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1. You have 
discussed your 
thesis: now the 
work is starting! 

Normally you have a long text that needs to be re-
organized for a scientific publication: 
 … reducing the length 
 … focusing on one of few innovative aspects 
 … and so, changing the overall structure of the document 



Normally: 
•  much research is done,  
•  some is successful,  
•  less is written up,  
•  only part could be published,  
•  and only a small proportion will be read.  

So you need to target your writing and publishing to 
maximize the chances of someone reading it and 
making use of your findings. 



Try to have and objective, accurate and 
honest evaluation of your thesis  
(easy to say, difficult to do!) 
 How to know if part of your thesis can be published? 
 - ask your supervisor 
 - refer to the evaluation made by the thesis Commission or reviewer(s) 
 - take note of the comments made during the presentation(s) 

What can I publish? 
-  the literature review? (not easy) 
-  the methodological approach?  
-  the problem, research question? 
- the results (and discussion)? 

Frequent statements of scope in the 
journals: we are looking for significant 
results or papers reporting a 
significant advance in knowledge = 
first questions that the editors of the 
journal will ask themselves 



2. Where to publish? 
•  The choice of journal will influence the format and style 

of your article: different journals have different styles and 
different rules of presentation for the material they 
publish. 

•  This is a decision to be taken before preparing the 
paper, not after! 

•  Young people = high expectations  high quality journals 
•  Lot of readers, high reputation (for you and your working group) 
But… 
•  Lot of time needed 
•  High risks to have your manuscript refused (frustration) 



How to classify scientific journals? 
There are 4 clusters 

-  Journals included in the Journal 
of Citation Reports (JCR) with 
Impact Factor (IF); the list has 
been developed and is updated 
by  Thomson Reuters; 

-  Journals included in the DB of the 
ISI – Web of Science by 
Thomson Reuters; most of them 
have also the IF and are included 
in the JCR; 

-  Journals included in the DB Scopus developed by Elsevier (a 
competitor of Thomson Reuters); 

-  Journals with peer review non included (till now) in the previous 
clusters. 



What the Impact Factor is? 
IF is “a measure of the frequency with which the 
"average article" in a journal has been cited in a 
particular year or period. The annual IF is a ratio 
between citations and recent citable items 
published. Thus, the IF of a journal is calculated by 
dividing the number of current year citations to the 
source items published in that journal during the 
previous two years” 
IFs are calculated by Thomson Reuters and 
published in the Journal Citation Reports  

More information in the web site: http://thomsonreuters.com/products_services/
science/free/essays/impact_factor/ 



Where I find information on the journals  in one 
scientific sector and their Impact Factor? 

ISI Web of Knowledge (only if you are an institutional user, 
i.e. if you are using an IP of the university or similar organizations) 
See section:  Additional Resources 

   Journal Citation Reports) 
http://admin-apps.isiknowledge.com/JCR/JCR?SID=Q2dJ@KJj7NP@984d48m  



Here the results you get 



Is the journal where I am publishing an ISI one? 

Go to: 
Thomson Reuter Master Journal List 



Another source of information: SCOPUS, the largest 
abstract and citation database for high quality scientific 
journal (now >90% overlapping with Web of Science) 

http://www.scopus.com 



3. Now write the paper, 
starting (almost) from zero 
First rule: follow carefully the editorial rules and 
submission procedures (normally available on line) 

 here an 
example 



Another example: The Development Economies - Wiley 



The structure of a scientific paper is not the same 
as in a thesis! 

Check the structure of your paper 



Steps in writing your paper 

Source: Stapleton et al., 2004 
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A basic rule: max length 
(relax a bit!) 



4. Language editing 
•  If your English is decent,  it’s better to write directly the 

manuscript in English (it’s a learning exercise!) 
•  Always ask for a revision by a professional translator (or 

a mother tongue scientist) 
•  Many editors provide information on language editing 

services (sometimes a reduced costs for scientists from 
DCs) 

•  A common best practices: in research organizations 
costs for language editing for manuscript prepared by 
PhD students or young scientists are fully covered by the 
institution 



An example 



5. Suggestions 
•  Try to organize a seminar and to involve as many 

competent scientists as possible to have their 
comments on your draft paper. Try also to present 
your paper in a workshop or congress 

•  Take advantage of the pre-submission option 
made available by some Editors 

•  Make sure that you have a good system to track 
and save the different versions of the manuscript 
and of the correspondence. Make sure you have a 
backup copy. 



Suggestions (2/3) 
•  Check the bibliography ( Mendeley, Refworks, Endnote, …): 

–  References can be quickly checked with Google Scholar   
(but it contains many mistakes!)  

–  Have  a look to papers published by the members of the 
editorial committee  and those published by the journal on 
the same topic 

–  Don’t forget to refer to the papers of the “big potatoes” (i.e. 
the famous, well know scientists in the sector)  



Refer to publisher standard for citations 

For the List of Title Word Abbreviations see:  
http://www.issn.org/2-22661-LTWA-online.php. 

Journal  J. 
Ecosystem  Ecosyst. 
Forest  For. 
… 



Suggestions (2/3) 
•  Check the bibliography ( Mendeley, Refworks, Endnote, …): 

–  References can be quickly checked with Google Scholar   
(but it contains many mistakes!)  

