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•  If	
  you	
  don’t	
  publish	
  your	
  results,	
  it	
  is	
  like	
  you	
  have	
  never	
  done	
  the	
  work.	
  

•  Nobody	
  read	
  theses;	
  you	
  must	
  publish	
  your	
  results	
  in	
  peer-­‐reviewed	
  
journals	
  if	
  you	
  want	
  people	
  to	
  know	
  what	
  you	
  have	
  done.	
  



•  Things	
  to	
  consider	
  
•  Area-­‐specific	
  x	
  general	
  journals	
  
•  Make	
  sure	
  the	
  journal	
  is	
  widely	
  known	
  in	
  your	
  
area	
  of	
  experIse	
  

•  It	
  is	
  important	
  that	
  the	
  journals	
  be	
  widely	
  
available	
  in	
  many	
  search	
  engines	
  in	
  the	
  web	
  

•  Short	
  publicaIon	
  Imes	
  and	
  early	
  view	
  are	
  
bonuses	
  



•  Read	
  as	
  much	
  as	
  you	
  can	
  in	
  English,	
  and	
  do	
  not	
  limit	
  yourself	
  
only	
  to	
  scienIfic	
  papers:	
  newspapers	
  and	
  magazines,	
  novels,	
  
history,	
  philosophy,	
  ...,	
  whatever	
  catches	
  your	
  fancy	
  will	
  help	
  
you	
  become	
  a	
  beNer	
  writer.	
  

•  Do	
  not	
  take	
  notes	
  in	
  your	
  first	
  language	
  –	
  you	
  need	
  to	
  write	
  in	
  
English	
  all	
  the	
  Ime.	
  

•  Revise,	
  revise,	
  and	
  revise	
  again	
  your	
  manuscript.	
  Wri)ng	
  is	
  
rewri)ng.	
  You	
  are	
  not	
  going	
  to	
  get	
  it	
  right	
  on	
  the	
  first	
  trial.	
  

•  During	
  paper	
  revision,	
  try	
  changing	
  media,	
  from	
  the	
  computer	
  
screen	
  to	
  hardcopy.	
  You	
  will	
  be	
  surprised	
  by	
  how	
  many	
  
mistakes	
  you	
  will	
  catch.	
  

•  Read	
  the	
  most	
  complex	
  parts	
  of	
  your	
  manuscript	
  aloud.	
  It	
  if	
  
does	
  not	
  sound	
  right,	
  rewrite	
  it.	
  



•  Finally:	
  Pay	
  aNenIon	
  to	
  the	
  correcIons	
  made	
  by	
  your	
  
supervisor	
  so	
  you	
  don’t	
  keep	
  repeaIng	
  the	
  same	
  mistakes	
  over	
  
and	
  over	
  again	
  (especially	
  important	
  with	
  word	
  processors).	
  	
  



“The	
  aim	
  of	
  this	
  study	
  is	
  to	
  provide	
  full	
  invesIgaIon	
  on	
  the	
  structural	
  
properIes	
  of	
  heavy	
  metal	
  ion	
  soluIons	
  such	
  as	
  RDF,	
  self-­‐delusion	
  coefficient	
  
and	
  some	
  dynamic	
  properIes	
  like	
  diffusion	
  coefficient	
  using	
  molecular	
  
dynamic.”	
  

“We	
  believe	
  the	
  paper	
  may	
  be	
  of	
  parIcular	
  interest	
  to	
  the	
  readers	
  of	
  your	
  
journal	
  because	
  the	
  study	
  it	
  reports	
  this	
  paper	
  focused	
  on	
  experimental	
  
invesIgaIon	
  of	
  the	
  secondary	
  reacIons	
  of	
  intermediate	
  and	
  inhibiIng	
  these	
  
reacIons	
  in	
  delayed	
  coking	
  process	
  were	
  significant	
  for	
  a	
  higher	
  yield	
  of	
  the	
  
desired	
  products.”	
  



