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Overview 

Selecting an appropriate journal 

Deciding what ‘story to tell’ 

Writing in the Med Ed space 

 

Why papers get accepted or rejected 

The way forward 



 
ÅDevelop a list of prospective journals 
ïBegin with journals cited in your reference list  
ïList the journals in the field that you want to publish 

in  
ïDecide on criteria you want to use to narrow down 

the list 
ÅImpact factor 

ÅLag time (time from initial submission to publication) 
ÅOpen access 

ÅCosts 
ÅPeer reviewed 

ÅAccreditation of journal by institution (may have 
funding implications, eg South Africa)  

 
 
 
 
 

 
 



ÅWho is your audience? Who do you want to read 
the article? 

ÅDoes this journal reach your intended readers? 

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

ÅDoes the journal publish articles from your 
region/similar institutions? 

ÅWhat are the guidelines for authors? 

ÅWhat is the journal’s acceptance rate? 

 

Now consider the following 





What makes an article 
interesting? 
Åsurpasses local interest 
Åadds something to our 

current understanding 
Åwell-based in theory 

and/or literature 
Åhas relevance 
ÅAddresses a current 
‘issue’ 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Your 
research 
project 

Of interest 
for a 
paper 

Deciding what ‘story to tell’ 



What stands out in your 
research? 
Which of these are unique / 
significant / interesting / make a 
contribution to the field? 

Purpose of 
your 

research 

Main 
findings 

Unexpected 
findings 

(Novel) 
methods 

Review of the 
literature 

Implications 
of findings 

(Novel) data 
analysis 



Questions? 

ÅPlease enter the chat room and pose your 
questions there 



ÅEducation draws its philosophical roots from 
sociology and psychology – this has 
implications for how you write 

ÅYou are joining a different type of 
conversation – familiarise yourself with the 
‘discourse’ of the discipline 

ÅConsider the following: 

ïStyle (first person?); register; tone 

ïStructure; transitions; headings 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Writing in the Med Ed space 



 

ÅImportant, timely, relevant, critical, prevalent problem  

ÅWell-written manuscript (clear, straightforward, easy to 
follow, logical)  

ÅWell-designed study (appropriate, rigorous, comprehensive 
design)  

ÅThoughtful, focused, up-to-date review of the literature  

ÅProblem well stated, formulated  

ÅSample size sufficiently large  

ÅNovel, unique approach to data analysis 

ÅInterpretation took into account the limitations of the study  

ÅPractical, useful implications  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Why papers get accepted  



 

Generic reasons: 
ÅPicking the wrong journal  

ÅFormat not aligned with the journal  

ÅNot following the manuscript preparation instructions  

ÅPoor writing 

Scientific reasons:  
ÅImportance of the Topic 

ÅStudy Design 

ÅOverall Presentation of Study and Findings 

ÅInterpretation of the Findings 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Why papers get rejected 



ÅImportance of the Topic 

ïIrrelevant or unimportant topic 

ïNot generalizable 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Why papers get rejected 

ÅStudy Design 

ïPoor problem statement 

ïNo hypothesis/research question 

ïPoor experimental design 

ïBiased protocol 

 

 

 

 

 

 



ÅOverall Presentation of Study 

ïPoor organization and communication 

ïPoor literature review 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Why papers get rejected 

ÅInterpretation of the Findings 

ïStudy design does not support inferences made 

ïUncritical acceptance of results 

ïInadequate discussion 

ïInadequate link of findings to practice 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The way forward 

ÅDealing with hurtful or negative comments 

Åalways be polite, never be cynical or insulting 
Å thank the reviewers – they have given freely of their time 
Å respect all their comments - ask yourself what in your writing prompted those 

comments 

Å respond to all comments - this does not mean that you have to agree with every 
comment, though 
Å if you disagree give good arguments 

 
ÅAlign yourself with successful and supportive authors 

ÅBe realistic 

ÅAccept opportunities to review the work of others 

ÅRead - intentionally 

ÅPersist! 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



THANK YOU! 

ÅJoin the Medical Education Research TWG and 
become part of the conversation! 

 

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

 

scvs@sun.ac.za 

jbez@sun.ac.za 
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Additional slides 



Why papers get rejected  

ÅImportance of the Topic 

ïRehash of established facts 

ïInsignificant research question 

ïIrrelevant or unimportant topic 

ïLow reader interest 

ïLittle relevance 

ïNot generalizable 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Why papers get rejected  

ÅOverall Presentation of Study 

ïPoorly written abstract 

ïPoor organization 

ïToo long and verbose 

ïFailure to communicate clearly 

ïPoor grammar, syntax, or spelling 

ïExcessively self-promotional 

ïPoor literature review (incomplete, inaccurate/outdated) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Why papers get rejected  

ÅStudy Design 

ïPoor problem statement 

ïNo hypothesis/research question 

ïPoor experimental design 

ïBiased protocol 

ïVague/inadequate method description 

ïMethods lack sufficient rigor 

ïFailure to account for confounders 

ïWhere controls are required, no control or improper control 

ïSmall sample size in quantitative studies 

ï Inappropriate statistical methods, or statistics not applied properly 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Why papers get rejected  

ÅInterpretation of the Findings 

ïErroneous or unsupported conclusions 

ïConclusions disproportionate to results 

ïStudy design does not support inferences made 

ï Inadequate link of findings to practice 

ïUncritical acceptance of statistical results 

ïFailure to consider alternative explanations 

ïUnexplained inconsistencies 

ï Inflation of the importance of the findings 

ï Interpretation not concordant with the data 

ï Inadequate discussion 

 

 

 

 

 

 


