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The abstract is written in single spacing, using 12-point Times New Roman font, with left and right alignment. The abstract includes the research background, the purpose of the writing, the methods used, findings, and conclusions. It consists of 150-250 words. 
 


Introduction
What is the purpose of the study? Why are you conducting the research? The main body of an article should begin with an introduction section that provides further details on the paper’s purpose, motivation, research methods, and findings. The introduction should be relatively non-technical, yet clear enough for knowledgeable readers to understand the manuscript's contribution.
Literature
The literature review is the theoretical core of an article. In this section, we will discuss the purpose of the literature review. We will also consider how one should search for appropriate literature to underpin the review and how this information should be managed. Finally, we will address four common questions faced by novice researchers when composing a literature review. These questions are: what aspects should I include in the literature review?; how should I synthesize information in the literature review?; how should I organize the literature review? What writing style should I use when writing the literature review?
The purpose of the literature review is to “look back” (re + view) at what other researchers have done regarding a particular topic (Leedy & Ormrod, 2005:70). A literature review is both a means and an end: it provides background and serves as motivation for the objectives and hypotheses guiding your own research (Perry et al., 2003:660).
A good literature review does not merely summarize relevant previous research. In the literature review, researchers critically evaluate, reorganize, and synthesize the work of others (Leedy & Ormrod, 2005:84). In a way, composing a literature review is like making a smoothie or fruit shake: the final product is a thick blend that looks completely different from the individual ingredients used as inputs. The key to a successful literature review lies in your ability to "digest" information from various sources, evaluate it critically, and present your conclusions in a concise, logical, and reader-friendly manner.
Novice researchers often naively believe everything they read or are afraid to critique the work of others. However, academic research is about critical inquiry! Therefore, it is essential for you to critically evaluate the material you read. Do you agree with the arguments and conclusions of other researchers? If you disagree, why? Can you identify contradictory arguments or findings? How can these contradictions be explained? Do the findings of previous research apply in all contexts, or are they context-specific? What are the criticisms of the conceptual models or measurement approaches discussed in the literature? What limitations should be considered when interpreting the findings of previous studies?
You must carefully read the most recent literature available with the intent of identifying specific gaps, inconsistencies, and/or controversies that might form the basis of your own research. Always demonstrate that you have considered an issue from multiple perspectives and that you are aware of arguments both for and against a particular viewpoint. Many researchers in service marketing, for instance, use the SERVQUAL measurement scale without considering existing critiques of it.
To compose an appropriate literature review, one must tackle three specific challenges: finding relevant literature on a particular topic; managing information; and presenting a logical, synthesized, and reader-friendly review of current knowledge related to the specific topic. Consider the following search strategies: Sinergi Blackwell; Demand Databases; EBSCOhost (Premier Business Source and Premier Business Source); Emerald; Taylor & Francis; Infotrak; Wiley Interscience; and other open-access journals using Google Scholar. For more detailed information on "literature reviews," please visit the link
http://www.btsau.kiev.ua/sites/default/files/scopus/%D0%A1%D1%83%D0%BF%D0%B5%D1%80%20-%20writing_an_academic_journal_article.pdf.
Research Method
The methods section explains the steps followed in conducting the research and also provides a brief rationale for the research methods used (Perry et al., 2003:661). It should contain enough detail to allow readers to evaluate the appropriateness of your methods, as well as the reliability and validity of your findings. Furthermore, the information should enable experienced researchers to replicate your study (American Psychological Association, 2001:17).
The methodology section typically includes the following sub-sections: 
Sampling (description of the target population, research context, and unit of analysis; sampling; and respondent profile)
Data Collection
Measurement 
Results and Discussion
You should present your findings as concisely as possible while providing enough detail to justify your conclusions properly, as well as allowing readers to understand exactly what you did in terms of data analysis and why.
You can assume that readers have a basic understanding of statistics (i.e., typically the content covered in an introductory statistics course). Therefore, there is no need to discuss basic statistical procedures in detail. However, you may need to explain advanced multivariate statistical methods (e.g., repeated measures ANOVA, two-way ANOVA, multiple regression analysis, and factor analysis) in technical terms. Figures and tables (separate from the main manuscript) are often helpful for presenting findings in a clear and concise manner.
Example:

	Figure 1. Title...................
Example: 
Table 1. Title...................
Column 1	Column 2	Column 2	Column 2
Abcde1	0.xxx	0.xxx1	0.xxx2
Abcde2	0.yyyy	0.yyyy1	0.yyyy2
Abcde3	0.zzz	0.zzz1	0.zzz2
Abcde4	0.aaaa	0.aaaa1	0.aaaa2

= =                                      (1)
The discussion section is the central part of a scientific article because it is where the author transforms descriptive research findings into argumentative scientific understanding. While the results section merely presents the findings as they are, the discussion section addresses more substantive questions such as what the findings mean, why they occurred, and to what extent they answer the research objectives or hypotheses. Thus, the discussion serves as a logical bridge between data and the study’s conclusions.
A well-structured discussion generally includes several essential components. First, it offers an interpretation of the results, providing explanations for the causes or mechanisms underlying the findings. It then compares the current results with previous studies or models—for example, by aligning experimental data with modeling outcomes, contrasting the performance of various modeling approaches, or highlighting consistencies and differences with earlier research. Finally, the discussion reaffirms the study's contributions or novel aspects, clarifying where its originality lies, whether in the research approach, the parameters used, accuracy improvements, application context, or practical implications. At this point, the author may present their scientific perspective, and doing so is encouraged, provided it remains within the bounds of data-driven justification.
Furthermore, the discussion should also acknowledge the limitations of the research and reflect on their implications. Recognizing factors such as model assumptions, experimental conditions, the scope of the sample, or uncontrolled external variables enhances the manuscript’s scientific credibility. From these acknowledgments, the author may derive both theoretical implications, such as the reinforcement or reevaluation of existing models, and practical implications, such as technical or policy recommendations. Through this comprehensive approach, the discussion becomes more than a simple commentary on the results it evolves into a structured scientific argument that guides the reader logically and convincingly toward the study’s main conclusions. 
Conclusion
In this section, the author presents a brief conclusion of the research findings with recommendations for advanced researchers or general readers. A conclusion may review the main points of the paper, but it should not simply replicate the abstract as a conclusion.
The author should not only outline the major shortcomings and limitations of the study, which may reduce the validity of the work, thus raising questions from readers (whether or how these limitations in the research may have affected the results and conclusions). Limitations require critical assessment and interpretation of their impact. The author should answer the question: is this an issue with errors, methodology, validity, or otherwise?
Writing an academic article is a challenging but highly rewarding endeavor. Hopefully, the guidelines presented here will allow you to write your first academic paper relatively easily. However, students often underestimate the time required to produce a "final-ready" effort. You cannot write a proper research article over the weekend or even within a week. Therefore, it is crucial to give yourself ample time at least three to four weeks to work on successive drafts. 
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Supporting Information
All data used in this study are provided by the authors in the form of links or appendices as part of their commitment to transparency, data openness, and scientific accountability. Example:
This study uses initial data on the freshness level or health condition of the research object, which are presented in the main dataset Link Data. Subsequently, the data underwent a standardization process to ensure a more uniform scale and format, making them suitable for use in the analysis stage. The standardized dataset was then used as the primary processed data in the testing and modeling processes of this study, as presented in the normalized dataset Appendix.
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