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Title of the Contribution

First name Surname (without academic degrees) – maximum 5 authors

Abstract
[bookmark: OLE_LINK9][bookmark: OLE_LINK8]There shall be an English abstract ranging between 200 - 250 words. Please explain here the aim of the contribution, methodology and main results. In the Abstract, please state the compatibility of your paper with the journal’s focus (competitiveness).
Keywords: word, word, word,… 4-6 keywords
JEL Classification: for example O11, M23, L13

[bookmark: _GoBack]Maximum size of the manuscript is not defined (we only require format A4). Font Times New Roman, size 12, line spacing single. The editorial office will not accept papers that do not fulfill this requirement. The final number of pages can be changed only due to the graphical changes made by editorial office.
The contribution should be submitted in such a format that can be published in black and white colors. It is therefore necessary to use only black fonts and all pictures and tables should be clear and legible in a single color. 
Structure of the paper:
1 INTRODUCTION: The author states the aim of the research topic, its focus, explains its originality, and introduces its structure. 
2 THEORETICAL BACKGROUND:  The author evaluates the current state of the research topic on an international scale. When working on the theoretical part of the paper, the author should predominantly work with articles published in the Web of Science and Scopus databases. It is recommended to use at least 40 sources. The use of monographs is not recommended, other sources should be used minimally. Sources should not be older than 15 years, at least 30% of sources are not older than 5 years
3 RESEARCH OBJECTIVE, METHODOLOGY AND DATA: This part of the paper states its aim, detailed methodology and data used. The title of the paper must be compatible with its aim and its content.

[bookmark: _MON_1662797263]Please check if your statistics is appropriate  
4 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION: The author introduces research results that should be obtained using sophisticated statistical methods, then interprets them in an economic manner, while comparing them with sources listed in the theoretical part, or justifies the excellence of his/her own results. This part should cover a comparison of results with other international results.
5 CONCLUSION: The author evaluates whether the aim of the paper was fulfilled and presents the main findings of the research. Limitations of the research/results and a direction for further research should be explained. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK5]Title of a chapter
The text of the contribution should be divided into chapters where possible. Headings can have a maximum of two levels and should be numbered (e.g. 1 TITLE OF A CHAPTER, 1.1 Title of a subchapter).
Tables and figures should be numbered and pertaining references must be included in the text. The acceptable labeling for a table is Tab.1 and Fig. 1 for a figure. The title of the table or figure and the source should follow. The text should be composed in such a manner that there are not too many figures or tables on a single page. Tables and figures in a landscape format are not acceptable. 
Tab. 1 – The title of the table. Source: own research
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


Figures and tables should be supplied in a sufficient quality for print. They can be supplied as separate documents (jpg, xls, doc). The quality of the above is the responsibility of the author.

Fig. 1 – The title of the figure. Source: own research

Equations and formulas are denoted by numbers in round parentheses and it is recommended that they are produced by Editor of equations or inserted in a jpg format. 
In-text citations and the Reference list should follow the referencing style used by the American Psychological Association (APA style). Details concerning this referencing style can be found at http://www.library.cornell.edu/resrch/citmanage/apa 
Authors can also use a citation machine at http://citationmachine.net/
In-text citations: 1 author: Novák (2018), two authors Novák & Suchý (2018), three or more authors Novák et al. (2018).
References should be arranged first alphabetically and then further sorted chronologically if necessary. More than one reference from the same author(s) in the same year must be identified by the letters "a", "b", "c", etc., placed after the year of publication. 
Authors are required to complete the referencing using DOI (Digital Object Identifier) if it has been assigned to the publication. To search for the DOI, please visit: http://www.crossref.org/guestquery/  
Notes under the line are not acceptable. 
Citations of author’s own papers are accepted only in a reasonable quantity. 
Citations of articles published in Journal of Competitiveness are accepted till 5%.
Contributions written by an international team of authors are preferred. 
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Checklist for authors – analytical methods

This checklist serves as a guide for authors who submit their manuscripts to the Journal of Competitiveness and  apply quantitative research methodology[footnoteRef:1] approaches in their research.  [1:  For the overview see the https://libguides.usc.edu/writingguide/quantitative
] 


The checklist is used  by the editor for A) evaluation of selected research designs and methods, and B) interpretations of results to prove research quality and integrity of submissions under the peer-reviewed process. Therefore, authors are encouraged to read through the list carefully before the submission. The  checklist specifies items of the quantitative research methodology peer-review as follows:

