s 12 —— | =
il mq il N W ;
[ -
1 e e R
- e B — - —— ‘
i WS BN
Mo i ¥

HEw  peew v

Avoiding the filing cabinet: Writing up your

research study
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Why do you read an article?
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Why do you write an article?
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What are the best articles you have
read? Why?
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When should you start thinking about
your write up?
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Importance of ‘the literature’

Need to put your work in context

Make sure no one else has done what you are
proposing

Do not ever assume you are the first to think
of this idea

Method ideas

Helps you figure out where to target for
publication
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Types of research germane to HC

* Quantitative * Mixed method
* Descriptive  Combo Quant and Qual
* Correlational * Focus on triangulation
* Quasi-experimental * Application
* Experimental * Generate EBM

e Qualitative

Test new practice

e Understanding a social e Med ed
or human prOblem ° Pat|ent Safety
* Discovery e Etc...
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This is not scientific writing
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Why are papers rejected

Appropriateness of journal chosen
Research is seriously flawed

Macro aspects of writing (organization, logic
flow)

Micro aspects of writing (word choice, grammar,
spelling, punctuation)

Crap diagrams
Following “instructions for authors”

“sufficiently important and free from flaws to
justify publication”- APA
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ldentify a target journa

Don’t write then look for a journal
Where do you cite?

What do you read?

Impact factor?

Special calls

| early
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Impact Factors
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Instructions for authors

* http://jama.jamanetwork.com/public/instruct
ionsForAuthors.aspx
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ldentifying authors

This is tricky

Author guidelines- ICMIJE (international
committee of medical journal editors)

First and senior
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Format

Title

Abstract

Intro

Method

Results

Discussion
References
-igs/Tables
Acknowledgements

VIC
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Order of reading vs order of writing

Figures/tables
* Data
* Shows what’s interesting

Method

* Very easy, early win (avoid delay discounting- lower value
on a future reward vs immediate)

Results
e Statement, limit interpretation, figs and tables

Intro/Discussion
e Hard, but if you know where you want to go it’s easier

Abstract
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Format

Intro- why | did this
Method- how | did this

Results- what | found that’s meaningful

Discussion- what | think it means and

implications
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Style

Formality

‘we’ vs ‘the authors’

Accuracy and clarity

Grammar

Standards for reporting: PRISMA, CONSORT
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The hour glass

Larger lit

Topic area

Your study

Impact on topic area, applications

Contribution to literature
\ I'I‘C \Vu giniaTechCarilion
Research Institute



Title/Abstract

Concise
Most widely read

Whether or not to read the rest of the paper

Structured vs unstructured

VTC ‘ VirginiaTech Carilion
Research Institute



Intro

What is your question

Why does it matter

Larger relevant literature
What is the gap

General vs specialist journals

Make the reader think “this question is
important, and one way to answer it is x”

* Then follow up with x in your method.
WA | ek Canlion



Method

L 84 women enrolled in study. l

27 during ine cycle
Reasons: busy schedule (n = 12);

Allow others to replicate

30 allocated to control group 27 allocated to experimental group
30 received control pads 27 received breastfeeding pads

Allow others to evaluate — e N I i
Level of detail can vary ‘
Picture is worth 1K words ...

30% from ideal (n = 1)
smoking (n = 1);

hormone ingestion (n = 1)
0 during cycle 2

Subheaders? S

| 27 completed data collection

0 discontinued intervention

‘ 27 completed data collection

* Participants

e Materials
* Setting

l

I

22 in main analysis (baseline to cycle1)
(5 excluded from analysis because
cycles > 1 SD from mean)

25 in main analysis (baseline to cycle1)
(2 excluded from analysis because
cycles > 1 SD from mean)

procedure
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Results

Figs/tables
Summarize findings
Just the facts, ma’am

Emphasize the finding not the figure
* Not good: table 5 shows that researchers are

cooler than accountants.

e Better: Our results show that researchers are

cooler than accountants (fig 3).

VIC

VirginiaTech Carilion
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Figs/tables

Tables

* should be stand alone
e Use same format if you can

 Match text with tables, but do NOT restate table in
text

Figs
* Large enough font
e Color
Title and description

See instructions for authors
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Discussion

Why do your results matter?

Where do your results fit in the context of the
literature?

What did you add?

ANSWER THE QUESTION FROM THE INTRO!
What additional research is needed?
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Discussion cont’d

 Limitations

* This is important and must be well thought
through, shows rigor. If you don’t mention
reviewers think you think your paper is perfect. It
isn’t.

