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Abstract 

Publishing a research article in a peer-reviewed journal is an essential step in advancing one's career as 
a researcher. However, the competitive nature of academic publishing coupled with high submission 
volumes and rejection rates necessitates that authors understand the reasons behind manuscript 
rejections and adopt the appropriate strategies to improve their publication success. In this article, we 
discuss the common reasons why articles are rejected and suggest strategies that authors can use to 
improve their chances of seeing their articles accepted for publication. 

Keywords: Journal Submit, Manuscript Rejection, Manuscript Acceptation, Publishing Process, 
Enhancement Strategies. 

Résumé  

La publication d'un article de recherche dans une revue à comité de lecture est une étape essentielle 
dans la progression de la carrière d'un chercheur. Cependant, la nature compétitive de l'édition 
universitaire, associée à des volumes de soumission et des taux de rejet élevés, nécessite que les auteurs 
comprennent les raisons des rejets de manuscrits et adoptent des stratégies pour améliorer leur succès 
de publication. Dans cet article, nous examinons les raisons les plus courantes pour lesquelles les 
articles sont rejetés et proposons des stratégies que les auteurs peuvent utiliser pour améliorer leurs 
chances de voir leurs articles acceptés pour publication. 

Mots-clés : Soumission de Manuscrit, Rejet de Manuscrit, Acceptation de Manuscrit, Processus de 
Publication, Stratégies D'amélioration. 
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Introduction 
The validation of the results of doctoral research through the publication of an article in a 
peer-reviewed journal has become a graduation requirement in doctoral programmers in most 
universities around the world, Algeria included. But, writing a manuscript is a time-
consuming and laborious process that requires considerable effort from authors, particularly 
novice researchers, such as doctorate students. To succeed in this ardent task,doctoral students 
should produce a manuscript that meets the expectations of the gate-keepers—i.e.,the journal 
reviewers who are established members of the disciplinary community in which the former 
bid entry.The role of the gate-keepers in this case is to evaluate whether the manuscript in 
question makes a real contribution to a specific academic discipline.However,the lack of 
discipline-specific training in writing publishable research papers coupled with the opacity of 
the publication process in often cases may result in the rejection of the proposed paper.Such a 
rejection,which is,unfortunately, the outcome of a considerable number of papers can be 
experienced as a serious setback,if not a failure.Moreover, rejection letters most often than not 
do not provide doctorate students with sufficient and detailed feedback on the reasons of the 
manuscript rejection. Consequently,improving the quality of the rejected manuscripts to make 
them publishable becomes an arduous and frustrating endeavor.  
 
