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Peer Review Report Form
Title of the article being reviewed:
Evaluation of general aspects
· Assessment of the originality of the work 
· Importance and implications for scientific, social, cultural or economic progress 
Evaluation of specific aspects
· Presentation and writing 
Does the author use a clear writing style that enables fluent, continuous reading?

Does the author use terms that precisely define what he or she is trying to communicate?

Do the title and the keywords reflect the contents of the research?

Does the abstract inform the reader about the subject and the relevance of the research, the procedure used and the main conclusion? 

· Length and structure 
Is it possible to identify a clear, logical structure of sections in the organization of the text?

Indicate when necessary: contents that should be lengthened in order to clarify a particular aspect or explore it in greater depth, contents that should be reduced or combined under the same heading, and contents that should be removed because they do not provide any relevant information.

· Methodology 
Did the author choose the right methods and criteria in the research?

Has the work done been explained clearly and in detail so that it can be repeated by another qualified researcher?

· Results and conclusions 
Are the important arguments and results conveyed in a clear ordered way?

Are these arguments and results useful to achieve the main objective of the research?

Do the conclusions set out in the article result from the analysis of the arguments and results?

Do the authors assess the importance of their conclusions in relation to other research and the possibility of opening new lines of investigation? 
· Citations and references
Are they all relevant?

Are they up-to-date?
Are there too few or too many references?

· Coincidences

Do the contents and/or results of this work coincide with data appearing in other published research or in the press?  
Comments for the editor 
Definitive recommendation about the manuscript 
On the basis of the above comments, the reviewer evaluating the manuscript recommends (mark with an x):
	
	Publish it as it stands, with no changes

	
	Reject it, without further considerations 

	
	Publish it after the changes specified in the report have been made.


Declaration of conflict of interest 
If the person making this assessment has or had a relationship with institutions or people related with the manuscript that could give rise to a conflict of interest, this must be detailed below.
Other comments for the editor

Please add here any comments or facts that you feel that the editor should know.
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