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	ABSTRACT
Objectives: This section should provide a concise but informative statement of the purpose of the research. Authors should clearly identify the main research problem, explain the context in which the study was conducted, and state the specific objectives, research questions, or hypotheses addressed. The objective should help readers understand why the study was necessary and what contribution it aims to make to the existing body of knowledge.
Material and Methods: This section should describe the overall research design, study setting, data sources, sample or population, sampling method, variables, instruments, procedures, and analytical techniques used in the study. Authors should provide enough information to allow readers to understand how the research was conducted and, where applicable, how the study could be replicated. For empirical studies, this may include statistical models, software, validity and reliability procedures, and ethical considerations.
Results: This section should summarize the most important findings of the study in a clear and logical manner. Authors should present results that directly relate to the stated objectives or hypotheses. Numerical results, trends, comparisons, relationships, or significant outcomes may be included where relevant. The results should be factual and should avoid lengthy interpretation, which should be reserved for the discussion section.
Conclusion: This section should briefly state the main conclusion drawn from the findings. Authors should explain the significance of the results, highlight the practical, theoretical, or policy implications of the study, and indicate how the research contributes to the field. Where appropriate, recommendations for future research or professional practice may also be included.
Keywords: Four to six keywords that represent the topic, methods, setting, and main concepts of the study.
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INTRODUCTION
The introduction should provide a clear overview of the research topic and establish the context of the study. Authors should begin by presenting the broader background of the issue, followed by a more focused explanation of the specific problem being investigated. This section should demonstrate the relevance and importance of the study by referring to current debates, practical challenges, theoretical concerns, or gaps in previous research.
[image: ]Authors should also explain why the topic deserves further investigation and how the present study contributes to the field. 
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The introduction should normally include a statement of the research problem, the purpose of the study, the research objectives or questions, and, where applicable, the hypotheses. The final part of the introduction may briefly outline the structure of the paper. A literature review usually comes next, once the background and problem statement have been laid out. This is where prior studies on the topic are brought together and organized around the debates or mechanisms that matter for the current paper, rather than listed one after another. The review should close by pointing to the specific gap that this study fills, since that gap is what justifies the paper's contribution.
Section
A heading at this level divides a long section into its major parts. In a paper built around BRICS and MINT economies, for example, one part might cover the theoretical link between the variables under study, and another might cover what the empirical literature has found so far. Each part should make its own point rather than simply restating what came before it.
Sub Section
A sub-heading breaks a major part down further, for instance separating the discussion of data sources from the discussion of the variables built from that data. Before a table is introduced, the paragraph should tell the reader what the table shows and why it is there, rather than leaving the numbers to speak for themselves with no framing as in Table 1.
Table 1: Descriptive statistics of variables in the BRICS and MINT countries.
	BRICS countries

