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proposée par le candidat pour soutenir son argumentation est pauvre dans la
mesure ou les travaux de Freud, Klein et autres qui font autorité sur le théme ne
sont mentionnés nulle part dans le travail.

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :
Accepted, no revision needed

Accepted, minor revision needed

Return for major revision and resubmission
Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):



Le document soumis a I’évaluation comporte beaucoup de manquements tant du point
de vue de la forme que du fond. J’estime que ce document doit étre retravaillé et
soumis a nouveau. Je tiens cependant a féliciter les auteurs pour les efforts effectués.

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:



ESJ Manuscript Evaluation Form 2024

This form is designed to summarize the manuscript peer review that you have
completed and to ensure that you have considered all appropriate criteria in your
review. Your review should provide a clear statement, to the authors and editors, of
the modifications necessary before the paper can be published or the specific reasons
for rejection.

Please respond within the appointed time so that we can give the authors timely
responses and feedback.

NOTE: ESJ promotes peer review procedure based on scientific validity and technical
quality of the paper (not perceived the impact). You are also not required to do
proofreading of the paper. It could be recommended as part of the revision.

The copyrights of the report are on the publisher and the data can be used for research
purposes.

ESJ editorial office would like to express its special gratitude for your time and
efforts. Our editorial team is a substantial reason that stands ESJ out from the
crowd!

Reviewer Name: lbrahima MBALLO |

University/Country: UCAD — Sénégal

Date Manuscript Received: Date Review Report Submitted:
13/06/2024 21/06/2024

Manuscript Title: Le role de I’identification chez 1’adolescent exposé a la violence
conjugale au Cameroun

ESJ Manuscript Number: 0514/24

You agree your name is revealed to the author of the paper:  Yes

You approve, your name as a reviewer of this paper, is available in the “review
history” of the paper:

You approve, this review report is available in the “review history” of the
paper: Yes

Evaluation Criteria:
Please give each evaluation item a numeric rating on a 5-point scale, along with a
thorough explanation for each point rating.

Rating Result

Questions [Poor] 1-5
[Excellent]
1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the 04
article.
The title is clear and adequate to the content of the paper
2. The abstract presents objects, methods, and results. | 03
Yes, the summary presents the various elements
3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling
. . 4 03
mistakes in this article.

yes, there are grammatical errors and mistakes to correct
4. The study methods are explained clearly. | 02
the methodology has shortcomings that need to be corrected




5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. | 04

the results are clear and well-presented only considering the observations
mentioned in the document

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. 02

It remains to be improved for a better quality

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. | 04

References are provided, just add scientific articles on the subject and respect the
standards of the journal.

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :
Accepted, no revision needed
Accepted, minor revision needed X
Return for major revision and resubmission
Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

Take all comments into consideration. Revise the introduction, methodology and
conclusion. Broaden research on this topic.

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:
Please fully integrate observations.

Find a way to encourage repeaters (attestation, seminars etc.)
Thank you for sharing your knowledge through this article.



