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What is „Quality‟ (Journal)?What is „Quality‟ (Journal)?

The term „Quality‟ is often relative, The term „Quality‟ is often relative, e.ge.g::

•Muslim: Who states shahadah by heart and 

mouth, and does the minimum Islamic duties.

•Mu'min: A Muslim with Imaan. This person 

does some extra things.

•Muhsin: A Mu'min with Ihsan which is the 

highest level. 

Almost same rule applies in case of Journals!!Almost same rule applies in case of Journals!!



Can I have good published paper?Can I have good published paper?

Definitely 

YESYES
HowHow



 Read many papers, and learn from good ones & 

bad ones

 Write frequently: quality is everything

 Review frequently

 Learn to be objective about your work

 Believe that editors/reviewers are likely trying to 

be objective about your work

 Learn to expect and accept rejection

CCONTINUEONTINUE….….



Ingredients of good scienceIngredients of good science

 Novelty of idea

 Comprehensive review of literature

 Strong data; strong  statistical analysis

 Strong and precise discussion 



Ingredients of good writingIngredients of good writing

 Good organization

 Appropriate use of tables & figures

 Right length

 Right audience



Why write and publish research 

papers?

 Ideally:

 to share research findings and discoveries     to share research findings and discoveries     

with the hope of improving healthcare.with the hope of improving healthcare.

 Practically:

 to get fundingto get funding

 to get promotedto get promoted

 to get a jobto get a job

 to keep your job! to keep your job! 



“Scientists are rated by what they finish, not “Scientists are rated by what they finish, not 

by what they attempt”by what they attempt”



First ImpressionsFirst Impressions

 It is vital to understand that the journal editor It is vital to understand that the journal editor 

and reviewers probably do not know the article and reviewers probably do not know the article 

authors….. authors….. thus;thus;

TheThe submissionsubmission ofof thethe manuscriptmanuscript willwill provideprovide

themthem withwith theirtheir firstfirst impressions'impressions' ofof authorsauthors

whichwhich isis criticalcritical toto successsuccess inin thethe peerpeer reviewreview

processprocess..



Simple writingSimple writing

“Those who have the most to say 

usually say it with the fewest words”



Sentence structureSentence structure

Write short sentence not long ones.

 Put parallel idea.

 Simplify by using active voice.

 Use strong verbs not nouns.

 Tighten your writing.



 Use Common words

 Define technical expression early in the 

abstract or introduction

 Never assume that your reader will understand

 Don‟t trust spell check

 Proofread... proofread

CCONTINUEONTINUE….….



Ethical Ethical responsibilities responsibilities of the authorof the author

Authors must be knowledgeable about:

 Conflict of interest.

 Duplicate publication or falsification.

 Ethics in experiment involving humans or 

animals.



Ethics in publishingEthics in publishing

ConflictConflict ofof interestinterest::

 Definition: Real conflict due to employment,

consulting or investment in entities with an

interest in the outcome of the research.

 How to avoid: Disclose all the potential

interests to the editor of the Journal and within

the manuscript itself.



Ethics in publishingEthics in publishing

 Plagiarism:Plagiarism:
 Taking the work of another.

 Copying a figure, table, data or even wording
from a published or unpublished paper without
attribution.

 How to avoid
 Provide citations to the work of others.

 Obtain copyright permission if needed.

 Do not copy exact wording from another papers

to yours even if referenced unless in quotes.



What What constitute constitute a good journal?a good journal?

 Impact factor:Impact factor:

Average number of times published papers are 
cited up to two years after publication.

 Immediacy Immediacy index:index:

Average number of times published papers are 
cited during year of publication.



Impact factorsImpact factors



Examples of writing simply & Examples of writing simply & 

clearlyclearly



CCONTINUEONTINUE….….



CCONTINUEONTINUE….….



Process of PublicationProcess of Publication

Submission of manuscript

Assignment and review

Decision

Revision

Resubmission

Re-review

Acceptance

Publication

Rejection

Rejection



Choosing the Right JournalChoosing the Right Journal



Choosing the right journalChoosing the right journal



The Editorial ProcessThe Editorial Process “ Reviewers “ Reviewers 

Revise, Revise, 

editors editors 

decide‟‟decide‟‟



What constitutes good science?What constitutes good science?

 NovelNovel:: new and not resembling something formerly

known or used (can be novel but not important)

MechanisticMechanistic:: testing a hypothesis-determining the

fundamental processes involved in or responsible for an

action, reaction, or other natural phenomenon.

 DescriptiveDescriptive:: describes how are things are but does not

test how things work – hypotheses are not tested.



Novelty is most critical !Novelty is most critical !



Erratic EditorsErratic Editors



The Editor may be on your side !The Editor may be on your side !

 Editors work hard & tend to be pro-authors.

 Editors respect the peer review system.

 Editors struggle with difficult decisions & are also

„pained‟ by decisions (as authors).

 Editors have broader perspective.

 Editors don‟t like involvement in authorship

disputes.

 Editors don‟t mind rebuttals.



A request for revision ?!A request for revision ?!

 If your paper is returned for revision, you are in

good company.

 It‟s ok to get mad, but don‟t act on it.

 Try to understand what the reviewers are really

saying.

 look for clues from the editor (the final arbiter)

as to the extent of revision needed.



A request for revision ?!A request for revision ?!

 Complete additional experiments if needed.

 Address all comments in a point-by-point fashion:

• Resist the temptation to prepare an impassioned response

to points with which you disagree.

• Stand firm (diplomatically) if that is truly the right things

to do.

 Sincerely thank the editor and reviewers for helping you

to improve your work, they have invested a lot of time.

 Ask a neutral colleague to review you response.



Be responsive Be responsive 

to reviewersto reviewers

Make it easy Make it easy 

for them to refor them to re--

review the MSreview the MS



Major Reasons for rejection

 Inappropriate for the journal.

 Do Your Homework.

Merely confirmatory/ incremental.

Avoid Least Publishable units (LPUs).

 Describes poorly-designed or inconclusive 

studies.

 Focus on your hypothesis.

 Poorly written.

 Great science in an ugly package can still be 

rejected.



Miscellaneous Reasons for RejectionMiscellaneous Reasons for Rejection



Interpreting Wording of RejectionInterpreting Wording of Rejection

 Rejection with referral to another journal in family



Flow diagram illustrating the choices authors can make after 

receiving a manuscript rejection letter from the editor of their 

first-choice journal.



Dealing with Dealing with rejectionrejection

 Rejection is upsetting.

 If you feel that it is unfair to reject your article
do not get angry.

 Reassess quickly the choice of Journal.

 Fix any weakness that was pointed out by
review process.

 Reformat the paper for your second choice
Journal and send it.



About About 7070% of % of papers rejected by papers rejected by 

Science are eventually published Science are eventually published 

elsewhereelsewhere





Rejection Fraction !Rejection Fraction !



Some new challengesSome new challenges

Open Access journals.

 Social media & Open peer 

review.

 “joint’ online authorship



Some Key TipsSome Key Tips

 Read many papers, and learn from good ones 

& bad ones.

 Write frequently: quality is everything.

 Review frequently.

 Learn to be objective about your work.

 Believe that editors/reviewers are likely trying 

to be objective about your work.

 Learn to expect and accept rejection.



“There is no way to get 

experience except 

through experience.”
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