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Abstract [Times New Roman, size 14, bold]
[Times New Roman, size 12, italics] A structured abstract comprehensively outlines the main topics of the original scientific or review article. We recommend the use of the passive voice. The abstract should contain 150 – 350 words and should be designed with the use of IMRD scheme (Introduction, Methods, Results and Discussion).
Introduction: In one or two sentences summarize the importance of your original scientific or review article. The introduction should also contain your thesis statement, hypothesis or research question.
Methods: Describe the main characteristics of your experimental design and the used valid and reliable research method. Outline the sample of the study, instrument, methods of data collection and data analysis. Various types of methodology can be used depending on the type of paper.
Results: Briefly summarize the main results (findings, data, empirical evidence) of your study or literature review. 
Discussion: Discuss and sum up the usefulness of the main results or findings and outline the conclusions made in relation to your research problem.
Keywords: [3 to 5 keywords, lowercase letters, separated by a comma] keyword 1, keyword 2, keyword 3 

Introduction
[Times New Roman, size 12, spacing between lines 1.15, spacing between paragraphs 12] The introductory part defines the research problem within the context of knowledge and evidence it was developed. The review of scientific, and only exceptionally, professional literature of the topic provides a rationale behind the work presented.  The theoretical part focuses on already published findings and frames the purpose for a study and research questions or hypotheses. 
Methods
In an original empirical scientific article, the author provides information on:
· research questions and hypotheses;
· research method or paradigm;
· research instrument (information about the construction of the instrument, the mode of instrument development, the author(s) of the instrument if it is not your own);
· measurement properties of the instrument (validity, reliability);
· type of the sample (the population from which the sample has been drawn), the sampling procedure;
· response rate of the participants and the respondents’ demographics;
· research procedure and data analysis, statistical methods, the statistical analysis software and programme version;
· method of data collection and analysis, development of codes, categories and qualitative judgements (in qualitative research).  

In a review article the author provides information on:
· research design of literature review;
· methods of literature review and sources consulted, results of literature review, quality of the review, data analysis. The methods of literature review include the development, testing and selection of research strategy, inclusion and exclusion criteria, the databases searched, timeframe of publications, type of publications according to hierarchy of evidence, key words, language. The results of the review include the number of hits, the number of selected sources, the number of included and excluded sources.
· quality assessment of the review and description of data analysis include the assessment of the research design and data collection, the quality of selected research,  the selection criteria for final inclusion and data analysis procedures. 
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Results
This section presents the research results descriptively with reference to tables and/or graphs.  Explanation is focused on statistically significant results and the results of the used statistical tests.  The authors answer the research questions and confirm or reject hypotheses. In qualitative research, the development of codes, categories, qualitative judgement, etc. should be clearly explained. 
Discussion
The discussion part integrates and explains the results obtained and relates them with those of previous studies in order to determine their significance and applicative value. The results should be interpreted in relation to the research topic, numerical data should be avoided.  The section may conclude with specific further research proposals grounded on the substantive content, conclusions and contributions of the study, albeit limitations cited.
Conclusion
Summarised in this section are the author’s principal points and transfer of new findings into practice.
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