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Review Report ISVSej_12.01.06_Shimaa 

Compiled from Two Reviews 
Please use this number to identify the revision. 

 

Title of paper: Adaptive Reuse of Historic Industrial Buildings: Insights from the Al-Suyouf 
Factory in Egypt 
 

General 
This paper examines an issue related to historical practices and heritage and their relevance in the modern world. The 
paper is reasonably well written.  However, it has some issues that need to be resolved,  
 

Language: Language is reasonably good. However, the line or argument is not built up well; Write short and meaningful 
sentences, using connectors. More critically, there are some issues with regard to the system of citations. There should be 
only the second name followed by the year. Do not mention initials. (Maha Shree J et al., 2024) is not correct. The bracket 
of the citation should be separated from the text. Do not use capital letters for the names of authors. (MERGOS and 
PATSAVOS, 2016) is not correct. 
 
Formatting: This paper has serious issues of formatting There should be a space between a sub title and a paragraph 
before it always. However, there should be no spaces between paragraphs. First line of every paragraph must be indented 
from the left. Line spaces must be always single. Use the same font throughout. Following is in a different font. 
 
Features of the New Islamic style set it apart from other architectural forms, characterized by exquisite 
craftsmanship in decoration. This style is notable for its intricate designs and the use of various patterns and 
motifs, emphasizing the importance of artistry. The Islamic architecture is often defined by its extensive use 
of writing, which serves as a significant decorative element(Zhong and Sun, 2024). 
 
Moreover, the figures should be re-composed to be within the margins of the paper. Font within the figures must be readable. 
Fig 2 has text which cannot be read. Text in the figure 3 also cannot be read. Move the section to be below the images. 
Figure titles must be Ariel Narrow Font size 10. Fig. 4 is also not clear. There is an image above the Fig. 4 which is not part 
of the Fig. 4 and has no sub title. Fig. 5 sub title has moved. Do not place sub titles within text boxes. Let them be part of the 
running text. Figs. 8 & 9 sub titles have different font styles. Nothing bold. 
 
References are not formatted properly. They should have the second and third lines indented from the left. The word Vol. is 
missing. Some references are incomplete. 
 
Please use the ISVS e-journal template to the last dot. 
 

Abstract 
Abstract is reasonably written well. However, the contents have some issues. First paragraph introduces the issue well, but 
must say what is examined at the end. Second paragraph must not talk about the focus, but be about the research methods 
and the third paragraph must be about the conclusions. Research methods are not clear. ‘Various methods’ is vague: This 
research employs a case study method which is not even mentioned. Within the case study, data has been gathered about 
the case study using observations and even a survey. ‘Historical assessment and architectural evaluation’ are methods of 
data analysis. Please explain how data was gathered about the case study: history, details of the structure symbolism etc. 
Conclusions are poor: ‘highlight the importance’ and ‘underscores the need’ are not proper scientific conclusions about the 
‘adaptive reuse’ of this building. They are concluding remarks. Please list the specific conclusions related to this building. 
 

Paper 
1. The introduction: Introduction is written reasonably well, but it has an issue. Its line of argument is poor. It should 

introduce the broader issue of the European context first and then come to talk about Egypt. At the moment, it starts in 
Egypt and then goes to Europe. Suddenly, it says that it aims to identify the architectural elements of the Seyouf Spinning 
and Weaving Factory in Egypt. This is not proper. There is no line of argument. 
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Say what the broader issue this paper examines first and then come to the specificity of the Egyptian industrial heritage. 
Conclude the introduction with statements about the aims and the objectives. Current aim of this paper ‘To identify’ is an 
objective. Proposing a development plan is also an objective. Please mention the broader aim first and then list the 
objectives at the end of the introduction and stop. Currently, it says that it wants to ‘highlight the significance’ which is an 
aim. ‘To contribute (unmeasurable) to the broader discourse’ is also an aim. Please note that aims are noble, 
unmeasurable, long term, almost-impossible-to-fully-achieve expectations while objectives are practical, measurable, 
short term, achievable intentions. Do not talk about research methods here. Last paragraph must be removed and re-
written to express only the aims and objectives. 

 
After the introduction, following must be produced, in that order. 
 
What is written under the sub title ‘significance of the study’ and the introduction to the Factory building must be removed. 
Its first paragraph should be part of the introduction amalgamated with the issue and the aims and objectives. Re-
distribute them. Its second paragraph must be after the research methods where you should introduce the case study. 

 
2. Theoretical Framework: This paper must present a theoretical discussion about ‘adaptive re-use’, and ‘historic Industrial 

buildings’ and other theoretical notions explored in this paper. A theoretical framework must be produced employing the 
voice of the authors with statements such as ‘according to Godman (1999), or Lawarence (2000) argues, instead of the 
author making statements and putting references within brackets. The author of this paper cannot theorize because she 
/he is not a theoretician. Currently, there is none. 

 
3. Review of Literature: A review of literature should discuss the major research that have examined the issue previously, 

to show the status of current knowledge. The issue here is ‘adaptive reuse of historical buildings’ especially the industrial 
buildings.  

