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1 Introduction
· Contextualize the research topic and its significance (why it matters, real-world or theoretical importance). Begin by broadly introducing the topic and why it matters. Establish the context (theoretical and/or practical background) and the significance of the research area.
· Identify the specific gap in knowledge or practice that the study addresses. Identify a clear gap in existing knowledge or practice that your study will address. Highlight what is not yet known or what inconsistencies exist in previous research studies.
· State the research question(s) or objectives explicitly. Be explicit and ensure they directly target the identified gap.
· Highlight what is novel or unique about the approach or findings (how it adds to existing knowledge).
· Briefly describe the theoretical or practical relevance of the work.
· Provide a “roadmap” of the paper (e.g., “The remainder of this paper is structured as follows…”). This prepares the reader for what follows.

2 Literature Review or Theoretical Framework
· Critically synthesize relevant literature (not just a summary, but a comparison of findings, methods, theories). Organize this section thematically or by concepts, rather than listing studies one by one. Highlight trends, consensus, and disagreements in the field.
· Develop a conceptual framework or theoretical model guiding the research. 
· Identify key theoretical debates or controversies in the field and position your work within them (e.g., are you filling a gap, challenging an existing theory, or extending a particular framework?)
· Ensure diversity in literature (include seminal works and recent studies from various perspectives or regions to avoid bias).
· For empirical quantitative studies, explicitly state your hypotheses at the end of the literature review, each with justification from the reviewed literature. For theoretical or conceptual papers, state the propositions or arguments that will be explored along with the research question(s).
· It is recommended that the literature review draws on a diverse range of sources (e.g. studies from different geographical regions, perspectives, or disciplines) to provide a well-rounded background. This inclusivity strengthens the foundation of your research and acknowledges varied contributions to the topic.

3 Method
Select the appropriate methodological approach for your study. Below are guidelines to assist authors; Include subheadings as needed for clarity; the table should be deleted when submitting.
	Option A: QUANTITATIVE METHODS (if your study is quantitative, include sections 3.1–3.5 below)
	Option B: QUALITATIVE METHODS (if your study is qualitative, include sections 3.1–3.5 below instead)

	3.1 Research Design (Quantitative): Describe the design (experimental, quasi-experimental, correlational, longitudinal, cross-sectional, survey, etc.) and justify why this design addressed the research questions.
3.2 Participants and Sampling: Detail the target population and sampling frame. Explain the sampling method (random, stratified, cluster, convenience, etc.) and how the sample size was determined (include power analysis on how sample size was determined, including effect size estimates, alpha level, and desired power). Provide response rates, handling of missing data, and key demographics of participants (age, gender, other relevant characteristics), ensuring to use inclusive descriptions.
3.3 Instruments/Measures: List and describe the variables (dependent, independent, control) and the instruments or measures used for each. Provide example items if applicable, and report reliability (e.g., Cronbach’s α) for established scales. Discuss validity evidence for the measures (construct validity, content validity, criterion validity). Describe scoring or computation of composite variables.
3.4 Data Collection: Explain how data were collected step by step – when, where, and how (online survey, in-person lab experiment, etc.). Include enough detail for replication (instructions given, who collected data, any randomization or blinding).
3.5 Data Analysis: Specify which statistical tests or models were used and why they are appropriate (e.g., “used multiple regression to examine predictors of X”). Mention any assumptions checking (normality, homoscedasticity, etc.) and how violations were handled. State the significance level (α = 0.05, etc.), and whether tests are one-tailed or two-tailed. Report any effect size measures (e.g., Cohen’s d, r, odds ratios) to complement p-values. Include software and version (e.g., SPSS 28, R 4.2.0). If you conducted any additional or post-hoc analyses (such as factor analyses for scale validation, subgroup analyses, or robustness checks), mention them here or in the Results as appropriate.
(If applicable, note any preregistration of the study or analysis plan, and assure compliance with relevant reporting standards, e.g., CONSORT, STROBE, PRISMA.) Include a visual diagram to visualize relationships between variables and analysis for clarity. This helps readers visualize complex relationships and is often used in both qualitative and quantitative studies.

