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1. Abstract should be written in the following sequence: 1) the research short problem(s) you investigated; 2) the
purpose/aim of the study; 3) the research method; 4) the major findings or trends found as a result of your analysis;
and, 5) the conclusions: a brief summary of your interpretations, research implications and recommendations.

2. In general, the background information should indicate the root of the problem being studied, appropriate context of
the problem in relation to theory, research, and/or practice, its scope, and the extent to which previous studies have
successfully investigated the problem, noting, in particular, where gaps exist that your study attempts to address. In
specific, author should provide more evidences why this research is importatnt to study and it should be clearly stated
on the introduction. A good introduction consists of: 1) The importance of the study, 2) Research gaps, what have
been done and left? What are the shortcomings of previous studies? 4) What gaps of previous studies the present
study would like to fill up? 5) What is the novelty of the study? 6) Objectives of the study, 7) Contribution of the study,
and 8) Organization of the study.

3. Basically, the results and discussion sections have two different objectives. The results section is where you report the
findings of your study based upon the methodology you applied to gather information. The results section should state
the findings of the research arranged in a logical sequence without bias or interpretation. A section describing results
is particularly necessary if your paper includes data generated from your own research. The discussion section
interprets and describes the significance of your findings in light of what was already known about the research
problem being investigated, and to explain any new understanding or insights about the problem after you've taken the
findings into consideration. The discussion will always connect to the introduction by way of the research questions or
hypotheses you posed and the literature you reviewed, but it does not simply repeat or rearrange the introduction; the
discussion should always explain how your study has moved the reader's understanding of the research problem

forward from where you left them at the end of the introduction.
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