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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 5 

It is about prevalence of heart failure as mentioned in the title 

 

 

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

No comments about the abstract 

 

 

3. There are grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.  3 

Paper is in French, without grammatical errors. However improvement of the formatting of tables 
are needed 



 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 3 

Method about how the investigation has been leaded is clear despite several important limitations 
which should be discuss in particular about the lack of biology marker and coronary angiography. 

 

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 3 

The content of the paper is clear and well illustrates. 

 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the 
content. 
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Conclusion should mentioned the main result of the paper which is the description of the prevalence 
of heart failure with some cautions due to the large limitations of the paper. 
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