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	The abstract is a concise and comprehensive summary that represents the entire content of the scientific article. It should include: (1) the background or rationale of the study, (2) the research objectives, (3) the methodology employed, (4) the principal findings without presenting detailed numerical results, and (5) the conclusions, implications, or contributions of the research. The abstract must be written as a single paragraph consisting of 150–200 words, using clear, formal, objective, concise, and informative academic language. It should not contain citations or references, tables, figures, or abbreviations that have not been defined upon their first appearance. The abstract should provide a comprehensive overview of the study, enabling readers to quickly understand the research objectives, methods, findings, and conclusions. In accordance with the DBJ Journal guidelines, the abstract should be formatted in 10-point Times New Roman with single-line spacing.
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INTRODUCTION
The introduction serves to establish a scientific rationale for the importance of the study and to explain its position within the existing body of literature. This section should be organized logically and systematically, beginning with a broad phenomenon or issue and progressing toward a more specific research problem. The introduction should provide the research context, identify the research gap, explain the study objectives, and clearly articulate the novelty and contributions of the research.
Authors should support their arguments with relevant and up-to-date literature and present a discussion that includes:
1. Background of the Problem, namely a global phenomenon or issue relevant to the research topic, supported by current data and information obtained from official and credible sources.
2. Empirical Phenomenon, referring to the specific conditions, trends, or issues that constitute the focus of the study, accompanied by relevant supporting evidence and data.
3. Research Gap, identified from previous studies, such as inconsistent findings, methodological limitations, underexplored research contexts, or variables that have not been adequately examined.
4. Research Questions and Objectives, formulated clearly and specifically, and aligned with the research problem under investigation.
5. Novelty and Research Contributions, explicitly described. Research contributions may include theoretical contributions, such as the development, extension, integration, modification, or re-examination of a theory or model, as well as practical contributions in the form of managerial, policy, or societal implications.
In general, the introduction should follow the following structure: background → empirical phenomenon → brief literature review → research gap → research objectives → novelty and research contributions, thereby providing readers with a clear understanding of the urgency and relevance of the study.

LITERATURE REVIEW
The literature review aims to establish the theoretical and conceptual foundation of the study and to explain the relationship between theory, previous research findings, and the research problem under investigation. This section is intended to address the research questions and support the achievement of the study objectives from a theoretical or conceptual perspective. It should provide a critical synthesis of relevant literature to strengthen the scientific rationale, identify research gaps, and support the development of research hypotheses or propositions.
The literature review should include:
1. Theoretical Foundation, which explains the principal theories employed in the study, key concepts, underlying theoretical assumptions, and the relevance of the theories in explaining the relationships among variables or the phenomena being investigated.
2. Review of Previous Studies, which presents a critical synthesis of relevant empirical findings. Rather than summarizing studies individually, the discussion should focus on identifying patterns of findings, consistencies and inconsistencies in results, limitations of prior research, and research gaps that warrant further investigation.
3. Conceptual Framework or Research Framework, developed based on established theories and prior research findings to explain the relationships among variables or the phenomena under study. In quantitative research, the framework should be presented as a model illustrating the relationships among variables. In qualitative research, the conceptual framework should depict the focus and direction of the analysis. The research model should be presented in the form of a clear and comprehensible figure or diagram.
4. Research Hypotheses or Propositions, formulated on the basis of theoretical arguments and supported by evidence from previous studies. Each hypothesis or proposition should demonstrate a logical connection among the underlying theory, prior empirical findings, and the research objectives.
	Overall, the literature review should be critical, analytical, and argumentative rather than merely descriptive. Authors are encouraged to prioritize references from reputable peer-reviewed academic journals published within the last ten years, except for seminal works or foundational theories that are essential to the study. This approach enables the literature review to clearly position the research within the broader development of knowledge while strengthening its academic and theoretical foundation.

