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ABSTRACT 
While commonly viewed as a recent approach to innovation by mimicking biology in 
technological designs, biomimicry had been practiced by indigenous textile traditions 
prior to the establishment of such a field of science through material adaptability, cyclical 
modes of production, and patterning systems based on observations of ecology. The 
following research will focus on analysing Jaipur's textile decoration traditions, including 
techniques like block printing, resist dyeing, embroidery, and motif creation inspired by 
flora and fauna, as embodied biomimetic design systems that evolved independently of 
any theory. 
Following the design of a convergent mixed method research strategy, the research uses 
ethnographic interviews with 26 artisans, sustainability perception questionnaires 
conducted among 128 artisans, morphological analysis of motifs, and Life Cycle 
Assessment modelling according to ISO 14040/44 standards. The analysis of collected 
data showed that the water consumption and waste intensity in traditional production 
were significantly lower than in machine-assisted techniques (p < 0.05). Waste intensity 
differences were found to vary between 27% and 62%. Morphology analysis also 
demonstrated the biomimetic characteristics of Jaipur's floral motifs in terms of structure 
similarities to growth forms with radial symmetry and recursive scale patterning’s. 
Based on these results, the paper further proposes a model entitled the Three-Layered 
Adaptive Continuity Model where the concepts of Material Science (Body), Digital Biology 
(Mind) and Heritage Preservation (Soul) work together as inter-related components of a 
regenerative craft system. By shifting the understanding of traditional textile heritage 
into an adaptation of adaptive bio-cultural infrastructure, the study offers insights into 
sustainable practices in sustainability, regenerative design and biomimicry literature. 
Thus, the Jaipur case becomes a unique example of a sustainable transition approach, 
which combines the use of embodied knowledge with recycling of material elements. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
Modern fashion manufacturing has been proven as one of the major polluters of our planet; it is responsible for 

about 8-10% of all the carbon dioxide emissions globally produced. Fashion production requires huge amounts of water 
and chemicals [15], [70]. As a rule, fast fashion production follows a linear scheme: extract, produce, consume, and 
discard [16]. Furthermore, globalization processes have contributed to the marginalization of traditional economies, 
based on crafts [19], [21]. 

P3#y P3#y

https://www.granthaalayahpublication.org/Arts-Journal/index.php/ShodhKosh
https://www.granthaalayahpublication.org/Arts-Journal/index.php/ShodhKosh
https://doi.org/10.29121/granthaalayah.v9.i6.2021.3923
https://dx.doi.org/10.29121/granthaalayah.v10.i3.2022.4503
https://dx.doi.org/10.29121/shodhkosh.v7.i8s.2026.7710
mailto:Nagendra.gupta@jecrcu.edu.in
https://dx.doi.org/10.29121/shodhkosh.v7.i8s.2026.7710
https://dx.doi.org/10.29121/shodhkosh.v7.i8s.2026.7710
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://orcid.org/0009-0003-9076-4812
https://orcid.org/0009-0008-3641-4578
https://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.29121/shodhkosh.v7.i8s.2026.7710&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2026-05-09
mailto:Nagendra.gupta@jecrcu.edu.in
mailto:hod.design@jecrcu.edu.in


Ancestral Intelligence and Adaptive Systems- Biomimicry as a Bridge for Global Continuity in Jaipur Clothing Embellishment Techniques 
 

ShodhKosh: Journal of Visual and Performing Arts 259 
 

In this context, the practices of decoration associated with the textiles of Jaipur provide an alternative approach 
based on knowledge of the ecology of a semi-arid region such as Rajasthan [30]. Because of water limitations, harsh 
climatic conditions, and regional resource limitations, there is a necessity for practices which focus on efficiency, 
sustainability, and environment-consciousness. Block printing, dabu resist dyeing, hand embroidery, and floral/faunal 
motifs become part of this process. The choice of motifs such as Kamal (lotus), mor (peacock), ambili (mango), and bel 
(creeping vines) depends on biodiversity and the seasonal cycles in this region. Motifs thus serve a dual purpose by 
offering aesthetic qualities and being environment-conscious. 

