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Abstract 
Write the abstract as a single paragraph of 150-200 words, without subheadings, 
indentation, bullet points, or references. Use single spacing and 10-point Times 
New Roman. Begin by identifying the problem or issue addressed and briefly 
explaining why it warrants investigation. State the study’s objective, then describe 
the research design or approach and the participants, materials, or evidence 
examined, as appropriate. Present the principal findings rather than merely 
indicating what the article discusses. Close by explaining the study’s main 
contribution or implications for applied linguistics, keeping these claims 
proportionate to the evidence. The abstract should give readers an accurate, 
self-contained account of the completed study and help them assess its relevance 
to their interests. Authors are encouraged to use the first person where it makes 
their research actions, decisions, or interpretations clearer. Use respectful and 
contextually precise language when describing participants and communities, and 
avoid unexplained abbreviations. Place three to five keywords on a separate line 
below the abstract. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Help readers understand the problem, why it matters, and what this study contributes. 
Establish the applied linguistics context and critically discuss the most relevant previous research 
rather than listing studies one by one. Identify the unresolved question, limitation or disagreement 
that motivates the investigation, and explain how your study addresses it. Make the significance 
and originality clear without claiming that no previous work exists unless this has been established. 
End with explicit research questions, hypotheses or objectives that align with the methods and 
subsequent analysis. 

From the Introduction onwards, use single spacing and 11-point Times New Roman for the 
main text. Justify paragraphs and indent the first line by 1.25 cm. Keep section headings 
left-aligned and unindented. 
 
Subheading 

Use a consistent heading hierarchy throughout the manuscript. Main section headings are 
written in uppercase and bold. Successive subheading levels use sentence case and the following 
formatting: bold; bold italic; regular; and italic. Capitalise proper nouns as usual. 
 
Second-level subheading 

 

https://doi.org/10.21831/lt.v14i1.00000 lingtera.ppsuny@uny.ac.id 
 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0/


LingTera, Vol. 14 No. 1, 2027, pp. 00–00 

Set all headings in 11-point Times New Roman, left-aligned and without indentation. Use 
Word’s heading styles and consistent spacing rather than blank lines. Keep headings with the 
paragraph that follows, and avoid using more levels than the article’s structure requires. 

 
METHODS 

Describe how the study was conducted in enough detail for readers to assess its quality and, 
where appropriate, reproduce its procedures. Explain the research design, setting, participant 
recruitment or source selection, sample characteristics, materials and instruments, data collection, 
and analysis. Justify important methodological choices and describe how instruments or coding 
procedures were developed and checked. Identify software and versions where relevant. Report 
ethical safeguards and consent procedures, with fuller approval details in the declarations. For 
qualitative work, explain researcher positioning and reflexivity where relevant. For quantitative 
work, specify analytical assumptions, exclusions and treatment of missing data. 

 
Guidance for secondary research 

For a systematic review or other secondary research approach, explain how the evidence 
base was assembled and analysed. Identify databases and other sources, the dates searched, search 
strings, eligibility criteria, screening procedures, extraction or coding, and synthesis methods. 
Explain who performed selection and coding and how disagreements were resolved, where 
applicable. Report quality appraisal or risk-of-bias assessment when appropriate to the review 
purpose, and explain any protocol registration or deviations. Include a study-selection flow diagram 
or supporting search materials when useful. Adapt these elements to scoping, historical, 
bibliometric, methodological or other systematic syntheses rather than treating every approach as 
identical. Delete this instructional subsection when replacing it with your Methods text. 
 
FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION 

Present and interpret the findings in a sequence that addresses the research questions or 
objectives. Organise this section around the main themes, analytical categories, hypotheses, or 
other structure appropriate to the study. Support each finding with relevant evidence, using tables, 
figures, statistical results, or illustrative extracts where helpful. Explain how the findings relate to 
previous research and what they contribute to understanding the issue. Integrate interpretation with 
the presentation of evidence while making the distinction between them clear. Discuss unexpected 
or contradictory findings, consider alternative explanations, and acknowledge limitations that affect 
interpretation. Explain implications for theory, practice, or policy where supported, and avoid 
repeating information or making claims beyond the evidence. 

Use single spacing and 11-point Garamond for table contents. Do not indent text within 
cells. Left-align text entries and align numerical values consistently, preferably by decimal point 
where appropriate. Use horizontal rules only, without vertical borders. Place the numbered table 
title above the table and any explanatory notes or source acknowledgements below it. 

 
Table 1. Replace with a descriptive table title in sentence case 

Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 
Row 1 Use single spacing and 11-point Garamond for table contents. 1 
Row 2 Do not indent text within cells. 2 

Row 3 Left-align text entries and align numerical values consistently, preferably 
by decimal point where appropriate. 3 

Row 4 Use horizontal rules only, without vertical borders. 4 

Row 5 Place the numbered table title above the table and any explanatory notes 
or source acknowledgements below it. 5 
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Figure 2. Replace with a descriptive figure title in sentence case 

 
CONCLUSION 

Provide a concise answer to the research questions or objectives and explain the study’s 
main contribution to applied linguistics. Draw together the principal implications supported by the 
findings, and acknowledge the key limitations that affect their interpretation or applicability. Where 
appropriate, suggest directions for future research that follow from these limitations or unresolved 
questions. Avoid introducing new evidence, overstating the contribution, or repeating the abstract 
and findings in detail. 

