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	ABSTRACT

	1. Did it present the topic, general objective, method, main results, and conclusion?
	
	
	

	
	2. Did it include up to 200 words and 5 keywords listed in DeCS?
	
	
	

	
	3. Was the abstract provided in both English and Portuguese?
	
	
	

	INTRODUCTION
	1. Did it present the research problem based on literature from the last 5 years and supported by systematic reviews?
	
	
	

	
	2. Did it present the justification of the study, highlighting its innovative contribution to the field?
	
	
	

	
	3. Were the objectives clearly stated at the end of the introduction?
	
	
	

	METHOD

	1. Did it present the study design/classification of the research?
	
	
	

	
	2. For samples based on secondary research materials: were the inclusion and exclusion criteria of the materials described?
	
	
	

	
	3. For samples involving human participants: were the participants clearly described with justified inclusion and exclusion criteria?
	
	
	

	
	4. Were the instruments/questionnaires used in the research described in detail?
	
	
	

	
	5. Were the types of procedures specified for each method used?
a) Observation: Did it describe the location, period, and how the observation was conducted? Which groups or communities were observed and how was access obtained? What was the duration of the research? What roles did the researchers play within the studied group or community? How were the data recorded (video, audio, audiovisual, notes)?
b) Interview: How were participants recruited and interviewed? Sample size? Type of interview format (structured, semi-structured, open)? Duration of the interviews?
c) Focus groups: How were participants recruited and interviewed? Sample size? Type of focus group format, dynamics used? Duration of the focus group?
d) Questionnaire administration: How were the questionnaires distributed? What types of questions and formats were used?
e) Secondary data analysis: What type of material was used (existing textual materials, images, audio or video recordings, etc.)? How were they accessed?
	
	
	

	
	6. Were the analysis procedures described, including supporting references? Which approach guided the qualitative data analysis? (Content analysis, narrative analysis, discourse analysis)
	
	
	

	
	7. Which approach guided the qualitative data analysis? (Content analysis, narrative analysis, discourse analysis)
	
	
	

	
	8. Were the steps of the analysis specified? Preparation and organization of the data? Data review? Definition of categories? Were judges included in the analytical process? Was the inter-rater reliability reported?
	
	
	

	
	9. Were any software or lexical analysis tools used, such as IRAMUTEQ, ALCESTE, MAXQDA?
	
	
	

	RESULTS
	1. Do the results respond to the proposed objectives?
	
	
	

	
	2. Are tables, charts, and figures presented in sufficient quantity and clear format, according to the journal’s guidelines?
	
	
	

	
	3. Are the titles of tables, charts, and figures self-explanatory?
	
	
	

	
	4. Does each table or figure include one or more paragraphs highlighting the main findings, without repeating its content?
	
	
	

	DISCUSSION
	1. Did it provide a discussion of the main results in relation to the literature, enabling interpretation of the findings?
	
	
	

	
	2. Were the references relevant, comprehensive, coherent (including systematic reviews), and current (published within the last 5 years)?
	
	
	

	
	3. Does the conclusion, presented within the discussion, summarize the main findings, present study limitations, and propose a research agenda?
	
	
	

	
	4. Is the conclusion objective and concise (not exceeding 5 paragraphs)?
	
	
	

	REFERENCES
	1. Was every in-text citation included in the reference list?
	
	
	

	
	2. Do the references follow the journal’s guidelines and provide links to online sources when available?
	
	
	




SPACE FOR JUSTIFICATION OF UNMET ITEMS
SECTION/TOPIC AND ITEM:
	



SECTION/TOPIC AND ITEM:
	



SECTION/TOPIC AND ITEM:
	






