EUROPEAN SCIENTIFIC JOURNAL ixEg)

Paper: “Apport de la Fracturation et des Méthodes d’analyses Statistiques a
I’etude Hydrogéochimique des Eaux Souterraines du Massif Calcareux de la
Région de Tlata Taghramt, Chaine Calcaire du Haouz (Rif Septentrional,
Maroc)”

Submitted: 13 September 2022

Accepted: 19 October 2022

Published: 31 October 2022

Corresponding Author: Hassan Barhi

Doi: 10.19044/esj.2022.v18n33p169

Peer review:

Reviewer 1: Professeur Redouan Alilouch.

Reviewer 2: Habsatou Ango



Professeur Redouan Alilouch

Once this review has been read, press "Confirm" to indicate that the review process may
proceed. If the reviewer has submitted their review elsewhere, you may upload the file
below and then press "Confirm" to proceed.

Completed: 2022-10-29 02:49 AM

Recommendation: Revisions Required

You agree your name is revealed to the author of the paper:

*

As part of the Open Review, you can choose to reveal your name to the author of the paper as well
as to authorize ESJ to post your name in the review history of the paper. You can also choose to
make the review report available on the ESJ"s website. However, ESJ encourages its reviewers to

support the Open Review concept.

*  Yes
" No

You approve, your name as a reviewer of this paper, is available in the “review history” of the
paper:

*  Yes

" No
The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article.

*Clear (a brief explanation is recommendable: a few spelling mistakes to be
corrected)
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*This study is very relevant, but the wording of the title could be improved as the
statistical analysis methods as described in the article are integral parts of
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The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.

*The abstract does describe the objectives of the study, but the methodology
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The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content.
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In this dynamic of climate change, this study which aims to capitalize the water potential
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the contrary to contribute to improve the scientific quality of this article
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