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1 Introduction
The introduction should be presented as a single block of text without unnecessary subdivisions. In this section, the author must provide an overview of the topic to help the reader understand the study's context and relevance. It is essential to include recent references, preferably from the last five years, to ensure the information is up to date and aligned with current scientific advancements. However, older works may be cited if they are fundamental to the field of study. First, the author should outline what is already known about the topic, highlighting key aspects of previous literature that are directly related to the study's objective. This information should be presented clearly and concisely, avoiding irrelevant or redundant data. Next, the author should identify what remains unknown or the main gaps in current knowledge. This includes addressing the limitations of previous studies or findings from similar reviews, justifying the need for the present research. It is important to explain how these limitations create opportunities for new questions or hypotheses. Finally, the introduction should conclude with a clear statement of the study's objective, formulated in a specific and direct manner. If applicable, the author may include the hypothesis guiding the research or the central question being addressed. This final part should naturally transition into the next section of the manuscript, preparing the reader to understand the methodology employed.
2 	Methodology
The methodology should be described clearly, in detail, and in a well-structured manner, enabling the reader to fully understand how the study was conducted. This section must address key questions such as: How was the study conducted? What steps were followed to achieve the stated objective? What procedures were used to test the hypothesis or answer the research question? Additionally, the text should convince the reader that the methods employed are appropriate and robust, ensuring the validity of the obtained results.

In the first part of this section, it is recommended to include a figure that provides an overview of the methodology used. This figure should schematically illustrate the main steps of the study in a logical and chronological flow. The text should complement this figure by describing each stage in a general and descriptive manner, ensuring that no essential details are omitted to facilitate understanding of the process.

Subsequently, the methodology should provide a detailed explanation of how data analysis was designed and executed. This includes describing the statistical methods applied, the tests performed, and the significance levels established. If the study involved simulations, it is important to outline how they were implemented, the parameters used, and the tools employed. Moreover, the experimental design should be clearly defined, including information about the treatments applied, experimental conditions, sample size, and data collection methods..
2.1 Subsection title
All figures, tables, and equations mentioned in the text must be numbered sequentially. Figures should illustrate key concepts and be provided in a vector format, preferably in EPS or BMP, with a minimum resolution of 400 dpi to ensure high quality. Tables should include only top and bottom borders, and their content must be fully editable to facilitate use in the final publication. All measurements must adhere strictly to the International System of Units (SI). Decimal values should be separated by a period, while thousands should not be separated by spaces or commas. Equations should be written using a specialized equation editor and numbered sequentially, ensuring they are clear and precise. Special attention must be given to the presentation of graphs and analyses. All graphs should be created using specialized scientific publication software to guarantee accuracy and professionalism..
3 Results
This section should clearly present the obtained results, written in the past tense and following the same logical and parallel sequence described in the methodology. It is important to avoid mixing explanations or interpretations of the results at this stage, as such reflections should be reserved for the discussion section.

When referring to figures, tables, or graphs, present tense should be used, as these elements represent information that the reader can directly observe. It is crucial to avoid duplicating information across text, tables, and figures. Numerical data and measurements should be presented in tables and figures, while the main text should provide a summary or explanation of what the data reveals.

Statistical analysis must be rigorous, specifying key metrics such as standard deviation or standard error of the mean to support the quality and accuracy of the findings. To ensure a clear and organized presentation:

1. Use the text to describe the findings.
2. Present data in tables, ensuring they contain only relevant values.
3. Use figures to provide a clear and impactful visualization of the information.

