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ABSTRACT

This study was aimed to review the abstracts of articles on Turkish language teaching according to
content components (introduction/aim, method, findings/conclusion, and implications), formal
components (word count and keywords) and relationship between content and formal
components. The study used descriptive survey design, data collected using document analysis,
one of the qualitative methods and techniques, and analyzed through descriptive analysis. The
study materials were consisted of 200 articles, selected from 20 journals indexed in TR Dizin that
publish articles on Turkish education. To analyze the article abstracts in this study, an "Article
Abstract Evaluation Form" was developed by the researcher. In our study, it was found that the
average score for the article abstracts published in the journals was 15.1, which corresponds to
76%. The highest success was observed in the introduction/aim (97%) and finding/conclusion (96%)
sections, while the lowest success was in the recommendation section (23%), and the method
section achieved 81% success. It was found that the journals with the highest scores for abstracts
were Turkish Studies, Journal of Mother Tongue Education, and EKEV Academy Journal. In our
study, it revealed that the average word count for the article abstracts was 181 words, with a range
between 132 and 242 words and the average number of keywords was 4,00. It was determined
that there was a positive correlation between the average word count and the scores of the
abstracts, and a positive correlation between the word count of the abstracts and the sub-
components of method and suggestion. In this case, some suggestions can be put forward. First,
the journal's editorial team should more carefully check abstracts for adherence to the journal’s
guidelines. Second, journals could raise the word count limit to a level that allows authors to fully
reflect the introduction/aim, method, findings/conclusion, and implications in their abstracts.
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INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the volume of academic studies produced globally has reached significant proportions. As
academic studies conducted under specific disciplines have become more specialized, leading to the emergence
of narrower sub-disciplines, the number of researchers in these fields has increased, resulting in a rise in the
number of publications added to the literature. Researchers who previously had the opportunity to closely follow
academic studies in their fields have now been relatively deprived of this capability due to the rapid growth in
the number of publications. Consequently, researchers have started selecting publications—whether books,
theses, articles, or proceedings—closely related to their specific research topics. At this point, "abstracts," which
offer the possibility of choosing relevant works, have become indispensable for researchers who lack sufficient
time to thoroughly review all academic studies in the field. Abstracts save researchers from the burden of reading
entire studies that, although deemed suitable based on their titles, prove irrelevant upon examining their

content.

An abstract is one of the most crucial parts of a scientific article. Successful authors invest considerable effort
into preparing their abstracts, which can be considered the advertisement, trailer, or miniature version of an
article (Gastel & Day, 2022, p. 59; McKee, 2024; Shah, 2019). Abstracts of scientific texts are concise and well-
structured forms of writing. They refer to another text and present its content in a condensed manner (Pierson,
2004). Writing the abstract of a research article or postgraduate thesis is more than drafting a short paper or

passage; it represents the creation of an original work (Shah, 2019).

In the academic context, abstracts offer numerous benefits for both readers and authors. Researchers use
abstracts to determine the relevance of an article to their research interests and whether the full text is worth
reading. On the other hand, writing an abstract is essential for researchers presenting at academic and
professional conferences. Researchers also frequently include abstracts in project applications and research
articles, and those seeking acceptance must prepare their abstracts meticulously (Rakhimova, 2023). Indeed, a
study conducted by Celik, Gedik, Karaman, Demirel & Goktas (2014) found that an abstract failing to fully reflect

the research was one of the reasons articles were rejected.

An abstract is a clear, concise, and impactful summary of a research text, designed to help readers quickly identify
the article's aim (Nundy, Kakar & Bhutta, 2022). As a valuable tool for conveying the key aspects of a study’s
method and findings, the abstract is often overlooked and treated negligently, with minimal time dedicated to

its preparation (Drury, Pape, Dowling, Miguel, Fernandez-Ortega, Papadopoulo & Kotronoulas, 2023).

A review of the literature reveals several critical considerations for writing an effective article abstract. First and
foremost, abstract writing should commence only after the article text is completed (Arrom, Huguet, Errando,
Breda & Palou, 2018; Cook & Bordage, 2016; Nundy, Kakar & Bhutta, 2022; Shah, 2019). Having the complete
text facilitates the creation of an abstract, allowing it to be derived from the findings of the article rather than

preliminary plans. To prevent inconsistencies between the abstract and the main text, it is advisable to write the
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abstract last (Cook & Bordage, 2016). Before beginning to draft the abstract, preparing an outline can be helpful.
Creating an abstract outline provides organizing thoughts and considering the structure of the abstract as a

cohesive whole (Cook & Bordage, 2016; Shah, 2019).

Given that each section of an article serves as a concise abstract (Gastel & Day, 2022, p. 59), the abstract should
typically summarize the introduction, method, findings, and conclusion, with important results highlighted,
though this may vary by journal (Arrom, Huguet, Errando, Breda & Palou, 2018; Nundy, Kakar & Bhutta, 2022).
The final sentences should include implications based on the findings, followed by keywords that aid in indexing
the article (Nundy, Kakar & Bhutta, 2022). While specific requirements vary across journals, the number of

keywords generally ranges between 3 and 5.

