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The article must be written in appropriate academic language. Journalistic and conversational language, informal vocabulary and, in particular, vulgar expressions are unacceptable. Terminology must be used appropriately and accurately. The preceding discussion should establish the context in which a term is introduced.
It should be remembered that “from the perspective of linguistic space, academic discourse is defined as a specialised style that uses linguistic resources to reflect an individual’s scholarly experience and knowledge, fundamental cultural values and professional activity within society” (T. N. Khomutova).
The manuscript must be carefully proofread; otherwise, it will be returned for revision.

Principal requirements for the content of the article:
– an explanation of the relevance of the research, its principal aim and the objectives required to achieve it, its scientific novelty, and its theoretical and practical value;
– presentation of the principal research findings and substantiation of their reliability;
– a detailed conclusion: 1. A concise summary of the principal findings, demonstrating that the research aim has been achieved and identifying the scientific novelty and theoretical and practical significance. 2. A statement of the conclusions and significant propositions. 3. Prospects for further development of the topic. 4. The intended readership of the article.

GENERAL REQUIREMENTS FOR THE STRUCTURE AND PRESENTATION OF A RESEARCH ARTICLE
A research article must have a clear structure.

Article title
Principal requirements for the title:
– It should concisely convey the article’s main content.
– It should not be so short that it resembles the name of a broad subject category.
– It should not be so long that it confuses the reader. A title is a single sentence; when a sentence contains several clauses, its central idea may be lost.
– It should conform to academic style.
After completing the article, the author should return to the title and revise it once more. English authors, for example, work on the title after completing the article.
An example of an effective article title is: “An Analysis of the Concept of Happiness in Chinese Linguistic Culture Based on Definitions in Explanatory Dictionaries”.
This title identifies the object of study, the specific focus and the research materials. Its syntactic structure is also appropriate. The title should not contain parentheses. Parentheses are used to set off explanatory words or parenthetical clauses, but they should not occur in the title. The title must be concise and precise and reflect the article’s main topic.
Abstract
The abstract of a research article is a brief account of the content of the work; it may also be described using the English word “description”.
The abstract is a source of information that can be read independently of the article. This short description should provide a highly informative yet concise account of the research, accurately summarising its topic or problem, the objectives addressed and the author’s findings. It is written after the main text has been completed. The journal requires an abstract of at least 12 lines in each of Russian and English. A longer abstract is permissible for a co-authored article.
The abstract must correspond to the content of the work and must not contain additional information that does not appear in the article.
The abstract should state the key points in short, straightforward sentences. It helps readers decide whether to read the article by indicating its content and the relevance of its topic.
Sample abstract for a research article
The article addresses the development of adaptive e-learning systems. The principal research objective is to systematise the principles for taking learners’ individual characteristics into account when designing personalised learning pathways. A structural diagram of the knowledge acquisition mechanism has been developed, incorporating the main learner psychological types. Algorithms for moving between knowledge blocks and options for automated testing have been developed. The proposed model will be useful in designing individual learning pathways based on students’ personal characteristics.
Keywords: learner-centred instruction, automated testing, adaptive learning, individual learning pathway, course design algorithm, e-learning, adaptive learning system.
Keywords: provide 7–12 distinct keyword entries in Russian and a corresponding list in English. Each entry may be a single word or an established terminological phrase. A phrase counts as one entry regardless of the number of words it contains. Separate entries with commas and keep their meaning and order consistent across both languages.