Conclusions	
  

Results	
  and	
  Discussion	
  

Introduc)on	
  

Important:	
  

Figure	
  out	
  what	
  data,	
  	
  figures	
  or	
  results	
  are	
  
sIll	
  needed	
  to	
  complete	
  the	
  outline	
  
and	
  subsequently	
  complete	
  the	
  paper	
  

Organize	
  each	
  category:	
  

Organize	
  the	
  data	
  
Sketch	
  figures	
  
Put	
  things	
  in	
  order	
  



Figures	
  summarize	
  the	
  results	
  

Figures	
  are	
  generally	
  “read”	
  first	
  
by	
  editors,	
  by	
  reviewers,	
  and	
  by	
  
the	
  readers 

Figures	
  should	
  be	
  designed	
  for	
  
clarity,	
  simplicity	
  and	
  impact	
  

Example	
  of	
  a	
  well-­‐designed	
  figure:	
  the	
  graphical	
  
elements	
  in	
  the	
  capIon	
  visually	
  help	
  “order”	
  the	
  
difficult	
  informaIon	
  in	
  the	
  image	
  



•  Why	
  is	
  this	
  topic	
  important?	
  

•  Why	
  are	
  these	
  results	
  significant?	
  
•  What	
  is	
  the	
  key	
  result?	
  (breakthrough!)	
  

•  Why	
  is	
  it	
  an	
  advance	
  on	
  previous	
  work?	
  
•  Why	
  are	
  you	
  submi^ng	
  to	
  this	
  journal?	
  

•  Why	
  will	
  this	
  journal’s	
  readers	
  read	
  it?	
  

•  Provide	
  reviewer	
  suggesIons	
  

Together	
  with	
  the	
  conclusions	
  secIon	
  of	
  your	
  paper,	
  the	
  cover	
  
leNer	
  is	
  one	
  of	
  the	
  first	
  things	
  the	
  editor	
  will	
  see,	
  so	
  make	
  it	
  
count.	
  



We	
  are	
  submi^ng	
  the	
  paper:	
  “XXX”,	
  by	
  XXX	
  to	
  The	
  Canadian	
  Journal	
  of	
  Chemical	
  Engineering.	
  

We	
  would	
  like	
  to	
  inform	
  that	
  all	
  authors	
  agree	
  to	
  submit	
  this	
  work	
  to	
  The	
  Canadian	
  Journal	
  of	
  
Chemical	
  Engineering;	
  the	
  work	
  has	
  not	
  been	
  published/submiNed	
  nor	
  is	
  being	
  submiNed	
  to	
  
another	
  journal;	
  and	
  all	
  authors	
  agree	
  to	
  transfer	
  the	
  copyright	
  to	
  the	
  Wiley	
  Online	
  Library.	
  	
  

This	
  paper	
  is	
  innovaIve	
  as	
  it	
  reports	
  the	
  use	
  of	
  the	
  natural	
  coagulant	
  Moringa	
  
oleifera	
  for	
  fluoride	
  removal	
  from	
  groundwater	
  for	
  human	
  consumpIon.	
  Excess	
  fluoride	
  in	
  
groundwater	
  has	
  been	
  a	
  problem	
  worldwide,	
  and	
  it	
  is	
  known	
  that	
  its	
  consumpIon	
  beyond	
  
the	
  limits	
  established	
  by	
  legislaIon,	
  may	
  lead	
  to	
  serious	
  health	
  problems	
  for	
  the	
  
populaIon.	
  

This	
  work	
  proposes	
  fluoride	
  removal	
  using	
  Moringa	
  oleifera	
  coagulant	
  as	
  an	
  accessible	
  opIon	
  for	
  
poor	
  communiIes.	
  The	
  process	
  achieves	
  acceptable	
  levels	
  of	
  fluoride	
  in	
  treated	
  water	
  in	
  a	
  safe	
  
manner,	
  as	
  this	
  seed	
  is	
  widely	
  used	
  for	
  water	
  treatment	
  in	
  North	
  African	
  countries.	
  To	
  obtain	
  
water	
  with	
  colour,	
  turbidity,	
  and	
  fluoride	
  levels	
  within	
  the	
  parameters	
  
required	
  by	
  internaIonal	
  legislaIon,	
  we	
  present	
  the	
  combined	
  process	
  of	
  
coagulaIon/membrane	
  filtraIon,	
  which	
  produces	
  high	
  quality	
  water.	
  	
