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Objective: to publish works on current topics of great interest to the scientific community, based on systematic and rigorous reviews of the literature.
These articles must include contributions from the authors and critical analysis of the literature.
Characteristics of the section
Given that this is an electronic publication, there is no restriction on the maximum length of the works, but authors must adhere to a maximum of 20 screens. Optionally, the work may include tables and figures (which will follow the same rules as for original articles).
Review articles must be based on the most up-to-date bibliography on the subject in question (more than 50% of the bibliography consulted must be from the last 5 years and more than 25% from the last 3 years). At least 50 bibliographic references.
They shall consist of a short continuous abstract; a brief introduction, including the objective of the review; the main body, which is the fundamental part of the review; and the conclusions, which shall summarize the essence of the review and be written in a single paragraph. Authors shall present the topic under review in a critical manner, expressing their own criteria based on their practical experience. It should never be a simple transcription of the bibliography.
The content shall include the following aspects.





















 
 


Title (Arial 12 Sustained capital letters) English and Spanish

Author 1 – Name and surname
Profile and institution
ORCID
email. 

Author 2 – Name and surname
Profile and institution
ORCID
email. 

ABSTRACT 
Unstructured, but covering all aspects (objective, key methodological aspects, results, and conclusion)
Number of words: 200
Language: English and Spanish
The summary should be continuous in form, expressing the objective aspects related to the methodology, and relevant information found during the development, as well as the conclusions.
Keywords
Minimum 3, maximum 10 words separated by semicolons (;) They must be searched for using the Tesauro de la Unesco


ABSTRACT.
Presentation of the summary of the presentation…

Keywords.
Minimum 3 Maximum 10 words separated …



INTRODUCTION 
In this space, authors are expected to present the most representative part of the document.
A maximum of one page summarizing: background, research problem to be reviewed, research questions, importance of the problem reviewed, and objective of the review.
DEVELOPMENT
Conceptual theoretical framework
Background and fundamental concepts related to the topic being addressed
Methodology
This section should describe:
• Theoretical method used in the review (historical logical, inductive-deductive, analytical synthetic)
• Databases where the information was searched, with the descriptors used to perform the search and the method used to find the best articles on the subject.
• Summary table showing the database, number of articles reviewed and used by database, and category of journals used.
• Inclusion and exclusion criteria for selecting articles.
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
• It must be written using the theoretical methods explained above in the method section.
• It must be based on the most up-to-date bibliography on the subject in question (more than 50% of the bibliography consulted must be from the last 5 years and more than 25% from the last 3 years).
• The topic reviewed must be developed critically, based on the articles reviewed, considering similar and contradictory aspects found in the articles, as well as expressing one's own criteria based on the analysis of the information.


CONCLUSIONS
In line with the objective, it should summarize the essence of the review and be written in one paragraph.
Patents
This section is optional but may be included when there are patents that have originated from the work presented in this manuscript.
Supplementary Material: This section is only necessary if there are data, figures, tables, or videos that support your research; these must be provided in an additional document to the manuscript named "Supplementary Material." View the model
Author Contributions: For research articles with several authors, a short paragraph must specify the contributions of each author. The following statements should be used: “Conceptualization, X.X. and W.W.; methodology, X.X.; software, Z.Z.; validation, X.X., W.W. and Z.Z.; formal analysis, X.X.; investigation, X.X.; resources, X.X.; data curation, X.X.; original draft preparation, X.X.; writing—review and editing, X.X.; visualization, X.X.; supervision, X.X.; project administration, X.X.; funding acquisition, W.W. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript. Authorship should be limited to those who have contributed substantially to the work presented.”
Funding: Include, as appropriate, the statement: "This research received no external funding" or "This research was funded by NAME OF FUNDER, grant number XXX," as well as "The APC was funded by XXX." It is essential to carefully verify that the information provided is accurate and to use the official names of the funding agencies, in accordance with the standard spelling available at https://search.crossref.org/funding. Any inaccuracy could have repercussions on future funding opportunities.
Ethics Committee Statement: This section must include the corresponding Ethics Committee statement and approval number for studies involving human or animal participation. If the research did not require ethical clearance, this statement may be omitted; however, the Editorial Office may request additional information if deemed necessary. For studies involving humans, the following formula may be used: "The study was conducted in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki and approved by the Institutional Review Board (or Ethics Committee) of NAME OF INSTITUTION (protocol code XXX and date of approval)." In the case of animal research: "The animal study protocol was approved by the Institutional Ethics Committee (or Ethics Committee) of NAME OF INSTITUTE (protocol code XXX and date of approval)." If the study was exempt from ethical review, it should be stated: "Ethical review and approval were waived for this study due to REASON (provide a detailed justification)." For research not involving humans or animals, it may simply be noted: "Not applicable."
Informed Consent Statement: Any research article describing studies involving human participants must include this statement. The following formula may be used: "Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in the study"; or, where applicable, "Patient consent was waived due to REASON (provide a detailed justification)"; or "Not applicable" for research not involving people. Likewise, this section may be omitted if the study did not involve human participants. When participants can be identified, including the patients themselves, written informed consent for publication is mandatory. In such cases, it must be stated: "Written informed consent has been obtained from the patient(s) to publish this paper."
Data Availability Statement: All authors publishing in the journal Publicaciones e Investigación are encouraged to share the data derived from their research. This section must specify details regarding the location of the data supporting the presented results, including links to publicly accessible repositories or datasets that have been analyzed or generated during the study. If no new data was created, or if it cannot be made public due to ethical or private restrictions, a statement explaining this situation must still be included.
Acknowledgments: In this section, you may mention support received that has not been included in the author contributions or funding sections. This may include administrative or technical assistance, as well as in-kind contributions, for example, the provision of materials used in experiments. If generative artificial intelligence (GenAI) was used for tasks such as the preparation of text, data, or graphics, or as support in the study design, collection, analysis, or interpretation of information, the following statement must be included: “During the preparation of this manuscript/study, the author(s) used [name of tool, version information] in order to [description of use]. The authors have reviewed and edited the result and assume full responsibility for the content of this publication.”
Conflicts of Interest: In this section, potential conflicts of interest must be declared or, failing that, the following statement should be included: “The authors declare no conflicts of interest.” It is the responsibility of the authors to identify and communicate any situation, relationship, or personal interest that could be interpreted as an inappropriate influence on the presentation or interpretation of the research results. Furthermore, it must be specified whether the funders participated in the study design; in the collection, analysis, or interpretation of the data; in the writing of the manuscript; or in the decision to publish the results. Otherwise, it may be stated: “The funders had no role in the design of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript; or in the decision to publish the results.”
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