Introduction
This is the opening section of a research article. It should comprise several structural elements:
1. An explanation of the current relevance of the problem. The relevance of a topic is the extent to which it matters at a particular time and in a particular situation, and the extent to which the findings can be used to address significant scholarly and practical problems.
2. The aim and object of the author’s research. The work should contain a specific idea or central proposition that it seeks to develop. To formulate the aim, answer the question: “What do you intend to produce as a result of this research?” The outcome may be a new methodology, classification, algorithm, structure, a new version of an existing technology, a teaching resource, or another contribution. The aim of a study is generally formulated using verbs such as establish, identify, develop, substantiate, test or determine. The object is the material being studied.
3. The research objectives list the steps required to achieve the intended outcome stated in the aim. Although a study can have only one aim, the number of objectives is not restricted. In most studies, however, there are usually no more than 5–10 objectives.
Remember that the conclusion must address whether the stated aim and objectives have been achieved.
4. Scientific novelty may consist of previously unknown, substantiated knowledge identified or established during the research and supported theoretically or through practical experiments. It may take the form of new and useful findings or identify a new research problem that leads to entirely new solutions. The novelty of a study is directly related to its theoretical significance.
5. Theoretical significance explains how the new relationships, dependencies, approaches and methods identified in the research deepen or extend existing theories, concepts and approaches in scholarship and practice, or demonstrate that particular propositions are untenable.
6. Practical significance is the potential to use the research findings to address specific problems. The work must include concrete recommendations based on the research data.
7. Substantiation of the research methods. A research method is a means of investigating objective reality: a set of actions intended to achieve the desired outcome, namely the research aim.
Important: the introduction must briefly review the history of the subject, analyse existing research in the relevant field and assess the extent to which the topic has been investigated.
The discussion of previous research on the topic demonstrates:
1. How researchers’ views on a particular research problem have evolved.
2. The author’s knowledge of existing theoretical work in the chosen field.
3. The presence of contradictions that make it possible to establish the novelty of the problem selected by the author.
Overall, it provides a synthesis of the conclusions reached by scholars who have previously addressed the topic.
Main body
This section must describe the research process in full. The main body is sometimes divided into two chapters: theoretical and practical. The first explains, in theoretical terms, the significance of the evidence and research methods presented. The practical or empirical chapter presents the research itself, possibly with illustrations. Photographs, tables and diagrams must be incorporated directly into the text.
A theoretical research article must set out the researcher’s principal propositions and ideas for detailed analysis.
As noted above, authors must maintain an appropriate style of presentation and adhere to academic language. Otherwise, the article will be perceived as a journalistic sketch rather than a scholarly work.

Conclusion, findings and recommendations
The conclusion must be detailed: 1. A concise summary of the principal research findings, demonstrating that the research aim has been achieved and identifying the scientific novelty and theoretical and practical significance. 2. A statement of the conclusions and significant propositions relevant to the field of study. 3. Prospects for further development of the topic. 4. The intended readership of the article.
Do not repeat the wording or grammatical constructions used in the abstract, introduction or main body of the work.

References
Authors must take particular care when citing the work of others. The reference list at the end of the article should not be excessively long, preferably containing no more than 15 and no fewer than 5 sources. It must include only works cited in the text. The sources must be representative and relevant to the research topic, and must include recent scholarly research, such as monographs, dissertations and articles by recognised scholars. Authors should also cite their own previous work, particularly where the studies are interrelated and demonstrate the development of their research.
In-text citations are placed in square brackets and give the number of the work in the reference list, for example [1, p. 125]. The following examples illustrate how scholarly works should be referenced under our journal’s editorial requirements.
1. Павилёнис Р.И. Проблема смысла: современный логико-философский анализ смысла. Москва: Мысль, 1983.
2. Магомедов М. Изберите себе другого главу. Черновик. 2021; № 47, 28 ноября.
3. Моисеева И.Ю., Аргунеев Э.П. Экспериментальное исследование сильной позиции креолизованного текста. Филологические науки. Вопросы теории и практики. 2018; № 7-1 (85): 146–150.
4. Топонимические предания Воронежской области. Составитель Е.А. Орлова. Воронеж, 2001; Выпуск 1.
The reference list must follow the order in which the sources are cited in the article, rather than alphabetical order.
If the article cites at least one Russian-language source, two complete reference lists must be provided: one in the original languages and one in the Latin script, with identical entries, order and numbering. The author or the editorial office prepares the duplicate reference list in the Latin script or Russian. Both lists count towards the article length used to calculate publication charges.
Each source appears in the reference list only once, regardless of how many times it is cited in the text.
Carefully check the title, author or authors and publication details of each work. The article’s author is responsible for any incorrect bibliographic information.
These requirements apply specifically to articles published in our journal. They may differ somewhat from the requirements of other scholarly journals.
Authors must verify the accuracy of bibliographic information. Errors must be corrected. If fabricated sources, substantial distortions or other issues casting doubt on the reliability of the article are identified, the editorial office considers declining publication or retracting the article.

PRINCIPAL STEPS AFTER COMPLETING THE ARTICLE
1. The author must check the originality of the research article using the Antiplagiat online service, with AI-generated text detection enabled. The originality score must be at least 85%. The proportion of borrowed or matching text must not exceed 15% and should preferably be lower. Properly cited quotations are counted together with original text.

ONLY FULL VERSIONS OF THE CHECKING SOFTWARE MAY BE USED. THE ENTIRE ARTICLE MUST BE CHECKED, INCLUDING THE REFERENCE LIST.
Research and submitted materials must comply with the journal’s policy prohibiting AI use, published in the Editorial Policy section: https://amnko.ru/en/policy/#ai-policy
2. Correct spelling, grammatical and stylistic errors and incomplete ideas in accordance with the journal’s policy prohibiting AI use.
3. Remember that, in addition to its form, the work has substantive content that also requires careful development.
Check that the manuscript contains an introduction, main body and conclusion, together with the research components required by the journal. Sections must be clearly identified and logically connected.
Second, each part of the work must be clearly structured and logically organised. Check the coherence of the text.
Third, as noted above, the article must be carefully proofread and must be free of all types of error, including factual errors. Otherwise, the objectivity of the entire study will immediately be called into question. Authors must therefore take care when reporting numerical information and using specialised research terminology.

