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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

I have just seen from a quick perspective. This looks more like a book chapter and
not a research article.

Please keep up to 7000 words. There looks an additional 4000 words.

Focus more on Morocco and the practice of HRM.

References are up to 120 while some 30-40 are enough for 7000 words.

Please readjust accordingly for a next review.

CHERS AUTEURS:

Je viens de faire'un point de vue rapide. Cela ressemble plus a un chapitre de livre
qu'a un article de recherche. Veuillez garder jusqu'a 7000 mots. Il semble qu'il y ait
4000 mots supplémentaires. Faites un focus plutét sur le Maroc et la pratique de la
GRH. Les références sont jusqu'a 120 tandis que 30-40 suffisent pour 7000 mots.
Veuillez réajuster en conséquence pour une prochaine évaluation.
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Focus more on Morocco and the practice of HRM.
References are up to 120 while some 30-40 are enough for 7000 words.
Please readjust accordingly for a next review.



