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Decidir o Sucesso ou a Desilusao:
a perspectiva do Editor

 Como decorre o processo de
apreciacao: Papel dos editores e dos
revisores

* O que torna um artigo publicavel?

* Como melhorar o meu artigo
cientifico?

* O proximo passo depois da recusa



Redacao e publicacao de um artigo cientifico

Escolha da revista
indices bibliométricos

Fator de Impacto

n? de citacbes num ano (e.g. 2010) dos artigos publicados
numa revista nos 2 anos anteriores (2008 e 2009)

n? de artigos publicados pela revista nos 2 anos
anteriores (2008 e 2009)

indice Imediato

n? de citacdes num ano (e.g. 2010) dos artigos publicados
numa revista nesse mesmo ano (2010)

n2 de artigos publicados pela revista no mesmo ano (2010)



Indices Bibliomeétricos

Fatores de Impacto e indices Imediatos
mais elevados na area Cardiovascular em 2010

Publicacao Cientifica Fator de Impacto indice Imediato
Circulation 14,432 2,812
i:c;L:;?sllﬂc;f?the American College of 14,293 2,947
European Heart Journal 10,052 2,509
Circulation Research 9,504 1,783
Nature Reviews Cardiology 7,467 1,702
International Journal of Cardiology 6,802 1,508
l:ﬂa;gilt?n{:;mlcal Practice Cardiovascular 6,442 )

Basic Research in Cardiology 6,128 1,274

Cardiovascular Research 6,051 1,684
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ventricular direita no
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Proteina C reactiva de alta
sensibilidade na doenca corondria
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CARDIOLOGIA

Publicacdes
Revista Portuguesa de Cardiologia

A Revista Portuguesa de Cardiologia, 6rgao oficial da
Sociedade Portuguesa de Cardiologia, foi fundada em
1982 com o objectivo de informar e formar os
cardiologistas portugueses. Cardiologia
Trata-se duma publicagao mensal de elevada qualidade
ml Barometros cientifica e grafica, que é distribuida a todos os socios
Qual' & a malor caréncia que | da Soci?qade Portuguesa de'Cardiologia, da S9ciedade
z(gi!@ﬁhece na Cardiologia Portuguesa? /| de Medicina Interna, da Sociedade de Patologia
SRR b Respiratodria e da Sociedade de Cirurgia Cardiotoracica,
bem como a cardiologistas estrangeiros de renome
internacional e a quase todas as sociedades congéneres
do mundo.

ver mais




Normas de publicacao da Revista
Portuguesa de Cardiologia

A Revista Portuguesa de Cardiologia, érgdo coficial da Secedade
Portuguesa de Cardiclogia & uma publicagio cientifica interracional
destirada ao estudo das doencas ardicvasculares.

Publica artigos em portugués na sua edigio em papel e em
portugués e inglés na sua edigdo online, sobre todas as Areas da
Medicina Cardicvascular. 58 o3 artigos 3o publicados apenas em
ingés, esta verdo surgra simultaneamente em papel e online. Inclui
regularmente artigos originais sobre investigacio dinica ou basica, re-
wizbes temdticas casos dinicos, irmagens em cardiologia, comentarios
editoriais e @rtas ao editor Para consular as edices online deverd
aceder através do link weerw revportaardiol.org

Todos os artigos o avdiados antes de serem aceites para pub-
licacio por perites designados pelos Editores (peer review) A sub-
mizsdo de umartigo & Revista Portuguesa de Cardiologia implica que
este nunca tenha sido publicado e que ndo esteja a ser avaliado para
publicagiio noutra revista,

s trabalhos submetidos para publicagio Ao propriedade da Re-
wista Portugues de Cardiclogia e a sua reprodugdo total ou parcial
dewerd ser corvenientermente autorizada Todos os autores deverdo
erwiar a Declaragdo de Criginalidade, conferinde esses direitos &
RPC, naaltura em que os artiges o aceites para publicagde.