(Ensure ethical considerations such as informed consent, confidentiality, and participant well-being are described in section 3.6.)
	3.1 Research Paradigm and Approach (Qualitative): State your philosophical stance (constructivist, interpretivist, critical theory, etc.) and the qualitative methodology (phenomenology, grounded theory, ethnography, narrative inquiry, case study, action research, etc.). Justify why this approach is suited to the research objectives.
3.2 Research Context and Participants: Describe the setting or context of the study (e.g., community, organization, historical context for archival research). Explain participant selection and recruitment (purposive sampling, snowball sampling, etc.), including inclusion/exclusion criteria. Provide sample size and justify it in terms of reaching saturation or sufficient information power. Describe participant characteristics (demographics) in an anonymous and respectful manner. Also disclose the researcher-participant relationships or role you have relative to participants or context (e.g., if you were a teacher studying your own school, or an external observer) and how you managed this (any steps to mitigate power imbalances or bias). Mention how you gained access or built trust with participants or community. 
3.3 Data Collection: Describe methods (in-depth interviews, focus groups, observations, document analysis, etc.). For interviews/focus groups, mention who conducted them and develop an interview guide (attach in appendix if lengthy). State the number and duration of sessions. Explain how data were recorded (e.g., audio, video) and transcribed. Mention any field notes or reflexive journal use.
3.4 Data Analysis: Explain the analytical framework or technique (thematic analysis, content analysis, discourse analysis, narrative analysis, grounded theory coding procedures, etc.). Describe the coding process (e.g., open and axial coding for grounded theory, or inductive thematic coding). If using software (NVivo, Atlas.ti, MAXQDA), state it. Explain how you ensured rigor in analysis (e.g., coding cross-checks, peer debriefs). Mention if analysis was iterative, and how themes/categories were refined. Report any reporting standards (PRISMA, COREQ, SRQR etc.)  
3.5 Rigor and Trustworthiness: Describe strategies to ensure credibility (e.g., triangulation of data sources, member checking with participants, prolonged engagement in the field), transferability (e.g., thick description of context to allow readers to judge applicability), dependability (e.g., audit trails, documentation of all decisions), and confirmability (e.g., researcher reflexivity and bracketing of biases). Include a visual diagram to visualize relationships between key constructs of the research questions and the research process for clarity. This helps readers visualize complex relationships and is often used in both qualitative and quantitative studies. Also, include a brief researcher positionality statement acknowledging your background and potential biases as well as relevant personal and professional experiences that may influence interpretation.
(Ensure ethical considerations such as informed consent, confidentiality, and participant well-being are described in section 3.6.)

	Option C: MIXED METHODS (if using mixed methods, include sections 3.1–3.5 below)
	Option D: HUMANITIES/INTERPRETIVE METHODS (for purely theoretical, philosophical, or humanities-based research)

	3.1 Mixed Methods Design: Identify the specific design (e.g., convergent parallel, explanatory sequential, exploratory sequential, embedded, etc.). Indicate timing (concurrent or sequential), priority (QUAL→quan, QUAN→qual, or equal), and point of integration. Provide a rationale for using mixed methods (e.g., to triangulate findings, to build from one phase to another). Include a visual diagram of the design for clarity (showing the flow of quantitative and qualitative phases and integration points).
3.2 Quantitative Strand: Describe the quantitative part following a condensed structure of Option A (design, sample, measures, procedures, analysis) but focusing only on details specific to this strand.
3.3 Qualitative Strand: Describe the qualitative part following a condensed structure of Option B (approach, participants, data collection, analysis) with details specific to this strand.
3.4 Integration: Explain how the quantitative and qualitative results were integrated. This could be at design level (e.g., qualitative follow-up explains quantitative results), at methods level (merging datasets), or at interpretation level (discussing results together). Mention any integration techniques such as joint displays (tables or figures that present qual and quant results side by side), connecting (using one phase to inform another), or embedding one within the other. Describe how you handled any divergent or conflicting findings between the two strands.
3.5 Quality Criteria: Address how validity/trustworthiness was achieved in each strand (as per Options A and B) and how the mixed methods design quality was ensured. For example, discuss design validity (did the methods together adequately address the question), and inference quality (the quality of meta-inferences drawn from combining strands). Mention any specific mixed methods evaluation criteria used; report any reporting standards (PRISMA, STROBE, COREQ, SRQR,  GRAMMS etc.)  

