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	Abstract completeness:
All 5 required elements present, clearly articulated, and consistent with article content.
1. Purpose: A clear statement of the research objective or problem addressed.
1. Methodology: A concise description of the research methods employed.
1. Main results: The principal findings or outcomes of the research.
1. Degree of originality/novelty: An explicit articulation of the contribution to the field.
1. Practical implications: Where applicable, the potential real-world applications or policy relevance of the findings.
	
	
	
	
	

	Introduction 
- minimum 3 peer-reviewed sources cited;
- research gap identified; 
- research question/objective stated.
	
	
	
	
	

	Literature review 
- coherence between the approached topic and the cited literature.
	
	
	
	
	

	Methodology 
- appropriate method selected; 
- data sources and instruments clearly described.
	
	
	
	
	

	Results 
- findings clearly presented; 
- consistent with stated objectives; 
- tables/figures properly labeled.
	
	
	
	
	

	Discussion 
- results interpreted in light of literature.
	
	
	
	
	

	Conclusions 
- brief synthesis of the results.
	
	
	
	
	

	Formal compliance
- template, page limit (max. 8); 
- keywords (4–7); 
- APA references.
	
	
	
	
	

	Overall writing quality
clarity, coherence, academic register, logical structure of the article.
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