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§ Reviewer Comments

3. Conclusions and Essential Tips

Agenda



§ Before you start, decide what you want the paper to achieve
§ What does the ‘end result’ look like?
§ Why am I doing this?
§ What do I want to say? (What is my message?)
§ Who do I want to say it to? (Who is the audience?)
§ What is the best way to say it? (What format should I choose?)
§ Where should I say it? (What publication, outlet?)

Planning



Meeting Standards for Reporting Research

1. Reproducibility
§ Is the methodology described in sufficient detail?

2. Ethics
§ Was the research carried out in accordance with standard practices?

3. Readability
§ Is the language effective enough that the concepts are being 

adequately communicated?

What Defines a “Good” Manuscript?



Meeting Standards for Reporting Research

§ Reporting guidelines provide a consistent framework for authors, reviewers, 
and editors.

§ Conforming to guidelines helps authors to improve their chances of 
acceptance.

§ EQUATOR Network – www.equator-network.org

Research Reporting Guidelines



Article Types and Guidelines

Meeting Standards for Reporting Research

Article Type Corresponding Reporting Guideline

Clinical Trial/Experimental Study CONSORT

Observational Study STROBE

Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis PRISMA

Meta-Analysis of Observational Studies in Epidemiology MOOSE

Diagnostic Accuracy Study STARD

Quality Improvement Study SQUIRE

Economic Evaluation Study CHEERS

Clinical Case Report CARE



Meeting Expectations: Example, CONSORT

Meeting Standards for Reporting Research

§ An evidence-based, minimum set of 
recommendations for reporting 
randomized trials. 

§ It offers a standard way for authors 
to prepare reports of trial findings, 
facilitating their complete and 
transparent reporting, and aiding 
their critical appraisal and 
interpretation.

§ The CONSORT Statement comprises 
a 25-item checklist and a flow 
diagram. 
§ The checklist items focus on 

reporting how the trial was 
designed, analysed, and 
interpreted.

§ The flow diagram displays the 
progress of all participants 
through the trial.

http://www.consort-statement.org/consort-statement/checklist
http://www.consort-statement.org/consort-statement/flow-diagram
http://www.consort-statement.org/consort-statement/flow-diagram


Meeting Standards for Reporting Research

§ Instructions For Authors
§ Medicine® article types are based upon key reporting guidelines, as defined 

by the EQUATOR Network. Authors should prepare their manuscripts in 
accordance with the appropriate guidelines(s) and/or checklist(s) for each 
type of article. We ask that you use the checklist and flow diagram 
templates for the guidelines outlined below available at 
http://www.editorialmanager.com/md in the "Files & Resources" section of 
the home page.

§ The appropriate checklist (and flow diagram, if applicable) must be included 
with each submission.

In Practice Example: Medicine



Meeting Standards for Reporting Research

Completed CONSORT Checklist



Meeting Standards for Reporting Research

Completed CONSORT Checklist



Meeting Standards for Reporting Research

Completed CONSORT Checklist



Meeting Standards for Reporting Research

Completed CONSORT Flow Diagram



§ Pose a clinically relevant hypothesis 
– Your work should answer a specific question

§ The selected methodology must be appropriate to answer the research  
question 

§ Describe methodology in detail 
– Accuracy of the methods must be validated
– Patient acquisition should be addressed in detail
– Clarify how appropriateness of the study group was established
– Presence of a control group is of critical importance

Top strategies for writing a good paper



§Perform a careful analysis
–Having asked a novel question and applied appropriate methodology, some 

papers provide a flawed analysis
§Describe what your results yielded or what you found in the research 
§Provide data to support the research question 

Top strategies for writing a good paper
What does your data really mean?



§ Craft the discussion
– Present the most important result in the 

first paragraph
– Provide a brief scholarly review of the 

literature and place your findings in 
perspective

– Acknowledge limitations
– Provide potential explanations and clinical 

implications of your work

§ Create good figures and legends
– Illustrations should be used to draw the 

readers attention to important findings
– Illustrations should clearly display the 

findings
– Use arrows, asterisks and other 

designations to make the figures easy to 
follow

§ The message of a good figure can 
commonly be summarized in a 
single sentence

How do your findings fit with what we already knew?

