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	PART  1: Review Comments


	Compulsory REVISION comments

	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript contributes valuable insights into the traditional modular design systems of twin buildings in the Hue Monument Complex. It bridges historical documentation with practical conservation methods, enriching the understanding of Vietnamese architectural heritage. Its relevance lies in preserving and applying traditional knowledge in contemporary architectural practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	This manuscript contributes valuable insights into the traditional modular design systems of twin buildings in the Hue Monument Complex. It bridges historical documentation with practical conservation methods, enriching the understanding of Vietnamese architectural heritage. Its relevance lies in preserving and applying traditional knowledge in contemporary architectural practice.
	

	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.

	
The abstract is comprehensive but could emphasize the broader implications of the findings for architectural conservation and modern practices. Including this would enhance its appeal.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The structure is appropriate and logically organized. Adding a dedicated conclusion section summarizing the contributions and future directions would improve clarity.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The structure is appropriate and logically organized. Adding a dedicated conclusion section summarizing the contributions and future directions would improve clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are sufficient but could benefit from recent studies on modular systems in heritage sites globally to provide comparative context.

	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	The language is suitable for scholarly communication but could be polished for smoother readability and grammatical precision. Minor editorial adjustments are recommended.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	There are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript. The study adheres to standard academic research practices, including the use of historical documents, field surveys, and interviews with artisans. If human subjects were involved, confirming ethical clearance or informed consent would be advisable.

	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are detected. The authors appear to have conducted the research independently, with no evident conflicts of interest stated in the manuscript.
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Based on the provided content, there is no indication of plagiarism. 
	






	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:


	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”

Maybe. Because I have seen similar work and can be done using libraries.






	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8.5

The manuscript is well-structured, scientifically sound, and provides valuable insights into traditional Vietnamese architectural practices.
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