The literature highlights certain pitfalls to avoid when writing abstracts. An abstract should not include any
information or findings not found within the main text (Gastel & Day, 2022, p. 60). The language of the abstract
should be in the past tense (Nundy, Kakar & Bhutta, 2022), favoring expressions like “... was conducted” rather
than “... will be conducted.” Similarly, abstracts should not include tables, figures, or references to sources other
than the measurement tools used. Avoid abbreviations, unnecessary details, and copying pasting from the main
text (Gastel & Day, 2022; Nundy, Kakar & Bhutta, 2022). Abstracts are generally well-written paragraphs of about
250 words (APA, 2020; Shah, 2019). The specific word count is dictated by journal guidelines, typically ranging
from 100 to 300 words. As the word count increases, the components of the article can be presented in greater

detail.

The abstract is expected to encompass the key components of the article. Generally, the primary components of
articles include introduction, aim, method, findings, conclusion, and implications. However, it is rare for an
abstract to include all these components. The inclusion of specific components and their details in the abstract
depends on the journal's writing and publishing policies. For instance, the word count limitations and the
required content structure outlined in journal guidelines influence the abstract’s composition. Some journals
provide a standardized content template for abstracts, specifying which headings to include, which helps authors

stay within the intended scope.

There are differing perspectives on which components should be included in the abstract. For example, Hyland
(2004, p. 67) and Santos (1996) assert that an abstract should include the introduction, aim, method, findings,
and conclusion. Fortanet (2002), however, offers a different view. Instead of a single classification, they suggest
that factors such as the journal’s format, the field, topic, and aim of the article may influence the author’s choice

of model, proposing four abstract models (as cited in Pitarch, 2016):

o Introduction + problem + conclusion

o Introduction + method + conclusion

. Introduction + method + findings + conclusion

. Introduction + aim + method + findings + conclusion.
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It is evident that the abstract models proposed by Fortanet (2002) are designed to accommodate not only
guantitative, qualitative, and mixed-methods research—such as descriptive, correlational, and experimental
studies—but also review-style academic works. For instance, in certain fields within the social sciences, it is
common for studies to either lack a method section or dedicate minimal space to it. This highlights the variability

in abstract models based on the type of research conducted.

A review of 20 journals examined whether they provided specific guidelines for writing abstracts. Table 1

presents a list of journals that include instructions on abstract writing on their official websites.

Table 1. Distribution of Journals Providing Content Information in Abstract Writing Rules

Name of the Journal Components Required in Abstracts

Mersin University Journal of the Faculty of Education aim, method, findings, conclusion, and implications
Kastamonu Education Journal aim, method, findings, conclusion, and implications
Turkish Studies introduction, aim, method, findings, and conclusion
OPUS Journal of Society Research importance, method, findings, and discussion
Journal of History School aim, method, findings, and conclusion

Abant izzet Baysal University Journal of Faculty of Education aim, method, findings, and conclusion

Journal of National Education aim, method, and conclusion

Mehmet Akif Ersoy University Journal of Faculty of Education aim, method, and conclusion

According to Table 1, only 40% of journals provide explicit guidelines for abstract writing. Most journals focus on

aim, method, and findings in their formatting instructions.

The literature suggests a lack of standardization regarding journal writing guidelines. This situation creates
numerous stylistic and content-related challenges for researchers during the manuscript preparation process.
Stylistic requirements may include factors such as font type, size, weight, and style; line spacing; paragraph
indentation and spacing; text alignment; margin settings; and page layout, among other combinations. Journals
also vary in their content requirements, which may include specifications on the scope or subject matter of the
article, as well as detailed instructions on writing the introduction, method, findings, conclusion, and
implications. Other content-related components include the components of abstracts in Turkish and English or

the features required in structured abstracts.

The diversity in journal-specific guidelines obliges researchers to adapt to distinct stylistic and content
requirements for each publication. While content-related requirements are relatively easier to address, the
process of aligning manuscripts with formatting rules can be more time-consuming. This issue not only affects
researchers but also poses challenges for editors and layout professionals responsible for proofreading and
typesetting. In recent years, many journals have adopted templates to expedite the process and resolve these
difficulties. These templates allow researchers to paste their manuscripts directly into a predefined format,

achieving compliance with stylistic requirements more efficiently.

Many journals include a separate section within their guidelines dedicated to abstracts, specifying stylistic
elements such as font type and size, text alignment, line spacing, paragraph indentation, and spacing before and

after paragraphs. Additionally, they provide explicit instructions on word limits. While some journals restrict
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abstracts to 100 words, others allow up to 350 words. In contrast, institutional thesis writing manuals generally
do not impose word limits, leading to more detailed abstracts in postgraduate theses compared to journal
articles. Word limits in journal abstracts significantly influence their content. Shorter abstracts can briefly address
essential components such as aim, method, findings, conclusion, and implications, whereas longer abstracts
allow for more detailed explanations of these components. For instance, a 300-word abstract can provide more
comprehensive information on the method section, while a 100-word abstract offers only a superficial overview

of the methods.