In addition to the quality of the manuscript itself, there are several other factors that influence 
whether or not a manuscript is accepted for publication, such as the journal's aims and scope, 
the number of submissions, and the availability of space.The first thing that doctorate 
students,in general, and Algerian students in particular should keep in mind is that rejection is 
a common aspect of the scientific publishing process.To avoid the rejection of their 
manuscripts or to render them publishable once rejection occurs,doctorate students should 
take into serious consideration the factors that may lead or have led to rejection in the first 
place, and then,in the light of this, strive to improve the vulnerable or weak aspects of workto 
enhance the pubilshability of their papers. 
Within this scope, we seek to shed light on a number of major factors that may cause 
manuscripts rejection in academic journals, and provide some practical advice to Algerian 
doctorate students, in particular, and all novice authors in general to assist them in avoiding or 
overcoming the experience of rejection of their manuscripts. These tips are based on the first’s 
and second author’s experience as editor-in-chief and assistant editor respectively of a "C" 
ranked academic journal in the field of the humanities and social sciences accredited by the 
Algerian Ministry of Higher Education and Scientific Research, and also, on our experience as 
reviewers in different Algerian and international journals. We will provide examples for each 
aspect for rejection reports taken  from the database of a "C" ranked Algerian journal to 
illustrate each of what we consider to be the major causes of rejection before offering tips that 
can help doctorate students and other authors to improve and enhance their chances of getting 
their manuscripts accepted for publication. Our attempt to locate papers on the Algerian 
context dealing with a similar topic on the internet was infructious , which indicates that this is 
under-researched area in Algeria.Hence, the need for awareness raising on this issue.Based on 
the above, the present paper seeks to answer two related major questions: 
1-What are the major causes of manuscript rejection? 
2-What steps should be taken to avoid or overcome manuscript rejection? 
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1- The literature review 
The literature suggests that the rejection of manuscripts is a multi-dimension problem and has 
big psychological and professional consequences for scholars. The reasons usually have to do 
with deficiencies regarding a lack of novelty, methodological flow, and badly articulated 
problems, as many studies indicate and emphasize the way journals give priority to the 
contribution according to its novelty and scientific rigor(Ali, 2010). Other support 
mechanisms, like writing classes and support groups, have been able to improve success with 
publication, according to McGrail (2006), who indicates that these organized support networks 
provide relevant feedback and encouragement. Day (2011) studied the psychological impact of 
rejection, pointing out that rejection results in lower productivity, professional isolation-even 
abandonment of research work. Day stresses that all of these emotional impacts are things the 
academic institution should take responsibility for, proposing that with the institution of 
various support mechanisms,such as mentoring and training programs, the negative 
consequences of rejection will be considerably minimized. Bordage (2001) furthers, 
"Manuscript acceptances are more likely when the research problem is clearly articulated, methodology 
is sound, and writing is clear, which points to proper preparation again.". Thus, researchers are 
encouraged to seek professional support and refine their methodologies to enhance their 
chances of publication, reducing the emotional burden associated with the "publish or 
rejection" culture. 
2- Means of Research 

2-1- Research Design: To raise Algerian doctorate student’s awareness to the prevalent 
causes of rejection, this study adopts a descriptive and analytical approach focusing on the 
common causes of manuscript rejection in academic journals. The design was chosen to 
systematically analyze various examples of rejected manuscripts and to extract patterns 
related to the reasons behind these rejections. The approach allows for attracting attention to 
the most common factors influencing editorial and peer-review decisions. 
2-2- Data Collection: Data used in this research consist of editorial reports and reviewer’s 
comments retrieved from one "C" ranked Algerian journal specialized in humanities and social 
sciences. Such documents shed light on the main causes of manuscript’s rejection Further, 
illustrative examples of reviewers’reports were screened and analyzed to showcase themes 
and specific areas where a manuscript usually fails to meet the journal criteria. 
2-3- Data Analysis: First, the rejection reports were analyzed to determine the different 
issues cited by editors and reviewers as causes of rejection with specific reference to aspects 
such as clarity of language, methodological rigor, theoretical framework, and adherence to 
guidelines of the journal. The categorization of the various types of errors leading to frequent 
rejections allowed provided a basis for making some suggestions to novice authors about 
specific strategies for improving the quality of their manuscripts and avoid falling in the trap 
of rejection. 
2-4- Ethical Considerations: All data used in this paper were anonymized in order to 
protect the identity of the very authors whose manuscripts were analyzed. In this regard, the 
names of authors of the rejected papers cited in the present paper were systematically 
changed. 
 
3- Major Causes of Manuscript Rejection 
Numerous factors can contribute to the rejection of a manuscript. Some of the most significant 
ones are outlined below. 
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3-1- Quality of Writing 
The most important factor that can lead to article rejection is without doubt the quality of 
writing. Journals expect articles to be well-written, clear, concise, and a void of grammatical 
errors and typos. In addition, articles that lack structure or coherence may also be rejected. The 
articles that are well-written and well-structured are more likely to be accepted for 
publication. (Kember, 1997). For instance, in the case of Hanane's manuscript (Image 1), 
reviewers emphasized the detrimental effects that several grammatical errors, incorrect verb 
conjugations, and misuse of punctuation have had on the quality of the paper. This feedback 
demonstrates that neglected deficiencies in form can lead to rejection, hence the importance of 
meticulous proofreading and attention to language mechanics. 

