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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 4 

(abrief explanationis recommendable) 

The title of the study definite well the problematic and makes take out again all components and the main axes 
the constituent.   

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 5 

(abrief explanationis recommendable) 

The abstract gives a general view on work and clearly reflect the content of the article project. And in the 
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(abrief explanationis recommendable) 
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It takes account of all components bound to the search by covering all factors impacting anemia in 
Nouakchott. 
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5 

(abrief explanationis recommendable) 
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