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ARTICLE REVIEW FORM

The Editorial Committee sincerely appreciates your collaboration. In order to assess the quality of the articles and certify their academic rigor, we kindly request your evaluation for potential publication in the Scientia et Technica journal. This review guide assists reviewers in considering key aspects of the manuscript. It is recommended that non-compliance with any of the listed aspects, whether partially or entirely (answered as NO), should be considered as an indication that the article requires revisions or should be rejected.

	Article Title:

	Article Evaluation Date:

	Evaluation Submission Date:

	Full Name of Reviewer: 

	Reviewer’s Institutional Affiliation:

	Identification Document Number: 

	Last Degree Obtained:

	Institutional Email: 



Regarding the Structure and Content of the Article:

General
	Question
	Yes/No

	Is the manuscript title appropriate in terms of length and information?
	

	Is the research original, novel, and relevant to its field?
	

	Does it properly use scientific language?
	

	Is the manuscript coherent and does it make appropriate use of cohesion elements?
	

	Is the manuscript appropriate in terms of length?
	



Comments: ___________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________










 



ABSTRACT AND SUMMARY
	Question
	Yes/No

	Does it include a brief introduction, the objective of the article, the most relevant aspects of the methodology, the results, and the main conclusion?
	

	Is it appropriate in length (300 words)?
	

	Does it have coherence and cohesion?
	

	Are the keywords appropriate?
	

	Does it include at least five keywords in alphabetical order?
	

	Are the abstract and summary accurately translated versions of each other?
	



Comments:___________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

INTRODUCTION
	Question 
	Yes/No

	Is it clear and well-organized?
	

	Does it contextualize the presented topic in relation to other works?
	

	Does it appropriately use relevant citations to support its perspective?
	

	Does it provide a theoretical framework appropriate to the subject matter?
	

	Does it clearly state the research problem and the objectives to be achieved?
	

	Does it give a general idea of how the manuscript is structured and its main sections?
	



Comments:___________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

METHODOLOGY
	Question
	Yes/No

	Is the information provided sufficient to understand or reproduce the experiments?
	

	Does it present elements that support the validity of the experiments?
	

	Does it address the bioethical aspects of the study, if required (Ethical Approval)?
	

	Are the study object, variables, statistical design, and analysis technique clearly presented?
	






Comments:_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
	Question
	Yes/No

	Are the results presented concisely without redundancy, using figures or tables?
	

	Is it clear that the results stem from the experimentation described in the methodology?
	

	Does it provide evidence that supports or refutes the hypothesis?
	

	Are the findings illustrated in a logical and orderly sequence?
	

	Does the discussion place the findings in context with previous research?
	

	Is the discussion based solely on the scientific evidence obtained from the experimentation?
	

	Does the discussion objectively justify differences or similarities with the results of other similar studies?
	



Comments:___________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________


CONCLUSIONS
	Question
	Yes/No

	Do the conclusions directly address the problem and objectives stated in the introduction?
	

	Does it provide at least as many conclusions as the objectives proposed in the introduction?
	

	Are the conclusions derived from the results of the study?
	

	Does it explicitly state the limitations and scope of the presented work?
	

	Does it refer to future research directions?
	



Comments:___________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________








REFERENCES
	Question
	Yes/No

	Are the sources valid and traceable over time?
	

	Do they mostly consist of articles from indexed, peer-reviewed journals?
	

	Are they formatted according to IEEE standards and cited properly?
	

	Are they up-to-date and relevant?
	



Comments: ___________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

TYPE OF ARTICLE:
Mark an X in one of the five options:
	Question
	X

	Scientific and Technological Research Article
	

	Reflection Article
	

	Review Article
	

	Short Article
	

	Other. Which one? __________
	



FINAL DECISION OF THE REVIEWER 
Mark an X in one of the three options:
	The article is publishable as it is.
	

	The article is accepted with modifications.
	

	The article is rejected.
	



Briefly justify your decision:
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