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Questions

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

The title is clear and aligns well with the content of the article, accurately
reflecting its focus and ensuring relevance to the topics discussed.

2. The abstract presents objects, methods, and results. \ 5

The abstract effectively presents the objectives, methods, and results, providing a
concise and comprehensive overview of the article's key components.

3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling 3

mistakes in this article.
There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article, such as
incorrect verb tenses and misplaced punctuation marks. For example :

Page 4 : des documents administratives -> des documents administratifs




Page 11 : le secteur industrielle -> le secteur industriel

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 1

The absence of a dedicated section on the research methodology is noticeable. A
more detailed explanation of the methods and tools that will be used in the results
section would help enhance the clarity and rigor of the study.

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

The results are clear and free from errors, but further elaboration on the analysis
or interpretation of these findings could enhance the overall understanding and
depth of the study.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. 4

The conclusions or summary are accurate and well-supported by the content of the
article, effectively reflecting the findings and ensuring alignment with the study's
objectives and results. However, a more in-depth discussion could further
strengthen the link between the conclusions and the evidence presented.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. | 5

The references are comprehensive and appropriate, and the authors have adhered
to the APA format, ensuring consistency and proper citation throughout the article.
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