Use the following statements to make authorship, support, interests and ethical safeguards 
transparent. Complete every applicable subsection using verified information and retain an explicit 
statement when there is no funding or no competing interest. If a subsection does not apply, state 
this with a short explanation rather than leaving an unexplained blank. The examples are wording 
aids, not declarations to adopt automatically. Check the statements with all authors and replace the 
guidance before submission. For anonymous review, supply identifying details separately where 
necessary while preserving the complete record for the editors. 
 
AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS 

Describe what each author actually contributed to the study and manuscript. You may use 
relevant CRediT roles, such as conceptualisation, methodology, investigation, formal analysis, data 
curation, and writing or revision. Link each role to a named author rather than assigning every role 
to everyone by default. For example: “Author One: conceptualisation, methodology, writing – 
original draft. Author Two: investigation, formal analysis, writing – review and editing.” Ensure 
that all listed authors meet the journal’s authorship criteria, approve the final manuscript and accept 
responsibility for their contributions. Recognise other assistance in the acknowledgements. 
 
FUNDING 

Identify every source of financial support relevant to the research or manuscript, including 
the funder’s name and grant or award number where available. Explain the funder’s role in the 
study design, data collection, analysis, writing and decision to submit. State when the funder had no 
such role if accurate. Disclose relevant material or institutional support where appropriate. If no 
specific grant supported the work, an accurate statement may be: “This research received no 
specific grant from any funding agency in the public, commercial, or not-for-profit sectors.” Do not 
leave the subsection empty. 
 
COMPETING INTERESTS 

Disclose financial and non-financial relationships that readers could reasonably consider 
relevant to the work. These may include employment, consultancy, grants, personal or professional 
relationships, or an editorial role at the journal. A disclosure does not itself imply misconduct, it 
allows the circumstances to be assessed transparently. Confirm the statement with all authors. 
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Where there are no relevant interests, use: “The authors declare no competing interests.” Do not 
describe editorial safeguards or recusals as completed unless the journal has confirmed them. 
 
ETHICS APPROVAL AND CONSENT TO PARTICIPATE 

For research requiring ethical review, name the approving committee and institution and 
provide the approval identifier and date. Describe how informed consent was obtained and explain 
relevant assent, guardian consent, confidentiality and participant-protection arrangements. Where 
an exemption or waiver applies, identify the determining authority and basis. Do not substitute an 
author’s assumption for a required institutional decision. Explain why approval and participant 
consent are not applicable to studies involving only published literature or other eligible material. 
Never invent approval details or suggest that approval was obtained before research when it was 
not. 
 
CONSENT FOR PUBLICATION 

State whether the article contains identifiable participant information, quotations, images 
or other material requiring consent for publication. If so, explain how the necessary permission was 
obtained without exposing private consent documents in the article. Consent to participate in 
research does not automatically authorise identifiable publication. If no identifying information is 
included and separate publication consent is not applicable, state this accurately. Consider indirect 
identification as well as names, particularly in small institutions, distinctive case descriptions or 
sensitive research contexts. 
 
DATA AVAILABILITY 

Explain where readers can access the data and other materials supporting the findings. 
Give repository names, persistent identifiers and access conditions for datasets, instruments, coding 
frameworks or analysis code as applicable. For a synthesis, identify the included-study list and 
extraction materials. If sharing is restricted, explain the reason, such as participant consent, 
confidentiality, copyright or a licence, and describe any permitted access procedure. “Available on 
request” should be used only when requests can actually be considered under those conditions. 
Public access must not be promised when it would breach an ethical or legal obligation. 
 
USE OF ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE 

Describe substantive use of generative AI or AI-assisted systems in accordance with the 
journal’s current policy. Identify the tool and provider, version or access date, the purpose of use, 
the affected research stages or manuscript sections, and how the authors checked the output. 
Methodological uses, such as coding or data analysis, also belong in Methods. Authors remain 
responsible for accuracy, originality, citations and confidentiality. AI systems cannot be authors. If 
no generative AI was used and a negative declaration is appropriate, state this explicitly. 
Distinguish substantive use from routine assistance as defined in the journal’s policy. 
 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

Identify assistance that does not meet authorship criteria, such as technical support, access 
to facilities or language editing, and obtain permission from individuals who are named. Keep 
funding, contributions and competing interests in their labelled declarations so readers can find 
them. Delete this guidance subsection if there are no acknowledgements. 
 
REFERENCES 
Provide a complete and accurate list of the works cited in the manuscript using APA 7th edition. 
Check that each in-text citation has a matching entry and that every listed work is cited. Verify 
bibliographic details and DOI links against original sources. Select sources for their relevance and 
evidential value, including foundational works where needed. The patterns below illustrate 
reference components only and must be replaced. Apply APA italics, capitalisation and punctuation 
to the completed entries and use a hanging indent. 
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