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Reviewer D:
Recommendation: Revisions Required

The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article.
Le théme est a revoir.
Le contenu n'aborde pas 1’aspect genre

Proposition de theme :

« Analyse des déterminants de la connaissance de 1’assurance agricole par les
agriculteurs de la commune de Dassa zoumeé »

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.
C'est ok
There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.

Oui quelques erreurs sont relevées en suivi de modification dans la version corrigée
ci-jointe

The study METHODS are explained clearly.
Pas assez clair. Plusieurs suggestions faites dans la version révisée ci-jointe
The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.

Oui juste gue quelques révisions de forme en suivi de modification dans la version
révisée

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content.
ok pour ¢a

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

ok pour ¢a

Please rate the TITLE of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

2



Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

3

Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

4

Please rate the METHODS of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

3

Please rate the BODY of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

4

Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

4

Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

4

Overall Recommendation!!!



Accepted, minor revision needed
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Please respond within the appointed time so that we can give the authors timely
responses and feedback.
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the
article.

CLEAR

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

GOOD BUT IMPROVE THE LEVEL OF LANGUAGE

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

IMPROVE THE LEVEL OF WRITING

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4

GOOD BUT IMPROVE THE LEVEL OF LANGUAGE AND WRITING

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 4

GOOD BUT IMPROVE THE LEVEL OF LANGUAGE AND WRITING

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and
supported by the content.

VERY SHORT. IMPROVE

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4

ACCEPTABLE
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ACCEPTABLE BUT IMPROVE THE LEVEL OF LANGUAGE AND WRITING
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