METHODOLOGY
The research methodology should provide a detailed explanation of how the study was conducted to ensure transparency, validity, and replicability, enabling other researchers to reproduce the research process.
Authors should clearly describe the following:
1. Research Design: The research approach employed, such as quantitative, qualitative, or mixed-methods research.
2. Population and Sampling Procedures: The target population, sampling technique, sample size, and respondent selection criteria, or the criteria for selecting informants in qualitative studies.
3. Data Collection Methods: The techniques used to gather data, such as surveys, interviews, observations, experiments, or document analysis.
4. Research Instruments and Measurement Techniques: For quantitative studies, authors should specify the source of the instruments, measurement scales, and indicators used to operationalize the variables.
5. Data Analysis Techniques and Software: The analytical methods applied and the software utilized for data processing and analysis.
6. Research Period: The time frame or period during which the study was conducted.
7. Ethical Considerations (if applicable): Including informed consent from participants, data confidentiality and privacy protection, and approval from an ethics committee or institutional review board when required.
The methodology section should demonstrate the study’s transparency, validity, reliability, and replicability. The selected methodological approach must be appropriate and aligned with the research objectives and research questions.

RESULTS
The Results section should present research findings objectively, systematically, and based on empirical evidence without extensive interpretation.mResults should be organized according to the research objectives and may be presented using text, tables, figures, graphs, or diagrams as appropriate.
Figure and Diagram Guidelines:
1. Figures should be centered and presented in high resolution. 
2. Figure captions should be placed below the figure. 
3. Figures should be numbered consecutively (Figure 1, Figure 2, etc.). 
4. Captions should be written in Times New Roman, 10 pt. 
5. All figures must be referenced and explained in the main text.
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 Figure 1. Bootsrapping Output
Source: Data analysis results, 2026.
All tables must be clearly titled and presented in a consistent format. Tables should be centered on the page, with the table title placed above the table. The width of the table title should correspond to the width of the table, and the title should be aligned consistently.
The following requirements apply to all tables:
1. Tables must be centered on the page. 
2. Table titles should appear above the table. 
3. Tables should be numbered consecutively (Table 1, Table 2, etc.). 
4. Titles should be concise and informative.
Notes:
a) Table titles should clearly describe the content rather than using generic labels such as “Descriptive Statistics”. 
b) Use sentence case for table titles. 
c) Table numbers should appear above the table. 
d) Units of measurement should be included in column headings. 
e) Tables should be understandable independently of the main text.
Table 1. Descriptive Statistics of Distance and Speed
	Distance (m)
	Speed (m/s)

	100
	23.56

	150
	34.64

	200
	23.76

	250
	27.9


      Source: Statistics Indonesia (BPS), 2026.
Findings should be presented according to the sequence of the research objectives.

DISCUSSION
The Discussion section aims to interpret, evaluate, and critically explain the meaning of the research findings by relating them to relevant theories, concepts, and previous studies. This section should not merely restate the results; rather, it should provide scientific arguments regarding the significance of the findings, their contribution to the advancement of knowledge, and their implications for practice and policy.
The discussion should be analytical, logical, critical, and argumentative, demonstrating clear connections among empirical findings, the theoretical framework, and relevant prior research. All interpretations, evaluations, and arguments must be grounded in the empirical evidence obtained from the study and supported by credible and up-to-date literature. The discussion should be organized according to the main findings, following the sequence of the research objectives, research questions, or hypotheses. Each finding should be systematically discussed through interpretation, theoretical linkage, comparison with previous studies, and analysis of its contribution to knowledge and practice before a synthesis is presented to highlight the overall contribution of the study.
	In this section, authors should:
1. Interpret the research findings by explaining their meaning, relevance, and the factors that may have influenced their emergence, while developing a scientific argument regarding their importance in explaining the phenomenon under investigation. 
2. Relate the findings to the underlying theories or concepts and explain whether the results support, extend, refine, modify, or challenge the theoretical framework adopted in the study. 
3. Compare the findings with previous studies to identify similarities, differences, trends, and possible explanations for divergent results. 
4. Explain the significance of the findings, both academically and practically, and demonstrate the added value provided relative to existing research. 
5. Demonstrate how the findings address the identified research gap presented in the introduction. 
6. Discuss the theoretical implications, including contributions to the development of relevant concepts, models, conceptual frameworks, or theories. 
7. Discuss practical and policy implications, including recommendations for organizations, practitioners, policymakers, and other relevant stakeholders. 
8. Analyze unexpected findings, contradictory results, non-significant relationships, or unforeseen patterns, and provide plausible explanations based on theory, research context, and available empirical evidence. 
9. Identify unresolved issues or areas requiring further investigation, thereby providing directions for future research. 
10. Conclude the discussion by emphasizing the study’s principal contributions to the development of theory, knowledge, and practice within the relevant field.
Each major finding should be analyzed using the following sequence:
Finding → Interpretation → Explanation of Underlying Causes → Theoretical Linkage → Comparison with Previous Studies → Significance of the Finding → Contribution to the Research Gap → Theoretical and Practical Implications
By following this structure, findings are not merely reported but are meaningfully interpreted, supported by relevant theories and literature, compared with prior research, and linked to the study’s contribution in addressing the research gap, advancing knowledge, and generating practical value.
After all major findings have been discussed, authors should provide a synthesis of the discussion that highlights the interrelationships among the findings, demonstrates how the study addresses the identified research gap, explains its contribution to the development of relevant theories or concepts, and outlines its implications for practice and policy. This synthesis serves as a bridge to the conclusion section.
	Issues to Avoid in the Discussion Section:
1. Repeating research results descriptively without providing analysis or interpretation. 
2. Introducing new theories that are not directly related to the research findings. 
3. Discussing issues that are not supported by the study data. 
4. Ignoring findings that differ from or contradict existing theories and previous research. 
5. Making exaggerated claims without sufficient empirical evidence and supporting references.