Top strategies for writing a good paper



Meeting Standards for Reporting Research

Publishers adhere to standard practices as defined by a number of 
professional organizations: Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE), 
International Committee of Medical Journal Editors (ICMJE), World 
Association of Medical Editors (WAME). 

Standard Practices in Ethical Reporting



Meeting Standards for Reporting Research

§ Required policies should be clearly stated on journal web site and/or 
instructions for authors. Examples include:
§ Redundant or Duplicate Publication
§ Conflicts of Interest
§ Permissions to Reproduce Previously Published Material
§ Patient Consent Forms
§ Ethics Committee Approval

Ethics Policies



Meeting Standards for Reporting Research

§ https://journals.lww.com/md-journal/Pages/aboutthejournal.aspx

Ethics Policies Examples

https://journals.lww.com/md-journal/Pages/aboutthejournal.aspx


Meeting Standards for Reporting Research

Reporting of Conflicts of Interest



Meeting Standards for Reporting Research

“This study was approved by the clinical research ethics committees of the Jinhua Central 
Hospital (2014[8]). We did a single-center, randomized, double-blind clinical trial at the 
Department of Rheumatology in Jinhua Central Hospital, Jinhua Zhejiang, China. 
Magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) with high sensitivity was used to assess changes in 
patients before and after treatment (including early lesions such as synovitis and bone 
marrow edema). Based on several clinical indicators (eg, quality of life, functional 
assessment, disease activity, side effects), the efficacy and safety of the standard regimen 
of low-dose GCs combined with DMARDs (MTX + HCQ) and placebo combined with MTX 
+ HCQ were explored. This study followed the Good Clinical Practice guidelines and the 
guidelines of the Helsinki Declaration. The study protocol was registered at the Chinese 
Clinical Trial Registry and the registration number is ChiCTR1900026116.”

Reporting of Ethical Approval



Meeting Standards for Reporting Research

“Exclusion criteria were: diabetes and osteoporosis prone to brittle fracture; severe 
infections (such as hepatitis, pneumonia and pyelonephritis) in the last 2 months; 
pregnancy or lactation in women; tuberculosis; tumors, multiple sclerosis, central 
nervous demyelination or congestive heart failure; other serious diseases affecting vital 
visceral organs such as the heart, liver, or kidney; blood or endocrine system disease. 
Besides, all of the patients were required to sign a written informed consent before the 
enrollment. The sample size was calculated using G∗Power 3.1 based on 1) the study 
design (ie, mixed factorial design); 2) a type I error rate of 5% (α=0.05); 3) a statistical 
power of 95% (1-β=0.95); and 4) a moderate effect size of 0.34 based on our previous 
study.[20] The total estimated sample included 70 patients.”

Reporting of Consent



Meeting Standards for Reporting Research

§ Non-negotiable. A patient who has not granted consent cannot have their 
data publicly shared. 

§ Patient images. Consent for image use must be granted and every effort must 
be made to anonymize the image as much as possible while maintaining the 
clinical value of the image.
§ The black bar across the eyes is no longer considered adequate.
§ Patients who are minors cannot grant consent. It must be obtained by 

parents/guardians.
§ Patients who are deceased cannot grant consent. It must be obtained by 

legal next of kin.

Patient Consent



Wolters Kluwer Author Resources 
authors.lww.com

Wolters Kluwer Editing Services
wkauthorservices.editage.com

Seeking Assistance
If needed, where can I find help?



§Submission & Peer Review
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§Be realistic about the journal you want to publish in
– JAMA (rejection rate of 92%)
– The Lancet (rejection rate of 90%)
– NEJM (rejection rate of 92%)
– BMJ (rejection rate of 93%)

Submission Process

Tips for smooth submission
• Read and follow author guidelines and 

instructions
• Provide all the required paperwork first 

time round (manuscript, figures, 
declarations, copyright or licence form)



§ Information about a new drug, new 
patient population, new problem

§Definitive data in a controversial 
area

§Extending previous findings

§Large study population 
(confirmatory data)

What editors look for...novelty, relevance and quality
Novelty



§ Impact on clinical practice (new answer 
for old problem, consolidating evidence, 
changing accepted practice)

§Develop/validate a method of diagnosing 
or quantifying severity of disease

§Establish a mechanism of disease

§Generate a ‘hypothesis’

