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• Main session Part 1:

• What do editors look for and 
Recommendations on how to 
draft an original article (part I).

• Break

• Main Session part 2:
Recommendations on how to draft 
an original article (part II).

• Q&A

Agenda Dr. Ximena Alvira



• Gain insights about the main reasons 
for manuscript rejection.

• Obtain practical recommendations on 
how to effectively write an original 
article and increase the chances of being 
published in a peer-reviewed journal.

• Identify common pitfalls in health 
research writing and learn strategies to 
avoid them.

• Foster the development of research that 
is ethical, transparent, and of high 
quality.

Objectives for today Dr. Ximena Alvira



https://www.scival.com/overview/summary?uri=Institution/701610

This means that 
Leeds Teaching 
Hospitals’ 
publications have 
been cited 121% 
more than the world 
average.

+20.6%
From 1,106 in 2018 

to 1,334 in 2022

+16.3%
From 1,131 in 2018 

to 1,315 in 2022

Overview of scholarly output in Medicine (2018-2023)Dr. Ximena Alvira



AF-ID ( "Leeds Teaching Hospitals NHS Trust"   60012508 )  OR  AF-ID ( "Chapel Allerton Hospital"   60025833 )  OR  AF-ID ( "Cookridge Hospital"   60016398 )  OR  AF-ID ( "Leeds Dental Institute"   60014626 )  OR  AF-ID ( "Leeds General Infirmary"   
60006866 )  OR  AF-ID ( "NIHR Leeds Biomedical Research Centre"   60170333 )  OR  AF-ID ( "Seacroft Hospital"   60028554 )  OR  AF-ID ( "St James's University Hospital"   60020454 ) 
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https://www.scival.com/overview/collaboration/overall?uri=Institution%2F701610
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What do editors look 
for?
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What makes your study unique? Interesting? Novel?
What makes it worth publishing and reading?

Dr. Ximena Alvira



A real-life review Dr. Ximena Alvira



“Blue-sky research cannot be easily judged on the basis of practical 
impact, but clinical research is different and should be useful. It 

should make a difference for health and disease outcomes or should 
be undertaken with that as a realistic prospect”.

Ioannidis JP. Why Most Clinical Research Is Not Useful. PLoS Med. 2016 Jun 21;13(6):e1002049. doi: 10.1371/journal.pmed.1002049. PMID: 27328301; 
PMCID: PMC4915619.

“Blue-sky research cannot be easily judged on the basis of practical 
impact, but clinical research is different and should be useful. It 

should make a difference for health and disease outcomes or should 
be undertaken with that as a realistic prospect”.
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Ioannidis JP. Why Most Clinical Research Is Not Useful. PLoS Med. 2016 Jun 21;13(6):e1002049. doi: 10.1371/journal.pmed.1002049. PMID: 27328301; 
PMCID: PMC4915619.
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• “Whatever the down side of it, we rarely deliberately replicate studies. Far more 
commonly a study gets replicated simply because the author was unaware of previous 
work.

• It is now the case that many manuscripts are rejected because the literature review was 
incomplete or inadequate.

• A good literature review is a sine qua non. This should arise early in the development of 
the idea, as it then permits refinement (or abandonment) of the study in light of the 
evidence available.”

Norman, Geoff. Data dredging, salami-slicing, and other successful strategies to ensure rejection: twelve tips on how to not get your paper published.Adv in Health Sci 
Educ 19, 1–5 (2014). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10459-014-9494-8
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52 additional trials

> 5,600 patients

Fergusson, D; Glass, K C; Hutton, B, and Shapiro, 
S. Randomized controlled trials of aprotinin in 
cardiac surgery using clinical equipoise to stop 
the bleeding. Clinical Trials. 2005; 2(3)218-232.

Dr. Ximena Alvira



136 new studies since 
2000

49 clinically relevant
87 redundant studies

56 studies on the topic until a Syst. Rev in 
2000 questioning the need to perform 

further trials.

