
Avoiding rejection: how 
to successfully navigate the 
publishing process

Emma Lockwood, 

Portfolio Manager, Anthropology & 
Archaeology Journals, Taylor & Francis 



Top ten reasons for rejection  

1. Sent to the wrong journal.

2. Not a true journal article.

3. Not following the journal's author guidelines.

4. Poor regard of the journal’s conventions/academic writing. 

5. Poor style, grammar, punctuation or English.

6. No contribution to the subject.

7. Not properly contextualised. 

8. Poor theoretical framework. 

9. Messy presentation and sloppy proofreading.

10.Libellous, unethical, rude or lacks objectivity.  



Today’s focus

• Choosing the appropriate place to publish

• Preparing your manuscript

• Navigating the peer review process
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#2 
Not a true 
journal article

Understand your:

• Current project

• Target audience

• Type of content

• Requirements 

• Options 

Remember, you are joining an 
ongoing conversation



#1 
Sent to the 
wrong journal

• Research your publishing options

• Read

• Talk to colleagues

• Understand how your publications will be assessed

• Identify potential journals

• Carefully read the Aims and Scope statements









Open Access 

1. Making content freely available 
online to read. Meaning your 
manuscript can be read by anyone, 
anywhere. 

2. Making content reusable by third 
parties with little or no restrictions.



OA Publishing Models

Gold Open Access

Full OA Hybrid OA

Journals that publish 
all content Open 
Access.

Funded by:

APC (article 
publishing charge)

Sponsorship

Institutional 
agreement

Subscription-funded 
journals that offer 
the option of Open 
Access.

Open Access cost is 
funded by:

APC

Under an agreement 
with a institution  



How to Read a Licence

BY
Others must 

acknowledge you 
when they re-use 

your work

CC
Creative 

Commons licence

NC
Others can only 
re-use your work 
non-commercially

ND
Others cannot 

amend your work

SA
The work must 
be shared under 
the same licence 
as the original



Predatory publishing

Predatory journals pose a serious threat both to researchers publishing the results of their work and 

to the peer-reviewed medical literature itself. These publications differ from legitimate open-access 

journals in that predatory journals subvert the peer-review publication system for the sole 

purpose of financial gain with little evident concern for ethical behavior.

AMWA, EMWA & ISMPP joint statement on predatory publishing



How to avoid publishing in one

• Do your research

• Check the journal website

• See if the journal is indexed in respected indexes/archives

• Review the published articles for quality

• Make sure they have clear and robust editorial policies

• Talk to your colleagues and librarians

• Use the ThinkCheckSubmit toolkit
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#4-9: the manuscript 

4. Poor regard of the journal’s 

conventions/academic writing. 

5. Poor style, grammar, punctuation 

or English.

6. No contribution to the subject.

7. Not properly contextualised. 

8. Poor theoretical framework. 

9. Messy presentation and sloppy 

proofreading.
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Preparing your manuscript: some basic tips

Keep it simple: express complicated ideas plainly

Use accessible language when possible

Create a strong and appropriate structure 

Figures, tables, images

Data availibility: FAIR

You are telling a story-make sure it is consistant and easy to follow



Discussion

Conclusion

Results

Methods

Introduction

So what?

What?

How?

Why?

Current state of the topic and gaps or limitations 

Explain manuscripts contribution to field

Define aims of study and provide clear and appropriate research 
question

Results presented clearly and accurately 

Results presented match the methods

All relevant supporting data included

Is the research question clear and appropriate?Logically explain all the findings

Compare findings with current research

Explore implications of finding for future research

Conclusions supported by data  and answer research question

Research design and methods appropriate for the research question

Sufficient detail provided to allow replication of methods

Detail how the data were collected and/or participants were selected 
and recruited



Writing an abstract

Write the paper first-it 
is a map of the entire 

paper.

Check the IFAs for the 
journal.

Think about your 
intended audience.

Focus on the essential 
information: 

background, objectives, 
methods & outcome.

Revise your abstract 
every time you revise 

the paper.
Include key words.

