
Guidelines and Strategies  

How to get published in high 

impact journal 



Types of manuscript 

Depending on the quality/ length of the paper, 
it can be: 
• Conference paper 
• Research article 
• Short communication/ brief note/ view 

point/ 
• Technical note 
• Review article 
• Comments 
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Types of manuscript 

Citation impact varies by publication type 
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Review papers get high citations 



• The majority of research articles published fall 
into this category.  

• Contain a comprehensive investigation of the 
subject matter. 

• Full length articles (7500-9000 words) 
describing original research. 

• Typically 8-15 pages, 5 figures and 25 
references 
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Research Article 



• Comprehensive/ critical review on specific 
research topic  

• Typically 15+ pages, 5+ figures, table of 
summary and 70-200 references 
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Review Article 

JOURNAL WRITING 
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Structure of a manuscript 

• Single column 
• Double spacing 
• Times new roman 
• 12 font 
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All Elsevier 
journals provide 
online guide for 
authors 
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•Review Journals 

– Only accept review article 

– Normally impact factor is high 

Types of Journals 
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• Research Journals 
– Accept both review and research articles 

Types of Journals 



• Title 

• Affiliation 

• Abstract 

• Keywords 

1.Introduction/literature review 

2. Materials and Methods 

3. Results/Findings and Discussion 

4. Conclusion/s 

• Acknowledgements 

• References 

13 

Structure of a manuscript 

Research 
Article 



• Title 

• Affiliation 

• Abstract 

• Keywords 

1.Introduction/literature review 

2. Conclusion/s 

• Acknowledgements 

• References 
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Structure of a manuscript 

Review 
Article 



• Normally around 15 WORDS! 
• Brief (short & sharp) phrase 

describing/reflecting the contents of the 
paper. 

• Concise and informative. 
• Be specific 
• Attract the reader’s attention 
• Avoid abbreviations, prepositions and 

formulae where possible 
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Title 
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Tips: Go to 
www.sciencedirec

t.com, see the 
latest trend in 
writing title 

Tips: If you are 
submitting a 

review paper, 
don’t forget to 

have “Review” in 
the title 

http://www.sciencedirect.com/
http://www.sciencedirect.com/
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Tips: Highlight the 
“strength” of 
your paper 

Title 
Ex: Experimental and Numerical Study of 

Thermo-Hydraulic Performance of 

Circumferentially Ribbed Tube with Al2O3 

Nanofluid 

Ex: The Significant Effect of Secondary Flow in 

Wavy Microchannel for Augmentation of Heat 

Transfer 

Ex: The Significant Effect of Turbulent 

Characteristics on Heat Transfer Enhancement 

using Nanofluids: A Comprehensive Review 

Ex: Recent Progress on Lattice Boltzmann 

Simulation of Nanofluids: A Review 
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Authors’ name 
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Authors’ name 



20 

List of Co-authors 

Is there a limit number of    

      co-author?? 
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List of Co-authors 
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Authors’ name 



•Introduction/Motivation (optional) 

Importance of your work, the difficulty of the area, the impact it might 
have if successful 

• Problem statement/study case 

What problem are you trying to solve. What is the scope of your work 

• Approach 
How did you go about solving or making progress on the problem. Did 
you use simulation, analytical model or prototype construction. What 

important variables did you control, ignore or measure.   

• Results 

What is the answer 

• Conclusion (optional) 
What are the implication of your answer 

23 

Abstract 
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Abstract 

introduction 

Study case 

Approach 

Results 



Abstract 

The abstract is too long. 

Two paragraphs 
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Keywords 
Title 

Authors 

E-mail and affiliation 

Abstract 

Keywords 

One page is sufficient 



• The introduction serves as an orientation for readers, 
giving them the perspective they need to understand 
the detailed information coming in later sections. 

• Introduction section should contain review of up to 
date literature. 

• This section should explain the novelty of the work. 
• It should also discuss the objective and significance of 

the work. 
• This section should not normally exceed four typed 

pages (double spaced) 
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Introduction 



• First Stage: general statements about a field of research to 
provide the reader with a setting for the problem to be 
reported. 

• Second Stage: More specific statements about the aspects of 
the problem already studies by other researchers. (literature 
review)  

• Third Stage: Statements that indicate the need for more 
investigation. (Research gap/novelty of the study) 

• Fourth Stage: Very specific statements giving the 
purpose/objectives of the writer’s study.  