“Ability of a meta-analysis to prevent redundant research: systematic review of 
studies on pain from propofol injection”

Habre C, Tramèr MR, PöppingDM, 
Elia N. Ability of a meta-analysis to 

prevent redundant research: 
systematic review of studies on pain 

from propofol injection. BMJ. 
2014;348:g5219.

136 new studies since 
2000

49 clinically relevant
87 redundant studies

Redundancy in 
research is 

unethical, and 
a waste of 
resources
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From the editors
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https://bmjopen.bmj.com/pages/authors/#submission_guidelines

• Does my research fall within BMJ Open’s aims and scope?

• Is the research question clear?

• Is the study design appropriate?

• Is the study valid?

• Is the research presented correctly?

How can I maximise my chances of being published?

BMJ Open will publish all submissions judged to be technically sound after peer review. 
Asking yourself these five questions will help maximise your chances of a successful 
submission.
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1. The manuscript fails the technical screening

2. The manuscript does not fall within the journal’s Aims and Scope

3. The research topic isn’t of great enough significance

4. The research is over-ambitious

5. A clear hypothesis hasn’t been established

6. The manuscript is incomplete

7. There are flaws in the procedures, presentation or analysis of the data

8. Flaws in the manuscript’s arguments and/or conclusions

9. Language, writing and spelling issues

https://www.wiley.com/network/researchers/submission-and-navigating-peer-review/9-common-reasons-for-manuscript-rejection
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Before the manuscript gets passed to the Editor-in-Chief or Managing Editor of a journal, 
the editorial office will undertake some basic checks. The main reasons for rejection of 
papers at this stage include:

• Suggested elements of plagiarism

• The paper is under review at another journal (submission to multiple journals at the 
same time isn’t allowed)

• Key elements such as a title, list of authors and affiliations, main text, references, or 
figures and tables are missing

• The quality of the language is not sufficient for review to take place

• Tables and figures are not clear enough to read

• The paper doesn’t conform to the journal’s Author Guidelines

1. The manuscript fails the technical screening

Keep in mind 
for later

Dr. Ximena Alvira



1. It fails the technical screening.

• The English is not sufficient for the peer review process.

• The figures are not complete or are not clear enough to read.

• The article does not conform to the Guide for Authors for the journal 
it is submitted to.

• References are incomplete or very old.

2. It does not fall within the Aims and Scope (of the journal).

3. It’s incomplete.

https://www.elsevier.com/connect/8-reasons-i-rejected-your-article
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Cont...

4. The procedures and/or analysis of the data is seen to be defective.

5. The conclusions cannot be justified on the basis of the rest of the paper..

6. It's is simply a small extension of a different paper, often from the same 
authors.

7. It's incomprehensible.

• The language, structure, or figures are so poor that the merit can't be 
assessed. Have a native English speaker read the paper. Even if you ARE 
a native English speaker.

8. It's boring.

https://www.elsevier.com/connect/8-reasons-i-rejected-your-article
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What do editors 
look at?

The first parts of the 
manuscript that the editor 

sees are:
• the Title,
• the Abstract and
• the Cover letter

Dr. Ximena Alvira



Title

• Differentiates your paper from other

papers of the same subject area: it can 

be the difference between being 

selected for publication or not.

• Should capture the readers’ 

attention: it can be the 

difference between being read or not.

Dr. Ximena Alvira



The title is without doubt the part of a paper that is read the most, and 
it is usually read first.

Deng, B. Papers with shorter titles get more citations. Nature (2015).
Di Girolamo N, Reynders RM. Health care articles with simple and declarative titles were more likely to be in 
the Altmetric Top 100. J Clin Epidemiol. 2017 May;85:32-36.

