Journal of Symbiotic Research	RUNNING HEAD: [SHORT TITLE MAX 50 CHARS]


JOURNAL OF SYMBIOTIC RESEARCH	University of Bridgeport · School of Education
Open Access · ISSN Pending · APA 7th Edition · CC-BY 4.0	Manuscript Template — 2026




ORIGINAL RESEARCH ARTICLE
Article Title in Title Case: Describe the Study Precisely in 20 Words or Fewer


Author One, EdD,¹ Author Two, PhD²

¹ Department of Educational Leadership, University of Bridgeport, Bridgeport, CT, USA
² Institution, City, State/Province, Country

Corresponding author: Author One, Department of Educational Leadership, University of Bridgeport, 126 Park Avenue, Bridgeport, CT 06604, USA. Email: author@bridgeport.edu




Funding:  This research received no funding, or: Funded by [Agency, Grant No.].
Conflict of interest statement:  The authors declare no conflict of interest.
Ethical approval:  IRB approval obtained [Protocol No.], or: Not applicable.
Patient and public involvement:  Not applicable to this study type.
Data availability:  Data are available from the corresponding author on reasonable request.
Author contributions (CRediT):  [Author One]: Conceptualization, Writing – original draft. [Author Two]: Methodology, Data curation.
ORCID:  Author One: 0000-0000-0000-0000. Author Two: 0000-0000-0000-0000.


Received: Month DD, 2026   Revised: Month DD, 2026   Accepted: Month DD, 2026


▸ TITLE PAGE — Strip this page before submitting to double-blind review.
   Remove author names, affiliations, ORCID iDs, and revision history from the manuscript body.
   The masthead at top of this page is JSR's journal identifier — do not remove.
   Replace all blue italic placeholder text with your own content throughout this document.
   ▸ Delete all guidance notes (lines beginning with ▸) before submission.

Article Title in Title Case: Describe the Study Precisely in 20 Words or Fewer


Abstract
Purpose:  Describe the research question, the problem addressed, and why it matters. State the purpose of the study explicitly.
Methods:  Name the research methodology, data sources or participants, and analytic approach. Include sample size.
AI methodology:  Identify which AI tools were used and in what research capacity. Summarise human oversight. Full detail in the AI Methodology section.
Findings:  State the main findings or theoretical contribution with specificity. Avoid 'findings are discussed.'
Implications:  State practical, methodological, or theoretical implications concretely. For whom? With what consequence?
▸ ABSTRACT: 250–300 words total. Do not cite references. Do not include author names.
   Keywords follow directly below the abstract — 5–7 terms, at least one naming the AI tool used.