CITATION RULES FOR RESEARCH ARTICLES

A bibliographic citation must be provided whenever other publications or works are discussed, mentioned or quoted. Otherwise, the author may reproduce someone else’s text without attribution, which constitutes plagiarism and is unacceptable in scholarly work.
When writing a research article, authors regularly draw on material from other sources, including passages of text, formulae, propositions, illustrations, tables and other elements. To prevent this use from constituting plagiarism, the material must be presented as a quotation or citation with a reference to the relevant source in the reference list. The following rules apply:
1. Every quotation must be accompanied by a reference to its source.
2. When citing indirectly, by paraphrasing or expressing another author’s ideas in your own words, be precise and fair in representing the material and provide the appropriate references. Do not overuse this form of citation.
3. Citation should be neither excessive nor insufficient, since either can diminish the quality of the scholarly work.
4. Text copied verbatim from a source must be enclosed in quotation marks. Otherwise, it constitutes plagiarism.
5. Arbitrary omissions from quoted text are unacceptable. An error in the original text is not corrected directly; instead, the correct word is supplied in square brackets, or a question mark is added in parentheses.
6. Citation through a secondary source is permissible when the original source has been lost or is inaccessible, or when it is written in a language that is difficult to translate.
7. Self-citation is common in Russian scholarly work. An author’s previously published research may serve as a source for citation. This helps avoid duplication of information and self-plagiarism and directs interested readers to earlier studies.
The most common citation errors
1. A cited source is missing from the reference list.
2. References are made to popular publications or to authors without appropriate scholarly qualifications. Sources must be sufficiently current and representative.
3. A source reference must be provided when reproducing graphic material, such as diagrams, charts and figures, as well as tables.
4. The most serious error is the omission of quotation marks and a source reference. In such cases, the quotation is treated as plagiarism.
Strict respect for copyright helps protect authors against plagiarism.

Self-citation and self-plagiarism in research articles

One criterion of the quality of scholarly work is the originality of the author’s material. The proportion of borrowed text in scholarly work must be strictly regulated.
The issue of self-citation
Writing a scholarly work involves presenting the author’s own research findings and engaging with the experience of previous researchers. This is referred to as citation.
To avoid plagiarism when using other researchers’ work, provide accurate publication details in the reference list and an in-text citation at the point where the work is discussed. Any passage reproduced verbatim from the original source must be enclosed in quotation marks.
Self-citation allows authors to refer repeatedly to their own publications while extending or narrowing the scope of earlier research, formally following the same rules that apply when using other researchers’ work.
Excessive reuse of material from an author’s own publications, where a passage is transferred from one work to another, is regarded as self-plagiarism and constitutes a breach of academic ethics.
Authors often reuse their own texts to increase their citation index. This index not only affects their standing as researchers but may also have a direct bearing on their salary and career advancement.
A high self-citation rate may indicate that a VAK-recommended journal is inward-looking and isolated from the wider research community, which is clearly not a positive characteristic.
Possible reasons for self-citation
Self-citation is viewed positively when:
· the researcher continues a study described in earlier publications;
· the author’s previous works were published in a foreign language;
· the author cites broader or theoretical material while the article examines a narrow aspect of a research problem;
· the author informs readers of other work on the topic;
· the researcher is investigating a unique topic that has not previously been addressed;
· the author compares recent, relevant research findings with earlier data;
· a series of publications for different readerships is planned.
It is therefore impossible to dispense with self-citation entirely, but the amount of material quoted from one’s own work must be reasonably limited. Under our editorial policy, the journal reserves the right not to accept such a manuscript for publication. If the proportion of text matching previously published work exceeds 15%, the manuscript is returned to the author for revision.
Requirements for presenting self-citations in an article
The final decision on publication is made by the Publisher. The acceptability of the extent of self-citation is assessed individually, taking into account its justification and the content of the article. Authors must take the following points into account:
· under GOST requirements, material that is not original to the article must be enclosed in quotation marks and accompanied by a reference to the original source. All references must follow a consistent style, as specified in the information letter;
· using borrowed material without a reference breaches copyright, and an incorrectly formatted reference is considered a serious error.
Appropriate self-citation is therefore a common and generally accepted scholarly practice. If the amount of material cited from the author’s own work is reasonable in relation to the overall text, the article submitted to the journal will be a high-quality contribution of value to scholarship.
Self-plagiarism in research articles
Self-plagiarism involves incorporating passages from one’s own work into other works or publishing one’s own articles more than once without presenting the reused passages as quotations. A common example is a researcher who continues to use passages from their Candidate of Sciences dissertation in new works long after defending it. There is nothing objectionable about reasonable use of such material. However, some researchers merely change an article’s title and present it as an original work. This is unacceptable.
To avoid such breaches, authors must understand when self-plagiarism constitutes plagiarism and is treated by the journal as a violation of publication ethics. This occurs when the author:
· copies their own work verbatim;
· paraphrases their own work without citing the earlier publications;
· does not provide new conclusions, findings or research methods that demonstrate substantial differences between the work and previous publications.
Self-citation is permissible where it is scientifically justified and properly referenced. Undisclosed reuse of previously published material is not permitted.

