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

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

The title is clear enough and it is almost adequate to the content of the paper. 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 3 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

The abstract is not explicit about the methodology used to conduct this research. 

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this 
article.  
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(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

Nothing special to report. 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 3 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 



The research methods used to carry out this research are not explained. 

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

The body of this paper is sufficiently clear and contains no obvious errors. 
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

1- Sisters Martha and Mary Magdalene, two great figures of Christian hospitality, are one of the 

themes of the Gospels unceasingly revisited: Mary Magdalene is distinguished by her 

hospitality offered spontaneously and generously allowing her to access Salvation. Martha is 

also distinguished by this hospital function while remaining secondary. 

Why didn’t you mention the role of Martha, Magdalene's sister? ... 

2- the research work of Victor de Saxer, a great specialist of Mary Magdalene, could have been 

fruitful for your paper ... 
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