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• Ex. ICM does not publish animal laboratory work or single centre 

retrospective observational data. 
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Identify a small number of candidate journals and retrieve 2 or 3 published 

papers from each.  
• Read these papers thoroughly:  

• They have successfully made it through the review process! 
• They can teach us journal preferences, good study design and good 

presentation styles.  
 
Ensure your study collects and presents information in a similar way to 

other papers published in your target journals. 
• Severity of illness for ICU patients is traditionally captured with 

APACHE score in the US but SAPS score in Europe. 
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• We put the least effort into it, yet it might be the most important 
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Reviewers determine bad study, poorly explained or poorly written. 

Sometimes determine content not appropriate for journal or content not 
interesting to journal. Sometimes reviewers recommend Reject after 

Authors fail to make recommended corrections!  
Reviewers are very busy. 

• Carry a clinical load and have their own research programs. 
• Reviewers cannot ‘Reject without Review’. They must read your whole 

paper but: 
• If your paper is poorly written and difficult to understand, they will 

stop reading and recommend ‘Reject’! 
• If your paper is difficult to understand, Reviewers do not usually 

provide objective reasons for Rejection. They just send a 
Confidential Comment to the Editor recommending Reject. 
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Reviewers are very busy. 

• Make your papers easy to understand. 
• Identify a small number of candidate journals and retrieve 2 or 3 

published papers from each.  
• Use these papers as a guide for journal selection and study design. 
• Use these papers as a guide for English language use. 

• Every journal has its own unique conventions. 
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Avoiding rejection by Reviewers 
Reviewers determine bad study, poorly explained or poorly written. 

Sometimes determine content not appropriate for journal or content not 
interesting to journal. Sometimes reviewers recommend Reject after 

Authors fail to make recommended corrections! 
 
Usually the Editor makes this decision before he/she sends your paper out 
for review. 

 
The best way to address this issue is through good Journal selection before 
you submit your paper!  
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Reviewers determine bad study, poorly explained or poorly written. 
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If a Reviewer wants 57 changes, and you disagree with all 57 requests: 

• Make all 57 changes anyway or...  
• Make 55 changes.... and point out politely why you can’t make the last 

2 changes.   
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• 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 
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(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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• Select your target Journal before you start your Research. 
• Make sure your target Journal has published research projects similar 
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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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Questions?? 
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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