Declara¢do de originalidade

Orautor deverd enviar uma declaragio de originalidade Yer anexo |
Protec¢do de dados

Oz dados de cardcter peszoal que se solicitam w30 ser tratados num
ficheiro automatizado da Sociedade Portuguesa de Cardiologia (SHC)
com a firalidade de gerir a publicagio do seu artigo na Revista Por-
tgues de Cardiologia (RRCZ). Salvo indique o contrario ao enviar o
artige, fica expressamente autorizade que of dados referentes ao seu
norme, apelidos, local de trabaho e correio electrénico sefm publica-
dos na RPC, bem come no portal da SPC Peowewespopt] & noe portal
onling wewrw.revportcardiolorg com o intwite de dar a conhecer a
autoria do artigo e de possibilitar que os leftores possam comunicar
COM oS autores.

INSTRUCOES AOS AUTORES

Todos o manuscricos deverdio ser apresentados de acordo com as
normas de publicagdio. Pressupde-se que ¢ primeirs autor @ o re-
sponsdvel pelo aimprimento das normas e que o3 restantes autores
conhecern, participamn e est3o de acordo com o contedde do manu-
laly] e



Uniform Requirements for Manuscripts
Submitted to Biomedical Journals: Writing
and Editing for Biomedical Publication

Updated October 2007

Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE)
GUIDELINES ON GOOD PUBLICATION PRACTICE



IV. Manuscript Preparation and Submission
IV.A. Preparing a Manuscript for Submission to a Biomedical Journal

Editors and reviewers spend many hours reading manuscripts, and therefore
appreciate receiving with manuscripts that are easy to read and edit. Much of the
information in journals’ instructions to authors is designed to accomplish that goal
in ways that meet each journal’s particular editorial needs. The guidance that
follows provides a general background and rationale for preparing manuscripts
for any joumal.



Purpose of Peer Review

“Thank you for the effort and expertise that you contribute to
reviewing, without which it would be impossible to maintain the
high standards of peer-reviewed journals.”

Peer review is a critical element of scholarly publication, and
one of the major cornerstones of the scientific process. Peer
Review serves two key functions:
*Acts as a filter: Ensures research is properly verified before
being published
*Improves the quality of the research: rigorous review by
other experts helps to hone key points and correct
inadvertent errors




Reviewers Role

Depending upon the journal, the reviewer will
be asked to evaluate the article on a number of
criteria. Some journals provide detailed
guidance others do not, but normally the
reviewer would be expected to evaluate the
article according to the following:

*Originality

*Structure

*Previous Research

*Ethical Issues



Originality
*|s the article sufficiently novel and interesting to warrant
publication?
*Does it add to the canon of knowledge?
*Does the article adhere to the journal's standards?
*|s the research question an important one?
*In order to determine its originality and appropriateness for
the journal, it might be helpful to think of the research in
terms of what percentile it isin? Is it in the top 25% of
papers in this field?
*You might wish to do a quick literature search using tools
such as Scopus to see if there are any reviews of the area. If
the research has been covered previously, pass on
references of those works to the editor.



Structure

*|s the article clearly laid out?

*Are all the key elements (where relevant) present: abstract,
introduction, methodology, results, conclusions?

*Consider each element in turn:

Title: Does it clearly describe the article?

Abstract: Does it reflect the content of the article?

Where graphical abstracts and/or highlights are included, please check
the content and if possible make suggestions for improvements.
Follow these links for more information on graphical abstracts and
highlights

Introduction: Does it describe what the author hoped to achieve

accurately, and clearly state the problem being investigated? Normally,
the introduction should summarize relevant research to provide
context, and explain what other authors' findings, if any, are being
challenged or extended. It should describe the experiment, the
hypothesis(es) and the general experimental design or method.


http://www.elsevier.com/graphicalabstracts
http://www.elsevier.com/researchhighlights

Structure

Method:

*Does the author accurately explain how the data was
collected?

*|s the design suitable for answering the question posed?

*|s there sufficient information present for you to replicate the
research?

