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(APACHE/SAPS), study design, and use of English. 
• Always change your manuscript in response to Reviewer’s comments 
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63% (654/1,038) of papers are rejected by the Editor,  
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• Usually because Reviewers disagree with what you have done or the way 

you present or interpret your data. 
• Use successful publications to guide your data collection 

(APACHE/SAPS), study design, and use of English. 
• Always change your manuscript in response to Reviewer’s comments 

Finally, remember that only 8% (83/1,038) of submissions get Accepted.  
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Summary 
63% (654/1,038) of papers are rejected by the Editor,  

• Usually because the Editor determines your content is not appropriate for 
the Journal.  
• Select your target Journal before you start your Research. 
• Make sure your target Journal has published research projects similar 

to yours in the past.  
• Remember, the Editor is busy. Make your Abstract easy to understand! 

86% (301/348) of papers sent to Reviewers are rejected  
• Usually because Reviewers disagree with what you have done or the way 

you present or interpret your data. 
• Use successful publications to guide your data collection 

(APACHE/SAPS), study design, and use of English. 
• Always change your manuscript in response to Reviewer’s comments 

Finally, remember that only 8% (83/1,038) of submissions get Accepted.  
• Don’t give up. Your research is important to your patients!  
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A  pdf version of this talk can be downloaded from the Talks section of 
our outreach education web site (www.EvidenceBased.net). 

 
 

Questions?? 
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