Language-difficult to 
read?
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The crucial role of feedback

Share your work throughout the writing process

    

▪ Colleagues 

▪ Conferences

▪ Preprint servers  

▪ Academic networking sites

▪ Writing groups

The paper you submit should be in the best possible shape.



# 3:  Not following the journal's author guidelines
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Alam, S. (2024) ‘Trends in research integrity concerns and the evolving role of the publisher’, Insights: the UKSG journal, 37(1), p. 13. https://doi.org/10.1629/uksg.663 

Research integrity & publishing ethics

https://doi.org/10.1629/uksg.663


Authorship 

What are the issues? 

Author disputes, Ghost authorship, Guest authorship & authorship for sale 

Who qualifies?

1. Made a significant contribution to the work reported.

2. Have drafted or written, or substantially revised or critically reviewed the article.

3. Have agreed on the journal to which the article will be submitted.

4. Reviewed and agreed on all versions of the article before submission, during 

revision, the final version accepted for publication, and any significant changes 

introduced at the proofing stage.

5. Agree to take responsibility and be accountable for the contents of the article and to 

share responsibility to resolve any questions raised about the accuracy or integrity of 

the published work.  



Presentation title 22

● Remember:

● Any listed author is a representative of the published paper 
and shares accountability

● Corresponding authors signs author publishing agreement 
on behalf of co-authors

● Authorship comes with responsibilities 

Authorship 



Authorship and transparent use of AI

Defining authorship in your research paper - Author Services (taylorandfrancis.com) 

Taylor & Francis supports the responsible use of Generative AI tools that respect high standards of data security, 
confidentiality, and copyright protection in cases such as: 

• Language improvement 
• Idea generation and idea exploration 
• Interactive online search with LLM-enhanced search engines   
• Literature classification 
• Coding assistance                                                                        https://taylorandfrancis.com/our-policies/ai-policy/ 

https://authorservices.taylorandfrancis.com/editorial-policies/defining-authorship-research-paper/
https://taylorandfrancis.com/our-policies/ai-policy/


Quality control: peer review

Peer review is at the heart of research. It 
is the gold standard for ensuring the trust 
and integrity of scholarly communication. 
More still, it is a form of collaboration 
between experts, with critical feedback 
often improving research and helping 
propel research forward.

      
 Andrew Preston, Publons
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Types of peer review 

Single-anonymous

Double-anonymous

Open peer review

• Reviewers know the identity of the authors
• Authors do not know the identity of the reviewers
• Most common model of peer review in STM

• Reviewers do not know the identity of the authors
• Authors do not know the identity of the reviewers
• Most common in HSS

• Reviewers know the identity of the authors
• Authors know the identity of the reviewers
• Reviewer reports may be published with reviewer 

names if article accepted



Revise and 
resubmit

Desk reject

Minor revisions Major revisions

Most common decisions



Responding to reviewers comments 

1. Don’t become disheartened. 

2. Carefully read the decision letter. 

3. Consult your co-authors. 

4. Break down the comments by category-create a list. 

5. Make all of the suggested amendments if appropriate. 

6. If the peer reviewer has misunderstood something, review 

your explaination.



Make it easy for the editor 

7. Address every comment:

• Where you amended (page number, new material)

• Why you didn’t amend (be specific and again, respectful) 

8. Review the response twice to make sure it is clear and deviod of 
any frustration.

9. Be professional and respectful of the reviewers and editor. 

10.Remember: the reviewers are trying to help you publish your best 
work.



Top ten reasons for rejection  

1. Sent to the wrong journal.

2. Not a true journal article.

3. Not following the journal's author guidelines.

4. Poor regard of the journal’s conventions/academic writing. 

5. Poor style, grammar, punctuation or English.

6. No contribution to the subject.

7. Not properly contextualised. 

8. Poor theoretical framework. 

9. Messy presentation and sloppy proofreading.

10.Libellous, unethical, rude or lacks objectivity.  



Guidance, news and ideas for authors 

authorservices.taylorandfrancis.com



Thank you!

Emma Lockwood, 

Portfolio Manager, Anthropology & Archaeology 
Journals, Taylor & Francis
Emma.Lockwood@tandf.co.uk 
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