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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of

the article. 3




The title matches the content of the text. It is quite original because it deals with an
aspect rarely studied in issues related to urban land.

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and
results.
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The abstract clearly presents the context, the research methodology. However, the
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3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling
mistakes in this article.

The article has fewer grammatical and spelling errors. However, some spelling and
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text.
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4. The study methods are explained clearly. 2

The study methods are not well explained because the data and methods part of the
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5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 4
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genérale, les litiges fonciers qui étaient perceptibles en milieu rural se sont




désormais récurrents en milieu urbain. C’est la raison pour lagquelle, plusieurs
auteurs s’intéressent a la question pour apporter quelques pistes de solution

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and

results. 3
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3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 4
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(Le resumé est mal agencé ; quelques idées intéressantes y figurent toutefois. La
meéthodologie est mal présentée ; il n'y a pas de résultats saillants)

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling
mistakes in this article.
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5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 2
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