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Reviewer I:
Recommendation: Accept Submission

The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article.

le titre est limpide et intéressant

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.

Dans la méthodologie on ne sent pas trop la prise en charge dans I'abstract
There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.
The study METHODS are explained clearly.

la méthodologie mérite d'étre revue un peu sur le plan technique chirurgical
The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.

quelques coquilles a revoir

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content.
la conclusion mérite un petit arrangement

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

bonne

Please rate the TITLE of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

4

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

3



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

5

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

4

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

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

il faut avoir un échantillon encore plus important






