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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of 5
the article.
2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 5
results.




(Please insert your comments)

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

There are some minor grammatical errors to consider in this article.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4

it would be more explicit and easier to understand to distinguish in the text, at
each quotation, what is happening in France and then in Cote d’Ivoire.

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 5
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6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 3
supported by the content.

it would be more explicit to set the conclusion apart and insist on the personal
interests of the patient, the benefits of the family as well as those society if these
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- this article remains interesting, especially in contexts in Africa and
for doctors practicing there.

- would it be possible to add in the text examples showing the direct
consequences linked to the negligence of these facts in Cote
d’Ivoire. This could show the corresponding authorities and
perpetrators the seriousness of their act (doctors, hospitals, legals
authorities).



- in the discussions, could you add realistic suggestions for the Cote
d’Ivoire, in parallel with what exists in France.
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