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Publishing	
  in	
  Wiley	
  Materials	
  Science	
  
Journals	
  
How	
  to	
  Maximise	
  Your	
  Success	
  
	
  (By Taking A Closer Look at Editorial Processes and Decisions) 

 



Outline 
•  Materials	
  Science	
  at	
  Wiley	
  

•  Journals:	
  The	
  Editorial	
  Process	
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Our	
  Flagship	
  Materials	
  Science	
  Journals	
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Editor-­‐in-­‐Chief	
  
Peter	
  Gregory	
  
	
  
Deputy	
  Editors	
  
Mary	
  Farrell	
  
Lorna	
  S1mson	
  
Duoduo	
  Liang	
  
	
  
6,200	
  submissions	
  
86%	
  rejec1on	
  rate	
  
	
  
Nr.	
  2	
  in	
  downloads	
  on	
  
Wiley	
  Online	
  Libary	
  

Editor-­‐in-­‐Chief	
  
Jörn	
  RiIerbusch	
  
	
  
Deputy	
  Editors	
  
Mary	
  Farrell	
  
Yan	
  Li	
  
	
  
5,110	
  submissions	
  
85%	
  rejec1on	
  rate	
  
	
  
Nr.	
  7	
  in	
  downloads	
  on	
  
Wiley	
  Online	
  Library	
  

Editor-­‐in-­‐Chief	
  
José	
  Oliveira	
  
	
  
Deputy	
  Editors	
  
Guangchen	
  Xu	
  
Yan	
  Li	
  
	
  
4,100	
  submissions	
  
88%	
  rejec1on	
  rate	
  
	
  
Nr.	
  22	
  in	
  downloads	
  on	
  
Wiley	
  Online	
  Library	
  
	
  
	
  

25th	
  Anniversary	
  
2014	
  



Meet	
  the	
  kids...	
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Launched	
  2011	
  
	
  
Editor-­‐in-­‐Chief	
  
Joern	
  RiIerbusch	
  
	
  
Deputy	
  Editor	
  
Guangchen	
  Xu	
  
	
  
2600 Submissions	
  
88%	
  rejec1on	
  rate	
  

Launched	
  2012	
  
	
  
Editor-­‐in-­‐Chief	
  
Lorna	
  S1mson	
  
	
  
1050	
  submissions	
  
73%	
  rejec1on	
  rate	
  
	
  

Launched	
  2013	
  
	
  
Editor-­‐in-­‐Chief	
  
Peter	
  Gregory	
  
	
  
Deputy	
  Editor	
  
Eva	
  RiIweger	
  
	
  
750	
  submissions	
  
71%	
  rejec1on	
  rate	
  

Relaunched	
  2013	
  
	
  
Editor	
  in	
  Chief	
  
Mary	
  Farrell	
  
	
  
350	
  submissions	
  
52%	
  rejec1on	
  rate	
  

Launched	
  2014	
  
	
  
Editor-­‐in-­‐Chief	
  
Peter	
  Gregory	
  
	
  
700	
  submissions	
  
66%	
  rejec1on	
  rate	
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Launched	
  2015	
  
	
  
Editor-­‐in-­‐Chief	
  
Stefan	
  Hildebrandt	
  
	
  
500	
  submissions	
  
73%	
  rejec1on	
  rate	
  
	
  

Launched	
  2015	
  
	
  
Editor-­‐in-­‐Chief	
  
Kirs1n	
  Severing	
  
	
  
250	
  submissions	
  
71%	
  rejec1on	
  rate	
  

To	
  Launch	
  in	
  2016	
  
	
  
Editor-­‐in-­‐Chief	
  
Elisa-­‐Beth	
  Lerch	
  
	
  

Meet	
  the	
  twinkles	
  in	
  the	
  editor´s	
  
eyes...	
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Manuscript rejected on reports 

Manuscript submitted 

Peer review editors examine 
& make initial decision 

Manuscript sent out 
for peer review 

Editor makes decision 
based on reports 

Manuscript is accepted as 
is or with minor revisions 

Manuscript transferred 
to technical workflow 

Manuscript rejected on reports 
 but reinvited if 

major revisions promising 

Manuscript rejected on topic 

Revisions requested 
if possible in short time 

Manuscript rejected on format 
 but reinvited (e.g., shorten) 
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Manuscript rejected on reports 

Manuscript submitted 

Peer review editors examine 
& make initial decision 

Manuscript sent out 
for peer review 

Editor makes decision 
based on reports 

Manuscript is accepted as 
is or with minor revisions 

Manuscript transferred 
to technical workflow 

Manuscript rejected on reports 
 but reinvited if 

major revisions promising 

Manuscript rejected on topic 

Revisions requested 
if possible in short time 

Manuscript rejected on format 
 but reinvited (e.g., shorten) 
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Duplicate	
  Submission	
  Check	
  Results	
  

CrossCheck/iThenRcate	
  Results	
  

Peer-review Editor’s Dashboard 



What Editors Look For (Suitability)  
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Might	
  beSer	
  fit	
  a	
  
sister	
  journal	
  ...	
  

