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• To make me look good

• Because my supervisor says I should

• To show that I did it first

• To tell other people about something
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Authors submit to a Journal

Journal assigns to an Editor

Editor sends out invitations to Reviewers

Reviewers decline

Editor sends out more invitations to more Reviewers

Reviewers submit reviews

Editor makes a decision: 
Accept/Minor Revision/
Major Revision/Reject/
Reject and invite Resubmission

Authors resubmit

Journal creates article proofs

Editor decides to accept

Authors check and correct proofs

Journal publishes final version online (doi)

Authors assign copyright to journal

Journal assigns article to a journal issue
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Not all papers count equally.  Often at academic job interviews, we count the number of high-quality papers.

Things to think about:

• Readership – who reads this journal?

• Topic

• Prestigious Journals (e.g. Nature, Proceedings of the Royal Society, …)

• Difficult/easy to publish.  Match journal to quality of paper.

• Metrics (e.g. Impact Factor).

• Length of papers (e.g. Journal of Fluid Mechanics Rapids has a 10-page limit).

• Speed of publication.  Does it need to be quick?

• Does your supervisor know an editor there?

• Do you like the style they use (1 or 2 columns, equation formatting, referencing style, etc).

• Are you replying to a paper in the same journal?
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• Revision (even major revision) is usually eventual acceptance – congratulations!

• Rejection is just more serious revision – try again (maybe with an easier journal).

• Don't take criticism personally – be professional.

• Feedback is useful.  The reviewers are more attentive and less stupid than the average reader.

• If rejected and resubmitting to a different journal, still address the reviewers comments.

• You don't have to convince the reviewer, just the editor.

• You can "bribe" the reviewers by including the citations asked for (probably to their papers).

• Don't make the paper worse.  It's your name, not the reviewers', that is on the paper.

• Respond to all the reviewers' points (numbered and unnumbered).

• I like to respond in one document to all reviewers, so that all reviewers see all the comments and responses.

• Don't say something in the response if you don't say it in the manuscript.

• If you can, use one reviewers' comments against another (e.g. "Reviewer 1 would like more details, while 
reviewer 2 feels the paper is overly long and complicated.  On reflection, the authors are happy with the balance 
between detail and brevity in the current manuscript.  Futher specific suggestions from the reviewers would be 
welcomed.").
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• Congratulations!

• Once you sign the copyright transfer form, any subsequent changes aren't yours.

• Check the proofs thoroughly.  Typesetters/proof readers are not necessarily mathematicians.

• Advertize!  Webpages, ResearchGate, LinkedIn, Email...

• Update any online information to say accepted, and with your final version.  Webpages, ArXiv, ResearchGate, CV, etc

• Submit to WRAP.

• Once you have a doi, update again (possibly also update the pdf). Once you have a journal volume, update again.
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• You've done the research, then you write the paper... wrong!

• You don't need to write the paper in chronological order.

• The paper should be interesting to read.  Tell a story.

• It should be readable by a just-starting PhD student (remember that?)

• Sections of the paper:

o Title: Keywords that should find this paper when searched for?

o Abstract: An overview of what's in the paper, what's new and novel, and why you should read it.

o Introduction: Background – what happened before this paper.  Usually, last paragraph lists the contents.

o … (Figure captions should make the figure understandable even without reading the text.)

o Conclusion/Discussion: Not an abstract.  Summarizes, conjectures, possibility for future work.

o Acknowledgements: Acknowledge funding sources, prior publication (e.g. conference papers).

o Appendices: For the boring stuff that's needed for reproducability, or to satisfy reviewers.

o References: Please try to include doi's (I even edit the journal's .bst file to include them sometimes).
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Writing style

• Try not to use big words.  Maths is difficult enough without difficult English too.

• Try to use short sentences.

o McIntyre (1997), "Lucidity and Science I",
https://doi.org/10.1179/isr.1997.22.3.199

https://doi.org/10.1179/isr.1997.22.3.199
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Writing style

• Try not to use big words.  Maths is difficult enough without difficult English too.

• Try to use short sentences.

• "We" means "the writer and the reader":

o OK: "We will see later that this is a special case of …"

o Wrong: "We found slow convergence with explicit timestepping, and so we used an explicit scheme".

o Passive voice is also ok "This will be seen later to be a special case of..."

• Don't worry too much abou other hangups (e.g. punctuation at the end of equations; the Oxford comma; 
hyphens/en-dashes/em-dashes; semi-colons, etc).

• Some excellent style guides:

o Gopen & Swan (1990), "The Science of Scientific 
Writing", https://www.jstor.org/stable/29774235

o McIntyre (1997), "Lucidity and Science I",
https://doi.org/10.1179/isr.1997.22.3.199

https://www.jstor.org/stable/29774235
https://doi.org/10.1179/isr.1997.22.3.199


Thank You

o Gopen & Swan (1990), "The Science of Scientific Writing",
https://www.jstor.org/stable/29774235

o McIntyre (1997), "Lucidity and Science I",
https://doi.org/10.1179/isr.1997.22.3.199

o This presentation (scroll to the bottom)
https://ejbrambley.warwick.ac.uk/publications.html

https://www.jstor.org/stable/29774235
https://doi.org/10.1179/isr.1997.22.3.199
https://ejbrambley.warwick.ac.uk/publications.html
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