• Fifth stage: Significant of the study.  
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Introduction 



Third Stage: Statements that indicate the need for more 
investigation. (Research gap/novelty of the study) 
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Third Stage: Statements that indicate the need for more 
investigation. (Research gap/novelty of the study) 
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Third Stage: Statements that indicate the need for more 
investigation. (Research gap/novelty of the study) 
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Third Stage: Statements that indicate the need for more 
investigation. (Research gap/novelty of the study) 
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Third Stage: Statements that indicate the need for more 
investigation. (Research gap/novelty of the study) 
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• Fourth Stage: Very specific statements giving the 
purpose/objectives of the writer’s study.  
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• Fifth stage: Significant of the study.  
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• First Stage: general statements about a field of research to 
provide the reader with a setting for the problem to be 
reported. 
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• First Stage: general statements about a field of research to 
provide the reader with a setting for the problem to be 
reported. 
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• Second Stage: More specific statements about the aspects of 
the problem already studies by other researchers. (literature 
review)  
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1. Author as a subject 



• Second Stage: More specific statements about the aspects of 
the problem already studies by other researchers. (literature 
review)  
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2. Time frame reference 



• Second Stage: More specific statements about the aspects of 
the problem already studies by other researchers. (literature 
review)  
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3. Research topics as 
subject 



• Second Stage: More specific statements about the aspects of 
the problem already studies by other researchers. (literature 
review)  
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4. Research objectives as 
subject 



• Second Stage: More specific statements about the aspects of 
the problem already studies by other researchers. (literature 
review)  
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5. Statement 



• Second Stage: More specific statements about the aspects of 
the problem already studies by other researchers. (literature 
review)  
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CRITICAL REVIEW ON THE 
LITERATURE 



• Second Stage: More specific statements about the aspects of 
the problem already studies by other researchers. (literature 
review)  
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• Second Stage: More specific statements about the aspects of 
the problem already studies by other researchers. (literature 
review)  
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Good LR 
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Good LR 
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Good LR 



• Results and discussions section is the most important 

part of the manuscript in which critical analysis of the 

results are done. 

•  Any limitations of the results presented or techniques 

used in the study are to be highlighted in this section. 

• Care should be taken to avoid any errors of logic and 

facts. 

• Sufficient number of Figures and Tables with good quality 
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Results and Discussion 
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Results and Discussion 
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Results and Discussion 
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Results and Discussion 

Highlight your 
findings!!!!! 



Results: Figure 



• The conclusions section should very important points 

describing the important findings of the work 

• This section should re‐inforce the originality of the work 

presented. 

• Should be consistent with the objectives ‐ highlight the 

achievements.  
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Conclusions 



• The conclusions section should very important points 

describing the important findings of the work 

• This section should re‐inforce the originality of the work 

presented. 

• Should be consistent with the objectives ‐ highlight the 

achievements.  
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Conclusions 



• The conclusions section should very important points 

describing the important findings of the work 

• This section should re‐inforce the originality of the work 

presented. 

• Should be consistent with the objectives ‐ highlight the 

achievements.  

56 

Conclusions 



• The conclusions section should very important points 

describing the important findings of the work 

• This section should re‐inforce the originality of the work 

presented. 

• Should be consistent with the objectives ‐ highlight the 

achievements.  
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Conclusions 



• The conclusions section should very important points 

describing the important findings of the work 

• This section should re‐inforce the originality of the work 

presented. 

• Should be consistent with the objectives ‐ highlight the 

achievements.  
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Conclusions 



• The conclusions section should very important points 

describing the important findings of the work 

• This section should re‐inforce the originality of the work 

presented. 

• Should be consistent with the objectives ‐ highlight the 

achievements.  
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Conclusions 



• The conclusions section should very important points 

describing the important findings of the work 

• This section should re‐inforce the originality of the work 

presented. 

• Should be consistent with the objectives ‐ highlight the 

achievements.  
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Conclusions 



Acknowledgement 



• Harvard 

• Numbering 

• IEEE 

• Endnote (Software) 

• Others 
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Reference 



References: Type 1 



References: Type 2 



References: Type 3 



Strategies for publishing in 

academic journals 
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Before sending the paper to journal 

- Have the paper read by several people. Listen to what 
they say, especially if same criticism comes up several 
times. Check and recheck spelling, figures, references,  
legends etc . Reviewers can be really annoyed by careless 
editing and mistakes that can reflect badly on the authors. 
 
- Make sure you  follow strictly all the requirements of the  
journal about electronic submission etc.  
 
- Some have a specific checklist and Front Page format (key 
words; contact Information; e-mail address etc. 
 



Manuscript Language 

• Authors must ensure that the text of the 

manuscript is free from errors of English. 

• If in doubt authors should get their 

manuscript checked and copy edited (proof 

read) by some one with better command of 

written in English. 
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WHY IS LANGUAGE IMPORTANT? 