Too	
  long	
  –	
  should	
  this	
  be	
  a	
  
Full	
  Paper	
  instead?	
  

Scope?	
  
Does	
  the	
  topic	
  fit	
  my	
  
journal?	
  

Format?	
  
CommunicaRon,	
  Full	
  
Paper,	
  Review,	
  ...?	
  

“Make	
  sure	
  the	
  journal	
  of	
  your	
  choice	
  
publishes	
  the	
  arRcle	
  type	
  of	
  your	
  paper!”	
  

Stage	
  1:	
  iniRal	
  screening	
  



What Editors Look For (Suitability) 
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A]er	
  the	
  iniRal	
  check	
  for	
  scope	
  and	
  length	
  is	
  done,	
  the	
  manuscript	
  
is	
  examined	
  more	
  closely:	
  

Is	
  the	
  novelty	
  
high	
  enough?	
  

Difference	
  to	
  
prior	
  work?	
  

Important	
  to	
  the	
  
whole	
  readership?	
  

Important	
  to	
  
researchers	
  in	
  this	
  field?	
  

the	
  most	
  
important	
  
hurdle!	
  

“Publishing	
  space	
  is	
  
limited	
  –	
  choose	
  a	
  journal	
  whose	
  
readership	
  will	
  be	
  keen	
  to	
  see	
  your	
  
results!”	
  



Where Will The Editor Look? 
While	
  reading	
  new	
  manuscripts,	
  editors	
  will	
  especially	
  look	
  at:	
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Cover	
  leSer	
  



Maximising Success: Writing the Cover Letter 

•  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 submitting to this journal? 

•  Why will this journal’s readers read it? 

•  Provide reviewer suggestions 

 

Together	
  with	
  the	
  conclusions	
  secRon	
  of	
  your	
  paper,	
  the	
  cover	
  
leSer	
  is	
  one	
  of	
  the	
  first	
  things	
  the	
  editor	
  will	
  see,	
  so	
  make	
  it	
  count!	
  

 

12 

Tip:	
  Keep	
  the	
  leSer	
  as	
  short	
  as	
  possible	
  –	
  the	
  longer	
  it	
  is,	
  the	
  easier	
  it	
  
becomes	
  to	
  overlook	
  something	
  important.	
  	
  



Where Will The Editor Look? 
While	
  reading	
  new	
  manuscripts,	
  editors	
  will	
  especially	
  look	
  at:	
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Cover	
  leSer	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
Keywords	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
Visual	
  informaRon	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
Conclusions	
  secRon	
  of	
  manuscript	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
Literature	
  references	
  

	
  
	
  
Abstract	
  

“If	
  I‘m	
  interested,	
  my	
  readers	
  
will	
  be,	
  too!ˮ	
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Manuscript rejected on reports 

Manuscript submitted 

Peer review editors examine 
& make initial decision 

Manuscript sent out 
for peer review 

Editor makes decision 
based on reports 

Manuscript is accepted as 
is or with minor revisions 

Manuscript transferred 
to technical workflow 

Manuscript rejected on reports 
 but reinvited if 

major revisions promising 

Manuscript rejected on topic 

Revisions requested 
if possible in short time 

Manuscript rejected on format 
 but reinvited (e.g., shorten) 



Selecting Reviewers 
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Quality	
  of	
  peer	
  review	
  depends	
  on	
  good	
  reviewer	
  choices	
  

SuggesRons	
  from	
  
authors	
  
	
  
Very	
  helpful!	
  
Not	
  just	
  the	
  biggest	
  
names	
  please	
  –	
  others	
  as	
  
well	
  
List	
  people	
  with	
  conflicts	
  
of	
  interest	
  who	
  should	
  not	
  
be	
  asked	
  to	
  review	
  
	
  

Our	
  reviewer	
  database	
  
	
  
>	
  30,000	
  ac1ve	
  reviewers	
  
	
  
Are	
  found	
  via	
  keywords,	
  
interests,	
  own	
  publica1on	
  
history,	
  or	
  reviewing	
  history	
  

“You	
  can	
  help	
  keep	
  decision	
  Rmes	
  short	
  with	
  good	
  
keywords	
  and	
  reviewer	
  suggesRons!ˮ	
  

SuggesRons	
  from	
  our	
  Advisory	
  
Board	
  Members	
  
	
  
Especially	
  in	
  difficult	
  cases,	
  appeals	
  or	
  
disputes	
  we	
  are	
  supported	
  by	
  our	
  
board	
  members	
  

SuggesRons	
  from	
  
other	
  reviewers	
  
	
  
