
 
 
 
 
Manuscript : “Conditions de Travail des Filles-mères Rejetées par les Parents et 
les Partenaires en Milieu Urbain Ivoirien : Cas de la Commune de Yopougon” 
 
Submitted: 03 March 2020 
Accepted: 23 November 2020 
Published: 30 November 2020 
 
Corresponding author: Dr. Kouamé Bi Gooré Roland 
 
Doi: 10.19044/esj.2020.v16n33p226 
 
Peer review: 
 
Reviewer 1: Bouchra Louaste, 
Faculté des Science (FSDM), USMBA, Fes, Morroco 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



ESJ Manuscript Evaluation Form 2019 
This form is designed to summarize the manuscript peer review that you have 
completed and to ensure that you have considered all appropriate criteria in your 
review. Your review should provide a clear statement, to the authors and editors, of 
the modifications necessary before the paper can be published or the specific reasons 
for rejection.  
 
Please respond within the appointed time so that we can give the authors timely 
responses and feedback. 
 
NOTE: ESJ promotes peer review procedure based on scientific validity and technical 
quality of the paper (not perceived the impact). You are also not required to do ; of 
the paper. It could be recommended as part of the revision. 
ESJ editorial office would like to express its special gratitude for your time and 
efforts. Our editorial team is a substantial reason that stands ESJ out from the 
crowd!  
 

Reviewer Name:  Email:  

University/Country: Faculté des Science (FSDM), USMBA, FES, MORROCO. 

Date Manuscript Received: 18/03/2020 Date Review Report Submitted: 25/03/2020 
Manuscript Title: Conditions de travail des filles-mères rejetées par les parents et les 
partenaires en milieu urbain ivoirien : cas de la commune de Yopougon 
 
ESJ Manuscript Number: 55.03.2020 
You agree your name is revealed to the author of the paper:       Yes/No 

Yes 

You approve, your name as a reviewer of this paper, is available in the published version of the paper:Yes/No 

Yes 

 

Evaluation Criteria: 
Please give each evaluation item a numeric rating on a 5-point scale, along with a 
thorough explanation for each point rating. 

Questions 
Rating Result 
[Poor] 1-5 
[Excellent] 

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

(Please insert your comments) 

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

(Please insert your comments) 
Yes, there are some minor changes that I marked in red in the original manuscript. 

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 
mistakes in this article. 4 



(Please insert your comments) 
I marked few grammatical errors in red in the original manuscript. 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5 

(Please insert your comments) 
Yes 

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

(Please insert your comments) 
I marked in red some errors 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 
supported by the content. 5 

(Please insert your comments) 
yes 

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4 

(Please insert your comments) 
The abbreviations must be well indicated and also corrected the formatting. 
 

 

Overall Recommendation(mark an X with your recommendation)： 
Accepted, no revision needed  

Accepted, minor revisions needed X 

Return for major revision and resubmission  

Reject  
 
Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 
- l’OIT: this abbreviation must be indicated before like : l’Organisation Internationale 
du Travail (OIT) 
- I have reported some minor corrections in red to your originalmanuscript, if you can 
apply them. 
- 2.1.2. Participants à l’enquête : Si vous pouvez remplacer le texte avec beaucoup 
de valeurs en un tableau ça sera parfait. 
-Age + Niveau d’études  : Si vous pouvez remplacer le texte avec beaucoup de 
pourcentage en un tableau ou en graphe (histogramme ou autre) ça sera parfait. 
Nationalité +Taille de la fratrie dont ces filles sont issues + Religion : Même 
remarque. 
Une petite remarque : vous mettez trop deles deux points( :) j’ai remplacé par les 
points virgules 
I propose to change some data in table or graphs to summarize and avoid reading long 
texts. 
2.2.3. Recherche documentaire 



C’est tout à fait évident de faire une recherche documentaire ou bibliographique pour 
appuyer notre travail ou le comparer avec d’autres études. A mon avis ce paragraphe 
en jaune à éliminer. 
Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only: 
/////// 
 