 
Image 1: Example of Quality of Writing as a reason of rejection 

This example demonstrates that grammar,writing, and punctuation errors are not specific to non-
native authors of English academic prose;Grammar errors also occur when writing in one’s mother 
tongue and reduce the quality of papers.This issue also stands as a major hurdle for publication for 
those who write their papers in Arabic as a first language. As far as this issue is concerned, some 
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novice authors may wrongly believe that content is far more important than form and, thus, fail to edit 
their manuscript before submitting to publication.Neglecting issues of form,however, may seriously 
compromise the quality of the paper and lead eventually to its rejection. It should also be noted here 
that there are aspects of academic writing that are shared across academic disciplines and other aspects 
that are specific to each discipline specific. The inability to demonstrate an adequate level of complying 
with these conventions results in rejection. 

3-2- Relevance and Originality of Research 
It is worth noting here that scholarly journals prioritize publishing articles that address timely 
and significant research questions while offering novel insights or perspectives. The primary 
goal of academic publishing is to advance knowledge and promote new ideas, and therefore, 
articles that demonstrate insufficient originality, fail to contribute to the field, or are too 
narrow in focus may be rejected (Vinkler, 2006). But, originality is a slippery criterion 
especially in the social and human sciences and each disciplinary community has its own ways 
of establishing the norms of originality. What complicates the issue even further is the fact the 
field experience frequent shifts in the pendulum which cause some themes to become 
fashionable and make others fall into disgrace. For instance, in the case of Abd-Emalik's 
manuscript (Image 2), the editor declined the submission, stating the topic was repetitive and 
lacked novelty. This highlights the importance of conducting thorough literature reviews to 
identify gaps in knowledge and ensuring that the research questions proposed offer unique 
insights or address unexplored aspects of the chosen subject matter. 

 
Image 2: Example of Relevance and Originality of Research 

The criteria used for peer review, such as soundness, significance, and novelty, may be 
multiple, and therefore can by no means be reduced to a single evaluative dimension. 
Furthermore, all manuscripts strive to introduce some form of novelty. Therefore, measuring 
the degree of novelty and distinguishing between various types of novelty regarding aspects 
like methods, theory, application context, research questions, or statistical analyses, is 
necessary for the obtaining positive peer evaluations. (CJ Lee, 2013). 
Academic journals generally seek articles that are perceived by the members of target 
disciplinary community to represent a significant and original contribution to their field. 
Therefore, authors should ensure that their manuscripts address  research questions, provide 
new insights, and present innovative research from the perspective of the target disciplinary 
community(Lindgreen, 2020). Originality can be achieved by addressing one or several of the 
aforementioned factors. 
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3-3- Compatibility with Journal Focus and Scope 
Academic journals have distinct aims and scopes that define the type of research they publish 
and the audience they address. Submitting a manuscript that does not align with these 
parameters often leads to rejection during the initial desk review stage. For example, in the 
case of Sabrina’s manuscript (Image 3), the editor's rejection comment indicates that the 
manuscript's topic did not align with the journal's particularism and focus. This example 
highlights the importance of carefully reviewing the aims and scope of a target journal before 
submission. 
Authors should ensure their research aligns with the journal's specific areas of interest and 
meets the expectations of its readership. As Dwivedi (2022) found, aligning with the journal's 
editorial focus significantly increases the chances of acceptance. Taking the time to research 
and select appropriate journals can save authors time and effort in the long run. 
 

 
Image 3: Example of Compatibility with Journal Focus and Scope 

3-4- Lack of Transparency in the Review Process 
Lack of transparency refers to reviewers’ failure to provide detailed or comprehensible 
feedback, hindering authors' ability to address concerns and improve their work. 
Transparency in the review process is a significant problem that affects the quality and 
integrity of peer review. The authors often receive confusing or unhelpful feedback when 
reviewers' comments do not align with the editor’s decision to reject the manuscript, or when 
the feedback offers little insight into their decision (O’Brien, 2021).For instance, in the case of 
Amel's manuscript (Image 4), while the reviewers ultimately recommended rejection, their 
comments varied significantly in focus. One reviewer emphasized linguistic issues and 
questioned the research methodology, while another critiqued the theoretical framing and 
overall structure. This inconsistency in feedback, without clear consensus or justification, 
illustrates how a lack of transparency can hinder the author's ability to understand the reasons 
for rejection and revise the manuscript effectively. 
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Image 4: Example of Lack of Transparency in the Review Process 