In article abstracts, keywords are an element that requires as much attention as the abstract itself. Keywords not
only provide information about the study’s subject but also facilitate researchers’ access to relevant studies
through online searches (Cin Seker, 2020; Erdem, Giin, Sengiil & Ozkan, 2015). Therefore, it is essential to ensure
that the selected keywords accurately reflect the scope of the study (Furtun, 2020). Keywords unrelated to the

topic may mislead researchers and result in wasted time (Sevim & iscan, 2012).

The number of keywords required varies by journal. While some journals limit this number to three, others may
request five or more keywords. Well-chosen keywords increase the likelihood of researchers finding articles due

to improved searchability and indexing (Bavdekar, 2016).

This study aims to review the abstracts of articles on Turkish language teaching by various components. The sub-

goals of the study are as follows:

1. To evaluate abstracts of articles on Turkish language teaching by content components
(introduction/aim, method, findings/conclusion, and implications).

2. To compare the formal components (word count and keywords) of abstracts of articles on Turkish
language teaching with the abstract writing guidelines of the journals in which they were published.

3. To determine the relationship between content and formal components of abstracts of articles on

Turkish language teaching.
METHOD

Research Design

The study employed descriptive survey design. Data was collected using document analysis, one of the qualitative
methods and techniques, and analyzed through descriptive analysis. The purpose of descriptive analysis is to

examine the collected data based on predetermined themes (Yildirim & Simsek, 2016, p. 239).

Research Material

The study population consists of journals indexed in TR Dizin that publish articles on Turkish education. The study
material comprises 200 articles selected from 20 journals that publish the highest number of articles on Turkish

education in TR Dizin. Ten articles were chosen from each journal. The study employed criterion sampling, a non-
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random sampling method. Criterion sampling is preferred when an in-depth analysis is conducted on units
meeting specific criteria (Blyukoztirk, Kiligc Cakmak, Akglin, Karadeniz & Demirel, 2020, p. 92). In this study,
certain criteria were determined for selecting the material. These criteria include journals indexed in TR Dizin in
2023 and 2024, published in Turkish, focused on "education-educational research," and publishing articles on

Turkish language teaching.

Data Collection

The data for the study was obtained through research conducted on TR Dizin (URL, 2024). As of December 9,
2024, the database contained 1,736 journals and 628,912 works, including 606,002 articles and 22,910 projects.
The numerical distribution of journals based on the criteria established from the searches on TR Dizin is as

follows:

The number of journals published in TR Dizin in 2023 or 2024 is 1,221.
The number of journals published in the Turkish language is 908 (out of 1,221 journals).

The number of journals whose scope is “education-educational research” is 124 (out of 908).

vV V V V

20 journals with the highest number of articles in Turkish language teaching was selected out of
124 journals.

»  The number of articles on Turkish language teaching across these 20 journals is 1,549
Statistical data regarding the 20 journals with the highest number of articles on Turkish language teaching is

presented in Table 2.

Table 2. The Descriptive Data of the Turkish Language Teaching Journals Analyzed in the Study

20 Journals Minimum Maximum Median
Starting Year 1973 2019 2006
Annual Issues 2 6 4
20 Journals Minimum Maximum Mean
Number of Articles 279 7467 1372
Number of Citations 56 18307 4041
Citation Mean 0,09 9,45 3,09

According to Table 2, the years when the journals began publication ranged from 1973 to 2019. It is observed
that the journals release between 2 to 6 issues annually, publish an average of 1,372 articles throughout their
publication history, receive an average of 4,041 citations, and have an average citation-per-article ratio of 3.12.
The period during which journals are excluded from TR Dizin until they are re-included can influence the number

of articles and citations they receive.

In the study, 10 articles were selected from each of the 20 journals with the highest number of articles in the
field of Turkish language teaching, totaling 200 articles chosen as the research material. Only research-based
articles were considered in this analysis, and review articles were excluded from the evaluation. Table X presents
the names of the journals, the number of articles they have published, the number of articles identified through

the "Turkish" search, and the number of articles included in the study.
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Table 3. Descriptive Data on Materials Selected from Turkish Language Teaching Journals

Name of the Journal All Articles Turklsl'1 Langtfage SeIeFted

Teaching Articles Articles
Turkish Studies 7467 358 10 articles
RumeliDE Journal of Language and Literature Studies 2331 230 10 articles
Journal of Mother Tongue Education 546 184 10 articles
International Journal of Turkish Literature Culture Education 1203 147 10 articles
Journal of National Education 1635 101 10 articles
Journal of History School 1289 52 10 articles
Korkut Ata Journal of Studies in Turcology 602 46 10 articles
Journal of Language 326 42 10 articles
Abant izzet Baysal University Journal of Faculty of Education 1296 36 10 articles
Gazi University Journal of Educational Faculty 685 35 10 articles
Kastamonu Education Journal 374 35 10 articles
OPUS Journal of Society Research 645 35 10 articles
Adiyaman University Journal of Social Sciences 755 33 10 articles
Mehmet Akif Ersoy University Journal of Faculty of Education 669 33 10 articles
Mersin University Journal of the Faculty of Education 648 33 10 articles
Ahi Evran University Journal of Kirgehir Education Faculty 1085 32 10 articles
Electronic Journal of Social Sciences 1729 31 10 articles
EKEV Academy Journal 906 29 10 articles
Hacettepe University Journal of Education 1487 29 10 articles
Journal of Bayburt Education Faculty 279 28 10 articles
Total 25957 1549 200 articles

According to Table 3, a total of 25,957 articles have been published across 20 journals, with 1,549 of them
focusing on Turkish language teaching. It is noted that the study selected 200 articles from these 20 journals,
with each journal contributing 10 articles related to Turkish language teaching. These 200 articles represent

approximately 13% of the articles published in Turkish language teaching within these 20 journals.

