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Reviewer C:
Recommendation: Accept Submission

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

Le titre est clair et en accord avec I'objectif et le contenu de l'article

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.

Le résumé présente clairement les objectifs, les méthodes et les principaux résultats de 1'étude
There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.

I1 existe quelques fautes grammaticales et d'orthographe mineures

The study METHODS are explained clearly.

Lles méthodes sont globalement bien expliquées. Cependant il n'y a pas d'explication sur la
période de 2018 qui n'a pas été prise en compte.

The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.

L'article est bien structuré. Il n'y a pas d'erreurs de méthodologie, ni d'erreurs de calcul.
The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content.

La conclusion est en accord avec le développement de l'article.

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

Les références sont bien rédigées et toutes appelées dans le texte.

Please rate the TITLE of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

4

Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
4

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]
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Overall Recommendation!!!
Accepted, no revision needed

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):
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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
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 5

(Please insert your comments)

yes

2. The abstract presents objects, methods, and results. \ 4

(Please insert your comments)

Faite une petite introduction du sujet

3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this 5

article.

(Please insert your comments)

4. The study methods are explained clearly. \ 4




(Please insert your comments)

Expliquer pourquoi avoir exclu 2018 de la collecte

Vous n’avez pas fait de test statistique dans les résultats alors que c’est mentionné dans la
partie analyse

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

(Please insert your comments)
Faite le tableau de distribution des fréquences des variables socio démographiques et
antécedants

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

(Please insert your comments)
RAS

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. \ 5

(Please insert your comments)

RAS
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