–  Have  a look to papers published by the members of the 
editorial committee  and those published by the journal on 
the same topic 

–  Don’t forget to refer to the papers of the “big potatoes”  
•  A common (very serious) mistake: cut and paste sentences 

from papers and books without quoting them. Plagiarism is not 
only a good reason to have you paper rejected, but it is an 
illegal act! (we will discuss this topic in the last E-lesson) 



Suggestions (2/3) 
•  Check the bibliography ( Mendeley, Refworks, Endnote, …): 

–  References can be quickly checked with Google Scholar (it 
contains many mistakes!)  

–  Have  a look to papers published by the members of the 
editorial committee  and those published by the journal on 
the same topic 

–  Don’t forget to refer to the papers of the “big potatoes”  
•  A common (very serious) mistake: cut and paste sentences 

from papers and books without quoting them. Plagiarism is not 
only a good reason to have you paper rejected, but it is an 
illegal act! (we will discuss this topic in the last E-lesson)  

•  Acknowledgments: don’t forget any person or institution (this is 
also a mean to show that you had relevant and appropriate 
input to your work!) 



Suggestions (3/3) 
•  Co-authors: if you are a un-known researcher, it may be 

useful to include as a co-author a well known and 
authoritative scientist 

•  Credit should in this case clearly defined and reported  
•  Be aware about your copyrights 
… and now relax a bit! 



5. OK, now I submit the paper!  
(NO! …please wait) 
•  Ask an experienced colleague to read your 

paper and make comments with no limitations 

 … not so easy: good scientists (who can make good 
comments) have many things to do, and your paper is 
not a priority task 

•  Read again your paper after some days: you can 
be sure you will find something that can be 
improved 



6. Now I submit the paper 
•  Normally: on line submission with username and pw (not 

always so easy: different rules for different journals; be 
prepared to spend quite a lot of time) 

•  Check that your paper has been received by the journal 
(a msg is normally sent to the corresponding author and/
or this information is provided in the web site)  

•  Some journals, in the submission phase, ask the author 
to suggest a peer reviewer: not your supervisor (but 
maybe one of his friends…), that person met in a 
congress, a person who knows your study area/country, 
… 

•  You can normally follow the revision process on the web 
site of the journal 



7. The Journal is not replying 
… what can I do? Do I write? 

•  Wait at last 6 months! 
•  If you do not receive a letter from the publishers 

within six months, you should write kindly asking 
them to confirm that they received the 
manuscript and the state of the review process 

•  After 12 months you are allowed to make a 
clear-cut request, asking for a time schedule in 
your manuscript revision 



8. Results of the review: 
addressing reviewers’ comments 

1. Your paper has been accepted!  
•  … forget it (very rare condition for a young 

scientist) 

2. Your paper has been accepted with minor 
changes to be done  
… congratulations! Your revision work will be 
easy and quick 



3. “Revise and resubmit”: the paper has not been 
accepted in the present version but, if you 
change it in accordance with the reviewers’ 
comments, the journal is willing to re-consider it. 
This is the most frequent case. 

 Is it a good or bad news? 
 … you have to consider it as a good news, if the 
reviewers are asking you reasonable changes 
and adaptations 



•  Read the comments and ask yourself: why?  
–  reviewers didn’t understood anything (do I need to 

write to the Editor? This is possible, but remember to be 
always humble and objective) 

–  reviewers are substantially right: my work is not 
of high scientific quality. I tried, but I was not 
lucky 

–  reviewers are right, but I still can work on the 
manuscript … 

4. Your paper has not been accepted 
•  They write you to send the manuscript to 

a “more appropriate” journal 



… and you try with another journal 
Relax a bit now! 



9. …“revise and resubmit” 
•  Probably the most boring and more frustrating 

part of your work as a young scientist (…but, 
often, the  most useful) 

•  Your target: make the Editor and the reviewers 
happy! 

•  All the suggestions and criticisms have to be 
accepted? 

•  No, but if you don’t accept some suggestions you 
need to motivate your decision  write clear 
(very kind) explanatory notes to your  reviewers 
or to the Editor 



•  Sometimes the Editor is making a 
distinction between the most relevant 
mistakes and the minor ones.  

•  Take into consideration the Editor’s 
comments and suggestions: they are the  
more important ones (and at the end the 
Editor has the last word… ) 

•  If some of the comments or requests are 
not clear, you are allowed to write to the 
Editor and ask for clarifications 



http://www.universalrejection.org/  

Get some fun out of life! 
Have a look to this journal: 



10. Check carefully the proofs! 

After all the time spent in preparing and 
revising your paper, it’s a pity if you find 
some stupid mistakes in your printed work 

“A random check of 300 references in six medical journals showed 
that 15% of them misquoted the original author's name. So do not be so 
confident that the reference you copied out of a journal months ago is right. Go 
back and check it” 

Source: Stapleton et al., 2004 



One last word… be preapared to a changing 
scientific communication environment   
Elsevier in 2011 launched the Article of the Future project aiming to 
change the traditional format of the academic paper with regard to 
three key elements: presentation, content and context. To achieve this, 
a three-pane article view has been proposed, which separates 
navigation (left pane) and value-added enhancements (right pane) 
from the core article (middle pane). 

•  The project web site: 
http://www.articleofthefuture.com/about 



… and now, 
it’s your turn… 