Dr. Ximena Alvira



Try to avoid abbreviations and jargon

Use appropriate words that describe 
your work

Ideally include: study 
population, disease or condition under study,

key details about the study design, hint about the
findings or outcomes

Dr. Ximena Alvira



https://www.boredpanda.com/funny-science-paper-titles/?utm_source=google&utm_medium=organic&utm_campaign=organic
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You need to consider several factors 
when choosing the right title for your 
publication:

• Journal

• Type of article

• Type of discipline

• Type of research

• Audience…

But… Dr. Ximena Alvira



https://www.editage.com/insights/3-basic-tips-on-writing-a-good-research-paper-title
https://www.enago.com/academy/write-irresistible-research-paper-title/

Dr. Ximena Alvira
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Abstract
• It is key for the editor. Based on the 

abstract, he/she may decide to continue

reading, or not.

• A poor-quality abstract rarely 

summarizes a high-quality manuscript.

• For many readers, the abstract is the only

part of the published article they will be 

able to access.

https://www.adamrobinsondesign.com/blog-posts/style-tip-house-numbers
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• Double-check that numbers in the abstract match those in the text, tables, 

results, and legends.

• Make sure it conforms strictly to the style indicated in the journal’s Author 

Guidelines (word limit, type of abstract, etc.).

• Make sure it does not contain typographical or syntax errors.

• An abstract should be fully understandable on its own, a completely 

independent text.

• It should be the last thing you write.

Dr. Ximena Alvira



https://www.editage.com/insights/how-to-write-an-effective-title-and-abstract-and-choose-appropriate-keywords
https://www.scribbr.com/dissertation/abstract/

Dr. Ximena Alvira
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• Create a graphical abstract: allows readers to quickly gain an 
understanding of the take-home message of the paper.

• They are beneficial both in terms of views 
of the article as well as increased activity 
on social media.

• Research shows that the average annual 
use of an article with a graphical abstract 
is doubled when compared with those 
without one.

https://www.elsevier.com/authors/tools-and-resources/visual-abstract
https://researcheracademy.elsevier.com/writing-research/fundamentals-
manuscript-preparation/article-art-creating-visual-abstracts

Dr. Ximena Alvira
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https://www.elsevier.com/authors/tools-and-resources/visual-abstract
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To view all JAMA Network visual abstracts,please click here.

https://jamanetwork.com/pages/visual-abstracts

Dr. Ximena Alvira

https://jamanetwork.com/searchresults?q=*&exPrm_qqq=%7bDEFAULT_BOOST_FUNCTION%7d%22*%22&exPrm_hl.q=*&page=1&f_HasVisualAbstract=true


https://www.bmj.com/content/bmj-visual-abstracts
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Cover letter
• It can strongly influence the 

editor’s decision.

• “Used effectively, it provides an 
excellent opportunity for the 
author to communicate and 
lobby directly with the editor and 
grab their attention”.

• “The cover letter introduces the 
manuscript and supplies critical 
insights into the merits of the 
work to the editors”.

https://retractionwatch.com/2016/09/12/do-scientific-manuscripts-need-cover-
letters/

Dr. Ximena Alvira



“I won’t know why I should 
care about your experiment 

until you tell me why I should”.

Gewin V. How to write a first-class paper. Nature. 2018 Mar 1;555(7694):129-130. doi: 10.1038/d41586-018-02404-4. Erratum in: Nature. 2018 Mar 22;555(7697):551. PMID: 
29493603.
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“I won’t know why I should care about 
your experiment until you tell me why I 

should”.

https://www.springer.com/gp/authors-editors/authorandreviewertutorials/submitting-to-a-journal-and-peer-review/cover-letters/10285574

The Wolf of Wall Street

Dr. Ximena Alvira



https://www.editage.com/insights/writing-an-effective-cover-letter-for-journal-submission?refer=insights-search-posts
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Next:
“Recommendations 

on how to effectively 
write the main 
sections of an 

original article”

Dr. Ximena Alvira



“The reader’s job is to pay attention and 
remember what they read. The writer’s job 

is to make those two things easy to do”

• Has a clear and useful
message

• Has a logical manner

• Is easy to read

Write an article that:

Dr. Ximena Alvira
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Tables and Figures

Results

Methods

Discussion

Introduction

Title, Abstract

Dr. Ximena Alvira



• Play a key role in improving the 
manuscript’s quality.