  



We	
  are	
  sending	
  the	
  manuscript	
  “Effect	
  of	
  soluIon	
  pH	
  and	
  influence	
  of	
  water	
  hardness	
  
on	
  caffeine	
  adsorpIon”	
  to	
  be	
  considered	
  for	
  publicaIon	
  as	
  arIcle	
  in	
  this	
  Journal.	
  The	
  
authors	
  affirm	
  that	
  all	
  of	
  them	
  have	
  parIcipated	
  in	
  this	
  work	
  in	
  a	
  substanIve	
  way	
  and	
  
are	
  prepared	
  to	
  take	
  public	
  responsibility	
  for	
  this	
  purpose.	
  We	
  assure	
  that	
  the	
  text,	
  or	
  a	
  
similar	
  one,	
  has	
  not	
  been	
  published	
  before	
  elsewhere,	
  in	
  print	
  or	
  electronically,	
  and	
  
that	
  it	
  is	
  not	
  currently	
  under	
  consideraIon	
  elsewhere.	
  We	
  hope	
  this	
  manuscript	
  also	
  
contributes	
  to	
  promoIon	
  and	
  protecIon	
  of	
  health,	
  environmental	
  health,	
  and	
  
prevenIon	
  and	
  control	
  of	
  drugs	
  like	
  caffeine	
  by	
  alternaIve	
  treatments.	
  The	
  authors	
  
nominated	
  below	
  have	
  parIcipated	
  in	
  the	
  study	
  and	
  concur	
  with	
  the	
  submission	
  and	
  
subsequent	
  revisions	
  submiNed	
  by	
  the	
  corresponding	
  author.	
  	
  



•  The	
  First	
  Hurdle	
  
•  The	
  Editor	
  

•  The	
  Second	
  Hurdle	
  
•  The	
  Reviewers	
  

•  The	
  Third	
  Hurdle	
  
•  The	
  RebuNal	
  LeNer	
  





Editors	
  receive	
  many	
  more	
  papers	
  than	
  they	
  can	
  publish.	
  A	
  few	
  things	
  can	
  help	
  you	
  
get	
  your	
  paper	
  past	
  the	
  first	
  screening	
  by	
  the	
  editor:	
  
•  Select	
  a	
  journal	
  that	
  is	
  adequate	
  to	
  the	
  topic	
  of	
  your	
  research.	
  

•  Emphasize	
  the	
  novelty	
  and	
  main	
  contribuIons	
  of	
  your	
  work	
  in	
  the	
  Cover	
  LeCer.	
  

•  The	
  Abstract	
  should	
  be	
  concise	
  and	
  well	
  wriNen	
  –	
  editors	
  use	
  this	
  informaIon	
  to	
  check	
  for	
  
paper	
  suitability.	
  

•  Introduc)on:	
  “In	
  this	
  paper	
  we…”	
  Make	
  sure	
  your	
  contribuIon	
  is	
  well	
  differenIated	
  from	
  
the	
  previous	
  art.	
  

•  Conclusions:	
  Concise,	
  to	
  the	
  point,	
  emphasizing	
  relevance	
  of	
  your	
  findings.	
  Avoid	
  the	
  use	
  
of	
  bullet	
  points.	
  

•  Make	
  sure	
  the	
  References	
  cited	
  in	
  the	
  paper	
  are	
  up	
  to	
  date	
  and	
  come	
  from	
  reputable	
  
scienIfic	
  journals.	
  







•  Write	
  clearly	
  and	
  explain	
  your	
  
procedures	
  in	
  details.	
  Nothing	
  
bothers	
  reviewers	
  more	
  than	
  
a	
  confusing/incomplete	
  
paper.	
  	