To promote transparency, some journals have adopted practices like open peer review, where 
reviewers' identities are disclosed, or post-publication peer review, which allows for ongoing 
feedback even after publication. Such approaches foster a more collaborative and accountable 
review process, ultimately benefiting both authors and the advancement of scholarly 
knowledge(Tennant, 2017 ). 
3-5- Ethical Considerations 
Ethical concerns in research encompass various forms, with plagiarism and data manipulation 
being among the most serious, transgressions(Ioannidis, 2014). Issues related to redundant 
publication and self-plagiarism are more frequent, wherein the line between acceptable and 
unacceptable behavior can be ambiguous and subject to interpretation. While it is reasonable 
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to aim to maximize the impact of one's research, attempting to do so by reusing previously 
published work or misleading readers regarding the originality of publications is deemed 
unacceptable(Martin, 2013). Journals may employ various methods to identify and prevent 
such ethical issues, including the use of plagiarism detection software(Kumar, 2014).For 
example, in the case of Hichem's manuscript (Image 5), the editor explicitly identified the 
submission as a clear case of plagiarism, providing evidence of copied content from another 
published work. This example illustrates the severe consequences of plagiarism and 
emphasizes the importance of upholding ethical practices in research. 

 
Image 5: Example of Ethical Considerations 

Authors should utilize plagiarism detection software likeTurnitin or iThenticatebefore 
submitting to any journal. These tools help identify instances of text overlap and ensure the 
originality of the work. The editor of the journal also make a final decision on the fate of the 
article based on the extent of plagiarism tools(Kumar, 2014). 
3-6- Theoretical and Methodological Concerns 
Desk rejections may occur due to insufficient theoretical grounding, weakly supported 
hypotheses, limited sample sizes or reliance on student samples, and inadequate reliability 
and validity in quantitative studies. In addition, papers that argue in favor of adopting a 
particular technology without studying empirically the effects of this technology on  behavior 
and usage may also be desk rejected. Similarly, qualitative papers with a lack of grounding in 
a clear rationale or theoretical background may be subject to desk rejection. It is worth noting 
that merely describing interview results is insufficient to make an adequate contribution. 
Unfortunately, many qualitative submissions suffer from this issue and are consequently desk 
rejected (Dwivedi, 2022). Various factors can affect the rigour of the authors work, the most 
commonly inappropriate research methodology, e.g. misalignment between research 
objectives and chosen research methods, wrong sampling strategy, poor data quality, potential 

                                                           
Turnitin (https://turnitin.com/static/index). 
iThenticate (http://www.ithenticate.com). 
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bias of chosen respondents, inappropriate data analysis techniques, lack of rigour in data 
analysis, etc (Dwivedi, 2022). 
For example, in the case of Issam's manuscript (Image 6), reviewers found the research 
problem to be poorly constructed and lacking scientific justification. Additionally, they 
criticized the sample selection, noting that the chosen individuals lacked expertise in artificial 
intelligence, which was central to the research topic. This example demonstrates how 
misalignments between research objectives, methodology, and sample selection can lead to 
rejection.This case illustrates the importance of articulating a robust and well-justified research 
design to get one’s manuscript published. 