• They improve understanding and 
interpretation of the study 
results.

• They provide the editors, 
reviewers and readers a quick 
overview of the study findings.

• Save time and space when 
representing numerical data.

• They significantly reduce the 
length of the manuscript.

Tables and figures Dr. Ximena Alvira



http://www.editage.com/insights/tips-on-effective-use-of-tables-and-figures-in-research-papers

When to 
use what?

Dr. Ximena Alvira



https://scientific-publishing.webshop.elsevier.com/manuscript-preparation/use-tables-and-figures-effectively-research-papers/

Dr. Ximena Alvira



• First, design the table, then add the labels, and finally add the numbers.

• Use a clean layout and legible font.

• Leave sufficient spacing between columns and rows.

• Add a descriptive title and describe in the legend any abbreviations and symbols

used. They are key to understanding the table or figure.

• For submission, leave one table/figure per page.

• Use page breaks to separate pages.

• Place them at the end of the manuscript, after the references (follow the Author 

Guidelines).

Dr. Ximena Alvira



|   62

• Make sure percentages add up to 100%.

• Unify decimal places.

https://elifesciences.org/articles/48175

https://adc.bmj.com/content/archdischild/
100/7/608.full.pdf
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• Total percentage 
does not add up 
to 100% (96.7%)

• Neither do all the 
individual 
groups.

• Percentage
symbol is not 
needed.

• Items should be 
centered.

• Contains spelling 
mistakes 
(vesicoureteric, 
congenital 
nephrotics).

• Format could be 
cleaner.

Dr. Ximena Alvira



Table 1. Etiology of chronic kidney disease in patients aged 10-65 Dr. Ximena Alvira



Table 1. Etiology of chronic kidney disease in patients aged 10-65

• First, design the table, 

then add the labels, and 

finally add the numbers.

• Use a clean layout and 

legible font.

• Leave sufficient spacing 

between columns and 

rows.

• Add a descriptive title and 

describe in the legend any 

abbreviations and 

symbols used. They are 

key to understanding the 

table or figure.

Dr. Ximena Alvira
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• Disorganized data

• Difficult to follow

• Number inconsistencies

• Elective surgery: 162 

vs 164

• Type of procedure: 

minor+major=181 vs 

183

Dr. Ximena Alvira



|   72

• Column labels could be improved

• Difficult to interpret the data

• Individual numbers don't add up 

to total N (1211).

• Percentages do not add up to 

100%

• Confusing legend

Dr. Ximena Alvira



|   73

• Total percentage add up to 
100%.

• No decimals.
• Clean and legible.
• How about lists?

• Percentages do not add up 
to 100%.

• Some numbers have 
decimals, other don’t.

• Organization of information 
is strange (swap columns?).

• Clean and legible?

Dr. Ximena Alvira



Figures
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• Describe in the 
legend any 
abbreviations
and symbols
used: they are 
key to 
understanding
the table or 
figure.
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• Be critical about what is necessary vs what is nice to have.

• Think about what your main takeaway is going to be and emphasize it as clearly as 

possible.

Rougier NP, Droettboom M, Bourne PE (2014) Ten Simple Rules for Better Figures. PLoS Comput Biol 10(9): e1003833. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1003833

Dr. Ximena Alvira



• Do not use special effects or 3D graphs.

• Do not use Power Point to format figures unless you can ensure the resolution 

required by the journal.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Misleading_graph
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https://medium.com/@purohitpraveen/data-vizualization-why-3d-charts-are-a-terrible-idea-32657fbb928e
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Results

• Answer the question WHAT.

• Written in past tense.

• Depending on the type of study
and study design they will need to 
include some information or 
another.

• Use http://www.equator-
network.org/ to find the specific 
reporting guideline.

Dr. Ximena Alvira
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Use the appropriate reporting guidelines for your study type and methodology
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|   89

https://www.equator-network.org/toolkits/selecting-the-appropriate-
reporting-guideline/
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• What did the author(s) find and how did they find it?

