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	Abstract
Purpose: This section outlines the overarching objectives and core hypotheses driving the investigation, establishing the theoretical framework and focal points of the study. 
Research Design and Methodology: This segment details the foundational structure of the research framework, including data collection protocols and analytical procedures. It comprehensively presents key parameters such as sample sizes, geographical settings, demographic profiles, variables, and control measures. Furthermore, it describes the specific research design and sampling techniques utilized to ensure methodological rigor. 
Findings and Discussion: This part synthesizes the primary outcomes of the study, incorporating empirical, correlational, or theoretical data as appropriate. It also provides a concise contextual interpretation and analytical breakdown of the results. 
Implications: This section bridges empirical insights with real-world applications, illustrating how the findings inform policy development and community practices. It concludes by proposing actionable recommendations for subsequent research and prospective avenues of study. 
Additionally, the abstract must be prepared in a single paragraph of no more than 200 words in English.



Introduction
The introduction must clearly articulate the study's core objectives and define the specific problem under investigation. To ensure academic rigor and smooth logical transitions typical of human-authored research in Community Partnerships and Impacts and Social Sciences, authors are encouraged to structure the background across four distinct parts:
This initial section outlines the foundational practical issues or theoretical dilemmas that prompt the investigation, establishing the real-world significance or academic necessity of the study.
This segment reviews contemporary literature surrounding the focal problem to establish a state-of-the-art overview of the research landscape. Crucially, it highlights the methodological or conceptual limitations inherent in these recent works.
This part bridges previous literature with the current study by pinpointing the exact gap between existing research and current empirical or theoretical needs. It contextualizes the study by summarizing relevant works and explaining how the authors' findings will challenge, complement, or extend prior contributions.
Grounded directly in the preceding gap analysis, this concluding paragraph explicitly states the overarching research questions and specific objectives. It also highlights the unique contribution and novelty of the research to the broader academic and community-focused discourse.


Literature Review
To ground the study within contemporary academic discourse and ensure analytical depth, this section examines the primary conceptual framework underpinning the research and reviews key empirical investigations from prior literature.
The investigation is anchored around key concepts that bridge theoretical abstractions with empirical realities, particularly within the domains of Community Partnerships and Impacts and Social Sciences.
A critical review of recent scholarship reveals a growing emphasis on collaborative paradigms, participatory governance, and evidence-based social impact measurement.
By addressing these identified limitations, the current study builds upon and extends the state-of-the-art in social science literature, offering fresh empirical insights into the efficacy of community partnerships.
Research Design and Methodology
This section provides a comprehensive overview of how the study was conducted, employing descriptive paragraphs to outline the operational framework without relying on excessive tables or formulas. Designed for clarity, conciseness, and reproducibility, the methodology section strictly details procedural steps rather than theoretical concepts, omitting standard statistical formulas in favor of clear methodological descriptions.
The structural flow of this section addresses several critical considerations to ensure rigorous evaluation: it verifies the suitability of the research design for addressing the core research questions, provides sufficient detail for independent replication, and clearly outlines the sequential procedures followed. Special attention is given to ensuring that sampling techniques are appropriate and that the study subjects, equipment, materials, and instruments are adequately described. Furthermore, it explicitly clarifies the types of data recorded and ensures precision in measurement descriptions, while providing in-depth explanations for any novel methodological approaches introduced.
Specifically, the methodology is organized around four core subject areas: Study Design: Clarifying the overarching research approach and evaluating its alignment with the study's objectives. Sample Population and Subjects: Detailing the specific characteristics of the target population, sampling criteria, and rationale for selection. Data Collection Techniques and Instrument Development: Describing the procedures used to gather data, the development and validation of research instruments, and the exact types of data recorded. Data Analysis Techniques: Outlining the analytical procedures, focusing on specific criteria and qualitative or quantitative protocols used to evaluate the data, while excluding standard, widely known formulas.
Findings and Discussion
Findings
This section is the central part of the article. It is where the author/s should explain in words what they discovered in the research. It should be laid out and in a logical sequence. The results of the study presented in this section are the result of a clean data analysis process, such as statistical calculations and testing or other processes for the achievement of its research. State the findings of the study concisely. If the authors want to display a table, use the following format. Table and figure have to be referred to in text, however referring it “above” or “below” should be avoided, for instance, avoid writing “based on Figure 1 below:…”.
Table 2.
Title of the table
	Variable
	Measurement
	n
	%