 
A review of literature must be produced employing the voice of the authors with statements such as ‘according to Oliver 
(1999), or Rapoport (2000) points out, instead of the authors making statements and putting references within brackets. It 
should be a ‘critical review’. Please see ‘how to write a review of literature’ in the ISVS e-journal web site and follow suit. 
Write in the present tense because it discusses current knowledge. Sum up at the end and show what is the status of 
current knowledge and where the gaps of that knowledge exist. 12-15 references are needed. Currently, none exists. 

4. Research Methodology: There is no sub title ‘Research Methodology’ and data collection methods are not explained 
well. It must come after the review of literature.  This research employs a case study method. Case studies are a 
qualitative method, and this must be mentioned after which, all the data gathering techniques employed must be listed 
and each must be explained in detail. Say what was employed (Case studies) (Use present tense nevertheless) then the 
data gathering techniques. List them first and explain how each was carried out, with full details. It seems to employ 
observations of the building and the facades, literature or document studies and a ‘survey’ which is mentioned only when 
presenting data. This is not proper. 

They must be explained before the ‘Findings’ in such a way that another independent researcher can repeat them and 
see if they will get the same results. That is the test of science.  

 
5. Case studies: Before the findings, introduce the case study and where the observations were conducted. The exterior 

of the building has been observed. Show the locations where research were conducted. Provide location plans. 
Provide a general description by bringing in what is written in the second paragraph under ‘Significance of the Study.’ 
Fig. 1 must be here. 
 

6. Findings: Findings are reasonably well presented, although not under this sub title. Introduce the sub title ‘Findings’ 
along with the Fig. 2. However, produce the data first and analysis of data afterwards. Explain what the observations of 
the facades are, before claiming if the building belonged to a particular architectural style. Findings must begin from 
the sub title ‘Architectural Style of the Seyouf Factory’. 
The Seyouf Spinning and Weaving Factory is significantly influenced by several factors, including economic, 
environmental, and tourism-related aspects.shown in fig (4), need evidence. How did you find out about economic 
influence? Environmental influence or Tourism impact?  
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Currently, these are not presented well. They are just statements not substantiated by data. 

Do not make statements such as “The building demonstrates efficiency through its classic, regular, and symmetrical 
façade.”. The efficiency of a building cannot be seen in a façade. Most critically, where is the data about ‘adaptive 
reuse’? This is the focus of this research. 

Figures must have readable titles. Fig. 8 does not have them. 

What is written under the sub title ‘Results Arising from the Case Study’ makes no sense. It says that the study on the 
Al-Suyouf factory yielded key insights into adaptive reuse. In the previous findings, there were no references to the 
spaces of the factory and any indication of ‘adaptive reuse’ of them. This is a serious omission because this is the core 
of the research.  

7. Discussion: Please discuss the findings of this research with other research that have examined the same issue if any. 
Discuss what the numbers mean and what their implications are. 

8. Conclusions: Poor. List the conclusions separately. Currently, it claims that that ‘it bridges a critical gap’ which is not 
true. It says that it ‘emphasizes’ which is not a conclusion. It also says that the research ‘identifies’ key architectural 
elements and proposes a comprehensive development plan. This has not been done. If it identified them, they must 
be listed here. Say what this research ‘concludes’. Final statements are said with good intentions, but they have not 
been accomplished in this paper. Please discuss the strengths and weaknesses after the conclusions. 

9. References: References are poorly done. The second and third lines should be indented. Some of the page numbers 
are missing. Volume numbers and page numbers must have Vol. and PP. Use pp. always. Books do not require page 
numbers. Pay attention to details and be consistent. Use Harvard system as per the template.  Follow the template to 
the last dot. Left justify the list. 

 

Final Decision: Accept after the Revisions 
 

Summary of the overall observations of the paper:  
This is a very valuable paper that makes a significant contribution to knowledge about the potentials of 

adaptive reuse of industrial buildings using a case study of an industrial building in Egypt. It examines various 
parameters of the case study and also does a survey. However, it needs revisions to bring the argument to be 
cohesive supported by clear findings. Introduction needs to be presented in the proper order. It must end with 
proper aims and objectives. Introduce a theoretical framework, write a review of literature and the research 
methodology and place them at the appropriate locations to construct a proper line of argument. Re-organise 
the findings to be meaningful and to show the main finding of how this factory has been ‘re-used’, if it has been: 
Adaptive re-use is the focus of the study. A detailed floor plan is needed, and it should show how it has been 
reused if at all. The promised redevelopment plan is also needed, because it has been promised. 

Strengthen the conclusion with specific conclusions arising from the findings related to adaptive re-use of 
the case study. Not just recommendations on ‘ Protecting Modern Industrial Heritage’, ‘Fostering Cultural 
Exchange’, ‘Educating on Historical Context’, ‘Enhancing Local Participation’, and  ‘Leveraging Heritage for 
Urban Development’. They do not represent ‘adaptive re-use’. In fact, these recommendations cannot even be 
made in this paper because they were not examined, and were not part of the findings. They are just 
imaginations of the author.              

At the end, discuss the strengths, weaknesses and limitations of this research. Re-examine and reproduce 
the references to be compatible with the ISVS e-journal template.  

 


