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EVALUATION FORM FOR REFLECTION ARTICLES SUBMITTED TO THE RCOT

EVALUATION FORM FOR ORIGINAL ARTICLES SUBMITTED TO THE RCOT

INSTRUCTIONS
I. All items in the form must be checked. If an item is not relevant for evaluation due to the study type, please mark with an X the option N/A.
II. Upon completion of the review, kindly save the file in a format compatible with word processors, such as Microsoft Word. (.doc, .docx, .rtf). 
III. Our authors' guidelines can be accessed at the following URL: https://bit.ly/3Zo8zY7 (specifically sections 3.4 [REFLECTION ARTICLE] and 4 [GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS]).
IV. Our instructions for peer reviewers can be found at the following URL: https://bit.ly/43OXVhM . 
If you believe you are acquainted with one or more authors of the article, please notify the journal (rcot@sccot.org.co) for verification. If you are acquainted with the authors, you must abstain from reviewing the article to prevent any conflicts of interest or other unethical editorial practices.

SECTION A: INFORMATION ABOUT THE PEER REVIEWER*
	Full name:
	

	Nationality
	

	Current institutional affiliation (position and department, if applicable):
	

	Academic qualifications:
	

	E-mail:
	

	Areas of expertise:
	

	ORCID link, Scholar, ResearchGate or similar (if you have one)
	


* The requested details are necessary for issuing a certificate of your work as an expert reviewer and to incorporate them into our reviewer database and the OJS submission. They will not be disclosed to the authors.

SECTION B: ARTICLE IDENTIFICATION
	Title: 
	



SECTION C: TITLES, ABSTRACT, AND KEYWORDS
	TITLE

	
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	Is the title brief and concise and provides a comprehensive and unambiguous overview of the article's subject matter?
	
	
	

	Is the title pertinent to the article's objectives, results, and conclusions?
	
	
	

	ABSTRACT

	
	Form and structure

	
	
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	
	Is the English version of the abstract an appropriate and accurate translation of the Spanish original?
	
	
	

	
	Content

	
	
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	
	Is there a brief and general description of the problem that prompted the authors to formulate the objective of the analytical and critical reflection?
	
	
	

	
	Are the issues and/or problems that will be addressed in the reflection briefly described?
	
	
	

	
	Is the objective of the reflection clearly (unambiguously) stated at the end of the abstract, and does it correspond to the objective stated in the body of the text at the end of the introduction?
	
	
	

	KEYWORDS:

	
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	Are the Spanish keywords directly related to the objective and topics discussed in the reflection article, and are they found as exact descriptors in DeCS Bireme?
	
	
	

	Are the English keywords directly related to the objective and topics discussed in the reflection article, and are they found as exact descriptors in MeSH?
	
	
	

	COMMENTS ON THESE SECTIONS:
This box is for comments, suggestions, or recommendations to the authors regarding questions or elements in this section that should be improved. Please keep in mind that comments can also be written within the article's body (please erase this information prior to posting your comments).




SECTION D. BODY OF TEXT
	INTRODUCTION

	
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	Is there a general and up-to-date context of the main topic or topics addressed in the reflection, and is the importance of discussing these issues explained?
	
	
	

	Is the rationale (topic(s) and/or problem(s) underlying the objective of the reflection) adequately detailed?
	
	
	

	Is the information outlined in the introduction supported by accurate and properly referenced data? Also, if applicable, is this information up-to-date and relevant (published within the past 5 years)?
	
	
	

	Is the information presented in this section supported by direct references (i.e., the study(ies) on which the information is reported), and are most of the references primary studies?
	
	
	

	Is the objective clearly stated at the end of the section, and is it consistent with the one described in the abstract?
	
	
	

	COMMENTS ON THIS SECTION
This box is for comments, suggestions, or recommendations to the authors regarding questions or elements in this section that should be improved. Please keep in mind that comments can also be written within the article's body (please erase this information prior to posting your comments).



	TEXT OF THE ARTICLE

	
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	Is the information presented in this section relevant to the development of a critical reflection, and is it related to the objective of the article? 
	
