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2.2 Is the abstract clear and accurate? Does it include the objectives, 

methodology, main results and most relevant conclusions from the study? * 
 Yes 

 No 

Suggested improvements or changes: 
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2.3 Did the author provide a relevant, useful and sufficient number of keywords? 
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 Yes 

 No 

Suggested improvements or changes: 
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2.4 Is the text clear, consistent and properly structured? * 
 Yes 

 No 

Suggested improvements or changes: 
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2.5 Is the style appropriate (clear, concise, a logical sequence is followed)? * 
 Yes 

 No 
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 Yes 

 No 
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3 Foundations, methodology, results and discussion 
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3.2 Are the objectives or hypotheses clear and consistent? * 
 Yes 

 No 

Suggested improvements or changes: 

[Extended text box] 

3.3 Is the theoretical framework well-suited to the analysis conducted? * 
 Yes 

 No 

Suggested improvements or changes: 

[Extended text box] 

3.4 Is the methodology employed rigorous and appropriate to achieve the 

proposed objectives? * 
 Yes 

 No 

Suggested improvements or changes: 
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3.5 Are the results and discussion clear, insightful and consistent? * 
 Yes 

 No 

Suggested improvements or changes: 
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3.6 Are the conclusions relevant? Do they sum up the main points of the article? 
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 Yes 

 No 

Suggested improvements or changes: 
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3.7 Is the manuscript structured into sections in accordance with the journal’s 

guidelines? Does the manuscript have a suitable structure? * 
 Yes 
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3.8 Did the author provide a sufficient number of bibliographic references? Are 

they appropriate and up-to-date? * 
 Yes 

 No 

Suggested improvements or changes: 
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3.9 Do all the authors cited in the text appear in the bibliography section? * 
 Yes 

 No 
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3.10 Are the sources, citations, quotations, tables, illustrations or figures 

provided relevant? * 
 Yes 

 No 

Suggested improvements or changes: 
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4 Comments and suggestions to authors 
Any other comments or suggestions to authors about their manuscript can be provided here. If 

you prefer, you can make your comments and suggestions in a separate text file and attach it 

after completing the form. 
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