For the selection of articles for analysis, to ensure the inclusion of recent works, the articles were selected
starting from 2024 and going backward. During the data collection process, an effort was made to ensure that
the number of quantitative and qualitative research articles was as balanced as possible. An "Article Abstract

Evaluation Form" was developed to evaluate the article abstracts in this study.

Article Abstract Evaluation Form

The development process of the Article Abstract Evaluation Form involved a literature review and expert
opinions. Initially, studies addressing the essential components that should be included in abstracts were
identified in both domestic and international literature (Aktas & Yurt, 2015; Arrom, Huguet, Errando, Breda, &
Palou, 2018; Fortanet, 2002; Gastel & Day, 2022; Hyland, 2004; Nundy, Kakar & Bhutta, 2022; Pho, 2008; Santos,
1996). A common list was prepared based on the components emphasized in these studies. Points were assigned
to the components in the list for abstract writing. In the next stage, the list and point assignments were sent to
two experts in Turkish language teaching and assessment and evaluation. The form was finalized after revisions

based on feedback from the experts. The form is presented in Table 4.
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Table 4. Article Abstract Evaluation Form
Article Abstract Evaluation Form

Content Components Points Grading Criteria Total
0 point No information about introduction/aim
Introduction/Aim 4 2 points  Unclear information about introduction/aim

4 points  Clear information about introduction/aim
No information about research design
No information about population/sample*
No information about data collection
No information about data analysis
Incomplete information about research design
Incomplete information about population/sample
Incomplete information about data collection
Incomplete information about data analysis
Complete information about research design
Complete information about population/sample
Complete information about data collection
Complete information about data analysis

0 point No Findings/Conclusion

Findings/Conclusion 4 2 points  Unclear Findings/Conclusion
4 points  Clear Findings/Conclusion
0 point No implications
Implications 4 2 points  Unclear implications

4 points  Clear implications

* Depending on the type of study, terms such as study group, participants, study material, and study object may be used.

0 point

Method 8 1 point
20 points

2 points

Data Analysis

The data collected in the study were analyzed using descriptive analysis. For this purpose, the 200 articles
selected as the sample were evaluated based on the Article Abstract Evaluation Form developed by the
researcher. The analyses were conducted based on Turkish abstracts and keywords. The abstracts were
processed into the Article Abstract Evaluation Form created in Excel.

> The abstracts were analyzed for whether they included an introduction or aim sentences, and
the ones with a clear introduction or aim were given 4 points.

> The method sections of the abstracts were evaluated in terms of the sub-components: research
design, population/sample, data collection, and data analysis. It was checked whether these sub-components
were included; scoring was based on whether the research design, population/sample, data collection, and data
analysis components were complete or incomplete. Article abstracts with complete sub-components received 8
points. Concepts that can take different names, such as study group, participants, study materials, and study
object, depending on the type of study, were coded under the heading of “population and sample”.

> The abstracts were evaluated based on whether they included findings or the conclusion
section. Article abstracts that had a clear section of findings or conclusion were awarded 4 points.

> Similarly, the article abstracts were examined in terms of the implications section. Abstracts
where the implications were presented clearly were evaluated and awarded 4 points.
In the study, the quantitative evaluation of the abstracts published in journals was carried out according to the
“Journal Abstract Writing Rules Checklist” prepared by the researcher. The article abstracts were checked for the

word count of the abstracts and the number of keywords and then recorded in the checklist created in Excel. The
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article abstracts transferred to the checklist were compared for compliance with the abstract writing rules of the

respective journal.

Validity - Reliability

To ensure validity in the study, attention was paid to adhering to the criteria that the analyzed journals are
indexed in TR Dizin, published in Turkish, focus on education and educational research, and include studies
related to Turkish language teaching. To maximize content validity, the 20 journals with the highest number of
articles in Turkish language teaching were identified, and 10 articles from each journal were selected, starting
from the most recent issues and moving backward. Efforts were made to achieve a balanced distribution in terms
of research types (quantitative-qualitative) across the selected journals. To ensure reliability, particular care was
taken during the coding of data, and the data were re-coded by the researcher after a two-week interval.
Following the second round of coding, the data entered the Excel file was reviewed to confirm there were no

omissions or discrepancies, ensuring that the data were processed consistently and made ready for analysis.

