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Peer Review Process  

Sinergias - educational dialogues for social transformation 

 

i) Submission of Abstracts 

Authors should submit their abstracts, according to the indications given in the call for 
papers (available at http://www.sinergiased.org/index.php/revista). 

After this submission, the Editorial Board of the journal will meet and decide who to 
invite to present a full paper, according to criteria related to the adequacy of the 
proposal to the general theme of the journal and to the specific theme of the issue; to 
the collaborative writing of the article; to the geographic and linguistic diversity; among 
others.   

The authors will receive notification of the Editorial Board's decision.  

 

ii) Submission of full articles 

After the submission of its article, the authors will receive an email confirmation from 
the Editorial Board.  

This begins the 3 steps of the Peer Review process of Sinergias: 

(1) The Editorial Board, based on the theme of each article, selects two reviewers for a 
blind review and invites them.  
In accordance with the principles of Sinergias, in a perspective of Ecology of 
Knowledge, these persons will be from distinct fields of action, for a more 
complementary vision - from academia and civil society - and will be selected based 
on their scientific and/or professional profile.   
 

(2) The Editorial Board ensures that the document is properly anonymised and sends it to 
the reviewers, requesting an assessment of the document. After accepting the 
invitation, the reviewer will receive the paper and a standard form with review 
criteria (including formal consistency, methodology, relevance, line of argument and 
bibliography), and will have to constructively deliberate on each one and determine 
whether to recommend acceptance, non-acceptance or eventual acceptance after 
participation in a follow-up process. 
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Non-acceptance … Acceptance… Possible acceptance after participation in a 
follow-up process… 

The reasons for non-
acceptance may be 

related, above all, to the 
unsuitability of the article 
for the nature of Sinergias 
Journal or to serious flaws 

(structure, writing, 
content) in the text itself. 

Acceptance may be 
unrestricted or subject 
to some changes as a 

result of the Peer 
Review process (e.g., 

simple adjustments and 
reformulations, etc.). 

In accordance with the principles of Sinergias 
and the experience of the Editorial Board, it 

was decided to open a third possibility - that 
of identifying articles that, despite not fulfilling 
the formal requirements of a scientific article, 

present relevant content and reveal the 
potential to become a quality article.  

In this case, the authors will receive 
notification of possible acceptance after 

participation in a follow-up process with a 
critical friend, and the author must decide 

whether or not to proceed with the process. 

How? 

With the agreement of those involved, authors 
and the Critical Friend will be put in contact, 
in a non-blinded way, to enable constructive 
and transformative dialogue to support the 

reformulation of the text. 

It is believed that this process may support 
authors who are less experienced in the 
scientific writing process and that these 

articles will make an important contribution to 
the journal. 

After its reformulation consistent with the 
recommendations made, the manuscript will 
be considered again by the Editorial Board. 

 

(3) After the two independent reviewers have given their opinion, the Editorial Board 

will contact the authors. In case of contradictory assessments by the two reviewers, 

the Editorial Board will decide how to proceed. 


