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Introduction 

The introduction serves as both an argument for why this research is important 

(justification) and a positioning of the research within the literature. It is structured 

using the CARS model (Swales) in the following five paragraphs: Opening: Begin with 

empirical facts or current statistics rather than definitions or general opinions. Include at 

least 3 citations from the literature published within the last 5 years. Problem Context: 

Describe the main phenomenon or problem underlying this research, using current data 

to introduce the argument. Critical Literature Review: Outline the main 

theories/frameworks and their developments; relate them to supporting theories; 

highlight their relevance and limitations. Do not simply provide a summary of theories 

that merely show relationships between theories and are used as justification for the 

study. Identification of Research Gaps: State the research gaps in numbered order 

(First … second … etc.) corresponding to the number of research questions (RQs). Each 

gap must be directly linked to the relevant RQ. Research Objectives & Questions: 

State the general objective of the study, followed by specific research questions that can 

be answered using the proposed methods and are directly linked to the results and 

conclusions. Example: “This study aims to … The research questions guiding the study 

are: (1) …; (2) …; (3) ….” 

In addition, several considerations must be taken into account when writing the 

introduction. The literature cited must be current, published within the last ten years, 

except for foundational sources that are no longer in circulation. The literature must be 

critically analyzed, not merely defined. Furthermore, indirect quotations and 

paraphrasing techniques must be used effectively. 



Manuscripts may be written in Bahasa Indonesia or English, provided that proper 

academic linguistic conventions are maintained. Manuscripts should contain 

approximately 5,000–9,000 words, excluding the reference list. The word count 

includes the main text, headings, tables, figures, footnotes, and other textual elements. 
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Research Methods 

The Methods section serves two complementary functions: (1) replicability allows 

other researchers to replicate or respond to this study methodologically, and (2) 

methodological coherence ensures that the chosen design is consistent with the claimed 

paradigm and capable of addressing the research questions. 

Describe the methods using a descriptive-analytical approach: do not merely list 

the names of the approaches, but also explain and justify each methodological choice. 

Table 1 

Research Methodology Components and Evaluative Questions 

Subsection Content to Include Evaluative Questions 

Design & 
Paradigm 

The name of the research design, 
methodological approach 
(qualitative/quantitative/mixed), and 
justification of why this design is 
appropriate for the research questions. 

Is the design consistent 
with the research 
questions (RQs) and the 
claimed paradigm? 

Location & 
Participants 

Criteria for selecting the location, 
characteristics, and number of participants, 
sampling procedures, and rationale for 
achieving data saturation. 

Is the selection of 
participants purposive 
and justifiable? 

Instruments 
& Data 

Type and number of instruments, data 
collection procedures, duration, and 
validity/reliability tests (if quantitative 
instruments are used). 

Do these instruments 
directly address each 
research question (RQ)? 

Analysis 
Procedures 

The sequential steps of the analysis, the 
models used (e.g., Miles-Huberman, 
Braun-Clarke’s thematic analysis), the 
software used, and the coding procedures. 

Is the analysis 
systematic, transparent, 
and replicable? 

Research 
Ethics 

Ethical approval, anonymity, informed 
consent, and protection of participant data. 

Have research ethics 
standards been met? 



Validity For qualitative research: credibility, 
transferability, dependability, and 
confirmability (Lincoln & Guba). For 
quantitative research: construct, content, and 
concurrent validity; Cronbach’s alpha. 

How reliable and 
generalizable are these 
findings? 

The “Evaluative Questions” column is included as a reflective guide for authors and reviewers to ensure 

that each section of the methodology meets the standards of coherence, transparency, accountability, and 

scientific validity. 

Research Design and Paradigm: Explicitly state (a) the research approach 

(qualitative/quantitative/mixed methods), (b) the specific design (phenomenology, case 

study, grounded theory, survey, experiment, etc.), (c) the epistemological paradigm 

(positivist, interpretivist, critical), and (d) a justification of why this choice is coherent 

with the research questions. Example: “This study uses a qualitative case study design, 

following Yin’s critical case logic. The paradigm is interpretivist-constructivist: 

pedagogical reality is treated as a social construction that emerges from interactions 

among teachers, students, the curriculum, and technology. This design was chosen 

because the research questions seek to understand how and why, not how many, and are 

best answered through thick description rather than statistical inference.” 

Location and Participants: For qualitative studies, describe the criteria for 

selecting the location (theoretical or purposive sampling), the characteristics and 

number of participants, recruitment methods, and the rationale for data saturation. For 

quantitative studies: describe the target population, sampling methods, sample size 

calculation (e.g., Slovin, G-Power), and the level of representativeness. 

Data Collection Instruments and Techniques: Describe each instrument in 

operational terms, including what is measured or collected, the administration 

procedure, the duration, and who collects the data. Do not simply list the names of the 

instruments. For questionnaires: include the number of items, the measurement scale, 

and evidence of validity and reliability. For interviews: explain the guidelines 

(semi-structured or unstructured), the average duration, and the methods of recording 

and transcription. 

Data Analysis Procedure: Explain the analysis steps sequentially and 

transparently. For qualitative research: specify the analytical model used (e.g., 

Miles-Huberman, Braun-Clarke Thematic Analysis), the coding stages (open, axial, 

selective), and the method for achieving inter-rater agreement (inter-rater reliability). 



For quantitative research: specify the statistical tests used, the software, and the 

significance level (α). 

Research validity for qualitative studies: use the Lincoln & Guba criteria, namely 

credibility (member checking, triangulation), transferability (thick description), 

dependability (audit trail), and confirmability (researcher reflexivity). For quantitative 

studies: present evidence of construct validity, content validity, concurrent validity, and 

Cronbach’s alpha value.  