• Does the author(s) highlight any findings as most significant?

• Are the results presented in a factual and unbiased way?

• Does the analysis of results in the discussion section agree with how the results are

presented?

• Is all the data present and did the author(s) adequately address gaps?

• What conclusions do you formulate from this data and does it match with the author's

conclusions?

Questions to consider when reading (and writing) the results 
section include:

https://libguides.usc.edu/writingguide/readingresearch
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• Make sure the results are the consequence of the methods used.

• Make sure the results answer the questions raised in the Introduction.

• State the study outcomes objectively. Present the information without 

interpretation and avoid phrases like, “Surprisingly, we found…” or “Contrary to 

what we expected…”

• Use previous papers with similar methodological approach to guide you in the 

writing of this (and other) sections.

Dr. Ximena Alvira



• Do not duplicate what is being presented 
in Tables and Figures.

Dr. Ximena Alvira



• Use numbered headings and 

subheadings to group similar

results.

• Unless the Author Guidelines state 

otherwise.

Dr. Ximena Alvira



Methods

• Who? Study population (inclusion and
exclusion criteria).

• How?

• Study design: did the study use qualitative,
quantitative, a mixed-methods and so on,
to examining the research problem?

• Is there enough information available to
repeat the study?

• Why? What are we expecting to find?
Outcomes/objectives/endpoints.

• What was done with the data? Statistical
methods.

Dr. Ximena Alvira



• Describe the essential and critical steps of your experiment.

• Make sure they contain enough details to replicate them (transparency!).

• Double check that names of materials, equipment, reagents, genes, proteins 

used are correct.

• Do not include methods that have not produced results.

• Include lengthy methods in the references or in “supplementary 

materials/methods” section.

Keep in mind:
Dr. Ximena Alvira



• To ensure 
consistency 
with the 
results, use 
numbered
headings and 
subheadings
to group 
methods.

• Unless the 
Author 
Guidelines 
state 
otherwise.
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Avoid this writing style
• Dense to read and 

difficult to interpret 
(and boring).

• Specific methods are 
difficult (impossible) to 
identify at a glance.
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• It is the most important (and 
hardest) section to write.

• Many articles are rejected because 
the discussion is weak.

• Unclear or disorganized

• Is a repetition of the results

• Fails to answer the research 
questions

• Is largely speculative

Discussion Dr. Ximena Alvira



What made your study unique? Interesting? Novel? What makes it worth 
publishing and reading?

Dr. Ximena Alvira



Think about the implications moving forward

• Think about “the 4 P’s”:

• patients, providers, payers, policy makers.

• How will your study affect each of them?

• Does this change how patients choose treatments?

• How providers practice?

• How should payers be reimbursed?

• Policy makers regulations?

Adapted from: Writing for Impact: How to Prepare a Journal Article

Dr. Ximena Alvira

https://medicine.umich.edu/sites/default/files/content/downloads/WritingResearchPaper_Ibrahim_0.pdf


1. Are my results clinically and scientifically relevant?

• Remind us why what we just read is important and why we should continue
reading.

• It's not about writing an introduction, but it will contain a few similar 
elements, such as:

o The problem/research question.

o Possible solutions.

o What we have done to try to answer this problem.

o What is innovative about our study?

How to structure the Discussion Dr. Ximena Alvira
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• Why did you 
conduct this 
study?

• What was the 
research gap?

Dr. Ximena Alvira



2. Are my results comparable to other similar studies? (similar disease, stage, 

dosage, treatment).

3. If not, why not? Describe the possible mechanisms and reasons for these 

differences.

o Discuss one result per paragraph.

o Each paragraph should contain opinions for or against, critical evaluations, 

provide new ideas, mechanisms, explanations, and learning points.

o Discuss any unexpected findings, without overstating their importance.

Dr. Ximena Alvira



• Start by selecting between 3-5 articles alike that allow for comparisons:

o Consider the quality of the studies you want to use.

o Reference studies from other countries and centers.

o Reference key people in the subject you are writing about.