(Ensure ethical considerations such as informed consent, confidentiality, and participant well-being are described in section 3.6.)
	3.1 Theoretical/Philosophical Framework: State the guiding theoretical lens (e.g., feminist theory, postcolonial theory, critical race theory, Marxist, etc.) or the philosophical approach. Explain key concepts and, if applicable, how you operationalize or interpret them in your analysis.
3.2 Texts/Artifacts Selection: Describe the corpus of sources or artifacts (e.g., literary texts, historical archives, artworks, performances). Explain selection criteria and scope (e.g., which texts are included and the time period or context). Provide background on the historical or cultural context of these sources to situate the analysis.
3.3 Analytical Approach: Detail the method of analysis (e.g., hermeneutic analysis, deconstruction, rhetorical analysis, semiotics). Explain the strategies for “reading” or interpreting the material. For instance, if doing discourse analysis, describe the procedure (coding for themes, looking at language use, etc.). If doing a close reading, explain the lenses or questions guiding the reading.  Include a visual diagram to visualize relationships between variables and analysis for clarity. This helps readers visualize complex relationships and is often appreciated in both qualitative and quantitative studies.
3.4 Reflexivity: Acknowledge your own interpretive position. Discuss any assumptions, biases, or perspectives you bring and how you managed them. Mention ethical considerations relevant to interpretive work (such as representing subjects or communities accurately, respecting intellectual property of sources, etc.).
(Ensure ethical considerations such as informed consent, confidentiality, and participant well-being are described in section 3.6.)

	Option E: Systematic Reviews / Meta-Analyses
	Option F: Conceptual / Theoretical / Position Papers

	3.1 Review Type
· Type of review: Systematic review, scoping review, meta-analysis, integrative review, etc.
· Rationale for review type and relevance to the research aim.
3.2 Protocol Registration
Pre-registration status (e.g., PROSPERO ID, Open Science Framework; if no formal registration, mention if PRISMA guidelines or another standard was followed from the outset)
3.3 Search Strategy
· Databases used (e.g., Scopus, Web of Science, PsycINFO, ERIC, JSTOR)
· Search terms and Boolean logic
· Date ranges and language filters
· Inclusion/exclusion criteria
3.4 Screening and Selection Process
· Number of records identified, screened, included/excluded
· PRISMA 2020 Flow Diagram
· Inter-rater agreement methods (if applicable)
3.5 Data Extraction and Synthesis
· Data items extracted (e.g., sample, outcomes, tools)
· Extraction procedures
· Thematic synthesis, narrative synthesis, or meta-analytic methods
· Risk of bias assessment tools (e.g., RoB 2, AMSTAR-2, ROBINS-I)
· Effect size metrics (if quantitative)
3.6 Quality Appraisal
· Appraisal tools used (e.g., CASP, JBI, MMAT)
· Scoring or ranking of studies
3.7 Transparency and Replicability
· Appendix or link to full search strategy and dataset
· Any software used (e.g., Rayyan, Covidence, NVivo)
	3.1 Type of Paper and Epistemological Stance: e.g., theoretical contribution, conceptual synthesis, normative position, philosophical argument, typology/taxonomy development and epistemological stance: (e.g., interpretivist, constructivist, critical realist, post-positivist)
3.2. Sources of ideas: Are you drawing from prior theory, cross-disciplinary synthesis, philosophical principles, or reinterpreting existing literature?
3.3 Analytical logic: How are claims logically constructed, synthesized, or critiqued (e.g., abductive reasoning, normative argumentation, dialectical tension)? Include a visual representation
3.4 Scope and delimitations: Clarify boundaries (e.g., discipline, geography, historical period, theoretical school) of your conceptual inquiry.
3.5 Transparency: Even in conceptual arguments, especially those in social sciences or humanities, the author’s perspective can influence the framing. Acknowledge any personal or intellectual standpoint that is relevant. Being transparent about positionality (when relevant) strengthens the credibility of theoretical arguments by disclosing potential biases or influences on your reasoning. You should also ensure that all sources are properly cited to avoid plagiarism and to allow readers to trace the origin of ideas.
· 