*Does the article identify the procedures followed?

*Are these ordered in a meaningful way?

*If the methods are new, are they explained in detail?

*Was the sampling appropriate?

*Have the equipment and materials been adequately
described?

*Does the article make it clear what type of data was recorded;
has the author been precise in describing measurements?




Structure

Results:

*This is where the author/s should explain in words what
he/she discovered in the research.

|t should be clearly laid out and in a logical sequence.
You will need to consider if the appropriate analysis has
been conducted.

*Are the statistics correct? If you are not comfortable with
statistics, please advise the editor when you submit your
report.

*Interpretation of results should not be included in this
section.




Structure

Conclusion/Discussion:

*Are the claims in this section supported by the
results, do they seem reasonable?

*Have the authors indicated how the results
relate to expectations and to earlier research?
Does the article support or contradict previous
theories?

*Does the conclusion explain how the research
has moved the body of scientific knowledge
forward?




Structure

Language: If an article is poorly written due to
grammatical errors, while it may make it more difficult to
understand the science, you do not need to correct the
English. You should bring this to the attention of the
editor, however.

Finally, on balance, when considering the whole article,
do the figures and tables inform the reader, are they an
important part of the story? Do the figures describe the
data accurately? Are they consistent, e.g. bars in charts
are the same width, the scales on the axis are logical.




Previous Research

If the article builds upon previous
research does it reference that work
appropriately? Are there any important
works that have been omitted? Are the
references accurate?



Ethical Issues

Plagiarism: If you suspect that an article is a substantial copy of
another work, please let the editor know, citing the previous work
in as much detail as possible

Fraud: It is very difficult to detect the determined fraudster, but if
you suspect the results in an article to be untrue, discuss it with
the editor

Other ethical concerns: For medical research, has confidentiality
been maintained? Has there been a violation of the accepted
norms in the ethical treatment of animal or human subjects? If so,
then these should also be identified to the editor




Reviewers Recommendation

When a reviewer makes a recommendation regarding an
article, it is worth considering the categories the editor
most likely uses for classifying the article.

a) Rejected due to poor quality, or out of scope

b) Accept without revision

c) Accept but needs revision (either major or minor)

In the latter case, clearly identify what revision is
required, and indicate to the editor whether or not you
would be happy to review the revised article.



Good scientific publishing

Ethos of science

Transparency Describe how you have obtained the data
and how you were funded

Honesty Only describe what you have observed

Trustworthiness Confirm in your submission letter that the
results of your manuscaript have not
been published previously or elsewhere,
that they have been cbtained after
approval by the local ethics or animal
committee, and that all authors have
approved the final version of the

manucript

Registration Register your trial at www.gov.org or any
other database. Provide design
publication of clinical trials

Nallamothu B K, Liischer T F Eur Heart J
2012;eurheartj.ehs308



Good scientific publishing

Structure of paper

Authors Only list those who have significantly
contributed and gave their written
approval before submission. Indicate
individual contributions of each author
in the submission letter

Abstracts Summarize the most important findings
and the conclusions thereof
Methods Describe precisely how you have obtained

data and/or recruited patients, what
measurement techniques and what
statistics you have used

Results Only report results that you have obtained
(in relative and absolute values) and that
have not been previously published. Use
state-of-the-art statistics to analyse your
results and use figures with appropriate
scales

Nallamothu B K, Liischer T F Eur Heart J
2012;eurheartj.ehs308



Good scientific publishing

Discussion

Acknowledgements

Conflict of interest
catement

References

Discuss the main findings and then every
aspect of the study. Give credit to and
reference previous work of others

List those who helped, but have not
significantly contibuted to the study. List
financial support by institutions and
industry

Report any financial conflicts related to this
manuscript of all authors individualy

Give credit to those who previously
worked in the area by appropriate
referencing

Nallamothu B K, Liischer T F Eur Heart J
2012;eurheartj.ehs308






Correlation between impact factor and retraction index.

