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We would appreciate that your evaluation specifies the importance of the research, the major or minor 
issues identified, and the suggestions for improvement that you consider relevant, or that may justify 
the non-publication of the manuscript. Constructive criticism constitutes a valuable contribution to the 
authors. 
 
Reviews must be completed within the established timelines so that authors can incorporate the 
evaluators’ suggestions and improve their work. It is also essential to justify the evaluation provided, 
as incomplete assessments cannot be validated. 
 
In line with the policies of the Revista de Comunicación, the manuscript must be treated as a confidential 
document throughout the entire review process, both during and after the evaluation. In this regard, it 
must not be shared or uploaded to external tools, including generative artificial intelligence 
platforms, in order to safeguard the confidentiality and originality of the work. 
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