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The peer review process (RR/IXEEDITTAR—N
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(1) BEEEDRITH

Scientists write Journal editor receives Peer reviewers read
about their results. an article and sends it the article and

=5 out for peer review. provide feedback
=<

to the editor. é*la%)
v—

If an article finally

(2)mXI#ERE A S N af 3 G < Ha Bk

Editor may send reviewer comments
to the scientists who may then revise
and resubmit the article for further

(A)EBXDITL—KI\y

D&1o->TEBIET S

review. If an article does not maintain
sufficiently high scientific standards, it
may be rejected at this point.

meets editorial and
peer standards it is
published ina
journal.
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Eight reasons | rejected your article
(Peter Thrower, PhD) nttps://www.elsevier.com/connect/8-reasons-i-rejected-your-article
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3. Critical Abstracts
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Highlight Abstracts @4l

NEW & NOTEWORTHY Reaching from standing requires simul-
taneous adjustments of end point and center-of-mass (COM) posi-
tions. We used uncontrolled manifold analysis to investigate the
impact of stroke on the ability to use kinematic redundancy in this
task. Our results showed that COM position was stabilized, whereas
end-point trajectory was more variable in stroke than healthy subjects.
Enhancing the capacity to meet multiple task goals may be beneficial
for motor recovery after stroke.

kinematic redundancy: standing reach; stroke: uncontrolled manifold
analysis
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Graphical abstract

Functional characterization of a SNP (F51S) found in human alpha 1-antitrypsin

SERPINA1 A1AT deficiency
mutations

« SERPINA1 missense variant F51S leads to an
additional N-glycosylation site in A1AT.

« Expression of F51S variant in CHO-K1 cells
results in reduced A1AT secration, reduced
thermal stability, increased flexibility and
reduced polymerization.

» These defects may lead to A1AT deficiency
and consequently lung and/or liver diseases.

https://wileyeditingservices.com/en/article-preparation/graphical-abstract-design
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View of physicians on and barriers to patient

enrollment in a multicenter clinical trial: experience S~ o L3
. o S NS \
in a Japanese rural area T AVMRFEOSTIND

Hiroaki Yanagawa*', Masatoshi Kishuku!, Masashi Akaike?, Hiroyuki Azuma? and Minoru Irahara’ ~ ~ N
' ' ’ ~ —
« Zt 0T

Abstract ] =% N H 472
. o o e =rn \ L \
Background: Clinical trials in the general practice setting are important for providing evidence on the effectivenass AJL 1 fF

and safety of different agents under various conditions. In conducting these trials, the participation of physicians and
patient recruitment are important issues. Various investigations in the literature have reported views and attitudes of
physicians on various types of clinical trials. Nevertheless, there is still little information concerning physicians
participating in a clinical trial and among them, those who could not recruit any patients (unsuccessful physician
recruiters).

Methods: In 2003, we collaborated in a large-scale multicenter study of Japanese hypertensive patients (COPE Trial). In
Tokushima University Hospital and 18 other medical institutions, we investigated the views and attitudes of
unsuccessful physician recruiters in comparison with successful physician recruiters, using a questionnaire.

Results: The questionnaire was provided by mail to 47 physicians and 27 (57%) responded. The response rate was 79%
for successful physician recruiters compared to 43% (P = 0.014) for unsuccessful physician recruiters. More successful
physician recruiters (73%) than unsuccessful physician recruiters (42%j stated they had participated and enrolled
patients in previous multicenter clinical trials. A significantly higher number of successful physician recruiters than
unsuccessful physician recruiters (42%; P = 0.040) considered the presence of a support system with clinical research
coordinators (CRC) as the reason for participation (80%). A large number of unsuccessful physician recruiters
experienced difficulty in obtaining informed consent (67%), whereas a significantly smaller number of successful
physician recruiters experienced such difficulty (20%; P = 0.014). The difficulties experienced by unsuccessful physician
recruiters in the trial were as follows: inability to find possible participants (100%), difficulty in obtaining informed
consent (58%), cumbersome procedures (58%), difficulty in long-term follow up (33%), and insufficient tools for
explanation and obtaining informed consent (8%).

