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The abstract must be written in English as a single, coherent paragraph of 150–220 words. It should provide a concise and accurate overview of the research, covering four essential components: (1) Background and Purpose: Briefly introduce the educational problem, explain its significance, and state the specific research objective; (2) Methods: Describe the research design, participants or data sources, data collection procedures, and analytical methods. For review articles, specify the review approach, literature search and selection procedures, and synthesis method; (3) Results: Present the most important findings, supported by specific evidence, relevant statistical results, or clearly identified qualitative themes. Avoid general statements that do not communicate actual findings; and (4) Conclusion and Implications: Summarize the principal conclusion, highlight the study's originality or scholarly contribution, and explain its implications for elementary education theory, policy, or practice. The abstract must accurately reflect the manuscript and should not contain citations, tables, figures, unnecessary abbreviations, unsupported claims, or information not presented in the article. Provide 3–5 specific keywords that represent the principal concepts, research focus, and educational context of the study. Separate keywords using semicolons.
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1. Introduction
The Introduction should present a clear, logical, and evidence-based argument explaining the research context, theoretical foundation, research gap, novelty, and objectives. Authors are encouraged to follow the Context–Literature–Gap–Novelty–Objectives (C–L–G–N–O) framework to ensure a coherent progression of ideas. Begin by introducing the educational context, identifying a specific research problem, and explaining its significance using credible evidence. The writing pattern is Context + Problem + Evidence + Significance. For example, "Reading comprehension is essential for elementary students' academic development. However, [specific problem supported by evidence] highlights the need for further investigation into effective literacy instruction."

The next part should critically synthesize relevant theories and previous studies, highlighting important findings, similarities, contradictions, and methodological limitations. The writing pattern is Relevant Theory + Previous Findings + Critical Synthesis. For example, "Previous studies have examined guided reading in elementary classrooms ([Author, Year]; [Author, Year]). However, their findings differ regarding [specific aspect], suggesting the need for further investigation." Authors should prioritize recent, reputable scholarly literature while incorporating foundational theories when relevant. Avoid presenting previous studies as a sequence of unrelated summaries.
Based on the literature synthesis, authors should explicitly identify the research gap by explaining what remains insufficiently investigated, theoretically unresolved, or methodologically limited. The writing pattern is Existing Knowledge + Research Limitation + Unresolved Issue. For example, "Although previous studies have investigated guided reading, limited evidence is available concerning [specific underexplored aspect] in [relevant context]." The gap must be supported by credible references rather than merely identifying a different research location.
The following part should explain the study's novelty and scholarly contribution, demonstrating how the proposed research addresses the identified gap. The writing pattern is Research Gap + Distinctive Approach + Expected Contribution. For example, "Unlike previous studies focusing primarily on overall reading achievement, this study examines [specific dimension] to provide a more detailed understanding of reading comprehension." Contributions may be theoretical, empirical, methodological, or practical, but claims of novelty must remain specific and defensible.
Conclude the Introduction by clearly stating the research objectives or questions and their relevance to the identified gap. The writing pattern is Research Gap + Specific Objective + Expected Contribution. For example, "Therefore, this study aims to examine [specific research focus] among [target population] and contribute to evidence-based literacy instruction in elementary education." For Review Articles, emphasize the limitations or inconsistencies in existing evidence, the rationale for conducting a review, and the objectives of the proposed synthesis.
The Introduction should be written as a continuous academic narrative without unnecessary subheadings. All factual claims must be supported by authentic and verifiable references following APA 7th Edition. Illustrative examples and placeholders must be replaced with original, study-specific content before submission.

