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Evaluation of the content of the article
Check out the evaluation criteria and make comments about each of them. 
Introduction, conceptual framework and literature review 
	Criteria
	Comments

	1
	The introduction of the article is adequate, providing context, background, objective, and a clear structure.
	

	2
	It Present an attractive and interesting introduction that catches the reader's attention and motivates him/her to read forward.
	




	Criteria
	Comments

	3
	The theoretical framework is relevant and solid, providing an adequate basis for the development of the article.
	

	4
	The theories and models presented are current and correspond to the evolution of the field of study.
	

	5
	The argumentation and justification for the selection of theories and models are solid, enriching the content and focus of the article.
	



Objectives and research questions.
	Criteria
	Comments

	6
	The objectives of the article are clear and precise. Alternatively, it poses relevant and appropriate research questions.
	

	7
	The research context is aligned with the objectives or proposed questions.
	



Methodology
	Criteria
	Comments

	8
	The methodology adopted is coherent with the research objectives.
	

	9
	The methods and procedures for data collection are described correctly and relevantly.
	

	10
	The data collection and data analysis are carried out rigorously, adhering to fundamental ethical principles, including respect for the autonomy of participants through informed consent.
	



Results
	Criteria
	Comments

	11
	The results are clearly presented and aligned with the objectives set in the research.
	

	12
	The results obtained are relevant to the research area of the article, providing valuable information to the field of study.
	

	13
	It presents a correct analysis and interpretation of the results.
	



 Discussion and conclusion
	Criteria
	Comments

	14
	The discussion is properly supported by the results and evidence presented in the article, which supports the validity and reliability of the statements made.
	

	15
	In the discussion, the relevant findings of the study were compared with previous similar studies. Likewise, the limitations of the study are explained and future lines of research are provided.
	

	16
	The conclusions are aligned with the objectives or research questions, offering answers based on the results obtained.
	



Article relevance and originality
	Criteria
	Comments

	17
	The article contributes significantly to the advancement of knowledge in its area of study.
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	Comments for the author: The writing of this section will be essential to conclude the review.


Comments should be made in a tone that encourages authors towards continuous improvement and correction. You could list the modifications that you consider essential to make to the article.
	



	Editorial comments: You can provide them if you consider it necessary (the information written here will only be seen by the editor).



	