	3.6 Ethical Considerations (for all study types; you must address ethical issues.  If your study did not involve human or animal subjects, still consider ethical aspects of data use, authorship, etc.)

	· State that the study obtained Institutional Review Board (IRB) or Ethics Committee approval and provide the reference or approval number if applicable. (If ethics approval was not required, explain the reason (e.g., analysis of publicly available data, or theoretical work with no human subjects.)
· Explain how informed consent was obtained from participants. If participants were minors or vulnerable populations, mention guardian consent and any special protocols.
· Describe measures to ensure confidentiality and anonymity (e.g., using pseudonyms, removing identifying information, secure data storage). If data is sensitive, mention compliance with regulations such as GDPR.
· Discuss any potential risks to participants and how they were mitigated, as well as any benefits or compensation provided. Confirm that participation was voluntary and participants could withdraw at any time.
· Note where the data is archived, how long and how it will be destroyed.
· Disclose any use of AI, generative AI, or large language models (LLM) in the research process or writing. Note for which purpose and which tool (e.g., The authors used Deepl (for language editing but all content was written and checked by the authors
· Researcher safety and positionality: (if relevant) Note any precautions for researcher well-being in field work and acknowledge power dynamics or biases.



4 Results (This section presents the findings of your study without interpretation. Organize it in a way that mirrors your methodology and answers your research questions. Use tables and figures to support the text where appropriate. The structure of this section will depend on your methodology – see 4.3 below.)
4.2 Result 1
State the results without discussion
4.3 Result 2
4.3.1 Results 22
An example of a table using APA:
	Table 1 
Wilcox nonparametric test

	Future
vs.
Current
	Negative ranges
[n]
	Positive ranges
[n]
	Equal ranges
[n]
	Total
[n]
	Wilcox test

	
	
	
	
	
	za
	p

	01) Purchasing
	0
	5
	75
	80
	–2.24
	0.06

	02) Sales
	0
	6
	74
	79*
	–2.45
	0.03

	03) Production
	1
	7
	72
	80
	–2.12
	0.07

	Note. A: Based on negative ranges; Negative ranges = future < current; Positive ranges = future > current; Equal ranges = future = current. Missing data indicated with an asterisk (*).
Adapted with permission from “Uporabna statistika” [Applied Statistics] (p. 99), by F. Kralj, 2011, DZS. Copyright 2011 by F. Kralj.








An example of a figure using APA:
Figure 1 
Current and Future State
Current                         Future
CI 95 %
25
20
15
10
Adapted from "Challenges of IT Renewal" [Izzivi prenove informatike], by F. Kralj and A. Novak, 2011, Revija upravljanje, 19, p. 20. Copyright 2013 by F. Kralj.
Average

			








4.4 Results 3
For Quantitative Studies:
· Begin with descriptive statistics for the sample and main variables (e.g., mean, SD, frequencies) to give an overview of the data. 
· Address each hypothesis or research question in order. For each, report the statistical test result: include the test statistic, degrees of freedom, exact p-value (p = .023, not p < .05), and effect size with confidence intervals.
· Present tables or figures for key results (ensure they are formatted per APA 7th edition). Every table/figure should be cited in the text and include a clear caption. Ensure figures are accessible (use patterns or distinct colors for clarity).
· If applicable, report additional analyses (subgroup analyses, post-hoc tests, robustness checks). Indicate when results did not support the hypothesis or were non-significant as these are important to report too.
· Validity/reliability checks: Report any validation analyses (e.g., factor analysis for scales, reliability alphas) or data integrity checks performed.