Scope and Limitations

During the selection of the 20 journals forming the study sample, searches using the keyword “Turkish” were
utilized. It was assumed that the keyword “Turkish” encompasses many studies conducted in the field of Turkish
language teaching. However, some of the works identified through this search may not be directly related to
Turkish language teaching. This study is limited to article abstracts published in journals indexed in TR Dizin in
2024 and written in Turkish in the field of education. The analyses conducted in the study pertain only to the

year 2024. Changes in abstract writing requirements of the journals may have occurred after this period.

FINDINGS

The findings section of the study presents the results of analyses related to the content and formal components
of abstracts of articles on Turkish language teaching. Initially, findings concerning the content components of the

abstracts, namely "introduction/aim," "method," "findings/conclusion," and "implications," are discussed.

Table 5. Distribution of Journal Abstracts by Content Scores

Introd. Find./

Name of the Journal /Aim  Method Concl. Implic. Total

Grading 4p. 8 p. 4p. 4p. 20p. %
Turkish Studies 3,8 7,2 4,0 2,0 17,0 85
Journal of Mother Tongue Education 4,0 7,4 4,0 1,2 16,6 83
EKEV Academy Journal 4,0 7,1 4,0 1,2 16,3 82
Kastamonu Education Journal 4,0 7,0 4,0 1,2 16,2 81
Hacettepe University Journal of Education 4,0 7,2 4,0 0,8 16,0 80
Gazi University Journal of Educational Faculty 4,0 6,5 3,8 1,6 159 80
Mehmet Akif Ersoy University Journal of Faculty of Education 4,0 6,5 3,8 1,4 15,7 79
Korkut Ata Journal of Studies in Turcology 4,0 7,0 4,0 04 154 77
RumeliDE Journal of Language and Literature Studies 3,8 6,4 4,0 1,2 154 77
International Journal of Turkish Literature Culture Education 3,6 7,2 4,0 0,4 15,2 76
Journal of National Education 4,0 6,4 4,0 0,8 15,2 76
Abant izzet Baysal University Journal of Faculty of Education 4,0 6,3 3,4 1,4 151 76
Electronic Journal of Social Sciences 4,0 6,1 4,0 0,8 149 75
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Mersin University Journal of the Faculty of Education 4,0 5,9 3,8 1,0 14,7 74
Journal of Language 4,0 6,2 4,0 04 146 73
Journal of Bayburt Education Faculty 4,0 6,2 4,0 00 14,2 71
Journal of History School 3,7 6,4 3,6 0,2 139 70
Ahi Evran University Journal of Kirsehir Education Faculty 3,8 5,4 3,6 0,8 13,6 68
OPUS Journal of Society Research 3,3 5,2 3,2 1,6 13,3 67
Adiyaman University Journal of Social Sciences 3,4 5,2 3,4 0,0 12,0 60
X 3,87 6,44 3,82 0,92 15,1 76
% 97 81 96 23 76

Table 5 indicates that the journals achieved an average score of 15.1, corresponding to 76%. The greatest success
in article abstracts was observed in the "introduction/aim" (97%) and "findings/conclusion" (96%) sections.
Conversely, the lowest success was in the "implications" section, with a rate of 23%. When the journals are
compared in terms of article abstract scores, the most successful journal was found to be Turkish Studies, with a
score of 17.0 (85%), followed by Journal of Mother Tongue Education (83%) and EKEV Academy Journal (82%).
The journal with the lowest success in abstract writing was identified as the Adiyaman University Journal of Social

Sciences (60%).

Table 6 presents the scores for the "method" section of article abstracts, specifically examining the sub-

components of "design, population/sample, data collection, and data analysis."

Table 6. Distribution of Article Abstracts by Method Scores

Pop./

Name of the Journal Design Samp. D. Coll. D. Ana. Total
Grading 2p. 2p. 2p. 2p. 8p. %
Journal of Mother Tongue Education 1,8 2,0 2,0 1,6 7,4 93
Hacettepe University Journal of Education 2,0 2,0 1,8 1,4 7,2 90
Turkish Studies 1,8 2,0 1,6 1,8 7,2 90
International Journal of Turkish Literature Culture Education 1,7 1,9 1,6 2,0 7,2 90
EKEV Academy Journal 2,0 1,9 1,8 1,4 7,1 89
Kastamonu Education Journal 1,8 1,8 1,8 1,6 7,0 88
Korkut Ata Journal of Studies in Turcology 2,0 1,8 1,6 1,6 7,0 88
Gazi University Journal of Educational Faculty 1,8 1,6 1,4 1,7 6,5 81
Mehmet Akif Ersoy University Journal of Faculty of Education 1,4 1,5 1,8 1,8 6,5 81
Journal of National Education 1,4 1,8 1,6 1,6 6,4 80
RumeliDE Journal of Language and Literature Studies 1,5 1,7 1,6 1,6 6,4 80
Journal of History School 1,7 1,5 1,8 1,4 6,4 80
Abant izzet Baysal University Journal of Faculty of Education 1,4 1,9 1,3 1,7 6,3 79
Journal of Bayburt Education Faculty 1,6 2,0 1,2 1,4 6,2 78
Journal of Language 1,4 2,0 1,2 1,6 6,2 78
Electronic Journal of Social Sciences 1,4 1,9 1,2 1,6 6,1 76
Mersin University Journal of the Faculty of Education 1,0 1,8 1,4 1,7 5,9 74
Ahi Evran University Journal of Kirsehir Education Faculty 1,4 1,8 0,8 1,4 5,4 68
Adiyaman University Journal of Social Sciences 1,2 1,5 1,1 1,4 5,2 65
OPUS Journal of Society Research 1,1 1,7 1,0 1,4 5,2 65