CONCLUSION
The Conclusion section aims to provide a concise synthesis of the study’s principal findings and contributions based on the analysis and discussion presented in the preceding sections. Rather than merely summarizing the contents of the article, the conclusion should emphasize the scientific meaning and significance of the research findings.
The conclusion should be developed based on the research objectives and the key findings obtained from the study, rather than serving as a simple summary of the article. Accordingly, it should clearly demonstrate how the findings address the research questions or objectives and highlight the contributions generated by the research.
The conclusion should:
1. Address the research objectives that were formulated at the outset of the study. 
2. Highlight the principal findings derived from the research. 
3. Explain the theoretical contributions to the advancement of knowledge, concepts, or relevant theories. 
4. Discuss the practical implications for practitioners, organizations, policymakers, or other relevant stakeholders. 
5. Emphasize the significance and relevance of the findings in both academic and practical contexts. 
	The conclusion must be based entirely on the empirical evidence presented in the study. Authors should not introduce new data, analyses, interpretations, or arguments that have not been discussed in the previous sections.

RESEARCH LIMITATIONS AND FUTURE RESEARCH DIRECTIONS
This section demonstrates the author's academic rigor and critical reflection. Authors are expected to acknowledge and discuss the limitations of the study objectively while providing constructive recommendations for future research development (Prastowo et al., 2024).
This section should include:
1. Methodological Limitations, such as limitations related to sample size, sampling techniques, research instruments, research variables, or the analytical approaches employed.
2. Contextual Limitations, including constraints associated with the scope of the study, respondent characteristics, data sources, sample composition, research setting, geographical location, or the industry/sector examined.
3. Future Research Directions, highlighting opportunities for theoretical advancement, such as testing more comprehensive conceptual models, incorporating additional variables, or integrating alternative theoretical perspectives.
4. Recommendations for Future Studies, including the application of alternative research methods, longitudinal research designs, cross-country or cross-industry comparative studies, and the exploration of emerging issues relevant to the continued development of the field.
The discussion of limitations should be presented transparently and critically, while future research recommendations should be specific, feasible, and logically derived from the findings and limitations of the current study. This approach helps strengthen the credibility of the research and contributes to the ongoing advancement of scholarly knowledge.
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Manuscript Formatting
· Font: Times New Roman, 11 pt 
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· Paper Size: A4 
· Layout: Single Column 
· Margins: 2.5 cm on all sides 
· Approximately 10 pages excluding references (maximum 20 pages including tables and figures)

Recommendations For High-Quality Manuscripts
· Use 40–60 high-quality references for empirical studies. 
· Clearly establish the research gap, novelty, and theoretical contribution. 
· Avoid excessive theoretical exposition. 
· Strengthen the discussion by engaging with recent international literature. 
· Use clear, concise, coherent, and persuasive academic writing.
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