What Editors Look For...
Relevance



§Sound methodology

§Comprehensive and analytical

§Well presented and well written

§Follow reporting guidelines and ethical 
practice

What Editors Look For...
Quality



Submitting Your Manuscript

Information for Authors

Submit a manuscript

On our Journal homepage hover over 
the ‘For Authors’ tab and click on 

Information for Authors

Click on the link, ‘Submit a 
manuscript’ to take you to 
the Editorial Manager site 

for manuscript submissions



Editorial Manager

Register
You need to register or 

log in to begin the 
submission process



Corresponding Author’s Email & Institution

32

Institution Start typing to display a list of 
institutions

Email

Enter institutional email 
address. Enter a second email 
address using a semicolon to 

separate them. This decreases 
the chance of Spam filters 

trapping emails sent to you

Select

Select your institution from 
the dropdown list. You may 
see several choices, simply 

select the most appropriate 
option.  



The Submission

New Submissions

Revisions

Completed

To submit a new manuscript, 
click on the link here

Manuscripts with reviews 
requiring revision will be 
stored in these folders

A list of your papers which 
have been approved for 

publishing will be listed in 
these folders



New Submissions

Select article type from the dropdown 
menuEnter your titles

Add authors



Submission Questions: Open Access

35

Open Access Select ‘Yes’ to publish open 
access

Click the link to check if your 
institution has funded the OA fee. 

Articles with Corresponding authors 
from these institutions are not 

charged for OA



New Submissions – Uploads

You can browse for files on 
your computer to upload to 

the system, or drag and drop 
from a folder.

Uploading your submission

Uploads are divided according 
to type: upload figures, tables, 
cover letters etc. separately. 

They will be seen later in 
entirety as a PDF



• Is a process of subjecting an author’s research or ideas to the scrutiny of experts in 
the field.
• It is used by journal editors to screen and select submitted manuscripts.
• It helps to ensure balance.
• It is critical to establishing a credible body of knowledge for others to build upon.

Peer Review Process



§The editor’s initial assessment
– May ask for changes before paper goes for 

peer review
§ Often: Length, Clarity, Focus

– Most important – let the editor know what you 
have and have not done, and why

– Respond to each comment raised

§Referees report
– Referees can find errors – these must be 

corrected
– Referees can make suggestions – these may be 

optional, but it is a good idea to follow these 
suggestions if possible

Requests from editors and referees

§Use ‘track changes’ or different color to 
clarify revised text in the manuscript 

§Attach a separate sheet listing 
responses to referee comments

§ Include referee comments in response
§Respond to individual comments
§ State upfront what action was taken 

(Done/Not done) and then explain the 
reason

§The editor may send the revised 
manuscript and author responses to 
referees for a second look

Addressing referee comments

Peer Review Process



§ Unrealistic target journal
§ Paper is nothing new
§ Overlap with other work — ‘salami 

publication’
§ Paper is not clinically relevant
§ Study design is fatally flawed
§ Peer reviewer comments are inadequately 

addressed
§ Paper has been rejected before but 

problems have not been addressed before 
resubmission

§ ‘Fraud’ — most often plagiarism

Common reasons for rejection

§ Don’t hide things
– Declare conflicts, funding (institutional or commercial)
– Make sure you know the criteria for authorship and that 

everyone meets them
– Declare the role of other contributors

§ Don’t try to break the “rules”
– NEVER submit to more than one journal at a time
– Adhere to deadlines and communicate any changes of 

plan

§ If rejected?
– OK to try another journal – but make suggested 

improvements first (especially if rejected post peer 
review)

Avoiding a negative outcome

Peer Review Process
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Post Acceptance: Complete the Open Access Process

1. Click link in the open access email you receive
2. Register in the system and select ‘Seek Funding’ 

to receive the $0.00 price
3. Select the ULA – CCBY license option
4. Complete the license to Publish form the 

journal provides and select ULA in Schedule B

1 2

3

4



§Final Thoughts



§Plan your choices of journal – be realistic
§Consider what editors look for in their journal content?
– Editors want good papers that will be read and cited

§Follow the process
– Be honest and professional
– Never withhold information 
– Don’t break the rules

§Take heed of comments from the editor and peer reviewers
§Be aware you may not be successful – but don’t give up! 
§The process takes time
– On average, expect 2-3 months for peer review
– 3-12 months for publication after acceptance (depending on the journal), but often articles are 

published as non-final versions online before print

Publishing is about following the rules 



Thank You

Questions?


