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Abstract
Provide an abstract of no more than 250 words. Explain the main contributions of your article without including material absent from the main text. The abstract should be concise and provide readers with an overview of research objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications for AI governance.
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1 Introduction
Provide context for your research, establish the significance of the problem you are addressing, and outline the structure of your paper. Engage readers and clearly state your research questions or objectives. In-text citations use bracketed numeric form: [1], [1, 3, 7], or [1-4]. Authors’ surnames do not appear in the citation marker. Each bracket number corresponds to the source’s alphabetical position in the References list, not the order in which it is first cited—confirm numbering against the References list before finalizing the manuscript.
1.1 Background and Motivation
Discuss the background context that motivates your research. What gap in the literature or practice are you addressing? Why is this important for AI governance? Reference foundational work [1] and contemporary scholarship [2, 3] as appropriate.
1.2 Research Questions
State your research questions or hypotheses. What specific aspects of AI governance are you investigating?
2 Literature Review
Review prior work in AI governance, ethics, policy, or related technical domains. Identify how your work builds upon or differs from existing research. Organize this section thematically rather than chronologically. Multiple citations to a single source reuse the same number across all references.
3 Methodology
Describe your research methodology. This may include:
Empirical studies and data collection methods
Theoretical frameworks and analytical approaches
Case studies or comparative analyses
Technical implementations or simulations
3.1 Data Collection
If applicable, describe how you collected data, including sample size, selection criteria, and ethical considerations.
3.2 Analysis Framework
Explain your analytical framework or the methods you used to analyze data or develop arguments.
4 Results
Present your findings clearly and objectively. Use tables, figures, and equations where appropriate to illustrate key results.
4.1 Key Findings
Summarize your main findings. What did you discover? What patterns emerged?
4.2 Statistical Analysis
If applicable, present statistical analyses with appropriate equations, confidence intervals, and effect sizes.
5 Discussion
Interpret your results in the context of your research questions and the broader AI governance landscape. What do your findings mean? How do they contribute to theory and practice?
5.1 Policy Implications
Discuss the policy implications of your work. How might your findings inform AI governance frameworks, regulations, or practices?
5.2 Practice Implications
What practical recommendations emerge from your research? How can practitioners, developers, or organizations apply your findings?
5.3 Limitations
Acknowledge the limitations of your study. What constraints affected your research? What cautions should readers keep in mind when interpreting your results?
6 Conclusion
Summarize your main contributions and their significance for AI governance. Highlight the key takeaways and suggest directions for future research. The conclusion should be substantively distinct from the abstract.
6.1 Future Work
What questions remain unanswered? What new research directions does your work open?
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