For Qualitative Studies:
· Organize the findings by themes or categories that emerged from the data. List each major theme as a subheading or paragraph lead and describe what the theme includes.
· Provide rich descriptions and interpretations for each theme, explaining how it answers the research questions. Include verbatim quotations from participants as evidence (with pseudonyms or codes, e.g., Participant 3: “...quote...”). These quotes should illustrate the theme and be followed by your analysis of their significance.
· Highlight patterns, commonalities, and differences. Note any deviant or negative cases that challenged the patterns and how you interpret them. This shows rigor in acknowledging complexity.
· If using visuals (such as a thematic map or model of how themes relate), include them for clarity. Ensure to describe the visual in the text (e.g., “Figure 1 illustrates the relationship between the emergent themes of identity, support, and performance.”).
· Maintain a narrative that ties the themes back to the research questions or theoretical framework, showing how each finding contributes to understanding the problem.
For Mixed Methods:
· It is your choice if you wish to integrate the quantitative and qualitative results or separate them. One approach is to have sub-sections: “4.1 Quantitative Results” and “4.2 Qualitative Findings,” followed by “4.3 Integrated Analysis” where you directly compare or combine insights.
· Quantitative Results: (Use the guidance from the quantitative section above, but focus only on the variables and hypotheses relevant to that strand.)
· Qualitative Findings: (Use the guidance from the qualitative section above, focusing on themes that relate to the quantitative results.)
· Integration of Findings: Discuss how the two sets of results converge, diverge, or complement each other. You may use a joint display or table if useful (for instance, a table with one column summarizing quantitative result and another column summarizing the qualitative finding that corresponds). Explain any discrepancies and offer interpretations for why they might occur.
· Make sure the mixed-methods results flows logically and answers the overall research questions. Transition sentences can help (e.g., “The qualitative findings provided context for the statistical patterns, as described next.”).
For Conceptual Papers:
Because you may not have “results” per se, this section can be the core arguments or propositions that emerge from your analysis. You might not title it “Results” at all; some prefer “Analysis” or a series of themed sections. The goal is to systematically present the key arguments, insights, or propositions of your paper. Organize this in a logical progression, for example, by sub-themes or by steps of an argument. Each major section should present a claim or part of your theoretical development, supported by reasoning, examples, or thought experiments. If appropriate, include illustrative examples or cases (even hypothetical ones) to clarify abstract concepts. For instance, if proposing a new framework, you could apply it briefly to a real or hypothetical scenario to show how it works. Ensure that each proposition or theoretical claim is clearly stated (possibly even numbered or italicized for emphasis) and then elaborated. Though not empirical, aim for evidence-based reasoning: draw on existing literature, logical inference, and analogies to support each point. By the end of this section, the reader should see your new conceptual contribution laid out clearly, as the culmination of the literature review and methodology (or reasoning process) you described earlier. 
(Regardless of method, the Results presents the core findings of the study in a clear, objective, and logically structured manner. This section is intended to communicate the outcomes of the data analysis without interpretation, which is reserved for the Discussion section.)