	Obs
	Mean
	Std. Dev.
	Min
	Max

	175
	1.160063
	1.022653
	-3.082755
	2.681974

	175
	2.171870
	3.538607
	-8.503739
	5.199784

	175
	1.361868
	3.403102
	-9.105980
	4.547170

	175
	1.390530
	0.886918
	-0.403147
	2.834646

	175
	1.644281
	0.606449
	0.237957
	2.677505

	175
	2.835789
	0.970184
	1.163151
	3.970292

	175
	3.200201
	0.360309
	2.513295
	3.834500

	175
	3.649061
	0.379489
	2.718370
	4.705713

	175
	2.042138
	1.514221
	-1.522669
	7.988792

	175
	4.366917
	0.299685
	3.408354
	4.708800

	175
	-0.363590
	1.021056
	-4.335181
	1.022947

	MINT countries



Once the table has appeared, the paragraph that follows should walk through what stands out in it: which variables show the widest spread between minimum and maximum, which countries or years pull the mean in one direction, and whether any values look unusual enough to flag before moving on to the main analysis.
Descriptive statistics are only useful if they are tied back to the research question. A mean and standard deviation for GDP growth, energy intensity, or carbon emissions per capita should be discussed in terms of what they imply about the sample, not simply read back from the table in prose form.
Where two groups of countries are being compared, such as BRICS against MINT, the text should point out where the two sets of figures diverge and offer a first, tentative explanation grounded in what is already known about these economies, leaving the fuller explanation for later in the paper.
After the descriptive statistics have been discussed, the paragraph can move toward the correlation analysis that typically follows, explaining briefly why checking the relationships between variables matters before any regression or panel model is estimated.
A figure should be introduced by name before it appears and referred to again once the reader has seen it. The caption underneath should be able to stand on its own, so that a reader skimming only the figures and tables still understands what each one shows.
[image: ]
Figure 1: Qassim University Logo.
Figures should be positioned as close as possible to the point in the text where they are first mentioned. They must be numbered sequentially according to their appearance in the document, rather than the order in which they were created by the author, as illustrated in Figure 1. Similarly, mathematical equations should be formatted with precision and placed near the relevant discussion in the text. When presented within tables, it is recommended that borders be hidden to maintain a clean and professional layout, as demonstrated in Equation (1) below.
	
	(1)


A correlation table is usually read for two things: the strength and sign of each pairwise relationship, and any warning signs of collinearity between variables that will later sit together in the same regression. Where significance stars are used, as in this table, the text should state the threshold each one marks rather than assuming the reader will check the note underneath. Table 2: Descriptive statistics of variables in the BRICS and MINT countries.
Obs
Mean
Std. Dev.
Min
Max
175
1.160063
1.022653
-3.082755
2.681974
175
2.171870
3.538607
-8.503739
5.199784
175
1.361868
3.403102
-9.105980
4.547170
175
1.390530
0.886918
-0.403147
2.834646
175
1.644281
0.606449
0.237957
2.677505


METHODOLOGY
The methodology section should describe the study's design close enough so that another researcher could repeat it. This normally covers the type of data used, whether cross-sectional, panel, or time series, the countries, firms, or individuals in the sample, the period covered, how each variable was measured or constructed, and the econometric technique applied. Any diagnostic tests, robustness checks, or software used should be reported here too, along with the reasoning behind choosing one estimator over another.[image: ]
Figure 2. Landscape of Engineering Building at Qassim University

RESULTS
The results section reports what the analysis found, following the order in which the research questions or hypotheses were set out in the introduction. Coefficients, significance levels, and model fit statistics belong here, together with a plain description of what each one means in substantive terms. Explaining why a result occurred, or what it means for the wider literature, is better left for the discussion section that follows.


DISCUSSION
The discussion section sets the results against existing literature: do the findings agree with earlier studies on similar countries or periods, and if not, what might explain the difference? This is also the place to discuss the economic or policy mechanism behind a result, not only its statistical significance, and to be candid about any limitations in the data or method that qualify the findings.
CONCLUSION
The conclusion should restate the central finding of the paper in a sentence or two, without repeating the numbers already reported in the results section. A reader who has seen only the abstract and this section should still come away knowing what the study set out to do and what it found.
Beyond restating the finding, this section should explain what the study adds to the field, whether that is a new dataset, a country context that had not been examined before, a variable earlier work had left out, or a familiar question approached with a different method.
Where the findings carry implications for policymakers, central banks, or regulators, this is the place to spell them out concretely rather than in general terms. A recommendation is more useful when it is tied to a specific finding than when it could have been written before the study was carried out.
Every study has limitations, whether in sample size, data availability, the countries covered, or the assumptions built into the model, and naming them here is part of giving an honest account of what the paper can and cannot claim.
Suggestions for future research work best when they follow directly from a limitation just mentioned, or from a question the current data could not answer, rather than being a generic call for further study unconnected to what was actually found.
If the paper makes a theoretical contribution distinct from its policy relevance, this is where it should be stated: how the findings support, challenge, or extend an existing framework used in the field.
A short closing statement can tie the conclusion back to the motivation set out in the introduction, showing that the paper has answered the question it opened with.
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APPENDIX
An appendix holds material that supports the paper without needing to sit inside the main text: additional tables, variable definitions, a full list of countries or firms in the sample, robustness checks run with alternative model specifications, or mathematical derivations that would otherwise interrupt the flow of the methodology section. Each item should be labelled clearly enough that a reader can find it when referred to from the body of the paper.
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