Biomimicry is understood today as the principle behind which innovative solutions emerge by imitating time-
proven designs found in nature [1]. For generations, artisans in Jaipur have been implementing these approaches as part 
of their practices. Radial symmetry used in decorating floral patterns, layering in peacock feather motifs, and branching 
patterns recreated through creeping vines all serve as examples of biomimicking in practice without any specific 
scientific basis. Finally, the use of traditional dyes and block printing serves as another example of circular economy 
principles. 

Within this framework, this research attempts to interpret Jaipur’s ornamental practices related to flora and fauna 
as living and ever-developing systems rather than ancient traditions. Based on regenerative design thinking [62] as part 
of sustainability transitions, the study posits that the ecology of textiles in Jaipur holds relevance to ecological design 
thinking today. 

 
1.1. RESEARCH OBJECTIVES 

1) To examine Jaipur’s floral and animal designs like lotus, peacock, mango, and creepers that have been inspired 
by the naturalistic approach and design principles, which are parallel to biomimicry. 

2) To assess the impact of the traditional embellishments used for Jaipur textiles in terms of block printing, dyeing 
from natural sources, and embroidery against their modern counterparts. 

3) To develop a theoretical approach towards the relationship between the materials’ process, motif’s geometry, 
digital storage, and Jaipur’s heritage culture. 

4) To find new sustainable directions for Jaipur’s motif systems on a global scale. 
 

1.2. RESEARCH QUESTIONS 
The research questions have been formulated based on the study of Jaipur’s flora and fauna decoration motifs such 

as kamal (lotus), mor (peacock), ambi (mango), and bel (creeper) as an adaptive ecological system rather than a 
decorative design on the surface of artifacts. 

RQ1: How much does the design philosophy of Jaipur textile ornamentation systems reflect principles 
inspired by nature consistent with biomimicry theory? 

In considering whether the organizational structure of Jaipur motifs mirrors principles similar to those that have 
been defined through biomimicry research, it is interesting to consider how elements like the symmetrical properties of 
the lotus flower, the hierarchical and recursive pattern of peacock feather designs, and the tree-like geometry of creeper 
patterns might be understood through botanical growth, fractals, and self-organization in living things. Although the 
artisans who created these motifs did not consciously apply biomimicry in a scientific sense, their careful observation of 
the seasons, desert life, and biodiversity helped them develop repeatable patterns. 

RQ2: Are there more efficient environmental processes in traditional decoration methods compared to 
those used in mechanical production? 

The decoration techniques employed in Jaipur have been shaped by the requirements of its semi-arid environment 
and emphasize efficient use of water, reuse of dyes through natural means, and proper positioning of blocks to minimize 
wastage. On the other hand, the mechanical process is often characterized by the use of artificial dyes, greater 
consumption of water, and high levels of chemical processing. 

RQ3: How can ancestral craft intelligence help regenerate designs today? 
Building on questions about documentation,  
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RQ3 is about scale and relevance. Should Jaipur's flora fauna designs be infused with an ecological sensibility, 
material efficiency, and cultural longevity, they may serve as prototypes for regenerative design processes. 

 
1.3. HYPOTHESES  

Hypothesis 1: Traditional methods of decoration generate far less intensity of wastage of material than 
mechanized manufacturing systems. 

The justification for this hypothesis lies in the structural efficiency of the layout of block printing in Jaipur and the 
practice of reusing natural dyes. Traditional woodblocks are designed and arranged to cover surfaces efficiently, with 
minimal wastage of materials and excessive use of colors. This type of craftsmanship demonstrates a kind of material 
intelligence developed out of years of dealing with limited resources in Rajasthan. 

Hypothesis 2: The morphological structure of motifs of flora and fauna of Jaipur follows principles of 
geometry found in natural self-organization systems. 

This hypothesis postulates that the design of motifs follows biological logic, such as radial symmetry in the motif of 
lotuses, spiral and growing shapes in ambi motifs, and branches in bel motifs. 

H3: High cultural continuity is positively correlated with better performance in ecological sustainability. 
This hypothesis postulates that in situations where there is still an exchange of information from one generation to 

another, environmentally sustainable actions are more prevalent. In the case of the craft communities in Jaipur, for 
instance, those who inherit culturally rooted dye recipes, block placements, and motif designs continue to produce using 
sustainable processes. 

