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Reviewer General Comments and Suggestions (mandatory written feedback):

This abstract seemed to try to quantify design processes based on statistics. It would be
beneficial to discuss “creativity, originality, appropriateness.” What would be the extents of those
words? Further, design as problem-solving activities was a paradigm that had been challenged
in the area of design thinking. Addressing the literature on design-thinking would probably help.
It would be beneficial to formulate the issues and questions of the paper. What would be the
extent of the factor of visual communication in this research?
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Reviewer General Comments and Suggestions (mandatory written feedback):

This abstract describes a study which seems very complicated. I think that it would benefit from
simplification and focus on what the conclusions of the research. What is the new knowledge
which has been created?
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