X 1,57 1,81 1,48 1,59 6,44 81

% 79 90 74 79 81

An examination of Table 6 reveals that the success rate of journals in the "method" section of abstracts is 81%.
Among the sub-components of method, journals demonstrated the highest success in the "population/sample"
component (90%) and the lowest in the "data collection" component (74%). Considering all sub-components of

method, the most successful journals were identified as Journal of Mother Tongue Education, followed by

10
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Hacettepe University Journal of Education, Turkish Studies, and International Journal of Turkish Literature
Culture Education. In contrast, the journals with the lowest success in writing the method section of abstracts
were Adiyaman University Journal of Social Sciences and OPUS Journal of Society Research, both scoring 65%.

This section of the study examines the article abstracts in the field of Turkish language teaching in terms of the
formal components of abstracts, specifically the number of words and keywords. Table 7 presents findings

related to the word count of abstracts.

Table 7. Distribution of Article Abstracts by Word Counts

Journal Abstract Compatible Rate
Rule Word Mean Article

Name of the Journal f X f %
Journal of Bayburt Education Faculty 100-200 132 10 100
Journal of Language 0-300 171 10 100
EKEV Academy Journal 0-300 201 10 100
Kastamonu Education Journal 150-350 199 10 100
Journal of National Education 0-250 175 10 100
Turkish Studies 200 + 242 10 100
Adiyaman University Journal of Social Sciences 100-200 141 9 90
Ahi Evran University Journal of Kirsehir Education 150-200 176 9 90
Electronic Journal of Social Sciences 0-200 165 9 90
Gazi University Journal of Educational Faculty 0-200 159 9 90
Hacettepe University Journal of Education 0-300 229 9 90
Korkut Ata Journal of Studies in Turcology 150 + 192 9 90
Mehmet Akif Ersoy University Journal of Faculty of Education 150-200 170 9 90
Journal of History School 150-300 193 9 90
OPUS Journal of Society Research 150-200 161 8 80
Journal of Mother Tongue Education 0-150 167 6 60
International Journal of Turkish Literature Culture Education 100-150 163 6 60
Abant izzet Baysal University Journal of Faculty of Education 150-200 207 5 50
Mersin University Journal of the Faculty of Education 150-200 173 5 50
RumeliDE Journal of Language and Literature Studies 200-250 196 5 50
Mean 181 8,4 84

An analysis of Table 7 indicates that most journals define abstract length with a lower limit of 150 words and an
upper limit of 200 words. The table also reveals that some journals do not specify a lower limit (f=7), while others
do not impose an upper limit (f=2). The average word count of the reviewed abstracts is 181. In terms of word
count compliance, many journals (f=17) adhere to their specified abstract length guidelines. However, it has been
observed that the journals Journal of Mother Tongue Education, International Journal of Turkish Literature
Culture Education, and Abant izzet Baysal University Journal of Faculty of Education exceed their respective word
limits. The overall compliance rate of abstracts with the word count rules of their respective journals is 84%.
Journals such as Journal of Bayburt Education Faculty, Journal of Language, EKEV Academy Journal, Kastamonu
Education Journal, Journal of National Education, and Turkish Studies demonstrate full compliance (100%) with
their abstract word count guidelines. In contrast, the journals with the lowest compliance rates are Abant izzet
Baysal University Journal of Faculty of Education, Mersin University Journal of the Faculty of Education, and

RumeliDE Journal of Language and Literature Studies.
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Table 8. Distribution of Article Abstracts by Keyword Counts
Journal Keyword Compatible

Rule Mean Article Rate
Name of the Journal f X f %
Abant izzet Baysal University Journal of Faculty of Education 3-5 3,7 10 100
Adiyaman University Journal of Social Sciences 3-5 3,4 10 100
Ahi Evran University Journal of Kirsehir Education 3+ 3,8 10 100
Journal of Mother Tongue Education 3-5 3,8 10 100
EKEV Academy Journal 3-5 4,7 10 100
Electronic Journal of Social Sciences 3+ 4,0 10 100
Hacettepe University Journal of Education 2-5 3,6 10 100
Kastamonu Education Journal -5 3,8 10 100
Journal of National Education 3-8 4,6 10 100
RumeliDE Journal of Language and Literature Studies 3-5 3,8 10 100
International Journal of Turkish Literature Culture Education 3-5 4,1 10 100
Journal of Bayburt Education Faculty 3-5 3,4 9 90
Journal of Language 4-8 4,3 9 90
Gazi University Journal of Educational Faculty 3-5 3,9 9 90
Korkut Ata Journal of Studies in Turcology 3-5 3,7 9 90
Mersin University Journal of the Faculty of Education 3-5 4,0 9 90
OPUS Journal of Society Research 3-5 4,1 9 90
Journal of History School 4-6 4,6 9 90
Turkish Studies 5+ 4,9 9 90
Mehmet Akif Ersoy University Journal of Faculty of Education 4-6 4,0 8 80
Mean 4,0 9,5 95

An examination of Table 8 reveals that many journals (f=10) adopt a range of 3-5 keywords for abstracts. The
average number of keywords in the reviewed articles is 4. It is evident that most articles (f=19) adhere to the
keyword count specified by their respective journals. However, the average number of keywords in Turkish
Studies falls below the journal's stipulated limit. More than half of the journals (f=11) demonstrate full
compliance (100%) with their keyword requirements, while the lowest compliance rate is observed in the

Mehmet Akif Ersoy University Journal of Faculty of Education (80%).