Findings 

The Results section presents data as is, without interpretation. Interpretation is the 

task of the Discussion section. The basic principle is simple: every claim requires 

evidence, and every piece of evidence must be linked to the relevant research question. 

For qualitative studies, the structure of the findings follows the order of the 

research questions or the themes that emerge from the analysis, whichever is more 

logical. For quantitative studies, present descriptive statistics first, followed by 

inferential statistics. Use substantive subheadings, not procedural ones. 

Finding 1: (Substantive Theme) Theme Statement: Describe this finding in 1–2 

sentences that directly answer the relevant research question. Primary Data: Present 

interview excerpts, descriptions of observations, or statistical data. Always cite the 

source: (Interview, Participant 1, 2024) or (Table 1; Field Observations, March 2024). 

Triangulation: Confirm the finding with other data sources. Example: “Survey data 

supports this finding: 71 of 93 respondents (76%) stated that...” Do the same for Finding 

2: (Name of Substantive Theme), Theme Statement: (Describe), Primary Data: 

(Quote/table/statistics with source), Triangulation: (Confirmation from other sources) 

Contradictory Findings or Anomalies (If Any) 

High-quality articles consistently report evidence that contradicts expectations or 

anomalies that do not fit the pattern. Example: “Not all findings are consistent with the 

theoretical framework. (Describe instances where the pattern did not emerge or 

expectations were not met.) These findings are limited by the specific context and raise 

methodological questions worthy of further investigation.” 

Discussion 

The discussion is the most intellectual part of the article; this is where the 

researcher demonstrates analytical thinking skills and scholarly standing. The purpose 



of this section is not to repeat the results, but to interpret them: Why are these findings 

important? How do they confirm, critique, or refine existing theories? What are the 

implications and limitations of the claims? 

Each discussion paragraph should ideally follow this pattern: an interpretive 

statement, a link to theory, a comparison with the literature, and implications. Avoid 

discussions that state, “This finding is consistent with Study X,” without explaining 

why that consistency or difference is significant. 

Interpretation of Finding 1: (Topic Name) 

Begin with a direct theoretical interpretation. Example: “The first finding 

indicates that (conceptual interpretation, not a repetition of the data). This implies that 

(theoretical significance).” 

Next, engage in a dialogue with the literature. Example: “This finding is 

consistent with the argument by (Author, year), who states (summary of position). 

However, this study expands on it by adding a new aspect to the research context. 

Conversely, this finding differs from that of (Author, year) in the aspect of (specific 

aspect), which can be explained by (contextual variable).” 

Interpretation of Finding 2: (Topic Name) 

(Theoretical interpretation...) (Dialogue with the literature...) 

Theoretical Contribution 

In this section, the researcher makes a new claim regarding existing knowledge. 

Distinguish between the types of contributions honestly: Four Types of Theoretical 

Contributions; first, Confirmation: This study reinforces claim X in a new context or 

with stronger evidence; second, Extension: This study extends model/theory X to a 

previously untested context; third, Modification: This study revises certain assumptions 

or components of theory X based on empirical evidence; fourth, Refutation: This study 

refutes claim X by demonstrating that (evidence-based argument). Example of a 

contribution statement: “Theoretically, this study contributes (type of contribution) to 

(the referenced theory/model). Specifically, it outlines a new contribution that has not 

been claimed before.” 

Research Limitations 

Limitations are not an admission of weakness; they are evidence of scientific 

integrity and the researcher’s deep understanding of the boundaries of their claims. State 



at least 3 relevant limitations along with their implications for the generalizability or 

interpretation of the findings. Example: First, this study used (a specific 

design/sampling method), which has (specific implications for generalizability). 

Second, (limitation 2 and its implications). Third, (limitation 3 and its implications). 

These limitations do not diminish the validity of the findings within the study's context, 

but they should be taken into account before applying these results to other contexts. 

This section concludes with a discussion of the future research agenda. 

Recommendations for further research should be specific and directly stem from the 

limitations or unanswered questions in this study. Avoid generic recommendations, such 

as “further research is needed.” A good example: “A quantitative study with a larger 

sample across several provinces is needed to test whether the pattern (name of finding) 

identified here is generalizable.” 

Conclusion 

A conclusion is not a summary of the article. It is a final synthesis that (1) directly 

answers each research question by referring to specific evidence, (2) clearly states the 

theoretical and practical contributions, and (3) establishes the limits of this study’s 

claims. Three Components of a Solid Conclusion: First, direct answers to each research 

question (RQ) by referring to specific evidence from the findings, not general 

statements. Second, a statement of what is now known thanks to this study, information 

that was previously unknown, both theoretically and practically; third, a statement of 

the implications and limitations of the claims regarding to whom these findings apply, in 

what context, and what cannot yet be claimed. 
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Declaration of Generative AI in Scientific Writing 

Authors must disclose the use of generative artificial intelligence (AI) or AI-assisted 

technologies in preparing the manuscript when used beyond basic spelling, grammar, or 

punctuation checking. The declaration should identify the AI tool used, its purpose, and 

the extent of its use. Authors remain fully responsible for the accuracy, originality, 

integrity, and ethical compliance of the manuscript. Generative AI tools cannot be listed 

as authors. Where AI is used as part of the research process—such as data analysis, 

coding, data generation, interpretation, modelling, or image generation—its use must 

also be described in the relevant methodological section. 

Example: “Declaration of Generative AI: During the preparation of this manuscript, the 

authors used [NAME OF AI TOOL/SERVICE] for [PURPOSE]. The authors reviewed, 

verified, and edited the AI-assisted output and take full responsibility for the final 

content of the manuscript.” 



If no generative AI was used: “Declaration of Generative AI: The authors declare that 

no generative AI or AI-assisted technologies were used in the preparation of this 

manuscript.” 
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