2. Methods
The Methods section should clearly describe how the research was designed, conducted, and analyzed to ensure methodological transparency, rigor, and reproducibility. Authors are encouraged to follow the WHAT–WHY–HOW–QUALITY framework, explaining what methods were employed, why they were appropriate, how the research procedures were implemented, and how methodological quality was ensured. Begin by identifying the research approach and design, followed by a justification of their suitability for addressing the research objectives. The writing pattern is Research Approach + Research Design + Methodological Justification. For example, "This study employed a quasi-experimental design with a nonequivalent control group to examine differences in reading comprehension outcomes between students receiving guided reading instruction and those receiving conventional instruction."
The next paragraph should describe the research setting, participants, or data sources, sampling procedures, and relevant selection criteria. The writing pattern is Research Setting + Participants + Sampling Technique + Selection Criteria. For example, "The participants consisted of [number] fourth-grade students from [school or educational setting], selected using [sampling technique] based on [selection criteria]." Authors should justify the appropriateness of the sample or data sources and provide sufficient contextual information while protecting participants' identities. Claims of statistical representativeness must be supported by the sampling design.
Subsequently, explain the research instruments, data collection procedures, and measures used to establish methodological quality. The writing pattern is Research Instruments + Data Collection Procedures + Validity/Reliability or Trustworthiness. For example, "Data were collected using [instrument] administered before and after the intervention. Instrument quality was assessed through [relevant validation or reliability procedures]." Authors should describe instrument development or adaptation, intervention procedures where applicable, and appropriate measures of validity, reliability, credibility, or trustworthiness. The information must be sufficiently detailed to allow readers to evaluate the quality of the research.
The data analysis procedures should then be explained according to the research design and types of evidence collected. The writing pattern is Data Type + Analytical Technique + Analytical Purpose. For example, "Quantitative data were analyzed using descriptive statistics and [appropriate statistical test] to examine [specified outcome or relationship]." Quantitative studies should report relevant analytical assumptions and statistical procedures, while qualitative studies should explain coding, theme development, and interpretive analysis. Mixed-methods studies should describe how quantitative and qualitative findings were integrated. Authors should specify analytical software when relevant and ensure that their conclusions do not exceed the capabilities of the research design.
Ethical considerations must be reported when relevant, particularly for research involving elementary school students. Authors should describe ethical approval where required, institutional permissions, informed consent, parental or guardian consent, age-appropriate child assent, and measures protecting participant confidentiality. For example, "Ethical approval was obtained from [authorized ethics committee, approval number if applicable], and informed consent and child assent were obtained where required." Such statements must reflect procedures actually completed; authors must not claim ethical approval or consent that was not obtained.
For Review Articles, the Methods section should explain the review design, databases and information sources, search strategies and dates, eligibility criteria, study-selection procedures, evidence appraisal where appropriate, and synthesis methods. The writing pattern is Review Design + Search Strategy + Eligibility Criteria + Study Selection + Evidence Synthesis. For example, "This review employed [review design] to synthesize research on [topic]. Relevant studies were identified through [databases] using [search terms], selected according to predefined criteria, and synthesized using [analytical approach]." Systematic reviews should follow PRISMA 2020, and scoping reviews should follow PRISMA-ScR, where applicable.
The Methods section should be written in a clear, objective, and coherent academic style. Authors must report procedures actually performed, justify important methodological decisions, and provide appropriate ethical and quality safeguards. All illustrative examples and placeholders in this template must be replaced with accurate, study-specific information before submission.

3. Results
The Results section should present the research findings clearly, objectively, and systematically in accordance with the research objectives or questions. Authors should organize the findings into numbered subsections that reflect the principal results or analytical themes. Each subsection title should be specific, informative, and focused on WHAT was found, rather than merely describing the research activity. The recommended writing pattern is Research Objective + Principal Finding + Supporting Evidence. For example, "The analysis revealed that [principal finding], as demonstrated by [relevant statistical results, observations, or qualitative evidence]." Findings should be supported by actual data without extensive theoretical interpretation, which belongs in the Discussion section.

3.1 Changes in Students' Reading Comprehension Outcomes
This subsection illustrates how to report the first principal finding by presenting relevant evidence and explaining the observed results objectively. The recommended writing pattern is Key Finding + Supporting Data + Factual Description. For quantitative research, authors should report relevant descriptive and inferential statistics, including means, standard deviations, statistical test results, effect sizes, and confidence intervals where appropriate. For example, "The analysis showed that students' reading comprehension scores [increased/decreased/remained unchanged] from [pre-test value] to [post-test value]. The statistical analysis indicated [test result], with [relevant effect size or confidence interval]." For qualitative research, findings should be presented as themes or patterns supported by observations, interview excerpts, or other authentic evidence. All numerical values and statements must accurately reflect the research data.
[image: ]
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Tables and figures may be included to clarify significant findings. Each table or figure should be numbered consecutively, provided with a descriptive title, and explicitly referred to in the text. The recommended writing pattern is Table/Figure Reference + Principal Finding + Supporting Evidence. For example, "As presented in Table 1, [principal finding], indicating [directly observable pattern]." Avoid repeating all information already presented in tables or figures. Tables should use a clear academic format without unnecessary vertical lines, while figures must accurately represent the underlying data and include source acknowledgment where applicable.
Table 1. 
Styles and their Functions.
	No
	Style Name
	Function

