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Article evaluation form Boletin de Coyuntura

General information:

Names and surnames of
the evaluator:
Identity Document N.2:
Title of the article received

(English and Spanish):
Date of receipt: Date of return:

Instructions for evaluation:

A series of questions are presented to guide you in evaluating the article. Please answer all the criteria by
choosing and placing (X) in only one of the options given for each case.

1. Relevance of the article Yes No

Is the research topic of scientific-academic relevance?

[s the article a new and original contribution to the topic being worked on?

Are the conclusions consistent and justified with the data or with the thesis(es)
presented in the article?

Comments:

2. Criteria on formal aspects of the article Alot Enough | Little | Nothing

Does the title allow identification of the subject?

Does the abstract evidence the structure of the article,
including the problem and participants?

Do the keywords identify the area of knowledge of the article?

[s the conceptual basis used by the author to argue in his
article serious, topical and authoritative in his area of
knowledge?

Does the bibliography evidence up-to-date information
relevant to the subject of the article?

Comments:
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3. Criteria on the content or substance of the article Alot Enough | Little | Nothing
[s the research problem clearly defined and delimited?

[s there sufficient clarity and synthesis capacity in the ideas
expressed in the conclusions?
Do the conclusions presented provide new theoretical or
ractical knowledge on the subject matter worked on?
Are the results adequately presented for easy understanding
by readers?
Comments:
4. Quantitative valuation 5 4 3 2 1
Mark with an (X) the number that best
represents the quantitative evaluation for this
article: 5 = very good; 4 = good; 3 =regular; 2 =
bad; 1 = very bad.
5. Qualitative valuation
Approve the
article, with
. . the condition
Mark with an (X) the most appropriate Approve .
recommendation as to the publication merit of the that the Rej e?t the
this article: article athor . article
complies with
the requested
corrections

After the evaluation of the article, please sign the form (physical or electronic signature) and send it through
the OJS platform of the journal, available at the link.

Note: in addition to the article evaluation form, evaluators must send their evaluation report in Word, PDF,
or as a text message in the OJS platform, and they can also make comments in the article itself.
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