Together, the hypotheses shift the way the botanical and zoological motifs on display can be perceived. As opposed 
to being viewed as decorative heritage practices, they are represented as sustainable systems that can regenerate 
themselves. 

 
2. LITERATURE REVIEW 

The modern biomimicry movement tends to view nature primarily as an inspiration, guide, and evaluator [1]. The 
connection between biological structures and the technologies designed to mimic efficiency, adaptability, and form has 
been established [2], [32]. However, such a discourse tends to focus heavily on technological innovation without 
considering cultural contexts [4]. In other words, it overlooks the knowledge of the ecology of indigenous communities, 
which is practice-based by definition. With regard to this idea, the flora and fauna of Jaipur have a lot to contribute. 

In tandem with this, the literature in the field of the circular economy and regenerative design has helped develop 
ideas about closed-loop manufacturing, efficient use of resources, and systemic regeneration [8], [9], [62]. These ideas 
are very consistent with the Jaipuri practice of using dyed fabrics again, proper placing of blocks to reduce waste, and 
local substrate materials like cotton fabric. Unlike linear manufacturing in industries, these methods of decoration are 
cyclical and can be easily incorporated into the philosophy of cradle to cradle design. 

Material culture theories and craft studies have also highlighted that fabrics do not simply exist as objects but have 
meanings attached to them in different social settings and the skills and craftsmanship that go into making them [22], 
[67]. Ecological awareness, symbolism, and specific techniques in motif formation are important aspects in creating 
Jaipuri textiles by learning them through apprentice traditions. Research in digital humanities and algorithmic design 
[47], [50] provides interesting methods for studying these pattern systems without altering their underlying structures. 

While much research has been done on biomimicry, the circular economy theory, craft anthropology, and digital 
design respectively, very little research explores how these disciplines interrelate using indigenous textile practices. 
Through an exploration of the ornamental motifs of fauna and flora found in Jaipur using an interdisciplinary approach, 
the current research hopes to fill this void. 

 
3. METHODOLOGY 

The present study adopted a mixed convergent design [52] for the examination of flora and fauna motif 
embellishment traditions in Jaipur as ecological-cultural systems. The qualitative component aimed at investigating the 
bodily knowledge contained in motifs such as the lotus (kamal), peacock (mor), mango (ambi), and creeper (bel). 
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Twenty-six craftsmen, who consisted of block printers, embroiderers, and dyers, were selected for qualitative interviews, 
motif drawing sessions, and field studies, adopting the purposive sampling strategy. Thematic analysis [54] along with 
morphological coding methods aided in detecting recurring geometrical motifs and comparing them with growth models 
of natural structures. 

In order to further validate the qualitative results, a quantitative study was carried out to measure the sustainability 
of such a motif enhancement technique. Information about the production process, resource utilization, and knowledge 
transfer across generations was collected via a sustainability questionnaire distributed to 128 craftspeople. Life Cycle 
Assessment was applied following ISO standards 14040/44 [36, 37] to investigate the impact of these techniques on the 
environment. Some of the relevant parameters included water usage per square meter, chemical load index, and waste-
intensity ratios for dyeing and printing processes. Comparative studies between conventional and mechanized systems 
were performed using statistical tools such as ANOVA and regression analysis [56]. 

Given the cultural value associated with the motif grammars of Jaipur, it was important to consider ethical issues in 
the research methodology. For instance, the research team obtained the consent of the participants and recognized the 
intellectual input of the artisans. Furthermore, the researchers maintained the anonymity of the data collected in order 
to safeguard the community's interests. In addition, the results were shared with the artisans in order to confirm the 
correctness of the knowledge system of the communities. 