  

•  Avoid	
  pedanIc	
  language,	
  
colloquialisms,	
  and	
  clichés.	
  

•  	
  Don’t	
  make	
  a	
  big	
  deal	
  of	
  
things	
  that	
  are	
  obvious.	
  

“I think you should be more explicit 
here in step two”	







•  	
  Answer	
  all	
  the	
  quesIons	
  from	
  the	
  referees	
  clearly	
  and	
  explain	
  
which	
  changes	
  were	
  adopted	
  in	
  the	
  manuscript	
  to	
  account	
  for	
  their	
  
criIcism.	
  

•  A	
  list	
  of	
  manuscript	
  changes	
  is	
  always	
  a	
  good	
  idea.	
  In	
  addiIon,	
  
some	
  authors	
  like	
  to	
  highlight	
  the	
  changes	
  in	
  the	
  manuscript.	
  

•  Papers	
  that	
  required	
  many	
  changes	
  are	
  ogen	
  sent	
  for	
  a	
  second	
  
review	
  by	
  the	
  same	
  referees,	
  so	
  a	
  clear	
  explanaIon	
  of	
  the	
  changes	
  
is	
  very	
  important.	
  	
  

•  Don't	
  offend	
  the	
  reviewers	
  in	
  the	
  rebuCal	
  leCer,	
  even	
  if	
  you	
  really	
  
want	
  to.	
  

•  You	
  are	
  not	
  expected	
  to	
  agree	
  with	
  all	
  the	
  comments	
  made	
  by	
  the	
  
referees,	
  but	
  you	
  have	
  to	
  explain	
  clearly	
  to	
  the	
  editor	
  why	
  you	
  
disagree	
  with	
  the	
  comment	
  and	
  took	
  no	
  acIon	
  to	
  modify	
  the	
  
manuscript.	
  



hNp://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-­‐VRBWLpYCPY	
  



•  Falsifying	
  data	
  
•  FabricaIng	
  data	
  
•  Plagiarism	
  

•  MulIple	
  concurrent	
  submissions	
  
•  Image	
  manipulaIon	
  

•  Authorship	
  misrepresentaIon	
  

•  Duplicate	
  publicaIon	
  

Examples	
  of	
  ethical	
  misconduct	
  that	
  must	
  not	
  be	
  tolerated:	
  



•  It	
  sucks,	
  but	
  don’t	
  despair.	
  It	
  may	
  happen	
  to	
  anyone.	
  Use	
  the	
  relevant	
  
comments	
  from	
  the	
  reviewers	
  to	
  prepare	
  a	
  beNer	
  paper.	
  	
  

•  Think	
  of	
  it	
  as	
  an	
  opportunity	
  to	
  get	
  beNer	
  prepared	
  for	
  your	
  thesis.	
  

“A	
  scienIst	
  is	
  a	
  mimosa	
  when	
  he	
  himself	
  has	
  made	
  a	
  mistake,	
  and	
  a	
  roaring	
  lion	
  when	
  he	
  discovers	
  
a	
  mistake	
  of	
  others.”	
  Albert	
  Einstein.	
  	
  

“Here	
  is	
  where	
  you	
  	
  
made	
  your	
  mistake.”	
  







The	
  Award	
  
•  A	
  cerIficate	
  
•  One	
  CSChE	
  Conference	
  registraIon	
  
•  Invited	
  presentaIon	
  
•  Extended	
  biography	
  published	
  in	
  the	
  CJChE	
  

Eligibility	
  
•  Outstanding	
  published	
  work	
  in	
  the	
  CJCHE	
  by	
  a	
  graduate	
  student	
  while	
  

studying	
  at	
  a	
  Canadian	
  university	
  during	
  a	
  12-­‐month	
  publicaIon	
  
period.	
  	
  

•  The	
  graduate	
  student	
  must	
  be	
  the	
  primary	
  author	
  




