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SCIENTIFIC TECHNICAL REPORT

 (Please fill in all sections)


I. PUBLICATION REPORT, AUTHORSHIP AND CONTROL DATA
Data of the work analyzed:

	Title:  
	


Informant data:

	Name:  
	

	Professional category: 
	

	Area of knowledge:
	

	Email:
	
	Telephone:
	

	Department:  
	

	Faculty/Institute: 
	

	University/research centre of affiliation or, failing that, workplace:
	

	Professional postal address:
	

	Research group to which you belong (name and reference, if any):
	

	Research projects in which I am currently involved ( name and reference):
	


II. OVERALL ASSESSMENT

Mark with a cross the boxes you consider appropriate in each of the following sections.
It is a work

	
	Research, which should be housed in a scientific collection

	
	Dissemination, aimed at the general public, and which should be housed in an informative collection

	
	Didactics, conceived as teaching material or textbook for undergraduate or master's degree students


Recommend:
	
	Accept the publication without changes

	
	Accept the publication, conditional on the completion of the minor corrections indicated

	
	To reject the publication in its current state and to suggest to the author, if he or she wishes, to re-evaluate it in the future, once the problems detailed in this report have been remedied, and which require important corrections.

	
	Reject the publication, which is not advisable to be carried out by a university academic press.


Feedback: 

III. CRITICAL REVIEW 

Mark with a cross the boxes you consider appropriate in each of the following sections.
ORIGINALITY AND TIMELINESS OF PUBLICATION
	
	It is a novel publication

	
	The topic addressed and/or the approach to the topic is original and/or pertinent

	
	Contributes to the advancement of knowledge in your field

	
	Important for the dissemination of novel and/or relevant research results

	
	No interest


Feedback: 

RECEIVING PUBLIC 

	
	Subject matter specialist

	
	University students in the area

	
	University students in general

	
	Students

	
	General public


SCIENTIFIC QUALITY OF THE WORK. EDITORIAL STAFF

	
	The title adequately reflects the content of the work

	
	The wording is clear

	
	Registration and terminology are adequate

	
	The structure of the book is adequate and coherent

	
	If it is a collective work, the above is applicable to all chapters


Feedback: 

METHODOLOGY

	
	Appropriate to the object of study

	
	Confused

	
	Outdated   

	
	Innovative

	
	Habitual


In the case of collective works, indicate whether this assessment is applicable to all chapters.

 RESULTS

	
	It contains relevant conclusions that are appropriate to the objectives

	
	Lacks relevant conclusions or results

	
	The conclusions are uninteresting or not appropriate to the objectives

	
	Conclusions are vague, imprecise, or inaccurate

	
	It would be useful to expand or revise the conclusions


In the case of collective works, indicate whether this assessment is applicable to all chapters.

Other comments:

SOURCES 
	
	Outdated
	
	Updated

	
	Incomplete
	
	Very deficient


In the case of collective works, indicate whether this assessment is applicable to all chapters.

FORMAL EVALUATION 
	Is the bibliography homogeneous?   (YES/NO)
	


	Does it fit the citation parameters of the specialty?   (YES/NO)
	


	Do the different chapters that make up the volume have formal homogeneity in the numbering of the headings, the form of abbreviated citation, the use of footnotes, the inclusion or not of abstracts and keywords...? (YES/NO)
	


Feedback: 

GRAPHIC MATERIAL (If any)

	
	Adequate

	
	Insufficient

	
	Excessive


Feedback: 
IV. OBJECTIVE ASSESSMENT 

Please indicate the numerical rating to the right of each argument.
Scoring criteria: 1= very low; 2 = low; 3 = mean; 4 = high; 5 = very high.

Justify if you think it is necessary.

GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS

	Title as a reflection of the content:
	

	Definition of objectives:
	

	Clarity in expression of results:
	


PRESENTATION

	Adequacy of the length and contributions:
	

	Ease of reading:
	

	Conciseness and clarity:
	

	Grammar correction:
	

	Correct use of terminology:
	


TREATMENT

	Primary sources:
	

	References:
	

	Content organization:
	

	Style:
	


CONTRIBUTION

	Originality:
	

	Data accuracy:
	

	Rigor in argumentation:
	

	Validity of the conclusions:
	

	Importance of contribution:
	


Feedback: 

V. GENERAL REMARKS

	Present models, methods and theories used:
	

	Expand parts:
	

	Reduce parts:
	

	Improve bibliographic references:
	

	Review texts:
	

	Proofreading translations:
	


VI. GENERAL REPORT
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