 
4. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK: THREE-LAYER ADAPTIVE CONTINUITY MODEL 

The enhancement methods related to the plant and animal-themed decorations in Jaipur may be explained using an 
adaptive three-step framework that includes: Material Science (Body), Digital Biology (Mind), and Heritage Conservation 
(Soul). In terms of material science, the conventional textile made of cotton and natural dyeing methods, such as those 
of indigo, madder, and pomegranate, represent sustainability in surface engineering and effective use of resources [41], 
[42]. Developed within the semi-arid ecosystem in Rajasthan, these technologies have traditionally maximized water 
usage, allowed for dye reuse, and minimized waste via accurate block placement and pattern replication. On the structure 
level, decorations like lotus (kamal), peacock (mor), mango (ambi), and creeping plants (bel) demonstrate recursion, 
radial symmetry, and branching typical of biomimetics and fractals [32], [50]. These ornaments work as analog grammar 
rules transferred through embodied learning, implying that biological intelligence may be embedded into 
ornamentation. On the culture level, apprenticeship across generations promotes symbolic wisdom, ecological thinking, 
and accuracy, emphasizing the socio-ecological resilience stressed by cultural sustainability approaches [21], [57]. Via 
persistent symbolism, these decorations maintain ecological awareness in correlation with the season cycle and its 
spirituality. 

Sustainability Index Formula 
 Figure 1 

 
Figure 1 Sustainable Index Formula Diagram (ref.AI) 
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5. FINDINGS 
5.1. MOTIF BIOMIMICRY 

The results of this analysis show that numerous flora and fauna motifs in Jaipur show properties of structures that 
mimic those of natural growing systems. For example, the lotus (kamal) motif shows strong radial symmetry that is 
reminiscent of the expansion of the petal-like elements of a lotus growing from the center outwards. Peacock (mor) 
feather designs also show repetition and curved development patterns that are characteristic of recursion and self-
similar patterns seen in nature. Finally, creeper (bel) motifs also show branched patterns similar to those formed by 
plant tendrils and growth systems. 

Thus, the similarities between the designs found in motifs in Jaipur and natural geometry can be explained by the 
artisans' ability to observe nature and apply its geometric structures to their art without using scientific terminology 
associated with biomimicry. These results are in line with Hypothesis 2 (H2). 

 
5.2. ENVIRONMENTAL METRICS 

The analysis also compared the traditional dyeing and embroidery procedures in Jaipur with the modern industrial 
production procedures. As per the ANOVA result, there is evidence that the conventional process uses considerably lower 
amounts of water. 

Variable Traditional Industrial % Difference 

Water (L/m) 45 62 −27% 
Waste (%) 8% 21% −62% 

 
In particular, when the conventional process of block printing along with natural dyeing is considered, it can be seen 

that the process includes 27% less water and produces 62% less waste than the industrial processes. The reason for the 
reduced use of water may be the reuse of dyes and precise printing.  

 
6. CONCLUSION 

This research clearly finds that the ornamental motifs used in Jaipur can be considered as an integrated biological 
and cultural entity which is influenced by ecological wisdom, systematic understanding, and cultural persistence. The 
designs used, such as the lotus, peacock, mango, and creeper, have properties of geometrical construction such as radial 
symmetry, recursion, and hierarchy. This proves that the craftsmen of Jaipur have been following biomimicry concepts 
for several years before they were theoretically defined. 

An assessment of the environmental performance of traditional techniques of block printing and natural dyeing 
shows that they use less water than automated manufacturing techniques and create much less waste. Examples of water 
conservation include reusing dyes and aligning blocks precisely, while using local raw materials is a manifestation of 
circular economy principles. Therefore, in this case, sustainability becomes an inherent quality of the craft system rather 
than a new approach to be implemented. 

Indeed, the cultural continuity of such practices is key to their continued development. Inter-generational transfer 
of information helps to ensure the seamless relationship between the skill, meaning, and ethics involved in these 
activities. The Three-Layer Adaptive Continuity Model, comprised of Material Efficiency (Body), Pattern Intelligence 
(Mind), and Heritage Resilience (Soul), provides a holistic view of how these practices function as adaptive infrastructure 
as opposed to being considered heritage objects alone. 

Through combining the theories behind biomimicry, cultural anthropology, and sustainability, this study makes 
valuable conceptual contributions as well as gives specific recommendations on integrating the systems used by 
craftspeople as part of regeneration initiatives. Limitations in this project include regional specificity, modelling 
difficulties, and lack of digital integration data. Future work on the topic could involve documenting motifs via 
computational models and comparing regional craft practices in order to develop responsible hybrid technologies.  
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