60 -

|
50 1 NEJM

Nature
Lancet -
|

I
-
1

Cell Science

Impact Factor
W
-

= J Exp Med

EMBO J
n PNA'SIAI. J Immunol

O | | | 1

0 1 2 3
Retraction Index

Nallamothu B K , Liischer T F Eur Heart J
2012;eurheartj.ehs308



VOL.3 0.2 132 THE TRANSVLVA NIy JOURNAL
Why is A i 2
ty is Aureomycin
) 2 o ~
the Broad-Spectrum Antibiotic of ( MED ICIy

United States and Throughout ti AND THE AssoctaTp

< i PEBRUARY,
o > ONE THOUSAND publications -
o0xc® " e

" N ing original car ORIGINAL COMay
5 4£,i\\“ X 1 =

H
LARD AND LAZINERS o cAUFORMIA i mseatc

e This T
ESE i MADE BY M n
THE JAPANESE 0 CoveRIES

M

(READ 1 1eg ypgy

L There is reason

ntal requisite, oy

0 of the vyivey
the result of
e, and gover

FTHOR of 4
tion of [);
Ition of ny
s) e it the
¢ Thou Lease

Why Do .

25 Cents

;366:1457-14 ENGLAND
SH et al. N Engl J Med 2012;366 The NEW
Podolsky JOURNAL of MEDICINE




800
700
600
500
400

300
200
100

@S Y} UO JuswWndo( snsuasuo) padx3) syueby 19)ere|diuy

" pue sisoubel(] 8y} Uo sauljepiny) asess|(] [elpiedlad

2004

"snsuasuo) padx3) siexoolg Joidesey dlbisuaipy-g

"'USPPNS JO UOUBABIH 8y} pUE SEIWYIAYLY JB|NOLIUSA

2006

(jo uswebeue)y) suoloed eulbuy a|qels

Al

* jo Juswabeuel ayy ul Asdoig [eipie) oAwopu3 jo 8|0y 8yl

uonoleju| [elpsedoA| JO UolUlR( [eSISAIuN

saseasi( Jejnosenolpie) pue sajaqel(]-ald ‘sejeqelq

2007

(Jo Juswebeueyy) uoisuspadAH [elspy

(Jo uswebeuey) esessiq HesH JE|NABA

Adelay] uonesiuoiyouhsay deipie) pue Bupedoeipie)

(40 Juswebeuely pue sisoubelq) wsijoqwg Aleuow|nd sy

2008

-1 S yum Bunuesaid sjusired ul uonoeu| [BIpIBd0Al 81ndY

* pue sisoubeiq uo sauljeping) uoisusjiedAH Areuow|nd

anpeladolad pue Juswssassy Ysiy deipie) anljelado-ald

2009

(jo uswabeuey pue sisoubelq uo sauldping) adoouisg

*'sisouBel(q ‘uonuanald Uuo sauljsping) SIPIEsopuUT SAlOBM|

m Number of Downloads since Jan 2008

Nallamothu B K , Luscher T F Eur Heart J 2012

(e1epdn pesnoo4) ainjreq uesH ul Adeisy) ed1neqg

(o uswebeuey) ssessiq HesH [epusbuo) dn-umoin

2010

(Jo uswebeue|y) uone|uqi4 Ly

(4o} sauljepIND) uoesueNOSeASY [eIpJedoAly

(Jo wswiesl) pue sisoubeiq) sesessiq Aoy [eleydiued

(jo uswebeuepy) Aoueubaid Bulnp sesessiq Je|noserolpie)

~Bunuasald spusned ul (SOy) sewolpuAg Aleuolo) apnoy

(o wswebeueyy) selwsepidisiq

70000 +— m Number of Citations since Publication

80000
60000
50000
40000

The number of downloads (since 1 January 2008) and citations for select Guidelines and Expert
Consensus Documents published in the European Heart Journal extending back to 2004.

30000
20000
10000 -



The new iPad and iPhone Apps for the European Heart Journal (photo courtesy of S. Rogers).
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