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Anonymous Reviewer Form
The following evaluation guide presents a set of criteria related to the article’s argumentation and use of citations. The review process consists of reading and understanding each question and then selecting the option that, in the reviewer’s judgment, is the most appropriate. This process is intended to ensure objectivity in decisions regarding the publication of manuscripts.
Does the title correspond to the content of the manuscript?
· Yes, the title accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.
· Yes, although it could be formulated in a more specific or representative manner.
· Partially, the title refers to the general topic but does not adequately reflect the approach or results of the manuscript.
· No, the title does not have a clear relationship with the content.
· Not applicable / Cannot be determined based on the available information.
Does the introduction clearly define the topic, background, need and significance, as well as the current state of the problem?
· Yes, the introduction clearly defines the topic, background, need, significance, and current state of the problem.
· Yes, although some of these elements could be developed in greater depth or with greater precision.
· Partially, the introduction addresses the topic but omits or only superficially discusses one or more of the indicated aspects.
· No, the introduction does not clearly define the required elements.
· Not applicable / Cannot be determined based on the available information.
Does the abstract convey the main idea of the manuscript?
· Yes
· To some extent
· No
· Not applicable / Unable to assess
Is the research objective explicitly stated?
· Yes
· No
Is the article clearly written and does it use vocabulary appropriate for an academic context?
· Yes, the writing is clear and coherent and uses vocabulary appropriate for an academic context.
· Yes, although some paragraphs could be improved in terms of clarity or terminological precision.
· Partially, the writing is understandable but presents problems of coherence, style, or use of academic vocabulary.
· No, the writing is unclear or uses language that is inappropriate for an academic context.
· Not applicable / Cannot be determined based on the available information.
Is the research presented rigorously?
· Excellent
· Good
· Acceptable
· Poor
· None
Does the article make a contribution to the theological, philosophical, or interdisciplinary field of study?
· Yes
· To some extent
· No
· Not applicable / Unable to assess
Does the article make a contribution to the journal’s theme, “Ecological and Spiritual Conversion for the Care of Our Common Home”?
When evaluating this criterion, consider whether the manuscript:
· Directly addresses the sustainability of the planet.
· Examines the relationship between human beings and nature.
· Develops proposals or commitments aimed at caring for Our Common Home.
· Integrates an interdisciplinary perspective into the analysis of the topic.
· Connects the discussion with ecological conversion, spiritual conversion, or both.
This formulation seeks to ensure an objective evaluation focused on the relevance and contribution of the article to the specific theme of the call for papers.
· Yes
· To some extent
· No
· Not applicable / Unable to assess
Are the conclusions clear and related to the content of the manuscript?
· Yes
· To some extent
· No
· Not applicable / Unable to assess
Is the use of evidence and sources appropriate and sufficient?
· Yes
· To some extent
· No
· Not applicable / Unable to assess
Where applicable, are tables, figures, and diagrams correctly numbered and clearly presented?
· Yes
· To some extent
· No
· Not applicable / Unable to assess
Is the article suitable for publication?
· Yes, it is suitable for publication in its current form.
· Yes, with minor revisions.
· Yes, with major revisions.
· No, it is not suitable for publication.
· Unable to assess.
Please justify your previous answer.
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