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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of
the article.
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2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and
results.
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The abstract is clear and coherent, it presents an object (creation and organization of
a company), a study method (analysis of the dispersion of sequences), results (It
appears.... The organization of business).




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

The text is well written and has few grammatical and spelling errors. Reading is easy
and understandable.

4

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4

The quantitative method (sequence dispersion analysis) is well carried out in the
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5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 3
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theoretical framework to the same font (Times new roman 12) as the rest of the text.
The author has carried out a good job which should be published as of the minor
corrections which relate to the problems of the conformity of the language of the
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of

the article. 2
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2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and
results.




Le résumé ne présente pas du tout l'objectif de I'étude et la méthodologie
employée. Les résultats présentés ne contiennent pas les pourcentages.
Pourtant c’est une étude quantitative.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling
mistakes in this article.
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Un effort a été fait car il y a peu de faute de grammaire et d'orthographe dans ce
travail.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4

(Please insert your comments)

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 3
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supported by the content.
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