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ARTICLE EVALUATION GUIDELINE 

This guideline aims to ensure transparency in evaluating the contributions received. The reviewer has 30 working days to return the document to the editor. The Editorial Committee will make the final selection.

	Title:

	Date:



Part I: FORMAL ASPECTS (tick the appropriate box)

	ITEMS
	YES
	NO

	1. Has a title that is consistent with its content
	
	

	2. The title is clear and concise; it does not use gimmicky expressions
	
	

	3. Contains summary
	
	

	4. The abstract summarises the article's essence: topic, thesis, approach, result and contribution
	
	

	5. Contains a minimum of four keywords
	
	

	6. Keywords are operational concepts appropriate to the content of the article.
	
	

	7. The title is translated into English and Portuguese.
	
	

	8. The English translation of the title is correct
	
	

	9. The translation of the title into Portuguese is correct.
	
	

	10. Keywords are well translated into English.
	
	

	11. The keywords are well translated into Portuguese.
	
	

	12. The translation of the English summary is correct 
	
	

	13. The translation of the Portuguese summary is correct.
	
	

	14. The article refers to some institutional or personal research context, sources of funding
	
	

	15. Are there any spelling mistakes? Indicate the page(s) and line(s) on which they are found
	
	

	16. Is an appropriate lexicon detected for each concept, avoiding vagueness, inappropriateness or vulgarisms?
	
	

	17. Is the construction of sentences and paragraphs appropriate? Is there a clear unity of meaning between paragraphs?
	
	

	18. Complies with the MLA 9th Edition citation system
	
	



PART II: CONTENT ASPECTS (please tick the relevant box)

	ITEMS
	Complies
	Enough
	No

	19. The work presents a clear problem statement (topic, thesis, hypothesis, methodology)
	
	
	

	20. Does the paper present the state of the art or the issue through an adequate literature discussion?
	
	
	

	21. Does the theoretical framework allow for constructing a consistent and coherent academic argument?  
	
	
	

	22. The presentation establishes the text's contribution to the discipline or epistemic framework to which the work is linked
	
	
	

	23. The argument invokes sufficient empirical evidence in its favour.
	
	
	

	24. The conclusions are relevant the problem and to the argumentation developed.
	
	
	

	25. Relevance and topicality of the bibliography used.
	
	
	




	Recommendations on publication:

Publish, with minor changes ____
Publish, with significant modifications ____
Resend to re-evaluate ____
Reject ____





Publication of the article is conditional on the following observations:

General comments to the author








Comments to the editor











ARTICLE TYPE

	1. Scientific, the result of a research project 
	

	2. A critical review of a given problem or problem area
	

	3. Information on new research
	

	4. Updating based on new information 
	

	5. Literature review
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