		Research design



		Hypothesis are grounded in the theory / previous research (to prevent problem of p-hacking)

		



		The sample size is determined based on the power sample analysis[footnoteRef:2] in the case of cross-sectional data if the sampling is required. Sample size on other than cross-sectional data is justified by relevant theoretical grounds (statistical research paper, textbook, monography), not by another empirical paper or own reasoning. [2:  Introduction to the Power sample analysis, see https://www.rips-irsp.com/articles/10.5334/irsp.181/ ; for recommended statistical package G*power, see https://www.gpower.hhu.de ] 


		



		Selected analytical methods allow controlling for other variables (i.e. not bivariate analysis only ) unless unavoidable (it has to be explained in text).

		



		Quantitative methods have to be selected  as the best available respecting state-of-arts research desings for a particular task (e.g., the t-test is preffered  to its non-parametric alternative). Application of new analytical tools without economic justification (such as application of a new optimization technique)) is not considered as relevant contribution.

		



		There is no confusion between research and statistical hypothesis (which should not be written in the text).

		



		It is well explained why the cross-sectional analysis is used when the studied problem might involve development over time.

		



		Selection of sampling type (probabilistic / non-probabilistic) is discussed both in methods and limitations of the study if needed (specifically, in case of convenience sampling). Collecting data through students distribution is strongly discouraged.

		







		Measurement



		Share the data (both original and adjusted) with the reviewer for the purpose of review if possible.



		It is clear how the data was collected. Levels of unit are well described (participants, companies). Time period of data collection and the tools used for collection are mentioned.

		



		All data manipulation is described. It is clear whether / how outliers and missing values were identified and the analysis was adjusted for.

		



		It is explained why single-indicator data is used if it is (at least theoretically) possible to construct a composite variable (e.g., risk averse measured as 0-1 variable, instead as a variable based on series of questions depicting characteristics of risk aversion merged into one value).

		



		All data-transformations are described from mathematical (how) and substantial perspective (why and how it influence results and interpretation).

		



		Reliability and validity of underlying latent constructs and other variables is thoroughly tested and discussed.

		







		Evaluation



		Share the code or data-analysis report with the reviewer.



		Statistical packages and/or geographical information systems (GIS) and used libraries / add-ons are decribed in the text. 

		



		All computations have converged, and no assumption was violated when doing inferential statistics.

		



		Confidence intervals are reported alongside p-values.

		







		Interpretation



		There is no confusion between substantial and statistical significance.

		



		Results are discused with previous research (e.g., comparison of effect sizes).

		



		p-values are interpreted correctly and follow logic of frequentistic statistical analysis.

		



		No 3-dimensional charts are used for 2-dimensional data (e.g., 3d bar charts). All axes of charts start at 0 if they have natural 0 (e.g., GDP per capita can theoretically have 0 value, IQ can not).

		



		APA style is used both for citation and for results[footnoteRef:3] and tables. [3:  Please consult a Quick guide to APA 7 style for brief overview: https://apastyle.apa.org/instructional-aids/numbers-statistics-guide.pdf. More details can be found in the APA manual.] 


		



		Sources of data in charts and tables are provided, although own processing was done (e.g., creation of scatter plot, computing average values).

		







		Implication



		The target population is clearly defined.

		



		Limitations point to the deficiencies of the analytical methods and techniques and data-collection methods.

		



		Importance of findings is based on the estimated effect size rather than achieved p-value. 

		



		Possibility of reversed causality (‘egg-chicken problem’) is mentioned if necessary.

		



		Results based on associations and correlations do not imply causal relations between variables.

		







Following will lead to desk-rejection of the paper:

· Application of Pearson correlation coefficient on time-series data.

· Interpretation of p-value as an indicator of a hypothesis being true.

· Correlation is considered as a causation.

· The research hypothesis is being “rejected/supported (or similar adjective)” based solely on the p-value of a single study.

· Size of the non-standardized regression coefficient is used for the determination of variable importance.

· Lacking multiple comparisons by appropriate tools  such as  post-hoc tests in ANOVA case).

· Geographical/spatial dimension of the study is missing in the presented research design (data is cosindered as cross-sectional solely) where is reasonable.

· Discussion on validity and reliability of variables is missing (authors do not prove that what they measured actually measures intended variable).

· Assumptions of the statistical tests are seriously violated.
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