	
	

	Is the information presented in an organized and coherent manner, so that there is a clear common thread?
	
	
	

	Is the information in this section clearly arranged and, if necessary, divided into subsections, enabling readers to better understand the authors’ critical and analytical reflections?
	
	
	

	With the exception of the authors' opinions resulting from the critical analysis of the information presented in this section, are the statements and data included in this section properly referenced? Also, if applicable, is this information up-to-date and relevant (published within the past 5 years)?
	
	
	

	Is it stated whether a literature review was undertaken on the topic or problem that the critical reflection aims to address? If so, is there any general information on the search conducted (databases or sources used, search strategy, flowchart for the selection of studies, etc.)?
	
	
	

	Are the results of the information analysis consistent with the objective of the reflection?
	
	
	

	COMMENTS ON THIS SECTION
This box is for comments, suggestions, or recommendations to the authors regarding questions or elements in this section that should be improved. Please keep in mind that comments can also be written within the article's body (please erase this information prior to posting your comments).


	CONCLUSIONS

	
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	Is the conclusion(s) directly related to the objective and supported by what is reported in the “text of the article” section and its subsections?
	
	
	

	Are only the topics or issues that were analyzed or discussed in the article addressed?
	
	
	

	If applicable, are recommendations made based on the critical analysis of the information contained in the reflection article?
	
	
	

	COMMENTS ON THIS SECTION
This box is for comments, suggestions, or recommendations to the authors regarding questions or elements in this section that should be improved. Please keep in mind that comments can also be written within the article's body (please erase this information prior to posting your comments).




SECTION E. REFERENCES AND OTHER CONSIDERATIONS
	
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	Do the references (both in-text and in the reference list) conform to the Vancouver referencing style?
	
	
	

	Are the references relevant and up to date (at least 50% of them were published within the last 5 years)?
	
	
	

	Is the article's phrasing clear: statements are concise and to the point, ideas are complete, and standard terminology is used (i.e., no regionalisms, eponyms, or terms used in clinical practice but not found in the relevant literature)?
	
	
	

	COMMENTS ON THIS SECTION:
This box is for comments, suggestions, or recommendations to the authors regarding questions or elements in this section that should be improved. Please keep in mind that comments can also be written within the article's body (please erase this information prior to posting your comments).


SECTION F. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS
	Kindly share here any observations, recommendations, and suggestions for authors that you deem are necessary to improve the article. Note that you can make comments directly on the body of the article you received for evaluation.




EVALUATION FORM FOR EXCLUSIVE USE BY EDITORS
	
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	Is the study methodologically rigorous and logically consistent in scientific terms?
	
	
	

	Does the study make an original and useful contribution to knowledge, particularly for the orthopedic and trauma surgery specialty and its subspecialties?
	
	
	

	Does the writing of the article meet the standards expected for a biomedical publication, including appropriate wording, vocabulary, spelling, conceptual clarity, use of official and standard terms, etc.?
	
	
	

	Is the information clear, accurate, and concise?
	
	
	

	Is a critical analysis of the situation or problem that led to the formulation of the objective of the reflection presented? 
	
	
	

	Are the conclusions of the reflection derived from the information presented in the article, as well as from its critical analysis?
	
	
	

	Are the references pertinent and current?
	
	
	

	Are the reflection and the topic(s) addressed currently relevant to the orthopedic and trauma surgery specialty and its subspecialties, either in terms of clinical practice, research, and/or training and learning?
	
	
	



DECISION AFTER EVALUATION
[bookmark: _Hlk198572321][bookmark: _Hlk198575816]Select (with a “X”) the option that best describes your decision following the evaluation of the article:
	[bookmark: _Hlk198572345]
	Article accepted for publication without revisions

	
	Article accepted for publication with minor revisions

	
	Article accepted for publication with major revisions

	
	Article rejected for publication



[bookmark: _Hlk198572354]Thank you for your contributions to the publication of better quality academic and scientific content.
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