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Selecting an appropriate journal

A Develop a list of prospective journals
I Beginwith journals cited iryour reference list
I Lst the journals in the field that you want to publish
In
I Decide on criteria you want to use to narrow down
the list

Almpact factor

ALag time (time from initial submission to publication)
AOpen access

ACosts
APeer reviewed

AAccreditation of journal by institution (may have
funding implicationseg South Africa)
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Now consider the following

A Whois your audience? Who do you want to read
the article?

A Does this journal reach your intended readers?

A Is the content, message and format of your article
within the scope of the journal?

A Does the journal publish articles from your
region/similar institutions?

A What are the guidelines for authors?
AWhat is the journal’s
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About Medical Teacher

Medical Teacher is the journal of the Association for Medical Education in
Europe, an international association for all involved with medical and
healthcare professions education. It is published in collaboration with Informa
Healthcare. Members of AMEE receive the journal free with their membership
subscription.

Medical Teacher addresses the needs of teachers and administrators
throughout the world involved in training for the health professions. This
includes courses at bas «)d
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Deci ding what ' st

What makes an article
Interesting?
Asurpassesocalinterest Of interest
Aadds somethingo our e
currentunderstanding paper
Awell-based in theory
and/or literature
Ahas relevance
AAddresses a current
| SSuUe @

Your
research
project




What stands out in your

research?

Whichof these areunique /
significant / interesting make a
contribution to the fiel®

(Novel) data Main
NEWSES findings
(Novel) Unexpected
methods Purpose of findings
your
Review of the Implications
literature

of findings

research




Questions?

A Please enter the chat room and pose your
guestions there




Writing in the Med Ed space

A Education draws its philosophical roots from
sociology and psychologythis has
iImplications for how you write

A You are joining different type of
conversation-familiarise yourself W|th the
‘dil scoumdiscwline of t

A Consider the following:
I Style (first person?); register; tone
I Jructure; transitions; headings
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Why papers get accepted

A Important, timely, relevant, critical, prevalent problem

A Wellwritten manuscript (clear, straightforward, easy to
follow, logical)

A Welldesignedstudy (appropriate, rigorous, comprehensive
design)

A Thoughtfu] focused, ugo-date review of the literature

A Problem well stated, formulated

A Samplesize sufficiently large

A Novel, unique approach to data analysis
A Interpretation took into account the limitations of the study
A Practica) useful implications
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Why papers get rejected

Generic reasons:

A Picking the wrong journal

A Format not aligned with the journal

A Not following the manuscript preparation instructions
A Poor writing

Scientific reasons:
A Importance of theTopic
A StudyDesign

A Overall Presentation of Study afthdings
A Interpretation of the Findings
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Why papers get rejected

Almportance of the Topic

I Irrelevant or unimportant topic
I Not generalizable

AStudy Design

I Poor problem statement

I No hypothesis/research question
I Poor experimental design

I Blased protocol

X
X
X
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Why papers get rejected

AOverall Presentation of Study

I Poor organization and communication
I Poor literature review

Alnterpretation of the Findings

I Study design does not support inferences made
I Uncritical acceptance aésults

I Inadequate discussion

I Inadequate link of findings to practice
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The way forward

A Dealing with hurtful or negative comments

A always be polite, never be cynical or insulting
A thank thereviewers—they have given freely of their time

A respect all theicomments- askyourself what in your writing prompted those
comments

A respondto all comments- this does not mean that you have to agree with every
comment, though

A if you disagree give goatguments

A Align yourself with successful and supportive authors
A Be realistic ‘
A Accept opportunities to review the work of other
A Read- intentionally
A Persist!




THANK YOU!

A Join the Medical Education Research TWG ar
become part of the conversation!

We will be responding to your remaining
guestions over the next few days.

scvs@sun.ac.za
bez@sun.ac.za



mailto:scvs@sun.ac.za
mailto:jbez@sun.ac.za
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Why papers getejected

Almportance of the Topic

I Rehash of established facts
| Insignificant research question
| Irrelevant or unimportant topic
I Low reader interest
|
|

| Little relevance
I Not generalizable




Why papers getejected

A Overall Presentation dtudy

I Poorly written abstract

I Poor organization

I Toolong and verbose

i Failure to communicate clearly

I Poor grammar, syntax, or spelling
I EXxcessively seffromotional

I Poor literature reviewincomplete, inaccurate/outdated)




Why papers getejected

A Study Design
I Poor problem statement
I Nohypothesis/research question
I Poorexperimental design
I Biased protocol
I Vague/inadequatenethod description
I Methods lack sufficient rigor
I Falilureto account for confounders
I Where controls are required, nmontrol or improper control
I Smallsamplesize in quantitative studies
I Inappropriate statistical methods, or statistics not applied properly




Why papers getejected

A Interpretation of the Findings

Erroneous or unsupported conclusions
Conclusions disproportionate to results

Study design does not support inferences made
Inadequate link of findings to practice

Uncritical acceptance of statistical results
Failure to consider alternative explanations
Unexplained inconsistencies

Inflation of the importance of the findings
Interpretation not concordant with the data
Inadequate discussion