 
Image 6: Example of Theoretical and Methodological Concerns 

3-7- Adherence to Formatting Guidelines 
Noncompliance with journal-specific formatting requirements can result in manuscript 
rejection. Journals often have specific requirements for things like referencing style, font size, 
and margins. Failure to adhere to these guidelines can result in an article being rejected as 
well.Studies, such as the one conducted by Davies have shown that reference errors represent 
the highest percentage in negative reviewers’feedbak.According to him, reference errors 
represented 49.1 percent in a journal pertaining to the field of Information and Management. 
More specifically,the overall error rates were categorized as follows: author “56 percent”, page 
number “22 percent”, article title “15 percent”, volume (3 percent), publication year “2 
percent” and journal title “2 percent”(Davies, 2012). The study found that articles that did not 
adhere to the journal's formatting guidelines were more likely to be rejected. 
For instance, in the case of Dalila's manuscript (Image 7), the editor explicitly stated that the 
reason for rejection was the author's failure to adhere to the journal's required APA 
referencing style. This example highlights the importance of carefully reviewing and following 
the specific formatting instructions provided by the target journal. 
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Image 7: Example of Adherence to Formatting Guidelines 

 

3-8- Incomplete or Inaccurate Data 
Journals prioritize the publication of research based on clear, accurate, and complete data. 
Submitting a manuscript with incomplete or inconsistent data can lead to rejection, as it 
hinders reviewers' ability to properly evaluate the research and draw meaningful conclusions. 
For example, in the case of Zineb's manuscript (Image 8), reviewers noted that the data 
presented was incomplete, lacking key variables and demographic information necessary to 
understand the context of the study. Furthermore, inconsistencies were observed between the 
results described in the text and those displayed in the tables and figures, raising concerns 
about the accuracy and reliability of the findings. 
As highlighted in Bordage's study, various data-related issues concern inappropriate or 
incomplete statistics, over-interpretation of results, inappropriate or suboptimal 
instrumentation, small or biased samples, inaccurate or inconsistent data reporting, 
incomplete, inaccurate, and insufficient data presentation, and defective tables or figures.Such 
issues were among the reasons for article rejection (Bordage, 2001). 

 
Image 8: Example of Incomplete or Inaccurate Data 
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3-9- Lack of novelty and significance 
Academic journals seek to publish research that advances knowledge and contributes 
meaningfully to their respective fields. Therefore, manuscripts lacking novelty or failing to 
present significant findings are often rejected. For instance, in the case of Abd-

Emalik'smanuscript (See Image 2), the editor's rejection explicitly stated that the research 
topic was repetitive and lacked originality. This indicates that the study did not offer new 
insights or perspectives on the subject matter, rendering it unsuitable for publication in the 
journal. 
Editors prioritize research that demonstrates novelty and pushes the boundaries of existing 
knowledge. Studies employing outdated methodologies or presenting findings that merely 
confirm well-established concepts are unlikely to be considered significant contributions. As 
Ali’s emphasizes, studies must demonstrate a clear advancement in knowledge or 
methodology to hold value in the competitive landscape of scientific publishing. Therefore, 
researchers must ensure their work addresses relevant research gaps, utilizes current 
methodologies, and presents findings with significant implications for the field (Ali, 2010). 
3-10- Poor Quality of Graphics or Images 
The quality of graphics and images plays a significant role in effectively conveying research 
findings and enhancing the overall impact of a manuscript. Scientific publications rely heavily 
on visual representations of data and results, and poor-quality graphics can hinder 
comprehension and negatively impact the review process. For instance, in the case of 
Maghnia's manuscript (Image 9) included unclear and ambiguous images. Such deficiencies 
make it difficult for reviewers to interpret the data accurately and assess the research findings, 
potentially leading to rejection. 
As Murudkar highlights, high-quality scientific figures and images significantly improve the 
quality of a manuscript. Authors should ensure their visuals are clear, free of clutter, and 
presented in a professional manner(Murudkar, 2022). Factors such as resolution, color 
contrast, and proper labeling are crucial for ensuring effective communication and 
reproducibility of the research(Hoogenboom, 2012). 