5 Discussion
(1) Summary of Key Findings 
The purpose of the Discussion is to interpret the research findings, evaluate their theoretical and practical significance, and situate them within the existing body of scientific knowledge. This section is organized to include a concise summary of key findings, a contextualized interpretation, a formal evaluation of the research hypotheses, and a reflective commentary by the author.  Begin with a succinct restatement of the principal findings in clear, factual terms. This should directly address the research question(s) or objectives, using consistent terminology, and avoid rehashing detailed statistical data already presented. 
(2) Interpretation of Findings 
Interpret the findings by comparing and contrasting them with existing literature. This involves highlighting whether the results align with or diverge from previous studies, exploring possible mechanisms or theoretical implications, and offering context-specific explanations for any discrepancies. Explicitly state whether the results support, refute, or partially validate the initial hypotheses. Reflect on the strength of the evidence supporting each hypothesis and discuss potential reasons for unexpected or contradictory outcomes.  For the field of humanities, the discussion explicitly addresses how the findings respond to the initial research questions or theoretical sensitizing concepts. The analysis reflects on the depth and credibility of the evidence supporting the interpretations and examines how the findings contribute to, challenge, or expand existing theoretical debates. Particular attention is given to unexpected or contradictory insights, which are explored as opportunities for further conceptual development rather than as simple refutations.  Rather than ignoring them, delve into possible reasons. 
(3) Theoretical Contributions
Clearly articulate what your study contributes to scholarly understanding. This could be confirming a theory in a new context, extending a theory by introducing a new factor, or proposing an entirely new model or concept. If you introduced a conceptual framework or proposition (as in a conceptual paper), discuss how it advances thinking. Situate these contributions in the context of the literature review: how have you filled the gap you identified? Make sure to state how your findings or arguments move the field forward in terms of theory.
(4) Author’s Reflection
Offer a thoughtful, evidence-based personal reflection on the significance of the findings and their broader implications. This may include insights on methodological strengths, theoretical contributions, or applicability of results. Where appropriate, gently propose alternative explanations for unexpected findings.
6 Conclusion
(1) Summary of Contributions
Provide a concise summary of what the study has contributed. This is slightly different from just results and focuses on the bigger picture. For example: “This research provides new evidence that… [theoretical contribution], and offers practical insights into… [practical contribution].” Explain how the findings contribute to or refine theoretical understanding. Do they support a particular theory, call for a revision of theoretical models, or fill a gap that was identified? Clearly state the contribution to scholarly knowledge. Discuss how practitioners, policymakers, or other stakeholders can use these findings. For example, if your study was on education, what should teachers or administrators do differently? Ground these implications in your data (avoid overgeneralizing). 
(2) Implications
Highlight again the key implications for theory, practice, and possibly policy or society. This can overlap with the discussion’s implications but should be distilled to the most important points. Essentially, if a reader remembers only one or two things, what should they take away?
(3) Limitations
Summarize the main limitations as every study has them. Recognizing them actually strengthens the credibility of your paper. Point out limitations in for example the study design, sample, measures, analysis, or scope.  You can also note any mitigation (e.g., “Although the sample size was small, the use of multiple data sources enhances trustworthiness in the findings.”).
(4) Future Research
Reiterate 2-3 priority questions or ideas for future studies that emerge from this work. This leaves the reader with a sense of a continuing scholarly journey and shows that the authors recognize the study’s scope is limited.
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***
Name Surname short biography
***

Povzetek
Naslov

Raziskovalno vprašanje (RV): Opis raziskovalnega vprašanja, problema, teme.
Namen: Kaj je namen in cilj raziskovanja.
Metoda: Kako dosežemo cilje raziskave, uporabljene metode in teoretični pristop.
Rezultati: Kratek opis rezultatov raziskave.
Organizacija: Kakšen je vpliv raziskave na menedžerje in organizacijo oz. prakso.
Družba: Kakšen je vpliv raziskave na družbo, socialno odgovornost in okolje.
Originalnost: Kaj je novega v raziskavi, kakšna je vrednost oz. originalnost raziskave.
Omejitve/nadaljnje raziskovanje: Omejitve raziskave in predlogi za nadaljnje raziskovanje.

Ključne besede: ključna beseda 1, ključna beseda 2, ključna beseda 3, ključna beseda 4, ključna beseda 5, ključna beseda 6, ključna beseda 7, ključna beseda 8.
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