Can	
  provide	
  leads	
  to	
  
further	
  candidates	
  

Editor‘s	
  own	
  knowledge	
  
of	
  the	
  community	
  
	
  
Contacts	
  from	
  conferences,	
  
prominent	
  scien1sts,	
  regular	
  
authors,	
  etc.	
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Manuscript rejected on reports 

Manuscript submitted 

Peer review editors examine 
& make initial decision 

Manuscript sent out 
for peer review 

Editor makes decision 
based on reports 

Manuscript is accepted as 
is or with minor revisions 

Manuscript transferred 
to technical workflow 

Manuscript rejected on reports 
 but reinvited if 

major revisions promising 

Manuscript rejected on topic 

Revisions requested 
if possible in short time 

Manuscript rejected on format 
 but reinvited (e.g., shorten) 



Revisions	
  Requested:	
  How	
  Should	
  I	
  Revise?	
  
 

17 

Carefully consider reviewer comments 

Not all changes that the reviewers want have to be made… 

Prepare revision 

Revise manuscript 

Highlight changes in manuscript! 

Point-by-point response to all reviewer issues 

Changes made and why which changes were not made! 

Response will likely go back to reviewers! 

…but	
  you	
  need	
  convincing	
  arguments	
  for	
  changes	
  not	
  
made	
  

Need	
  to	
  convince	
  editor	
  and	
  reviewers!	
  



Decisions:	
  Should	
  I	
  Appeal?	
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Usually, no 

Risk of long time to publication 

Good papers are noticed and cited 
no matter where they are published 

Editors and referees know journal 

Criticism may be valid! 

Occasionally, yes 

Importance, impact or novelty 
missed by the editor / referees 

(Need for a good cover letter!) 

Factual errors in referee reports 
that led to rejection 
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Manuscript rejected on reports 

Manuscript submitted 

Peer review editors examine 
& make initial decision 

Manuscript sent out 
for peer review 

Editor makes decision 
based on reports 

Manuscript is accepted as 
is or with minor revisions 

Manuscript transferred 
to technical workflow 

Manuscript rejected on reports 
 but reinvited if 

major revisions promising 

Manuscript rejected on topic 

Revisions requested 
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When	
  Your	
  Manuscript	
  is	
  Accepted	
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Press	
  releases,	
  reprints,	
  cover	
  
posters	
  
	
  
Please	
  contact	
  us	
  if	
  you	
  would	
  like	
  our	
  
support	
  for	
  drawing	
  up	
  a	
  press	
  
release,	
  ar1cle	
  reprints	
  or	
  your	
  cover	
  
as	
  a	
  60×40	
  or	
  85×60	
  cm	
  size	
  poster	
  

Please	
  carry	
  out	
  quickly	
  any	
  
revisions	
  requested!	
  
	
  
The	
  earlier	
  we	
  receive	
  your	
  final	
  
version,	
  the	
  faster	
  we	
  can	
  
publish	
  your	
  paper!	
  

HighlighRng	
  on	
  	
  
our	
  online	
  news	
  
service	
  
	
  
All	
  Advances	
  in	
  Advance	
  and	
  Very	
  Important	
  Papers	
  
as	
  well	
  as	
  further	
  papers	
  selected	
  by	
  the	
  editors	
  
are	
  	
  highlighted	
  on	
  MaterialsViews.com	
  for	
  beIer	
  
discoverability	
  	
  

See	
  also	
  
www.twitter.com /
materialsviews 
for	
  announcements	
  of	
  ar1cles	
  
published	
  &	
  more	
  

“CongratulaRons	
  on	
  your	
  results!	
  
Please	
  send	
  us	
  more	
  of	
  your	
  excellent	
  work! 	ˮ
  



	
  
	
  

Your	
  place	
  for	
  the	
  latest	
  materials	
  science	
  
news	
  and	
  opinion:	
  
	
  	
  
-  Breaking	
  news	
  and	
  research	
  highlights	
  

from	
  across	
  the	
  field	
  

-  Opinion	
  arRcles	
  from	
  figures	
  in	
  
research	
  and	
  industry	
  

-  Jobs	
  and	
  careers	
  informa1on	
  from	
  
Wiley	
  Job	
  Network	
  

-  Book	
  reviews,	
  conference	
  updates,	
  and	
  
product	
  informa1on	
  

-  Weekly	
  updates	
  via	
  email	
  



-  The	
  best	
  materials	
  science	
  content	
  for	
  our	
  Chinese	
  audience	
  
-  WriIen	
  and	
  translated	
  by	
  na1ve	
  speakers	
  based	
  in	
  China	
  
-  An	
  interna1onal	
  outlook	
  
-  Regular	
  community	
  events	
  and	
  wri1ng	
  compe11ons	
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THANK YOU 

QuesRons?	
  