 
Image 9: Example of Poor Quality of Graphics or Images 
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3-11- Lack of Clarity or Coherence 
Clarity and coherence are essential aspects of academic writing that significantly impact the 
success of a manuscript. Articles that lack organization, present ideas in a confusing manner, 
or fail to maintain a logical flow are often rejected. The case of Issam’sManuscript (See Image 

6), provides a relevant example. Reviewers criticized the manuscript for having a poorly 
constructed research problem and lacking a clear and concise presentation of objectives. This 
feedback suggests that the author's ideas were not conveyed in a readily understandable 
manner, hindering the reviewers' ability to grasp the research's purpose and significance. 
As highlighted in Mpofu'sanalysis of multiple studies, issues with clarity, coherence, and 
structure (unclear introduction, objectives, article structure, language, text coherence, weak 
methodology and poor data analysis explanations), frequently lead to manuscript rejection 
(Mpofu, 2021). 
 
4- Some Suggestions for Enhancing Manuscript Pubilshability 
Based on the diagnostic presented above regarding the factors that play a determining role in 
the rejection of manuscripts, we would like to provide novice researchers with some advice 
about the strategies that are susceptible to improve their chances of getting their manuscripts 
published. 
4-1- Choosing the Right Journal 
Authors should thoroughly research and select the most suitable journal for their manuscript, 
considering factors such as the journal's aim and scope, target audience, research focus, and 
impact factor,taking into consideration that publications in high-impact journals,obviously, 
tend to receive greater citation rates. (Nederhof, 2006).Some of the factors to consider when 
choosing a journal include journal scope include making sure your topic matches the scope of 
the journal; targeting the right disciplinary audience, and addressing the topics covered by the 
journal (Schneegurt, 2015). 
4-2- Compliance with Submission Guidelines 
Strict adherence to journal-specific submission guidelines is essential to avoid immediate 
rejection. Journals have specific requirements for manuscript submission that authors should 
carefully review the journal's submission guidelines and ensure that their manuscript meets all 
of the requirements. Some common requirements include: 
- Manuscript formatting (e.g., font, margins, spacing). 
- Reference style. 
- Figures and tables formatting. 
4-3- Improving One's Performance in Academic Writing 
As has been stated above, acquiring a high level of command of the generic and discipline- 
specific features of the academic discourse in which novice authors bid entry is a highly 
challenging yet amply rewarding aspect of their apprenticeship in the doctorate journey. 
Achieving this goal requires a considerable amount of time and effort, but it is the only 
insurance for significantly minimizing the risks of manuscript rejection. The skills of 
paraphrasing, synthesizing, and summarizing are primordial to accomplishing the decicive 
task of writing the manuscript. These three skills can only be developed through hard work, 
continuoustraining, and seeking detailed feedback from senior members of the target 
academic community. 
Employing clear and concise language throughout the manuscript enhances readability and 
comprehension for a broader readership(Huth, 1994, p. 37). Some flexible journals have made 
general, open statements about using language that is appropriate for an international 
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readership. These guidelines emphasize the importance of using clear and concise language 
that can be understood by a broad readership, without the need to adhere to native 
benchmarked norms (McKinley, 2018). It is important to use specific language to avoid any 
generalities or assumptions, and to clarify and define any terms or definitions used (Elsevier, 
n.d.). 

