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

article. Al5

The title of the article is clear and well formulated, offering a precise description of the object
of the study. It highlights key concepts, such as social perceptions, traditional seclusion
practices and geographical context (the Odzukru in Cote d'lvoire). However, an explicit
mention of the public health implications would strengthen its relevance and attract the
attention of readers interested in this field.

2. The abstract presents objects, methods, and results. 4/5

The abstract clearly presents the objectives, methodology and main results of the study.
However, it could be improved by including further details on the analysis methods and
concrete examples to illustrate the results. A synthetic conclusion would also reinforce the
overall impact.

3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in 45
this article.

(Please insert your comments)

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4/5

The methods are generally clear, but a few more details on the analysis techniques or on how
the data were specifically interpreted could further improve clarity

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

Overall, the results do not appear to contain any significant errors.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by

the content. Al5

Les "effets néfastes” mentionnés pourraient étre précisés. Quels sont les risques spécifiques
lies aux plantes médicinales ? Quelles sont les conséquences du confinement sur la santé
mentale ?

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5/5
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In conclusion, your study is a valuable contribution to public health and cultural research.

Suggestions: Expand on Limitations: Addressing potential limitations of the study could strengthen the
overall analysis. Discussing any biases or challenges encountered during data collection may enhance the

transparency of the research.



