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for wellness"”, lacks precision. The concept condition must be theoretically encoded.
Here, it is about the socio-cultural condition of the woman in the home and the
orphan child.

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and

results. :

The abstract is clear and relates to the object of study “the socio-cultural conditions
of the woman in a couple and the orphan child in the musicological repertoire of the
Agni of Cdte d'lvoire”. Also, it presents the methodological approach (theory of
analysis), the descriptive model of communication in Lasswell. A small difference is
observed, the methodology cannot be the repertoires of songs mobilized as the author
wants to make believe.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling

mistakes in this article. 4

The text is generally well written, but has some small irregularities. The syntactic
structure of the first sentence of the introduction is biased by improper punctuation
(hyphens that litter the sentence). Also, quotations in quotation marks must be in
italics as well as the words of the text in local language must be all in quotation marks
and in italics (these are not words in French).
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The author presents an inconsistent methodological approach. It solicits the socio-
anthropological approach but its study is fundamentally based on the discographic
data of youtube. Anthropology or Sociology are experimental disciplines (field
survey), it proceeds the logical-deductive method. This study is purely mediagraphic
(sound sources from youtube).

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 3

The results contain irregularities. First, the body of the text is not structured in a
numerological way, as is appropriate for this type of exercise (exemple, 1.Results.
I.1. Introduction to the sound texts of the mediagraphy "Youtube™ etc). In addition,
the table presents an incomplete source. the date of preparation of the data in the
table is missing (example, Source: our investigations, April 2022). Quotations of
authors in quotation marks must be in italics and as well as the words in local
language "Agni" between quotation marks and in italics, they are not French terms.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. 3

The conclusion makes the thematic assessment of the study but, it, seems occulted
that of the theoretical and methodological framework. It could also envisage an
opening on the problem of customary law (traditional) and contemporary law (state)
in the management of social inequalities in African societies.
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