	1
	Abstract
	Abstract

	2
	Keywords
	Keywords

	3
	Heading 1
	Heading 1

	4
	Heading 2
	Heading 2

	5
	Heading 3
	Heading 3


Source: the source of the table must be written in 9 pt size
3.2 Patterns of Student Engagement in Guided Reading Activities
This subsection illustrates how to present the second principal finding by identifying relevant patterns, differences, or relationships supported by research evidence. The recommended writing pattern is Principal Theme or Pattern + Supporting Evidence + Factual Explanation. For example, "The analysis identified [number] patterns of student engagement, including [Pattern 1], [Pattern 2], and [Pattern 3]. These patterns were observed through [specific observations, interview responses, or documented activities]." Authors should describe the findings systematically and include representative evidence where appropriate. For mixed-methods research, quantitative and qualitative results should be presented clearly, with their integration explained when relevant.
For Review Articles, the Results section should report the outcomes of literature identification and selection, the characteristics of included studies, and the principal findings of the evidence synthesis. Subsection titles should reflect the actual synthesis themes rather than empirical classroom outcomes. The recommended writing pattern is Included Studies + Synthesis Theme + Supporting Evidence. For example, "A total of [number] studies met the eligibility criteria. The synthesis identified [principal theme], supported by findings from [relevant included studies]." Systematic reviews should include an appropriate PRISMA flow diagram, while other review types should present evidence according to their methodological approach.
The Results section should focus on WHAT the study found, while explanations of WHY the findings occurred and HOW they relate to theories and previous research should be developed in the Discussion. Subsection titles should correspond to the actual research findings, and additional subsections may be included when scientifically necessary. The titles, examples, and placeholders provided in this template are illustrative and must be replaced with the authors' actual research findings before submission.