Keywords:  keyword one; keyword two; keyword three; keyword four; keyword five; AI tool name
▸ KEYWORDS: 5–7 terms, separated by semicolons. Lowercase except proper nouns.
   At least one keyword must name the AI tool or methodology used (e.g., ChatGPT-assisted analysis).
   Use established terms from ERIC, PsycINFO, or MEDLINE thesauri where possible.
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Article Title in Title Case: Describe the Study Precisely in 20 Words or Fewer
INTRODUCTION
▸ INTRODUCTION (~750–1,200 words). First paragraph has no indent. Subsequent paragraphs indented 0.5".
   BMJ convention: do not begin with a subheading. Do not use 'In this paper we will...' constructions.
   State research purpose explicitly before the end of the introduction.
The first paragraph after any heading is not indented. Subsequent paragraphs carry a 0.5-inch first-line indent. Use Times New Roman 12pt, double-spaced throughout. This is consistent with BMJ and SAGE submission requirements for educational and social science journals.
Continue the introduction here. Establish context — what is the current state of the field? What problem or gap does this study address? Be specific about what is unknown, contested, or undertheorised rather than simply stating that 'limited research exists on this topic.'
Identify the specific gap in the existing literature that this study addresses.
State the research purpose or question explicitly: 'The purpose of this study was to examine...' or 'This study investigates...' State it in one or two sentences, clearly and precisely.
Conclude the introduction with a brief roadmap: 'This article is structured as follows...'
LITERATURE REVIEW
▸ LITERATURE REVIEW (~1,000–1,500 words). Organise by theme or concept, not author or date.
   Citation integrity is a JSR review criterion. Verify all references. No AI-generated citations.
Begin here. Synthesise the relevant literature rather than summarising source by source. Organise by conceptual theme.
Introduce the primary bodies of literature bearing on your research question. What is already known? What are the dominant frameworks, key debates, or contested findings?
Theoretical framework
▸ Name the framework and justify why it is appropriate to your research question.
   If using HAIST: Chick, J., & Morello, L. (2024). Human-AI Symbiotic Theory.
Describe the theoretical or conceptual framework guiding your study.
Explain how the framework applies to your specific context and what prior work has applied it. What does your application add?
Additional subheading
Use 2nd-level headings to organise major subsections of the literature review.
Continue synthesising. Each subsection should connect the literature to your specific research question rather than summarising it independently.
METHODS
▸ METHODS (~800–1,200 words). Describe the primary research design — not AI methodology.
   AI methodology belongs in its own section below. Do not conflate them.
   Provide enough detail for approximate replication.
Research design
Name the specific methodology and justify the design choice.
Describe your overall research design — qualitative, quantitative, or mixed. Name the specific approach: phenomenological inquiry, grounded theory, case study, content analysis, quasi-experimental, systematic review, etc. Justify why this design is appropriate to your research question.
Participants and data sources
▸ Human subjects: state IRB approval or exemption and protocol number.
   Qualitative: describe purposive or theoretical sampling rationale.
   Quantitative: describe population, sampling frame, recruitment procedures.
Describe participants, data sources, or materials. For human subjects research, note IRB status. Include sample size and relevant characteristics.
Data collection
Describe how data were collected — instruments used, dates, duration, procedures. For interview studies: length, format, recording approach. For surveys: administration method, response rate.
Analysis
Describe your analytic approach — procedures, frameworks, or software used. For qualitative: establish trustworthiness (credibility, transferability, dependability, confirmability). For quantitative: describe statistical tests, effect sizes, and software.
Positionality
▸ Required for qualitative studies. Encouraged for all.
   2–4 sentences. How might your background, identity, or relationship to the topic have shaped data collection or interpretation?
Briefly acknowledge your positionality as a researcher. How might your background, identity, or relationship to the research topic have shaped how you collected and interpreted data?
AI METHODOLOGY
This section is required for all JSR submissions. It is not a disclosure statement — it describes how AI tools were integrated into your research process. Reviewers evaluate it as they would any other methods component: for completeness, precision, and evidence of rigorous human oversight. Word count: 500–800 words across all five subsections.
▸ AI METHODOLOGY (500–800 words total). Complete all five subsections.
   JSR's position: transparency here is a sign of scholarly integrity, not a confession.
   What we want to understand: how AI was deployed in service of your research and what promoted rigour.
   Incomplete AI Methodology sections will result in desk rejection.
Tool identification
▸ Name each AI tool, version/tier, and its specific research function.
   Be precise: ChatGPT-4o not 'an AI'; Claude Sonnet 3.7 not 'Claude'.
   Multiple tools at different stages: describe each separately.
Identify each AI tool used in this research.
Name the AI tools used (e.g., ChatGPT-4o, Claude Sonnet 3.7, Gemini 1.5 Pro), the access tier (free / paid subscription / API / institutional), and the specific research function of each. Example: Claude Sonnet 3.7 (free web interface) was used to organise initial themes from interview transcript excerpts; the research team subsequently verified and revised all AI-generated output against primary data.
Prompt strategy
▸ Describe your approach to directing the AI — not verbatim transcripts.
   Reviewers need enough to evaluate whether the human was genuinely directing the process.
Describe your prompting approach — the types of prompts used, the iterative process followed, and how you evaluated AI responses before proceeding. Include representative examples if they illuminate your strategy. Reviewers are assessing whether the human researcher directed the AI purposefully or simply accepted outputs without critical engagement.
Human oversight protocol
▸ This is the most critical subsection — the heart of HAIST review.
   A manuscript where the AI made the scholarly decisions will not pass review.
   Be specific: 'Every AI-generated code was returned to the raw transcript data' is better than 'outputs were reviewed'.
Describe your verification and oversight process. How did you check AI-generated content against source data, established literature, or other evidence? Where did you reject, substantially revise, or override AI outputs? What specific decisions did you — and not the AI — make? What would be different in this manuscript if AI had not been involved?
Limitations and potential biases
▸ Consider: hallucination risk, training data cutoffs, model-specific tendencies, equity implications.
   Candour here strengthens your manuscript — reviewers reward honesty over defensiveness.
Describe specific limitations introduced by AI tool use. For example: the model's training data cutoff may have excluded recent scholarship from the AI-assisted literature map; free-tier context window limits required processing data in segments, potentially affecting thematic coherence; model tendencies toward academic register may have influenced the framing of qualitative codes.
HAIST alignment
▸ 2–4 sentences. HAIST: human brings judgment, context, accountability; AI brings capacity and speed.
   Cite: Chick, J., & Morello, L. (2024). Human-AI Symbiotic Theory (HAIST).
In 2–4 sentences, describe how this study exemplifies HAIST — the Human-AI Symbiotic Theory (Chick & Morello, 2024). What did the human researcher contribute that AI could not? What did AI contribute that the human could not have done as efficiently? Where did the collaboration produce scholarship that neither could have achieved alone?
FINDINGS
▸ FINDINGS (~1,200–2,000 words). Organise by theme, category, or research question — not data source.
   Integrate evidence (quotes, data, examples) to support each claim. Analyse, do not merely report.
   For theoretical papers: this section presents the conceptual contribution or theoretical argument.
Introduce the findings section briefly. Orient the reader to how findings are organised.
First finding or theme
Describe the first major finding or theme. Support with evidence — direct quotations (for qualitative), data with effect sizes (for quantitative), or logical argument (for theoretical). Analyse the evidence rather than merely listing it.
Continue. When quoting participants: 'Quote text' (Participant 1, interview, Month 2026). When reporting statistics: include effect sizes and confidence intervals alongside p values.
Second finding or theme
Describe the second major finding. Maintain parallel structure with the first subsection. Use consistent evidence presentation.
Additional findings as needed
Add additional subheadings as data require. Three to five themes is typical for qualitative studies. Quantitative studies may organise by research question or hypothesis.
DISCUSSION
▸ DISCUSSION (~800–1,200 words). Interpret — do not re-present — findings.
   Connect each major finding to specific literature from the Literature review section.
   Address the AI methodology implications. JSR reviewers value this subsection specifically.
Interpret your most significant finding in relation to your theoretical framework and the existing literature. What does it mean? How does it extend, challenge, or complicate what was previously known?
Connect each major finding to specific bodies of literature reviewed earlier. Where do your findings confirm existing knowledge? Where do they complicate or challenge it?
Methodological implications of AI integration
▸ This subsection is valued specifically by JSR reviewers.
   What does your experience with this workflow contribute to research practice?
What does your AI-assisted methodology contribute to research practice in your field? What can other researchers learn from your approach — including its limitations? What did you discover about human-AI collaboration in research that has broader implications for the field?
CONCLUSION
▸ CONCLUSION (~400–600 words). Summarise contributions without repeating the abstract.
   Acknowledge limitations. Avoid overclaiming — match conclusions to evidence.
Summarise the key contributions of this study. What does the field now know that it did not before? Avoid vague statements like 'this study contributes to the literature.'
Restate the main finding and its significance in 2–3 sentences. Connect to broader implications for the field, for practice, and for AI-integrated research methodology.
Limitations
Acknowledge the key limitations — methodological, scope-related, transferability, or access-related. Be candid. Distinguish between anticipated and emergent limitations. Note which future research should address.
Future research
What questions remain unanswered? What follow-up studies would the field benefit from? What AI-assisted methodological approaches could advance this line of inquiry?
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TABLES
▸ SAGE/BMJ convention: tables placed after references, one per page.
   Caption above table. Notes below with italic 'Note.' prefix.
   No vertical lines. No cell shading. Horizontal rules only: top/bottom of header, bottom of table.
   Table text: 10pt Arial (SAGE spec). Remove this guidance before submitting.
Table 1  Participant Characteristics and AI Tool Use by Research Phase
	ID
	Role
	AI tool
	Access tier
	Research phase

