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Are you ready to publish?

Not ready
Work has no scientific interest

Ready
Work advances the field

Incorrect conclusions

Duplication  of published work

Outdated work

Up-to-date review of a subject or field

Significant enhancement 
of published work

Original results or methods



*

…your published papers, are a permanent record of your 
research, are your passport  to your community…
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*Choosing the right journal
Best practices

§ Aim to reach the intended audience for your work
§ Choose only one journal, as simultaneous submissions are prohibited
§ Supervisor and colleagues can provide good suggestions 
§ Shortlist a handful of candidate journals, and investigate them:

• Aims
• Scope
• Accepted types of articles
• Readership
• Current hot topics

Articles in your reference list will usually lead 
you directly to the right journals.
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How to choose Journal By Using 
Scopus
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How to choose a Journal By Using Scopus
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Impact
Factor

Bibliometric indicators

Eigenfactor SJR SNIP H-Index



*
Impact Factor
[the average annual number of citations per article published]

*For example, the 2011 impact factor for a journal would be calculated as 
follows:
*A = the number of times articles published in 2009 and 2010 were 

cited in indexed journals during 2011
*B = the number of "citable items" (usually articles, reviews, 

proceedings or notes; not editorials and letters-to-the-Editor) 
published in 2009 and 2010 
*2011 impact factor = A/B
*e.g.     600 citations = 2 

150 + 150 articles



*

• SCImago Journal Rank (SJR) , is a measure of 
the scientific prestige of scholarly sources: 
value of weighted citations per document. A 
source transfers its own 'prestige', or status, to 
another source through the act of citing it. 

• A citation from a source with a relatively high 
SJR is worth more than a citation from a source 
with a lower SJR. 
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§ Freely available online via Scopus

§ Similar to Impact Factor, but considers 3 years

§ Measures contextual citation impact

§ Citations weighted by the likelihood of citation in 
the subject field of source

Devised at the 
University of Leiden, 
currently the most 
sophisticated 
journal performance 
indicator

Source Normalized Impact per Paper (SNIP)

Year 3 Year 2 Year 1 Citing Year



*Determine the level of your 
achievements: h index

impact factor and the SJR: based 
on journal evaluation

h-index: accounts for a researcher’s 
body of work without the influence 
of other factors

Dr. Jorge E. Hirsch, 
University of San Diego



*
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Choosing the right journal
Journal Finder Tool
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* Guide for Authors

§ Find it on the journal homepage of the publisher, e.g. Elsevier.com
§ Keep to the Guide for Authors in your manuscript
§ It will save your time
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Full articles
• Substantial, complete and comprehensive pieces of research

Is my message sufficient for a full article? 

Letters or short communications
• Quick and early communications 

Are my results so thrilling that they should be shown as soon as possible?

Review papers
• Summaries of recent developments on a specific top

• Often submitted by invitation

*Planning your article
Types of manuscripts

Your supervisor or colleagues are also good sources for 
advice on manuscript types. 
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§ Clear and useful message

§ A logical manner

§ Readers grasp the research

*Planning Your 
Article

What makes a strong manuscript?

Editors, reviewers and readers all want to receive 
well presented manuscripts that fit within the 
aims and scope of their journal.
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Publishing Ethics
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The most serious issues to avoid

1. Fabrication
Making up research data

2. Falsification
Manipulation of existing research data

3. Plagiarism 
Previous work taken and passed off as one’s 
own

These are the 3 most common forms of ethical misconduct that the 
research community is challenged with:



*
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§ An “author” is generally considered 
to be someone who has made 
substantial intellectual contributions 
to a published study.

§ Being an author comes with credit 
but also with responsibility.

§ Decisions about who will be an 
author and the order of authors 
should be made before starting to 
write up the project.

What does it mean to be an Author?



|   24

First Author: 

§ Conducts and/or supervises the data analysis 
and the proper presentation and 
interpretation of the results

§ Puts paper together and submits the paper 
to journal

Co-Author(s):

§ Makes intellectual contributions to the data 
analysis and contributes to data 
interpretation

§ Reviews each paper draft

§ Must be able to present the results, defend 
the implications and discuss study limitations

Authorship: Do’s and don’ts

General principles for who is listed first:
Ghost Authors: 
§ Leaving out authors who should be 

included

Scientific Writers and Gift Authors:
§ Including authors when they did not 

contribute significantly

Abuses to be avoided:
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What is plagiarism?

“Plagiarism is the appropriation
of another person’s ideas, processes, 

results, or words without giving 
appropriate credit, including those 

obtained through confidential review of 
others’  research proposals and 

manuscripts.”

Federal Office of Science and 
Technology Policy, 1999

“Presenting the data or 
interpretations of others without 

crediting them, and thereby gaining 
for yourself the rewards earned by 

others, is theft, and it eliminates the 
motivation of working scientists to 

generate new data and 
interpretations.”