4. Discussion
The Discussion section should critically interpret the principal findings, explain their significance, and demonstrate their contribution to elementary education scholarship. Authors are encouraged to apply the Point–Reason–Evidence–Conclusion (PREC) framework to develop coherent and evidence-based arguments. The recommended writing pattern is Principal Finding + Possible Explanation + Supporting Evidence + Scholarly Implication. Unlike the Results section, which reports WHAT was found, the Discussion should explain WHY the findings may have occurred, HOW they relate to previous research, and WHAT they contribute to existing knowledge. The Discussion may be organized into numbered subsections corresponding to the main findings, but each subsection title should emphasize an explanatory factor, interpretation, or theoretical meaning rather than simply repeat the Results title.
4.1 Explaining Changes in Students' Reading Comprehension
This subsection illustrates how to interpret the first principal finding by explaining possible reasons for the observed changes in reading comprehension. Authors should connect their interpretation with relevant theoretical perspectives, research evidence, and previous studies. The recommended writing pattern is Principal Finding + Theoretical Explanation + Comparison with Previous Studies + Scholarly Implication. For example, "The observed changes in students' reading comprehension may be associated with [relevant instructional or contextual factor]. From the perspective of [relevant theory], this finding can be interpreted as [theoretical explanation]. This interpretation is consistent with [Author, Year], who reported [verified finding], but differs from [Author, Year], possibly because of [methodological or contextual difference]. These findings contribute to understanding [specific scholarly contribution]." Authors should critically examine similarities and differences between studies rather than merely state whether their findings agree with previous research. Explanations must remain consistent with the research design and should not imply causality without sufficient evidence.
4.2 Understanding the Role of Teacher Guidance in Student Engagement
This subsection illustrates how to explain the second principal finding by examining the possible educational, psychological, or contextual factors underlying students' engagement in guided reading activities. The recommended writing pattern is Observed Pattern + Explanatory Factor + Supporting Literature + Educational Implication. For example, "The patterns of student engagement identified in this study may be explained by [specific aspect of teacher guidance or classroom interaction]. According to [relevant theoretical perspective], [explanation supported by theory]. Previous research by [Author, Year] suggests [verified related finding], providing a basis for interpreting [specific observed pattern]. These insights may inform [instructional practice, teacher professional development, or classroom learning strategy]." Authors should clarify how their findings extend, refine, or challenge existing knowledge while distinguishing evidence-based interpretations from speculative explanations.
The Discussion should also address the study's limitations and future research directions. The recommended writing pattern is Research Limitation + Implications for Interpretation + Future Research Recommendation. For example, "This study was limited by [specific limitation], which may affect [generalizability, transferability, or interpretation]. Future research should investigate [specific unresolved issue] using [appropriate methodological approach]." Limitations should be discussed transparently, and the proposed recommendations should follow logically from the findings.
For Review Articles, Discussion subsections should explain WHY patterns, inconsistencies, or differences emerge across the reviewed studies, considering theoretical perspectives, methodological variations, and research contexts. The recommended writing pattern is Synthesized Finding + Critical Explanation + Comparison of Evidence + Scholarly Implication. For example, "Differences in the reported outcomes may be associated with variations in [study design, instructional procedures, participant characteristics, or assessment methods]. This interpretation highlights [specific contribution or unresolved issue]."
The Discussion must provide a critical interpretation of the findings rather than repeat the Results. Subsection titles should communicate an explanatory or analytical focus, while all interpretations must be supported by actual research evidence and authentic scholarly references following APA 7th Edition. Authors should avoid unsupported causal claims, exaggerated contributions, selective citations, and conclusions that exceed the available evidence. All illustrative examples and placeholders must be replaced with original, study-specific content before submission.

5. Conclusion
The Conclusion should provide a concise, coherent, and evidence-based synthesis of the study's principal findings, scholarly contributions, and educational implications. Authors are encouraged to follow the writing pattern Principal Findings + Research Objectives + Scholarly Contribution + Practical Implications. Begin by directly answering the research questions or objectives without merely repeating the Results or Discussion sections. For example, "This study concludes that [principal finding] in relation to [specific research objective]. The findings indicate [key conclusion supported by the research evidence]." Conclusions must accurately reflect the findings and remain consistent with the research design.
The following sentences should emphasize the study's novelty and scholarly contribution, explaining how the findings address the research gap identified in the Introduction. The recommended writing pattern is Research Gap + Main Contribution + Theoretical or Practical Significance. For example, "By examining [specific research focus], this study contributes to a deeper understanding of [relevant educational concept or phenomenon]. The findings provide insights into [specific theoretical contribution] and may inform [relevant teaching practices, curriculum development, educational assessment, or teacher professional development]." Authors should clearly distinguish demonstrated contributions from potential applications and avoid exaggerated claims of originality or impact.
Where relevant, the Conclusion may briefly acknowledge the study's principal limitations and propose specific directions for future research. The recommended writing pattern is Research Limitation + Future Research Direction. For example, "Given the limitations related to [specific limitation], future studies should investigate [unresolved issue] using [appropriate research approach]." Recommendations should be realistic, directly related to the findings, and scientifically justified.
For Review Articles, the Conclusion should synthesize the main insights derived from the reviewed literature, explain how the synthesis addresses the review objectives, and highlight its contribution to existing knowledge. The recommended writing pattern is Principal Synthesis + Knowledge Contribution + Educational Implications + Future Research Needs. For example, "This review indicates that [principal synthesized finding] across the included studies. The synthesis contributes to understanding [specific research topic] and highlights the need for further investigation into [identified research gap]."
The Conclusion should generally be presented in one or two coherent paragraphs without subheadings, bullet points, new data, or additional references unless essential. Avoid unsupported causal claims, excessive repetition, and conclusions that extend beyond the available evidence. All illustrative examples and placeholders must be replaced with original, study-specific content before submission.
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