• Cite original articles whenever possible.

• Do not make assumptions that the results cannot support.

• Do not discuss results that have not been presented in the results

section or described in the methods sections.

Dr. Ximena Alvira



Provide two-
three 
explanations 
per the finding, 
supported by 
evidence or 
reasoning from 
the authors.

Dr. Ximena Alvira



However…
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• Use short phrases (25-30 words).

• Use transitional words such as “therefore”, “however”, “thus”, 

“conversely”, “consistent with”, “in contrast to”...

• Avoid adding “further studies are needed” without explaining why.

• Remove any unnecessary words (as long as it doesn't change the 

meaning of the text).

Dr. Ximena Alvira



Limitations

To really take advantage of this section, you will want to provide a counter point about how you tried 
to mitigate that limitation or why it may not threaten your entire study.

Writing for Impact: How to Prepare a Journal Article

Dr. Ximena Alvira

https://medicine.umich.edu/sites/default/files/content/downloads/WritingResearchPaper_Ibrahim_0.pdf


Introduction

• Answers the question WHY.

• Should be clear, engaging, and 

coherent; should motivate the 

reader to continue reading.

• It is not intended to be a 

history lesson.

Dr. Ximena Alvira



What makes will make your study unique? Interesting? Novel? What 
makes it worth publishing and reading?

Dr. Ximena Alvira



How to structure the 
Introduction

• What is known and why is it 

important and interesting?

• What is not known? (knowledge 

gap)

• What is the question we are trying 

to answer and how are we going to 

answer it?

Dr. Ximena Alvira



• What is this study trying to prove or disprove?

• What is the author(s) trying to test or demonstrate?

• What do we already know about this topic and what gaps does this study try to fill or

contributea new understanding to the research problem?

• Why should I care about what is being investigated?

• Will this study tell me anything new related to the research problem I am

investigating?

Questions to consider when reading (and writing) the 
introduction include:

https://libguides.usc.edu/writingguide/readingresearch
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• Use short phrases (25-30 words).

• Use as few abbreviations as possible: <5 do not abbreviate. If you have to, make 

sure they are widely accepted abbreviations and acronyms.

• Do not include results, discussion or conclusions.

• Avoid words like “novel”, “first time”, “first ever”... Unless you can prove it is true.

• Avoid starting phrases with an abbreviation, acronym or number.

• Limit the number of references included (15-30).

Dr. Ximena Alvira



Chang, E., Kinkade, A., Tung, A. C. H., & Tejani, A. M. (2017). Going through the Motions: A Time-and-Motion Study of Workload Associated with Nonformulary Medication 
Orders. The Canadian journal of hospital pharmacy, 70(2), 133–137. https://doi.org/10.4212/cjhp.v70i2.1646

About abbreviations

Why am I highlighting this?
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https://www.who.int/patientsafety/information_centre/Su
mmary_evidence_on_patient_safety.pdf

138 pages and 5 abbreviations

12 pages and 11 abbreviations

https://jhoonline.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s13045-019-0828-0/metrics

Dr. Ximena Alvira
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https://jhoonline.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s13045-019-0828-0/metrics


Key takeaways

• Make perfectly clear what your paper will add 
to current knowledge

• Start by the Tables and Figures

• Organizeyourself: set reasonable deadlines to 
draft each section

• Create a “just before sending” checklist

• Follow the Author Guidelines

Dr. Ximena Alvira



Thank you!
Please provide your 

feedback!

https://forms.office.com/r/p4Vpnmd2q2

Dr. Ximena Alvira



Websites mentioned and other useful 
ones.