GROUNDS FOR RETRACTING AN ARTICLE
1. Improper use of borrowed material, or plagiarism, is discovered after publication. Publications are continually investigated by various governmental and non-governmental organisations, without a limitation period.
2. Duplicate publication of the article in several journals.
3. Falsification or fabrication is discovered in the article, for example manipulation of experimental data.
4. Serious errors, such as misinterpretation of the findings, are discovered and call the scholarly value of the work into question.
5. Inappropriate authorship: a person who merits authorship has been omitted, or persons who do not meet the criteria for authorship have been included.
6. Other breaches of publication ethics.
When retracting an article, the editorial office states the reason for retraction. The article remains on the journal’s website as part of the relevant issue, but the electronic text is marked “RETRACTED” and bears the retraction date. The community of VAK-recommended journals may impose sanctions on the authors of such articles by refusing publication for a specified period.
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Finally, we would like to address you as people who have consciously chosen a path into scholarship and seek professional excellence along that path. We therefore offer an approach to continuous self-improvement that will enable you to make assessment of your scholarly work an ongoing practice. To do so, you need to learn to view your work as a coherent whole.

A COHERENT VIEW OF THE WORK AS A WHOLE
Even if every item has been completed, it may seem that the manuscript can now be sent to the editorial office. Do not rush. Examine it critically as a complete work. If you identify weak arguments, superficial analysis, a lack of logical connections between sections, or an aim, objectives, scientific novelty, theoretical significance and practical significance that are stated only formally, exist independently of the content and fail to unite the work, the conclusion must be unequivocal: the article must not be submitted to the editorial office in its present form.
Continue developing the article as a coherent scholarly document. This final stage helps you develop as a researcher and professional and form an integrated understanding of how scholarly knowledge is produced in your own research. It enables you to move beyond merely formal application of research techniques, reflect consciously on the research approach you use and develop an integrated way of thinking. Regular reflection helps reveal gaps in reasoning, identify alternative approaches and adjust your research practice.
An integrated view of the work therefore results from a complex process: thorough mastery of research methods, active participation in scholarly dialogue, philosophical reflection and personal development.
This is a critically important stage in preparing a scholarly publication. It allows you to assess not merely the mechanics of the text but also its logic, coherence and persuasiveness. It helps you see how effectively the text functions as a whole and identify weaknesses that may be overlooked when its parts are considered separately. Principal stages in reviewing the article as a whole



1. Check the logical structure. Make sure that the text reads as a continuous chain of reasoning, from the statement of the problem through the methods and findings to substantiated conclusions. If you can proofread the introduction, main body and conclusion without encountering a break in the argument, the structure is logically sound. For example, the research aim must be related to the content, and the conclusion must follow logically from the findings and fully reflect the results of the work undertaken.
2. Identify gaps and repetition. Reviewing the work as a whole reveals “blank spots”: paragraphs that do not contribute to the central idea and therefore add no meaning to the work. It may also reveal the same idea repeated in different words; such repetition should be removed.
3. Assess clarity. Determine whether the terms used in the work are understandable, whether the text is overloaded with complex constructions, and whether it contains ambiguous, conversational, excessively long or complicated expressions. You should be able to follow the line of your own argument without difficulty.
4. Assess the strength of the argument. Every argument in the text must support the central idea and help fulfil the research aim. If a connection is missing, the argument needs further development.
5. Check whether the aim, objectives, scientific novelty, theoretical significance and practical significance are stated merely as formalities or genuinely unite the entire work.
6. Finally, check technical matters: consistent terminology and abbreviations, and the presentation of tables, figures, citations and the reference list.
7. At the end of this assessment, you should feel confident that the work is a genuine scholarly contribution.
Reviewing a text as a coherent whole is therefore more than a formality. It is the final stage that turns a collection of chapters and paragraphs into a persuasive, high-quality scholarly work.
We wish you success on this path and hope that you will join the ranks of
Russia’s accomplished scholars.
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