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Manuscript template
Original research · Systematic review · Replication study · Case analysis · 3,000–8,000 words
Type your manuscript straight into this file, replacing the text in brackets. The formatting here already meets ICRR requirements, so if you write inside it you need not adjust anything else. All grey italic text is guidance. Delete it before you submit.
This file is read blind
It may not contain your name, your co-authors’ names, your institution, your supervisor, your funder, or acknowledgements. Those go in the cover letter, and are restored before publication. Clear them from the file properties too: File → Info → Check for Issues → Inspect Document → Remove Document Properties and Personal Information.
Section
[Delete all but one: Natural Sciences | Business & Economics | Law & Policy | Humanities | Social Sciences]
Article type
[Delete all but one: Original research | Systematic review | Replication study | Case analysis]
Title
[Your title here]
Under 20 words. State what the paper does, not what it hopes to show. Avoid questions and subtitle padding.
[Running head, 60 characters maximum]
Abstract
250 words maximum, one unbroken paragraph, no citations and no undefined abbreviations. Cover four things in order: the problem and why it matters; what you did; what you found, with the actual numbers; what it means. Write it last.
[Write here.]
Word count of abstract: [   ]
Keywords
Four to six, separated by semicolons. Use terms a reader would actually search for, and do not repeat words already in your title.
[keyword one; keyword two; keyword three; keyword four]
Word count of the manuscript
[   ] Excluding references and appendices. Must fall between 3,000 and 8,000.
1. Introduction
Roughly 10 to 15 per cent of your word count. Four moves: what the topic is and why it matters; what is already known; what is missing, contested, or untested; what this paper does about it. End the section by stating your research question or hypothesis outright; papers are most often sent back because it was only implied.
[Write here.]
2. Background and literature
Organise by argument, not by author. “Smith (2019) found X. Jones (2021) found Y.” is a list, not a review. Group the work by the positions it takes or the methods it uses, say where the disagreements are, and finish by showing which gap your study addresses. If your paper is a systematic review, replace this section with your search protocol: databases, search strings, date ranges, inclusion and exclusion criteria, and a count of records at each screening stage.
[Write here.]
3. Methods
The test for this section: could a competent stranger repeat your study from what you have written? If not, add detail. Adapt the subheadings below to your discipline: a doctrinal law paper or a philosophy paper will describe its method in prose, but it still has to describe it.
3.1 Design
Type of study, and why this design suits the question.
[Write here.]
3.2 Data, materials, or sources
Where the data or sources came from, over what period, and how they were selected. Sample size and how you arrived at it. For qualitative work, describe recruitment and give participant characteristics. For legal and humanities work, describe your corpus: which cases, texts, or archives, and on what basis you chose them.
[Write here.]
3.3 Procedure and analysis
What you did, step by step, then how you analysed it. Name the software and version. State your significance threshold before reporting results, not after.
[Write here.]
3.4 Ethics
Required whenever human participants, identifiable data, or animals are involved. State the approving body and the reference number, and state that participants gave informed consent. Attach the approval letter to your submission. Keep it anonymous: write “[Institution] Research Ethics Committee, reference [number]” here and give the real details in your cover letter. Write “Not applicable” only if none of this applies.
[Write here.]
3.5 Limitations of the method
Optional here; some authors prefer to put this in the discussion. Either way it must appear somewhere.
[Write here.]
4. Results
Report what you found; interpretation belongs in the discussion. Give effect sizes and confidence intervals alongside p-values, and report results that went against your expectations as fully as the ones that supported them. Do not repeat in the text what a table already shows. Point to the table and highlight the one thing that matters.
[Write here.]
Table 1. [Caption above the table. One sentence, self-explanatory without the main text.]
[Insert the table here. Keep it simple: no vertical rules, no colour fills, no merged cells where you can avoid them. Define every abbreviation in a note underneath.]
[Insert the figure here. It must be legible in greyscale at print size, so distinguish series by pattern or label rather than colour alone. Minimum 300 dpi. Number figures and tables in the order they are first mentioned, and mention every one of them in the text.]
Figure 1. [Caption below the figure.]
5. Discussion
Open by answering your research question in one or two sentences. Then: how your findings sit against the literature you reviewed, including the work they contradict; what follows from them in practice or theory; what your study cannot show. Be specific about limitations, because “further research is needed” says nothing. Reviewers respond well to authors who name the weaknesses in their own work before anyone else does.
[Write here.]
6. Conclusion
Short: two or three paragraphs. No new evidence, no new citations. What we know now that we did not know before this paper.
[Write here.]
Declarations
Keep these four headings, and keep them anonymous. Write “[Anonymised for review]” wherever a name would go, and give the full details in your cover letter. They are restored before publication.
Funding
[Anonymised for review. / No funding was received.]
Conflicts of interest
[Anonymised for review. / The authors declare no conflicts of interest.]
Data availability
Say where the data, code, or materials can be found, or say plainly that they are not available and why. ICRR does not require open data, but it does require an honest statement.
[Write here.]
Use of generative AI
Required of every submission, including submissions that used no tools. State which tools were used and for what: language editing, code, literature searching, data analysis, or none. Generative tools cannot be listed as authors, and you remain responsible for everything in the manuscript, including any citation a tool produced. Undisclosed use found after publication is grounds for retraction.
[Write here.]
References
One style, applied consistently: APA 7th, Chicago, or OSCOLA. Do not mix. Every in-text citation must appear here and every entry here must be cited in the text. Include a DOI or a stable URL wherever one exists. Check each reference against the source itself. Do not trust a reference manager, and never trust a citation supplied by an AI tool without opening the paper. References do not count towards your word limit.
[Reference one, hanging indent as shown.]
[Reference two.]
Appendix A. [Title]
Optional. Survey instruments, interview schedules, proofs, extended tables, code listings. Label them A, B, C and refer to each one in the main text. Appendices do not count towards your word limit.
[Write here.]
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