* Defend why you did what you did for each
limitations
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References

Show you have read and are not replicating
something thinking its novel

Give others credit
Help readers find further information
Shows you can relate to other work

FORMATTING and ACCURACY
 Mendeley, Endnote, others?
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References cont’d

* |t's easy to not be rigorous

 Read what you cite

 Sometimes authors of the work you cite will
be asked to review
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Submittin

[Sarah Henrigkson. Parker, PhD

National Center for Human Factors in Healthcare

L
() We b S I te MedStar Health, Washington DC

To: Jonathon R. B. Halheslehgn, PhD

® ‘ Ove r I ette r Editor- Journal of Occupational and Organizational Psychology

Re: Resubmission of manuscript- "Coordination in healthcare action teams: Utilizing expert
understanding of task and team performance requirements"s. JQQR.,14.0097
by: Sarah Heorickson Parker, PhD; Jan A Schmuiz. Tanja Mansst

Dr. Halkesleben,

On behalf of the coauthors, I'd like to thank you for the opportunity to resubmit our manuscript
entitled Coordination in healthcare action teams: Utilizing expert understanding of task and team
performance requirements (JOOP.14.0097). Based on our revisions, we would like to suggest a
change in title, with the new title of: Coordination in healthcare action teams: Utilizing task analysis
to define coordination requirements in action teams. We have worked to address your and the
reviewers helpful comments, and hope the revised version will be considered for inclusion in JOOP.
We have tried to pay particular attention to ensuring that our paper advances organizational

psychology theory around action teams, and providing a stronger contribution to the literature.
All comments are listed below with specific answers to each query in italics.

Thank you again for the opportunity to resubmit. Please feel free to contact me if you have any

VTC Virginia Tech(Carilion
Research Institute

questions.

Sincerely,




What happens next

What it feels like What actually happens

* Desk/Technical eval
* Peer review

e Comments collated by
editor

e Editor decision
 You are notified
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Decision

Accept as is (rare)
Accept with minor revisions
Revise and Resubmit

* Reconsidered by the reviewers

Reject
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Accept with Revisions and Revise and

Resubmit

Deadlines to turn around
_etter about the revisions
nstructions to authors

Piled Higher and Deeper by Jorge Cham

ADDRESSING REVIEWER COMMENTS

Reviewer comment:
“The method/device/ paradigm
the authors propose 'ng.learly
wrong,”

How NOT to respond:
X"Ya.weknow.Wednou?hlwe
could still get a paper out of it.

Correct response;

v/ “The reviewer raises an interest-
ing concern. However, as the
focus of this work is explorato
and not performance-based, vali-
dation was not found to be of
critical importance to the contri-
bution of the paper.”

Reviewer comment:

“The authors fail to reference the
work of Smith et al,, who solved
the same problem 20 years ago.”

How NOT to respond:

X “Huh. We didn’t think anybod
had read that. , their v
solution is better than ours.”

Correct response:

v/ “The reviewer raises an interest-
ing concern. However, our work
is on completely different
first %rinciples (we use different
variable names), and has a much
more attractive graphical user
interface.

www.phdcomics.com

BAD REVIEWS ON YOUR PAPER? FOLLOW THESE GUDE-
LINES AND YOU MAY YET GET [T PAST THE EDITOR:

Reviewer comment:
“This is written and
scienbfmp"m unsounm‘yd. I do not
recommend it for publication.”

How NOT to respond:

X “You #&@*% reviewer! | know

who you are! I'm gonna ou
whenyit’s my turn to revm

Correct response:

v/ “The reviewer raises an interest-
ing concern. However, we feel
the reviewer did not fully com-
prehend the scope of the work,
and misjudged the results based

JORGE CHAM © 2005

www.phdcomics.com

title: "Addressing Reviewer Comments” - originally published 5/3/2005

Carilion



Rejection

Try, try, again

Everyone, EVERYONE gets rejected

Resubmit quickly
Do NOT take it personally

Use the critiques, make it better.
 Same reviewer might get it again
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Power of routine

Successful researchers write. A lot.

And get rejected. A lot.

Write. It doesn’t have to be good.
* Routine/habit?

Enjoy the process to an extent... LOVE the

result.
Ask for help
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For your reference

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

e http://www.icmje.org/recommendations/bro
wse/roles-and-responsibilities/defining-the-
role-of-authors-and-contributors.html

VTC VirginiaTech Carilion
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