Conclusion: This survey showed that successful physician recruiters consider a support system with CRC of value, and
that they are skillful in obtaining informed consent. These views and attitudes may have originated from past
experience involving clinical trials. In this regard, we need to develop an infrastructure to enlighten physicians on this
support system for the promotion of clinical trials.
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T IR LD Untructured

The Interplay and Feedback Mechanism between
Environmental Pollution and Economic Growth in
China

Zhaogang Wang

Abstract

China’s rapid economic growth has given rise to serious clashes with environment
protection needs. In order to address the dilemma between environment protection
and economic growth, a thorough investigation into the relationship between the
two is fundamental to the formulation and implementation of environment policies.
This paper uses econometric analyses of time-series data on industrial pollution
and GDP per capita between 1980 and 2008, examines the long-term dynamic
equilibrium and interplay between environment quality and per capita income in
China, and obtains the following points. First, there is cointegration between
economic growth and environment pollution in China. Second, the increase of per
capita GDP has evident lag effects on environment quality. Third, the simulated
structure of Generalized Impulse Response Function shows that the responses of
environment quality indicators to the impulse of per capita growth rate are mostly
fluctuant. Fourth, the results of variance decomposition show that the contribution
of pollution indicators to the variance decomposition of GDP per capita is relatively
small.

BEIXINTTSITDH
- BAFEZ RS E (X0
 WEITEHRMNESENTL

YN -2

editage @



BWFZIRNSOMDEHEE?

« IRT—ELIXE

« HEUAVONEITHENLZEREEN B D(logical flow)
* AXICEENLZLVEHRA FER S TLVRLY

s IBRILWEREICEETES

s BR—AX— DX TEMIMM TS

editage @



KL< HHMELY

c EELQHAVEBRMABENLTLSDS
c Bt a DR a—LIZRYDHS
- SEXE(BIR)ZEENHD
WY RITHWD HIRTRRAEE MR
c N ETITRANSILDEETRILESL
-BREEEZ TS
e F—D—FHNEENTLVELY

editage @



AXEHDT7INZMAY

c SHBRWLGETZIRNSHINDESZH
« TIRNSOREEL2HDTY
- SHERMEH/IN—LEA—DEZFH

editage @



BN, FTIRNSINLOHELD o125 ?

editage @



10 Steps to help you write an Abstract
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Manuscript organization and formatting

Very simple

Title

The title should be less than 100 characters (including spaces). Make the title concise and accessible to a
general readership.

Authors

Full author names must be provided along with their institutional affiliations where the work was done.
Names, affiliations, and author order should be checked carefully before resubmission. If a change of
address is imminent for any author, indicate the change and the date effective. Corresponding author(s)
must be identified with ORCID, email, and full mailing address.

Summary

Provide a short, ~40-word summary statement for the online JEM table of contents and alerts. This
summary should describe the context and significance of the findings for a general readership; it should be
written in the present tense and refer to the work in the third person.

Abstract

Abstracts must not exceed 160 words. The abstract should describe the relevant background, key results,
and conceptual significance of the findings in a way that is accessible to a broad audience. Abstracts should
not include references.

Introduction

The Introduction should provide sufficient background to make the article accessible to non-expert readers;
it should indicate what hypotheses were tested and provide sufficient context to make the significance of the
problem studied and the rationale for the experiments clear to a broad audience.

Results

The Results section describes the experiments performed and presents the findings observed. This section
should be divided into subheadings. For Brief Definitive Reports, the Results and Discussion sections
should be combined.

BM] 5

British Medical Journal

Very specific

Structured abstract v

Please ensure that the structured abstractis as complete, accurate, and clear as possible and has been approved by
all authors. We may screen original research articles by reading only the abstract.

Abstracts should be 250- 300 words long: you may need up to 400 words, however, for a CONSCORT or PRISMA style
abstract. MEDLINE can now handle up to 600 words. Abstracts should include the following headings, but they may
be modified for abstracts of clinical trials or systematic reviews and meta-analyses according to the requirements
on the the CONSORT extension for abstracts and the PRISMA extension for abstracts, respectively.

® Objectives - a clear statement of the main aim of the study and the major hypothesis tested or research question
posed

¢ Design - including factors such as prospective, randomisaticon, blinding, placebo control, case control, crossover,
criterion standards for diagnostic tests, etc.

¢ Setting - include the level of care, eg primary, secondary; number of participating centres. Be general rather than
give the name of the specific centre, but give the geographical location if this is important

® Participants (instead of patients or subjects) - numbers entering and completing the study, sex, and ethnic
group if appropriate. Give clear definitions of how selected, entry and exclusion criteria.

* Interventions - what, how, when and for how long. This heading can be deleted if there were no interventions but
should normally be included for randomised controlled trials, crossover trials, and before and after studies.

* Main outcome measures - those planned in the protocol, those finally measured (if different, explain why).

¢ Results - main results with (for quantitative studies) 95% confidence intervals and, where appropriate, the exact
level of statistical significance and the number need to treat/harm. Whenever possible, state absclute rather than
relative risks.

