
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6  

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO  Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

Journal Name: Asian Journal of Agricultural Extension, Economics & Sociology 
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJAEES_28533 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Dimensions of spatial change in an Egyptian village  

Type of the Article Original research papers   
 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’ , provided the manuscript is 
scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6  

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO  Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

PART  1: Review Comments  
 
 Reviewer’s comment  Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that 
authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

1. The study is good for planning strategy in order to eliminate  
the decreasing of agricultural area, but merely analysis the 
tangible aspect such as residental areas, changes in  
identity of locations and changes in building architecture 
are not enough for suggesting the development of the 
village integrated planning strategy 

2. Problem roots: Most tangible aspects are depend on 
intangible aspect such as people needs, people aspiration, 
government village development policies and other 
regulations, and therefore this study has identified the 
change in building expansion and building architecture but 
the problem roots, especially intangible matter, have not 
explored yet. The relation between the tangible and 
intangible aspects should be discussed that absent in this 
paper. 

3. We doubted that GIS Arc Map 10.2 is able to identify 
effectively the architectural aspects such as the shape and 
type of building, building materials, and the number of floor  

 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

The sentences construction needs to be improved, repetition 
should be avoided, identity of author in the study area should be 
omitted, the paper needs Discussion subheading, Table 1 (year not 
recorded), etc.  
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