really help a
student develop a project and how do these techniques teach or develop creative thinking and
problem solving skills. I would not like this to be just a show of images.
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( ) 1. Recommended (no significant changes suggested)
( √ ) 2. Recommended with Reservation (suggest changes to the manuscript as specified in this
review)
( ) 3. Not Recommended
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Reviewer General Comments and Suggestions (mandatory written feedback):

I would like to suggest that you avoid including subjective evaluations such as the students’
opinions. Support your research with objective data to give it credibility. Good luck.
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( x ) 1. Recommended (no significant changes suggested)
( ) 2. Recommended with Reservation (suggest changes to the manuscript as specified in this review)
( ) 3. Not Recommended
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Reviewer General Comments and Suggestions (mandatory written feedback)

Well organized and clearly stated paper. Overall very strong. One question I did have was
whether or not this was an innovative technique? It would help if the author clarified what
aspects of their experiment are building on prior research of AR and VR and which areas of
their research are staking out new, unexplored uses of this technology. This was not
immediately evident in the reading of the abstract. Nevertheless, it appears to be a very good
proposal for a presentation and paper.
Reviewer Recommendation:
Please indicate which of the following actions you recommend.
( x ) 1. Recommended (no significant changes suggested)
( ) 2. Recommended with Reservation (suggest changes to the manuscript as specified in this review)
( ) 3. Not Recommended