Save your editor and reviewers the trouble of guessing 

what you mean 

Complaint from an editor: 

“[This] paper fell well below my threshold. I refuse to 

spend time trying to understand what the author is 

trying to say. Besides, I really want to send a message 

that they can’t submit garbage to us and expect us to 

fix it. My rule of thumb is that if there are more than 

grammatical errors in the abstract, then I don’t waste 

my time carefully reading the rest.” 
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Manuscript Formatting 

• The total length of the manuscript should not 

exceed 30- 40 pages of text typed on plain 

paper, double spaced, single column mode 

including tables. 

• The number of figures should not exceed 10. 
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Submitting the paper 

•  Traditional submission (by mail) 

•  Electronic submission 

•  As one or more e‐mail attachments 

•  Via a journal Web site (EES)‐online submission 

•  Inclusion of a cover letter (conventional or 

electronic) 

•  Completion of required forms‐for example, 

declaration 
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• Scope of Journal 

• ISI/Scopus Indexed 

• IMPACT Factor 

• Journal Format 

• Publication frequency 

• Publication history 
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Where to submit 



73 

Where to submit 

 

journalfinder.elsevier.com/ 
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Where to submit 
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Where to submit 

 

http://www.edanzediting.com/journal_selector 
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Where to submit 

 



Cover Letter: 

•  Title and author(s) of paper 

•  Type of submission (full length article/ 

technical note) 

•  Fact that paper is new and not being 

submitted elsewhere 

•  Why the paper is important 

•  Some possible peer reviewers (some journal 

request that) 
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- Include a cover letter outlining the originality and important 
findings of the paper and why it will be of interest to the  
typical audience of the journal you have selected.  
 
- Sometimes it is helpful to suggest  possible referees. 
 
- It can save time to send a “pre-submission enquiry” to the  
editor. This should outline in the most persuasive way the 
importance of your paper. Then the editor can reply with  
either encouragement to send the complete paper for review 
or a polite suggestion that you send it to another journal. 



Cover letter: Example 



Dear Editor 

 

Enclosed please find a manuscript entitled "Simulation of Forced Convection in a Channel 

with Nanofluid by the Lattice Boltzmann Method“ which we would like to submit for 

publication in Nanoscale Research Letters. We believe that the novel idea applying lattice 

Boltzmann method for predicting heat transfer enhancement using nanofluid in channel 

with extended surface would appeal to the readership of the Journal. We confirm 

that this manuscript has not been published elsewhere and is not under 

consideration by another journal. All authors have approved the manuscript 

and agree with its submission. Thank you for your consideration of our 

work. 

 

Sincerely Yours 

Dr. Nor Azwadi Che Sidik 

Department of Thermofluid 

Faculty of Mechanical Engineering 

Universiti Teknologi Malaysia 

Malaysia 
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What do Editors want? 

• Excitement/ “wow” 

• Importance 

• Originality 

• Relevance to the audience 

• True 

• Clearly written 

• Engagingly written 



Peer Review 

 Purposes: 

• To help the editor decide whether to publish 

the paper 

• To help the authors improve the paper, 

whether or not the journal accepts it. 

• Some ways peer reviewers are identified: 

References, literature searching, editors’ 

knowledge, databases, authors’ suggestions 
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Problems with peer review 

• Slow 

• Expensive 

• A lottery 

• Ineffective 

• Biased 

• Easily abused 

• Can’t detect fraud 

 



Review Process 

•  It may take from 1 week to 3 years 

•  One to 5 reviewers along with editorial comments 

•  Some journals editors assess submission and 

provide decisions if no new contributions 

• Accept/reject/revise 

•  Proof preparation for checking by authors 

•  Corrections by production dept. 

•  In press/queue/article in press 

•  Completion (vol, issue, page number, year): 
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WHAT DOES A REVIEWER CHECK? 

• Concise summary of the work in Abstract 

• Language 

• Flow of materials 

(organizations/presentation of paper) 

• Appropriate number of tables and figures 

• References/ tables/ figures are not cited 

properly/mismatch 

• Introduction (length, objectives & novelty) 
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The editors and reviewers need to make 

recommendation whether your paper is 

acceptable: 
• In its present form 

•  After a minor revision 

•  After a major revision 

•  As a short communication 

•  Not at all 

•  Outside the scope of this journal 

• Be prepared for rejection 
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• Be prepared for rejection and don’t take it 

too hard. 

• Remember that very few papers are 

immediately accepted. 

•  Resubmit your paper if the journal wanted 

to accept it with changes. Alternatively, if 

the journal rejects it, send it to another 

journal. 
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