Appendix Dr. Ximena Alvira



• Rare. Open Research in Rare Diseases is an open-
access, multidisciplinary, international journal that aims 
to have a clinical impact on rare disease patients. It 
publishes rigorously peer-reviewed articles on research 
that improves the well-being and quality of life of 
patients with rare diseases - diagnosed or undiagnosed 
- and their families. The journal has a broad scope, 
including but not limited to:

• -Direct clinical and psychosocial care: diagnosis, follow-
up, treatment, therapeutic advances, clinical trials, 
quality of life

• -Increasing diagnostic yield and early diagnosis: 
implementation of new DNA techniques, provision of 
genetic tests and newborn screening

• -Pharmacology: development and regulation of orphan 
drugs

• -Application of technologies to diagnose or interpret 
genetic variants

• -Health economics and public policies: regulatory, 
reimbursement policies

• -Legal perspectives: data sharing, privacy issues
• -Ethics: primary prevention and family information
• -Patient contributions to research: late diagnosis (patient 

journey)
• -International collaborative projects, initiatives by 

associations and the rare disease community.
• The journal is open in every sense: patients are 

encouraged to contribute with their experiences and 
needs, as they are one of the pillars of medical 
research.

• Publication formats include full length research articles  
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https://www.springernature.com/gp/authors/campaigns/writing-in-english
Dr. Ximena Alvira



www.orcid.org
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www.equator-network.orgDr. Ximena Alvira
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www.editage.com/insights Dr. Ximena Alvira



https://researcheracademy.elsevier.com/
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https://researcheracademy.elsevier.com/writing-
research/writing-skills/prepare-proposal-review-
article

https://researcheracademy.elsevier.com/research-
preparation/research-data-management/conduct-
evidence-based-research
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Additional Resources from ClinicalKey Nursing

• FACILITATING CLINICIAN-LED RESEARCH

• Clinical research 6: Writing and research

• Writing Research Grants: An Overview of the Process

• Research for emergency care 

• The Use of iThenicate and Editorial Policy

• Maximizing the academic nursing model in the era of COVID-19 and 

beyond

• The Publisher's Perspective on Journal and Book Publishing

Dr. Ximena Alvira

https://www.clinicalkey.com/nursing/#!/content/book/3-s2.0-B9781416001560500116?scrollTo=%23hl0000324
https://www.clinicalkey.com/nursing/#!/content/journal/1-s2.0-S0965230206000968
https://www.clinicalkey.com/nursing/#!/content/journal/1-s2.0-S215582561530329X
https://www.clinicalkey.com/nursing/#!/content/book/3-s2.0-B9780729542982000072?scrollTo=%23hl0000351
https://www.clinicalkey.com/nursing/#!/content/journal/1-s2.0-S0882596318301453
https://www.clinicalkey.com/nursing/#!/content/journal/1-s2.0-S0029655420302827
https://www.clinicalkey.com/nursing/#!/content/journal/1-s2.0-S0029655420302827
https://www.clinicalkey.com/nursing/#!/content/journal/1-s2.0-S0749208118300639


Additional Resources from ClinicalKey Physician

• WASP (Write a Scientific Paper): Presenting scientific work

• Write a Scientific Paper (WASP): Guidelines for reporting medical 

research

• Write a Scientific Paper (WASP): Effective graphs and tables

• WASP (Write a Scientific Paper): Preparing an abstract

• Essential Concepts in Clinical Research

• Clinical and Translational Science: Principles of Human Research

• WASP (Write a Scientific Paper): Writing an academic research 

proposal
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https://www.clinicalkey.com/#!/content/journal/1-s2.0-S0378378218304018
https://www.clinicalkey.com/#!/content/journal/1-s2.0-S0378378219302981
https://www.clinicalkey.com/#!/content/journal/1-s2.0-S0378378219302981
https://www.clinicalkey.com/#!/content/journal/1-s2.0-S037837821930297X
https://www.clinicalkey.com/#!/content/journal/1-s2.0-S037837821830402X
https://www.clinicalkey.com/#!/browse/book/3-s2.0-C20160034812
https://www.clinicalkey.com/#!/browse/book/3-s2.0-C20140004133
https://www.clinicalkey.com/#!/content/journal/1-s2.0-S0378378218302470
https://www.clinicalkey.com/#!/content/journal/1-s2.0-S0378378218302470
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