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· Research summaries are approximately 3000 word papers summarising a more detailed academic research paper.  Research summaries are published on the Crossrail learning legacy and link to the detailed paper once published.
· Papers should be approximately 3000 words + 200 word abstract.
· The abstract should introduce the paper and summarise the key points.
· The paper should be a fairly formal style.  Text should be UK English in the third person and should be readily understandable by a Professional person. Avoid use of colloquialisms.
· If possible and appropriate, the paper should include visual content: diagrams/graphs/photos/ drawings
· Make text as short and concise as possible, excluding anything that is not directly relevant to the subject.  
· If the research was not under contract with Crossrail Limited : obtain the Intellectual Property User Agreement by contacting learninglegacy@crossrail.co.uk and complete, sign and return it to licence use of the research as part of the learning legacy.
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· Are all appropriate references included?

Page 2 of 3
V4.0
image5.jpeg
Document Title

Date