For example, a table may contain the average measurements obtained under different experimental conditions, while a figure could visually summarize these differences in a more effective and engaging manner..
4 Discussion
The discussion section interprets and contextualizes the study's findings within the framework of existing scientific literature. It is crucial to begin by clearly and directly highlighting the study’s main finding, ensuring that the reader immediately understands the most significant contribution of the research. From this starting point, a detailed explanation of the findings should be provided, analyzing their meaning and how they address the research question or verify the initial hypothesis. It is important to logically argue how the results connect with the data presented in the previous section, offering potential explanations or mechanisms that support these findings. A critical aspect of this section is comparing the study's results with previous research. It should be discussed whether the findings align with existing studies, differ significantly, or expand upon current knowledge in the field. If the results are novel, this should be explicitly stated, emphasizing their relevance and contribution to the field. The discussion should also address the significance of the findings, answering key questions such as: What do these results mean? What impact do they have in the context of existing knowledge? How do they contribute to solving problems or filling gaps in the field? This analysis helps the reader grasp the broader implications and practical or theoretical utility of the research. Additionally, it is necessary to acknowledge the study's limitations. This includes mentioning factors that may have influenced the results, such as sample size, experimental conditions, or tools used. Recognizing these limitations does not weaken the study but rather demonstrates scientific rigor and paves the way for future research to address them. Finally, the discussion should conclude by revisiting the study's main finding, emphasizing its relevance, and offering a final reflection that summarizes the impact of the results. This ensures that the reader leaves with a clear and concise understanding of the study's importance, implications, and potential future applications. Table 1 outlines the key recommendations for effectively writing the discussion of results.

Table 1. Writing Suggestions for the Discussion Section of Results

	Section
	Description

	Introduction of the main finding
	Begin the discussion by stating the most relevant finding of your research. Use clear and direct language to capture the reader’s attention and establish the focus of this section. Example: "The main finding of this study demonstrates that [brief description of the key result]."

	Interpretation of the results
	Explain the meaning of the results and how they address the research question or confirm the proposed hypothesis. Analyze the findings in depth, relate them to the obtained data, and explain the possible mechanisms or reasons behind them.

	Comparison with previous literature
	Discuss how your findings relate to previous research: Do they align with prior studies? Do they contradict them? Do they expand on them? Provide relevant references to support your claims. If the results are novel, explicitly state their originality and highlight why they are significant. Example: "Unlike previous studies that indicated [reference], our findings suggest that [explanation]."

	Significance of the findings
	Answer the key question: What is the importance of my results and what do they mean? Discuss how the findings contribute to advancing knowledge in the field, solve existing questions, or open new lines of research.

	Study limitations
	Honestly and objectively acknowledge the limitations of your research. Explain how these limitations may have influenced the results and suggest how future studies could address them. Example: "Although the obtained results are significant, a potential limitation of this study is [description], which could be addressed in future research."

	Practical or theoretical implications
	Analyze the potential applications of your findings, whether in practical contexts (industry, healthcare, technology, etc.) or theoretical contexts (new models, hypotheses, or conceptual frameworks).

	Final conclusion
	Conclude the discussion by revisiting the study's main finding. Emphasize its relevance and offer a final statement summarizing the study's impact on the research field. Example: "In summary, this study demonstrates that [main finding], which has significant implications in [context]. These results open new possibilities for [future research or applications]."


5 Conclusions
The conclusions section should be concise yet impactful, highlighting the most important insights from the study and directly connecting them to the presented data and analysis. It is essential to structure this section logically, starting with a clear summary of the main conclusions, which must be fully supported by the obtained results. This summary should effectively and directly communicate the study's core message. 
Next, it is important to explain the practical or theoretical impact of the findings, emphasizing how they contribute to advancing knowledge in the field or how they can be applied to solve specific problems. This should be done concisely and without exaggeration. Additionally, the section should include suggestions for future research, pointing out potential areas for further exploration based on the study's limitations or findings. It is recommended to be specific when proposing new research directions.
Finally, the conclusion should end with a memorable statement that summarizes the study's impact, leaving a lasting impression on the reader. This statement should encapsulate the essence of the research and underscore its importance within the broader context of the field. To maintain objectivity, it is crucial that all claims are based on concrete facts and that generalizations or overestimations of the results are avoided.
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