Table 9 provides descriptive information regarding the word counts of journal abstracts and the components

that constitute these abstracts.

Table 9. The Distribution of Descriptive Data for the Abstract Word Counts and the Components of the Abstract

Variables n X Ss
The word counts of the article abstracts 200 180,48 47,714
All components of the abstracts 200 15,06 3,015

According to Table 9, the abstracts of the selected articles from the reviewed journals were written with an
average of 180.48 words, and their abstract scores averaged 15.06. To determine the relationship between the
word counts of the abstracts and their scores, a Pearson correlation analysis was conducted, and the findings are

presented in Table 10.

Table 10. The Relationship Between Abstract Word Counts and the Components of the Abstract

Variable Holistic Abstract Scores
,257""
The word counts of the article abstracts p ,000
n 200
** p<.01
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According to Table 10, there is a positive correlation between the word count of the abstracts and the scores

obtained across all components of the article abstracts (r =.257; p <.01).

Information regarding the Pearson correlation analysis conducted to determine the relationship between the
word count of the abstracts and the sub-components of the abstracts—namely, "introduction/aim, method,

findings/conclusion, and implications" —is presented in Table 11.

Table 11. The Distribution of Descriptive Data of The Abstracts and Their Sub-Components

Variables n X Ss
The word counts of the article abstracts 200 180,48 47,714
Introduction/Aim 200 3,87 ,596
Method 200 6,44 1,979
Findings/Conclusion 200 3,82 ,755
Implications 200 0,92 1,639

According to Table 11, the sub-components of the article abstracts received the following average scores: the
introduction/aim section scored 3.87 out of 4, the method section scored 6.44 out of 8, the findings/conclusion

section scored 3.82 out of 4, and the implications section scored 0.92 out of 4.

Table 12. The Relationship Between the Abstract Word Counts and the Sub-Components of the Abstracts

Variable Introd./Aim  Method Find./Concl. Implic.
h d ts of th icl r ,044 ,216™ ,056 ,168"
e word counts of the article 537 002 432 017

abstracts
n 200 200 200 200

** p<.01; * p<.05

According to Table 12, a positive correlation is observed between the word counts of the abstracts and the sub-
components of the abstract, specifically the method (r = .216; p < .01) and recommendation (r = .168; p < .05)

sections.

CONCLUSION and DISCUSSION

In our study, it was found that the average score for the article abstracts published in the journals was 15.1,
which corresponds to 76%. The highest success in the abstracts was observed in the introduction/aim (97%) and
finding/conclusion (96%) sections, while the lowest success was in the recommendation section (23%), and the
method section achieved 81% success. Indeed, the results of Aktas's (2015) study support our findings. In that
study, 724 research article abstracts related to Turkish language teaching published in SSCI and Ulakbim social
sciences databases between 2004 and 2013 were analyzed. The study concluded that a large portion of the article
abstracts contained no information other than aim and findings. Additionally, it was found that the method
information in the abstracts was insufficient, and findings, conclusion, and implications were mostly omitted. In
a study by Cosmus (2011), 100 research article abstracts written in English and Turkish were examined. The study
concluded that the introduction, method, and findings sections were most frequently included in both languages.
Similar results were found in Demir's (2022) study, where it was concluded that all article abstracts contained

aim, method, and findings sections. Similarly, in the study conducted by Cakir & Fidan (2015), it was determined
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that more than 70% of the article abstracts contained information about the aim, method and findings, with less

emphasis on the conclusion section.

In our study, the journals with the highest scores for article abstracts were Turkish Studies, Journal of Mother
Tongue Education, and EKEV Academy Journal, while the journals with the lowest scores were Adiyaman
University Journal of Social Sciences, OPUS Journal of Society Research, and Ahi Evran University Journal of

Kirsehir Education Faculty.

Regarding the sub-components of the method in the journal abstracts, it was found that the highest success was
in the component of population/sample, and the lowest success was in the component of data collection. In the
study by Turan, Sevim & Tunagiir (2018), while sufficient information was provided about the sample in the
abstracts, it was found that the information about data collection and data analysis techniques was inadequate.
In our study, the journals with the highest success in all aspects of the method were Journal of Mother Tongue
Education, Hacettepe University Journal of Education, Turkish Studies, and International Journal of Turkish
Literature Culture Education, while the least successful journals were Adiyaman University Journal of Social

Sciences and OPUS Journal of Society Research.

