Opinion Article Evaluation and Guidance Form 
Dear author:
This Evaluation and Guidance Form has been designed to guide the writing, structure, and content of your manuscript, in accordance with the editorial policies of the Electronic Medical Journal and international recommendations. We invite you to use this document as a mandatory reference during the preparation and self-evaluation of your work, prior to submission. Following these guidelines will not only facilitate the editorial process, but will also enhance the quality, ethical rigor, and scientific relevance of your submission. 
Dear reviewer:
We thank you for your valuable collaboration in evaluating this manuscript. We request that you follow the criteria outlined in this Evaluation and Guidance Form, focusing your analysis on the scientific quality, methodological rigor, clinical relevance, ethics, and argumentative coherence of the work. Please bear in mind that aspects such as spelling, technical writing, formatting of references according to Vancouver guidelines, presence of supplementary documents, or validity of the authors’ ORCID profiles are directly reviewed by the editorial team and therefore are not your primary responsibility. However, if you believe any observation in these areas could strengthen the manuscript, you may include it as an additional suggestion. 
We remind you that, as part of the Electronic Medical Journal’s open peer review model, your name will appear publicly as a reviewer in the article once published, in recognition of your scientific contribution. Therefore, we appreciate your utmost objectivity, rigor, and professionalism in your evaluation. 
Your comments—whether as in-text notes or in the comment box provided in the review platform—must be clear, constructive, and aimed at improving the quality of the article. Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the editorial team of the Electronic Medical Journal. 
TITLE 
1. Aligned exactly with the content and approach of the article. 
2. Concise, clear, and informative (maximum 15 words). 
3. Without acronyms, abbreviations, or unexplained jargon. 
4. If institutions are mentioned, they must use their complete official and up-to-date name.
ABSTRACT 
1. Unstructured and with a maximum of 250 words. 
2. Written in the third person and in appropriate verb tense (present for opinions, past if empirical data are included). 
3. Includes: context, justification, objective, main development, and key conclusions. 
4. Self-contained: allows understanding the essence of the article without reading the full text.
INTRODUCTION 
1. Presents brief, pertinent, and up-to-date background (with recent references). 
2. Clearly justifies why the topic warrants a well-founded opinion. 
3. Ends with an explicit objective that guides the development of the article.
DEVELOPMENT 
1. Addresses problems, facts, or circumstances of scientific interest in health:
1.a. Clinical, educational, or research services.
1.b. Topics in promotion, prevention, diagnosis, therapeutics, prognosis, health management, or health policy.
1.c. Innovation in medical education, research methodology, or health technologies. 
2. Solid, logical, and critical argumentation, based on scientific evidence (not merely speculative). 
3. If data or statistics are included, they must be relevant, explained, and correctly interpreted. 
4. Tables and figures (maximum 4):
4.a. Only if they add analytical or synthetic value.
4.b. Without duplicating information from the text.
4.c. With clear titles and captions. 
5. Connects with national and international literature, demonstrating command of the state of the art.
CONCLUSIONS 
1. Directly derived from the development and linked to the stated objective. 
2. Concrete, pertinent, and with a reasonable degree of generalization (avoiding overinterpretations). 
3. Do not introduce new ideas or bibliographic citations.
BIBLIOGRAPHIC REFERENCES 
1. Number: between 10 and 15 references. 
2. Currency: ≥75% published in the last 5 years. 
3. Quality and relevance: reliable academic sources (peer-reviewed journals, books, official organizations). 
4. Balanced coverage: includes Cuban, Latin American, and international literature when pertinent. 
5. Vancouver style: superscript numbering after punctuation (e.g.: (1)). 
6. Critical use: citations support arguments, not mere decorative lists.
OTHER EDITORIAL ASPECTS 
1. Maximum length: 2500 words (excluding abstract, references, and graphical elements). 
2. Writing:
2.a. Clear, coherent, with impeccable syntax and spelling.
2.b. Abbreviations and acronyms defined at first mention and used moderately. 
3. Bioethics: respects ethical principles; contains no discriminatory or biased language. 
4. Compliance with technical standards: SI units, INN for drugs, ICD-11 for diseases.
✅ Editorial note: Opinion articles must demonstrate critical thinking, originality, and usefulness to the scientific community, not merely the expression of a personal stance. The strength of the argument and bibliographic support are decisive criteria for acceptance. 
POSSIBLE EDITORIAL DECISION SUGGESTIONS
· Accept this submission: It can be published as is.
· Publishable with modifications: It can be published with minor revisions.
· Resubmit for Review: It must be rewritten and submitted for re-evaluation (it will be sent again to the reviewer).
· Not Publishable: It is not acceptable for publication.