Professor Bruce Railsback, Department of 
Geology, University of Georgia
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Work that can be plagiarised includes… 

§ Words (language)

§ Ideas

§ Findings 

§ Writings 

§ Graphic representations 

§ Computer programs

§ Diagrams 

What may be plagiarised?

§ Graphs 
§ Illustrations 
§ Information 
§ Lectures 
§ Printed material 
§ Electronic material
§ Any other original work
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§ To place your own work in context

§ To acknowledge the findings of others on 
which you have built your research

§ To maintain the credibility and accuracy 
of the scientific literature 

Correct citation is key

Crediting the work of others (including your advisor’s or your own 
previous work) by citation is important for at least three reasons:
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§ Huge database of 30+ 
million articles, from 
50,000+ journals, from 
400+ publishers

§ Software alerts Editors to 
any similarities between 
the article and this huge 
database of published 
articles

§ Many Elsevier journals 
now check every 
submitted article using 
CrossCheck

How can plagiarism be detected?
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It is unacceptable:

§ Using exact phrases from the 
original source without enclosing 
them in quotation marks

§ Emulating sentence structure even 
when using different words

§ Emulating paragraph organization 
even when using different wording 
or sentence structure

Paraphrasing

Paraphrasing is restating someone else's ideas while not copying 
their actual words verbatim.

– Statement on Plagiarism
Department of Biology, Davidson 
College.
www.bio.davidson.edu/dept/plagiaris
m.html 
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Can you plagiarise your own work? Text re-cycling/self-
plagiarism

A grey area, but best to err on the side of caution: always cite/quote 
even your own previous work

For example 
You publish a paper and in a later paper, copy your Introduction word-
for word and perhaps a figure or two without citing the first paper

Editors may conclude that you intentionally exaggerated your output



*



*
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Who is really responsible for Ethics?

All Stakeholders

Authors 

Institutions/Companies/Agencies/Funding Bodies

Publishers/Journal Editors 

All Elsevier journals
are  members of:
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How to Get Published
Using proper scientific language
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§ Poor language quality can delay or 
block publication of work

§ Proper English should be used 
throughout the manuscript

*Why is language important?
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Do publishers correct language?

No! 
It is the author’s 
responsibility...

...but resources
are available

Visit http://webshop.elsevier.com for 
translation and language editing services.

http://webshop.elsevier.com/
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* http://webshop.elsevier.com

http://webshop.elsevier.com/
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The Reviewing Process
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§ Helps to determine the quality, 
validity, significance, and 
originality of research

§ Helps to improve the quality of 
papers 

§ Publishers are outside the 
academic process and are not 
prone to prejudice or favour

§ Publishers facilitate the review 
process by investing in online 
review systems and providing 
tools to help Editors and 
Reviewers 

Peer review

January 2015
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§ Peer review places the reviewer, with the author, at 
the heart of scientific publishing

§ Reviewers make the editorial process work by 
examining and commenting on manuscripts

§ Without peer review there is no control in scientific 
communication

§ Reviewers are the backbone of the whole process

*What is peer review?
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Online peer review systems

Online peer review 
systems accept 
manuscript submissions 
and facilitate online 
peer review

Online systems can 
handle hundreds of 
thousands of 
submissions and reviews 
per year

January 2015



Submit a 
paper

Basic requirements met?

REJECT

Assign 
reviewers

Collect reviewers’ 
recommendations

Make a 
decision

Revise the 
paper

[Reject]

[Revision required]

[Accept]

[Yes]

[No]
Review and give 
recommendation

START

ACCEPT

Author Editor Reviewer

Michael Derntl. Basics of Research Paper Writing and Publishing. http://www.pri.univie.ac.at/~derntl/papers/meth-se.pdf

So how does it work?

http://www.pri.univie.ac.at/~derntl/papers/meth-se.pdf
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Reviewer’s recommendation Accept / Minor Revision / Major Revision / Reject
Overall manuscript rating 1 à100 (poor à perfect)

1. Is the subject matter suitable for publication in JCR? Y/N
2. Is the paper acceptable in its present form? Y/N
3. Is the paper better suited for another journal? Y/N

If “Yes”, which other journal?

4. Does it contain material that might well be omitted? Y/N
5. Does it give adequate references to related work? Y/N
6 Is the English satisfactory? Y/N
7. Is the presentation of the work well organized? Y/N
8. Rate the paper using the following scale

(4 = Very good, 3 = Good, 2 = Marginal, 1 = Poor)
a. Originality 1 2 3 4
b. Scientific quality 1 2 3 4 
c. Significance of findings 1 2 3 4

* Example of a reviewer checklist for editor’s 
eyes only
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Further reading at  
publishingcampus.com
elsevier.com/authors
elsevier.com/reviewers
elsevier.com/editors

Get Published – top tips on writing, reviewing and grant writing etc.

Publishing Ethics brochure – top reasons to publish ethically

Get Noticed – new ways to promote your article and research

Understanding the Publishing Process with Elsevier – complete guide

Open access – definitions and options

Career Planning Guide – download in 12 languages
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