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ACADEMIC ARTICLE
	Evaluator
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	Manuscript title
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	Review request date
	

	Review Submission Deadline
	



	A) Evaluation of the content of the article (grade from 0 to 5, with 5 being the highest)

	0. Accuracy of the title and clarity of the abstract
1. Introduction
· Research problem and explicit objectives
· Currency of previous literature
· Quality of the theoretical and/or interpretive framework
	[bookmark: Puntaje]/5

	1. Method
· Clarity and justification in the methodological strategy
If it is quantitative: representativeness, reliability and validity of the data. If it is qualitative: it establishes an interpretive framework
	/5

	2. Results
· Coherence between evidence and claims in the results
· Relationship of the evidence with the objectives and research problem
	/5

	3. Discussion
· Point out new contributions with respect to the literature
· It raises limitations and future research
	/5

	4. Formal issues:
· Clear and concise writing style.
· Appropriate use of grammatical rules and linguistic expressions.
· Correct use of APA style.
	/5




	B) Final opinion (check only one option). Use the total score as a reference.

	The article must be published (reference score: 23-25 points)
	[bookmark: Marcar1]|_|

	The article can be published with minor modifications (reference score: 19 - 22)
	[bookmark: Marcar2]|_|

	The article can be published with major modifications (reference score: 14 - 18)
	[bookmark: Marcar3]|_|

	The article should not be published (reference score: 0 - 13 points)
	[bookmark: Marcar4]|_|



Comments for the author (it is essential to complete this section for the evaluation to be taken into account):
· Motivate especially those items with low scores. We suggest a pedagogical tone that allows the author(s) to learn from their weak points.
· We suggest listing those modifications that you consider essential, in case the article is publishable with modifications.
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	C) Personal data of the evaluator that will be included in the journal

	Highest academic degree
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	Institutional-academic affiliation
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	ORCID
	[bookmark: Texto3]     

	ResearcherID (optional)
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	ScopusID (optional)
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	Email address
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Comments for the editor (If considered necessary. They will not be shown to the author):
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