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Structure of your paper 

Structure: Please set your paper out in the standard research-reporting structure of:
         Abstract (approx 200 words)
         Introduction: State clearly your rationale, contextual information, foreshadow research basis (discipline, literature examples) (approx 300 words)
         Literature review: Outline the main research areas upon which your paper draws (approx 500 words)
         Methodology: Outline the (a) methods, (b) data collection and (c) analysis techniques your research draws on. If it is a macro-analysis of much research (your own or others’), then ‘macro-analysis’ becomes your methodology (approx 300 words)
         Results and discussion: ... but it is acceptable to have ‘Results’ as one sub-heading and ‘Discussion’ as another. Many academics combine these two depending on the discipline. In this section, report the results of your research in a systematic and logical way. Your discussion can be interspersed with the results or at the end of the results section (approx 2,000 words)
         Synthesis: Use this section to analyse your discussion points from previous section, and synthesise them into a coherent and concise statement (approx 300 words)
         Summary, conclusions and implications: 
        First provide a one paragraph summary of what you have presented in the paper
        Second, state what your findings/conclusions are in relation to your topic clearly and concisely (point form is acceptable here)
        Third, state concisely and simply what the implications of the reported research are for practice, policy and further research (approx 400 words)
Abstract 

Approximately 200 words 

Introduction 

State clearly your rationale, contextual information, foreshadow research basis (discipline, literature examples) (approx 300 words)

Literature Review

Outline the main research areas upon which your paper draws (approx 500 words) 

Methodology

Outline the (a) methods, (b) data collection and (c) analysis techniques your research draws on. If it is a macro-analysis of much research (your own or others’), then ‘macro-analysis’ becomes your methodology (approx 300 words) 

Results and Discussion

but it is acceptable to have ‘Results’ as one sub-heading and ‘Discussion’ as another. Many academics combine these two depending on the discipline. In this section, report the results of your research in a systematic and logical way. Your discussion can be interspersed with the results or at the end of the results section (approx 2,000 words) 

Synthesis

Use this section to analyse your discussion points from previous section, and synthesise them into a coherent and concise statement (approx 300 words) 

Summary, Conclusions and Implications

· First provide a one paragraph summary of what you have presented in the paper

· Second, state what your findings/conclusions are in relation to community management of food security clearly and concisely (point form is acceptable here)

· Third, state concisely and simply what the implications of the reported research are for practice, policy and further research (approx 400 words)
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