In our study, it was found that the rules regarding the number of words in an abstract vary from journal to journal.
Most journals prefer a word range of 150 for the lower limit and 200 for the upper limit. The study determined
that the average word count for the article abstracts was 181 words, with a range between 132 and 242 words.
In a study by Demir (2022), it was found that the abstracts had an average of 162 words, with a range from 102
to 256 words.

Regarding the average word count of the abstracts, it was determined that most journals (f=17) adhered to their
word limits, while the “Journal of Mother Tongue Education, International Journal of Turkish Literature Culture
Education, and Abant izzet Baysal University Journal of Faculty of Education” exceeded the word limits. In our
study, it was found that all the articles published in the Journal of Bayburt Education Faculty, Journal of Language,
EKEV Academy Journal, Kastamonu Education Journal, Journal of National Education, and Turkish Studies journals
fully complied with the journal rules (100% compliance). On the other hand, the journals with the least
compliance were Abant izzet Baysal University Journal of Faculty of Education, Mersin University Journal of the
Faculty of Education, and RumeliDE Journal of Language and Literature Studies, where the compliance rate was

50%.

In our study, the average number of keywords used in the analyzed article abstracts was found to be 4, and it
was determined that most journals adopted a range of "3-5 keywords." Studies by Aktas & Uzuner Yurt (2015)
and Turan, Sevim & Tunagiir (2018) concluded that most studies used 4-5 keywords. A study by Deniz & Karagol
(2017) found that author guidelines adopted keyword ranges of 3-5, 3-6, 3-8, and 4-6.

In our study, it was found that in many of the analyzed articles (f=19), the average number of keywords aligned

with the keyword count specified by the journals. However, the average number of keywords in the journal
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Turkish Studies was found to be below its specified limit. Our study also found that all the article abstracts from
11 journals fully complied with the keyword count specified by the journal (100% compliance). The journal with
the lowest compliance rate was determined to be Mehmet Akif Ersoy University Educational Faculty Journal,

with a compliance rate of 80%.

The study found a positive correlation (r=,257; p<.01) between the average word count of the article abstracts
and the scores obtained from all aspects of the abstracts. This indicates a linear relationship between writing
abstracts with more words and the total scores of the abstracts. Additionally, a positive correlation was identified
between the word count of the abstracts and the sub-components of method (r=,216; p<.01) and suggestion
(r=,168; p<.05). This suggests that using more words in the abstracts could increase the scores in the method and

suggestion sections.

In our study, it was observed that only 40% of the journals included information about which sections should be
present in the article abstracts. In contrast, a study by Deniz & Karagol found that approximately 87% of thesis

writing guidelines included explanations about the sub-components of thesis abstracts.

SUGGESTIONS

In the study, it was determined that the abstracts were most successful in the introduction/aim and
findings/conclusion sections, and least successful in the implications section, while the method section was found
to be adequately written. The findings of this study are generally supported by existing literature. Given that
implications, which are the outcomes of the research findings reached after going through challenging phases,
are of great importance for researchers, teachers, practitioners, and administrators, the omission of sufficient
attention to this section in the abstracts should be avoided. The importance of including implications in the

abstracts should be emphasized.

In fact, our study found a positive correlation between the word count of the abstracts and the implications
section, meaning that abstracts written with more words were more successful in terms of providing
implications. The method section plays a crucial role both in the article and in the abstract. Articles that lack or
have incomplete methods can negatively affect researchers' understanding of the work. In our study, it was
found that while the journals' abstracts were generally successful in the method section, some articles lacked
sufficient information regarding the sub-components of data collection and analysis. The positive correlation
between the abstracts’ word counts and the method section indicates that articles with longer abstracts tend to
receive higher scores in the method component. Therefore, it is believed that providing detailed information

about the method in article abstracts would help researchers better understand the research process.

In our study, it was found that there were differences in the word count requirements for abstracts across the
journals. Some journals did not have a minimum or maximum word limit, while the majority preferred a lower
limit of 150 words and an upper limit of 200 words. A positive correlation was found between the word count of

the article abstracts and the scores from all the abstract components. This suggests that abstracts written with
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more words tend to receive higher scores. In other words, abstracts with fewer words might achieve lower
success. Although a small number of journals were found to have article abstracts that exceeded the word limits
set by the journals, two implications can be made: First, the journal's editorial team should more carefully check
abstracts for adherence to the journal’s guidelines. Second, journals could raise the word count limit to a level
that allows authors to fully reflect the introduction/aim, method, findings/conclusion, and implications in their

abstracts.

In our study, it was found that journals generally preferred "3-5 keywords" in abstracts, with the average number
of keywords being 4 in the analyzed articles. A review of the literature shows that a 4-5 keyword range is widely
accepted. It was observed that many article abstracts complied with the journal’s specified number of keywords,

but in some cases, the number of keywords exceeded the limit set by the journal.

Finally, our study revealed that only 40% of the journals included information on the components that should be
included in the abstracts. Journals should provide detailed guidance in the instructions to authors, specifying
how the different components of the abstract (such as introduction/aim, method, findings/conclusion, and

implications) should be presented.
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