4-4- Manuscript Structure and Clarity 
A well-structured and concise manuscript is crucial for publication success, as it facilitates 
understanding and engagement for reviewers and readers alike. One study found that 
manuscripts that were well-organized, clearly written, and easy to follow were more likely to 
be accepted for –publication(Callaham, 2002). Authors should ensure that the manuscript is 
well-structured, with clear headings and subheadings, and that it follows a logical and 
coherent narrative (Huth, 1994, p. 586). To write a clear and concise manuscript, researchers 
should use concise sentences and simple straightforward language in a consistent manner 
throughout the manuscript to convey the details of their research(Mary, 2021). The manuscript 
should contain a clear scientific message that is useful and exciting, and it should convey the 
author's thoughts in a logical manner so that the reader arrives at the same conclusions as the 
author (Sachdeva, 2020). 
4-5- Methodological Rigor and Data Analysis 
Authors should employing rigorous, well-suited research methods(Huth, 1994, p. 607) and 
data analysis techniques in their research (Huth, 1994, p. 109).This aspect is essential for 
ensuring the validity and reliability of the research, thereby strengthening the manuscript's 
prospects for publication. 
Using appropriate methods and data analysis can help authors to ensure the validity and 
reliability of their research (Ferreira, 2020). Validity refers to whether the methods used to 
collect data measure what they are supposed to measure, while reliability refers to the 
consistency of certain measurements(Jarek, 2020). Failing to consider reliability and validity 
can lead to several types of research bias and seriously affect the quality of the research(Fiona, 
2023). To ensure the validity and reliability of their research, authors should create a strong 
research design, choose appropriate methods and samples, and conduct the research carefully 
and consistently. It is also important to discuss reliability and validity in various sections of 
the thesis or research paper to show that they have been taken into account in planning the 
research and interpreting the results(Fiona, 2023). By ensuring the validity and reliability of 
their research, authors can increase the credibility and trustworthiness of their work. 
4-6- Response to Reviewers 
Addressing reviewers' comments is an important part of the publication process. Authors 
should assume that the reviewers are acting in good faith and giving feedback to improve the 
paper. It is important to address every comment unless it is impossible or the editor has 
instructed otherwise(Balan, 2022). Authors should take time to understand the reviewers' 
feedback and consider what they are asking to do(Carnovale, 2019). Addressing a comment 
does not always mean doing exactly what the comment says, but it means addressing the 
underlying issue or concern(Balan, 2022). If a manuscript is rejected and sent back with 
reviewers' comments, authors should carefully address these comments and revise the 
manuscript accordingly. This can help address any weaknesses in the research and increase 
the chances of the manuscript being accepted for publication (Gastel, 2022, p. 144). 
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4-7- Collaborate with co-authors 
Collaborating with co-authors can lead to a stronger manuscript. One study found that articles 
with more than one author were more likely to be published and cited than those with only 
one author(Tscharntke, 2007). 
Collaborating with co-authors can bring a number of benefits to the research process, 
including: 
- Collaborating with co-authors who have complementary skills or expertise can strengthen 

the research project by bringing in additional perspectives and knowledge. 
- Co-authors can share the workload of the research project, which can help to reduce the 

amount of time and effort required from individual authors. 
- Co-authors can provide feedback on the research project and help to identify areas that may 

need improvement before submitting the article for peer review. 
- Collaborating with co-authors from different institutions or countries can increase the 

visibility of the research project and help to attract a wider audience. 
- Collaborating with co-authors who are well-respected in their field can increase the 

credibility of the research project and help to establish the authors as experts in their field. 
4-8- Seek feedback from colleagues and mentors 
Seeking feedback from colleagues and mentors can help improve the quality of a manuscript. 
The manuscripts that received feedback from colleagues and mentors were more likely to be 
accepted for publication(Weller, 2001). This can help identify potential issues with the 
manuscript, such as unclear or weak language. Sharing the manuscript with colleagues via 
email or online platforms, by seeking feedback from colleagues, authors can improve the 
quality of their manuscript and increase its chances of being accepted for publication(Belcher, 
2014). 
4-9- Use professional editing services 
Professional editing services can help improve the quality of a manuscript. One study found 
that manuscripts that had been professionally edited were more likely to be accepted for 
publication (Communications, 2019). Professional editing services can offer several benefits, 
including: 

- Professional editors can help authors to refine the language, structure, and style of their 
manuscript to make it clear and concise for readers to understand the research and its 
significance. 

- Professional editors can also help authors to correct grammar and syntax errors that may be 
present in the manuscript. Correcting these errors can improve the overall readability and 
professionalism of the manuscript. 

- Professional editors can provide suggestions on how to improve the organization of the 
manuscript, including the order of sections, headings, and subheadings. This can help readers 
to navigate the manuscript more easily and understand the flow of the research. 

- Professional editors can also help authors ensure that their manuscript meets the guidelines of 
the target journal. This can include formatting requirements, word limits, and reference style. 

- Manuscripts that have been professionally edited are more likely to be accepted on the first 
submission, as they are less likely to contain errors or inconsistencies that may result in 
reviewer comments and requests for revisions. 