® Conclusions - primary conclusions and their implications, suggesting areas for further research if appropriate. Do
not go beyond the data in the article. Conclusions are important because this is often the only part that readers
look at.

# Trial registration - registry and number (for clinical trials and, if available, for observational studies and

systematic reviews).

When writing your abstract, use the active voice but avoid "we did" or "we found". Numbers over 10 do not need
spelling out at the start of sentences. p-values should always be accompanied by supporting data, and
denominators should be given for percentages. Confidence intervals should be written in the format (15 to 27)
within parentheses, using the word "to" rather than a hyphen. Abstracts do not need references.
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Journal editor
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Poor cover letter

Dear Editor-in-Chief,

| am sending you our manuscript entitled “Large Scale Analysis of Cell Cycle
Regulators in bladder cancer” by Researcher et al. We would like to have the
manuscript considered for publication in Pathobiology.

Please let me know of your decision at your earliest convenience.
With my best regards,
Sincerely yours,

A Researcher, PhD

Springer V7 YA+ S5

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

© FIOITAZ—DARZHT AND(EELTWSEENHLID THHDIFHREF V)
¢ A3V ETHEICRERTHENTED

. Advanced
PHYSIOLOGY.ORG ‘JOURNALS v All journals _ Search ‘ ™ | SIGNIN

JOURNAL HOME  ISSUES v COLLECTIONS INFORMATION ABOUT SUBMIT SUBSCRIBE _

DITOR-IN-CHIEF

Bill ). Yates

Current issue

/1 April 2020; volume 123, issue 4
14 Calls for Papers

Higher Neural Functions and Behavior @ Information for Authors

Functional dedifferentiation of the brain during healthy aging TOC alerts

Divyangana Rakesh, Kavisha B. Fernando, Sina Mansour L.

2020 MAR 30: 1279-1282 ;
https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.00039.2020 ¥ Twitter

N RSS Feed

f Facebook

in Linkedin
Advances in Vestibular Research: A Tribute to Bernard Cohen, MD

Common causation and offset effects in human visual-inertial
heading direction integration

Raul Rodriguez and Benjamin T. Crane = y
2020 MAR 30 1369-1379 From the Editor’s Desk

https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.00019.2020

Optic flow ambiguously represents self-motion or environmental motion. When these are in

E O ZZlEAALTERSR ) i A Adim g 1 ~

2020/04/21
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Dear Editor-in-Chief,

| am sending you our manuscript entitled “Large Scale Analysis of
Cell Cycle Regulators in bladder cancer” by Researcher et al. We
would like to have the manuscript considered for publication in
Pathobiology.
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[Your Name]
[Your Affiliation]
[Your Address]

[Date]
Dear Editor-in-Chief Dr. [Editor name].

I/We wish to submit an original research article entitled “[title of article]” for consideration by [journal
name]. 'We confirm that this work is original and has not been published elsewhere, nor is it
currently under consideration for publication elsewhere.

In this paper. I'we report on / show that . This 1s significant because
We believe that this manuscript is appropriate for publication by [journal name] because 1t . [specific

reference to the journal’s Aims & Scope].

[Please explain in your own words the significance and novelty of the work. the problem that is being
addressed. and why the manuscript belongs in this journal. Do not simply insert your abstract into your
cover letter! Briefly describe the research you are reporting in your paper, why it is important, and why
you think the readership of the journal would be interested in it.]

We have no conflicts of interest to disclose.
If you feel that the manuscript is appropriate for vour journal. we suggest the following reviewers:

[List reviewers and contact info. if requested by the journal]
Please address all correspondence concerning this manuscript to me at [email address].
Thank you for your consideration of this manuscript.

Sincerely. ed itq g e @

[Your name]
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July 3, 2023
Dear Dr. XXXXX,

Please find enclosed the response letter to the reviewers regarding our manuscript (Manuscript ID XXXXXX)
entitled: XXXXXXXXXX.

We have carefully read the comments of the reviewers and have modified the manuscript accordingly
(changes are shown in red in the revised manuscript). Although Reviewer 2 proposed to use nonparametric
tests for some continuous variables, we respectfully maintained the data presentation and our statistical
approach as it is since we used parametric tests for continuous measures only when normal distribution was
verified, as many previous studies had performed. However, we added this point in the limitation as the
reviewer suggested. We appreciate the thorough review process and constructive comments. The attached
response letter includes point-by-point responses to the comments from reviewers.

We would like to thank you and the reviewers for the constructive and thoughtful comments which we feel
have strengthened and improved the manuscript.

With best regards,

Yosuke Tomita, PhD
Corresponding Author
editage @
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