	RESEARCH PAPER INTRODUCTION
Pre-Submission Checklist




	How to use this checklist
Work through each section before submitting your manuscript. Check each box when you are satisfied that element is complete. Items marked with an asterisk (*) are critical — do not submit without completing them.



	SECTION 1: Hook & Opening Context

	☐
	* My first sentence is a hook, not a generic statement or definition.
E.g. a striking statistic, a counterintuitive claim, a pointed question, or a vivid scenario.

	☐
	* I avoid opening with 'Since the beginning of time…' or a dictionary definition.

	☐
	* My hook is directly relevant to my specific topic, not to the entire field.

	☐
	I narrow from the broad field to my specific sub-area within the first 2–3 sentences.

	☐
	The opening paragraph establishes why the topic is important, relevant, or urgent.



	SECTION 2: Importance of the Topic

	☐
	* I provide concrete evidence of importance: statistics, scale, cost, or benefit.
Do not just state the topic is important, prove it.

	☐
	I use positive framing where possible (what could be gained, not just what is lost).

	☐
	The importance I describe is clearly linked to my specific study and not the field in general.



	SECTION 3: Literature Review & Research Gap

	☐
	* I have reviewed the most relevant and recent prior work in my field.

	☐
	* I clearly name the research gap my study addresses.
Use explicit phrases: 'little is known about…', 'prior work has not examined…', 'existing studies are limited to…'

	☐
	I explain how my study differs from previous work (different population, method, context, or question).

	☐
	I do not attempt a full literature review. I cite strategically and selectively.

	☐
	I avoid stacking many citations for simple statements. I group references by finding or nuance.

	☐
	All citations are recent and directly relevant (prefer work from the past 5–10 years unless foundational).

	☐
	I use review articles to cover well-established areas rather than listing every individual study.



	SECTION 4: Objectives, Research Question, or Hypothesis

	☐
	* My research objective or research question is stated clearly and explicitly.

	☐
	For empirical papers: I have stated a testable hypothesis where appropriate.

	☐
	For argumentative papers: I have stated a clear, specific, contestable thesis.

	☐
	* I do NOT preview my results in the introduction.

	☐
	* I do NOT include detailed methodology: that belongs in the Methods section.

	☐
	My objective matches exactly what my study actually did (check against your Methods).

	☐
	If I have multiple objectives, I have numbered or listed them clearly.



	SECTION 5: Paper Overview / Roadmap (Optional)

	☐
	If my paper does not follow standard IMRAD format, I include a brief roadmap (2–3 sentences).

	☐
	The roadmap is written in the present tense and is concise ( no more than 2–3 sentences).

	☐
	For standard IMRAD papers, I have considered whether a roadmap is necessary (often it is not).



	SECTION 6: Citations & References

	☐
	* All citations are formatted correctly for my target journal's reference style.

	☐
	Every statement of fact, statistic, or claim is supported by a citation.

	☐
	I have not cited sources I have not read directly.

	☐
	All cited papers appear in my reference list, and all reference list entries are cited in text.



	SECTION 7: Length, Structure & Readability

	☐
	* My introduction is approximately 10–12% of the paper's total word count.

	☐
	I have checked my target journal's author guidelines for introduction word limits.

	☐
	Each paragraph is 100–200 words. I have no 'walls of text'.

	☐
	Sentences are mostly under 25 words and free of unnecessary jargon.

	☐
	The introduction flows logically from broad → specific → gap → objective.

	☐
	Each paragraph has a clear purpose and transitions naturally to the next.



	SECTION 8: Discipline-Specific Checks

	☐
	STEM / Biomedical: My introduction is 250–500 words and leads with quantitative importance.

	☐
	STEM / Biomedical: My hypothesis is stated clearly and specifically.

	☐
	Social Sciences: I situate my study within a named theoretical framework.

	☐
	Social Sciences: My research question identifies population, context, and relationship.

	☐
	Humanities: I engage critically with prior scholarship (not just summarize it).

	☐
	Humanities: My thesis is specific, contestable, and intellectually ambitious.

	☐
	Engineering: I quantify the problem (failure rate, energy loss, throughput) and scope clearly.



	SECTION 9: Final Review Before Submission

	☐
	* I wrote (or substantially revised) the introduction AFTER completing the rest of the paper.

	☐
	* My stated objectives in the introduction match what I actually did in Methods & Results.

	☐
	* The research gap I identify is the exact gap my study fills.

	☐
	I have had at least one colleague read the introduction for clarity.

	☐
	I have run a spell/grammar check and proofread for typos.

	☐
	I have removed any results, conclusions, or discussion from the introduction.

	☐
	The introduction ends on my objective/question/hypothesis, not a vague transition.