	Gender
	Man
	28
	66.66

	
	Woman
	14
	33.33

	Age (Years)
	26-30
	2
	4.76

	
	31-35
	6
	14.29

	
	36-40
	8
	19.05

	
	41-45
	3
	7.14

	
	46-50
	8
	19.05

	
	51-55
	15
	35.71

	Education Level
	Magister
	10
	23.80

	
	Bachelor
	24
	57.15

	
	Senior High School
	8
	19.05

	Work-length (Years)
	1-5
	3
	7.14

	
	6-10
	7
	16.67

	
	11-15
	6
	14.29

	
	16-20
	8
	19.05

	
	21-25
	9
	21.43

	
	26-30
	5
	11.90

	
	31-35
	4
	9.52


Source: source should be written in italic text with font size 8
Table 3.
Title of the table
	Variable
	Instrument
	r-calculated
	Cronbach Alpha
	Result

	X
	X1.1
	0,496
	0.753
	Valid dan reliable

	
	X2.2
	0,666
	
	Valid dan reliable

	
	X2.3
	0,575
	
	Valid dan reliable

	
	X2.4
	0,446
	
	Valid dan reliable

	
	X2.5
	0,470
	
	Valid dan reliable

	
	X2.6
	0,605
	
	Valid dan reliable

	Y
	Y1.1
	0,599
	0.743
	Valid dan reliable

	
	Y1.2
	0,499
	
	Valid dan reliable

	
	Y1.3
	0,496
	
	Valid dan reliable

	
	Y1.4
	0,489
	
	Valid dan reliable

	
	Y1.5
	0,528
	
	Valid dan reliable

	
	Y1.6
	0,434
	
	Valid dan reliable


Source: source should be written in italic text with font size 8 
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Figure 1. Figure Title
Source: source should be written in italic text with font size 8

In qualitative research, data obtained from interviews, observations, and document reviews need to be summarized into a substantial summary before being reported. Important findings can be presented in the form of descriptive tables to make them easier to read and compare. Direct quotations from informants' statements, observation results, and relevant legal texts can be included in the discussion section as authentic evidence that answers the research questions. In this legal article, the interpretation and analysis of these findings are generally placed in the discussion section, unless the journal format combines the results and discussion in one subsection.
Discussion
This section is also a significant part of the research articles and is usually the longest. Please present the discussion narratively (why element); in the discussion, there is a linkage between the result, the basic concept, and the hypotheses. The fact needs to be precise.
Discussion should not be about significance or resemblance to previous research; it should focus on data tabulation. Use these questions as guidelines in formulating synthesis/discussion: Are the claims in this section supported by the results? Do they seem reasonable? 2) Have the authors indicated how the results relate to expectations and earlier research? 3)Does the article support or contradict previous theories?
Has to be well described and should contains: (what/how element) the data has been processed (not raw), displayed in a table or figure (choose one), brief understandable description and state the finding. (why element) in discussion, there is linkage on result and the basic concept and or the hypotheses. In some field, there is even the need of detailed review of every aspect. Fact needs to be clear and obvious. (what else element) has it correspond or contradict other research?. Discussion should not about significance or resemblance to previous research, it should focus on data tabulation. Significance can be derived from data interpretation.
Conclusion
This study systematically synthesizes the primary findings to directly address the core research questions, providing a concise recap of the empirical and analytical outcomes without introducing broad generalizations or new speculative discussions.
The research holds substantial value for the advancement of legal science and the refinement of public policy and institutional practice, explicitly highlighting the study's unique novelty and original contributions to the field without relying on external citations.
Finally, the discussion acknowledges the inherent limitations of the investigation and offers targeted recommendations for future research agendas, establishing a clear framework and direction for subsequent scholarly inquiry.
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