	P01
	Faculty
	ChatGPT-4o
	Plus
	Literature review; manuscript drafting

	P02
	Doctoral student
	Claude Sonnet 3.7
	Free
	Thematic analysis; transcript review

	P03
	Practitioner
	Gemini Advanced
	Paid (personal)
	Interview preparation; data coding

	P04
	Administrator
	Microsoft Copilot
	Institutional
	Document analysis; summary generation

	P05
	Researcher
	ChatGPT-4o (API)
	API (paid)
	Systematic data extraction; tagging

	


Note. Participant identifiers are pseudonymous. AI tool tiers reflect access at time of data collection, Spring 2026. ChatGPT = OpenAI. Claude = Anthropic. Gemini = Google. Copilot = Microsoft. Free and paid-tier tools are equally valid within JSR's scope; see Section on AI methodology.

APPENDIX A
Representative AI Prompt Log
▸ APPENDICES: Optional but encouraged by JSR for AI-assisted research.
   Appendix A: Representative prompts illustrating your Section 4.2 strategy.
   Appendix B: Side-by-side of raw AI output vs. final human-revised text (optional).
   Appendices do not count toward word limits.
The following prompts are representative of the strategy described in the AI methodology section. Selected to illustrate the prompting approach — not a complete log.

	#
	Purpose
	Prompt (representative)

	1
	Initial synthesis
	You are assisting with a literature review on [topic]. Here are three abstracts. For each: (1) identify the core theoretical claim, (2) state the methodology, (3) summarise the main finding. Respond only with what is in each abstract — do not infer beyond the text.

	2
	Thematic coding
	Here are ten interview excerpts grouped under the code [code label]. Identify sub-themes supported by at least two excerpts. List only sub-themes you can support directly from the text.

	3
	Argument stress-test
	Here is a paragraph from my findings section: [text]. Identify any claim I have made that is not directly supported by the evidence quoted. Do not add new examples or make additional claims.
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