It is important to note that using professional editing services does not guarantee acceptance 
for publication, but it can improve the quality and readability of the manuscript and increase 
the chances of acceptance. 
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4-10- Stay up-to-date with the latest research 
Authors should stay up-to-date with the latest research in their field. This can help them 
identify gaps in the literature and develop innovative research questions that are more likely 
to be of interest to journal editors and reviewers (Kelly, 2014). By staying current with the 
latest research, authors can: 
- Staying up-to-date with the latest research can help authors to identify gaps in the existing 
literature and ensure that their research is original and contributes to the field. 
- Staying current with the latest research can help authors to incorporate the most recent 
findings and methodologies into their research. This can improve the overall quality of the 
manuscript and increase its relevance to the field. 
- Staying up-to-date with the latest research can also help authors to ensure the accuracy of 
their references. As new research is published, it may contradict or support previous studies, 
and staying current can help authors to ensure that their references are up-to-date and 
accurate. 

- Manuscripts that are based on the most current research are more likely to be of interest to 
readers and reviewers, increasing the chances of acceptance for publication. 
4-11- Engage with the research community 
Participation in conferences, workshops, and online forums fosters collaboration, facilitates 
feedback exchange, and promotes awareness of current trends within the field(Lee, 2003). By 
engaging with the research community, authors can: 
- Engaging with the research community can help authors to receive feedback on their work 
from other researchers and experts in their field. This feedback can help authors to improve 
the quality of their manuscript and ensure that it is relevant and contributes to the field. 
- Engaging with the research community can help authors to build relationships with other 
researchers and experts in their field. These relationships can lead to collaborations and future 
research opportunities. 
- Engaging with the research community can also help authors to increase the visibility of 
their work. By presenting their research at conferences or publishing in respected academic 
journals, authors can attract the attention of other researchers and potential readers. 
- Engaging with the research community can also help authors to stay up-to-date with the 
latest research and developments in their field. This can help authors to ensure that their work 
is relevant and contributes to the field. 

4-12- Be persistent 
Finally, authors should demonstrate perseverance and not give up if their article is rejected. 
Evidence and experience suggest that authors who are committed to publishing and know 
how to handle a rejected manuscript have a reasonable chance of achieving publication 
success (Woolley, 2009). Many journals allow authors to resubmit their manuscript after 
addressing reviewers' comments. They should carefully review the feedback from reviewers 
and use this feedback to improve their manuscript before submitting it to the next 
journal(Guillou, 2002). Being persistent can help you to: 
- By submitting their manuscript to multiple journals, authors can increase their chances of 
acceptance. If their manuscript is rejected by one journal, they can submit it to another journal 
and continue the publication process. 
- By submitting their manuscript to multiple journals, authors can receive constructive 
feedback from multiple reviewers. This can help them to improve their manuscript and 
increase the chances of acceptance. 
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- By being persistent and submitting their manuscript to multiple journals, authors can learn 
from the publication process. They can learn what works and what doesn't work, and use this 
knowledge to improve their manuscript and increase their chances of acceptance in the future. 
 
Conclusion 
Several factors contribute to manuscript rejection, including inadequate research design or 
methodology, a lack of originality or significance, poor writing, and failure to comply with 
journal guidelines. Nevertheless, authors can address these challenges by utilizing various 
strategies to enhance their manuscript and increase their chances of acceptance. These 
strategies may include collaborating with co-authors, seeking professional editing services, 
staying updated with the latest research, engaging with the research community, utilizing 
appropriate methods and data analysis, and maintaining persistence. By implementing these 
strategies, authors can elevate the quality of their manuscript, receive constructive feedback, 
and improve their chances of publication. 
It should be noted here that the most important factor for manuscript rejection is undoubtedly 
the lack of adequate proficiency in academic writing. While the other factors can be overcome 
relatively easily by paying attention to some details, acquiring a good command of the generic 
and discipline-specific conventions of academic writing in any language is an arduous task 
fraught with many pitfalls, and can only be acquired through a lengthy apprenticeship process 
guided by expert members of the target academic discipline working in a sane and 
collaborative environment. 
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