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I.  INTRODUCTION
[Write the introduction here. Replace this instructional paragraph with original academic prose.]
[EDITORIAL GUIDE — DELETE BEFORE SUBMISSION] Acceptable introduction: defines the context and research problem; identifies a substantiated gap or unresolved question; states the precise aim/research question; explains why the work contributes something new; indicates its approach and scope. Avoid a general introduction with no research objective.
II.  LITERATURE REVIEW / THEORETICAL BACKGROUND
[Present the relevant literature and the critical framework.]
[EDITORIAL GUIDE — DELETE BEFORE SUBMISSION] Acceptable treatment: engages with relevant, verifiable research; compares agreement and disagreement; critically evaluates assumptions or evidence; identifies the specific gap underpinning this study. A chronological list of article summaries is not a critical review. Use APA 7 in-text citations.
III.  METHODOLOGY / RESEARCH APPROACH
[Describe the research design or reasoning procedure appropriate to the selected article type.]
[EDITORIAL GUIDE — DELETE BEFORE SUBMISSION] Acceptable methods: explain what was examined and why, data/sources/materials, selection criteria, procedures, analytical tools and relevant ethics. For a conceptual paper describe the process of concept development and argumentation; for a review explain how literature was identified and synthesised. Do not call work “empirically validated” without an actual test.
IV.  RESULTS / CONCEPTUAL ANALYSIS
[Present evidence, analytical findings, model propositions, methodological evaluation or case-study themes.]
[EDITORIAL GUIDE — DELETE BEFORE SUBMISSION] Acceptable section: responds to the declared research question, provides transparent supporting evidence or logically developed propositions, and clearly distinguishes observed results from interpretation. No invented statistics, unsupported claims or figures without source information.

Table 1. [Meaningful and concise title]
	Indicator / category
	Evidence / value

	[Indicator 1]
	[Result 1]

	[Indicator 2]
	[Result 2]


[EDITORIAL GUIDE — DELETE BEFORE SUBMISSION] Tables and figures are placed close to their first citation, numbered consecutively, legible in a column, and accompanied by titles and source/permission information. Remove the example table if unnecessary. Submit editable tables; provide publication-quality figures.
Figure 1. [Insert a relevant figure and provide its caption/source]
V.  DISCUSSION
[Explain the significance and boundaries of the analysis.]
[bookmark: _GoBack][EDITORIAL GUIDE — DELETE BEFORE SUBMISSION] Acceptable discussion: interprets rather than repeats the findings, compares them critically with existing knowledge, describes the theoretical or practical implications, alternative interpretations and limitations. Claims must remain proportional to evidence.
VI.  CONCLUSIONS
[Provide focused conclusions linked to the objectives.]
[EDITORIAL GUIDE — DELETE BEFORE SUBMISSION] Acceptable conclusions: answer the stated aim/questions, identify the principal contribution, limitations and appropriate research or practice implications. No newly introduced results or claims beyond the analysis.
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