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Abstract

Publishing in reputable peer-reviewed journals is an integral step of the clinical pharmacy research process, allowing for
knowledge transfer and advancement in clinical pharmacy practice. Writing a manuscript for publication in a journal requires
several careful considerations to ensure that research findings are communicated to the satisfaction of editors and reviewers,
and effectively to the readers. This commentary provides a summary of the main points to consider, outlining how to: (1)
select a suitable journal, (2) tailor the manuscript for the journal readership, (3) organise the content of the manuscript in line
with the journal’s guidelines, and (4) manage feedback from the peer review process. This commentary reviews the steps of
the writing process, identifies common pitfalls, and proposes ways to overcome them. It aims to assist both novice and estab-
lished researchers in the field of clinical pharmacy to enhance the quality of writing in a research paper to maximise impact.
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Background

Clinical pharmacy research combines clinical and health ser-
vices research [1]. Well-written publications derived from
rigorous clinical pharmacy research studies have the poten-
tial to inform clinical decision-making and advance practice
for the benefit of patients and society [1-3]. Researchers
nowadays are under considerable pressure to publish for
acquisition of funding, academic positions, and promotions
[4-7], and publication of articles in peer-reviewed scientific
journals remains the standard method of research dissemina-
tion [3, 8—10]. However, publishing in journals may be per-
ceived as an arduous and intimidating task, with uncertainty
amongst both novice and experienced researchers on how to
best approach the process. Frequent questions include when,
where and how to publish [6, 10]. Moreover, researchers
may hesitate to pursue publishing their work in a journal
due to apprehension about the peer review process and the
duration of the publication process [5, 6, 11, 12]. This com-
mentary supports the recently published Granada statements
[3], and provides useful pointers to assist both early career
researchers and seasoned researchers in clinical pharmacy
to enhance the quality of writing in a research paper to max-
imise the impact.
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Choosing an appropriate journal and article
format

As specified in the Granada statements, submitting a man-
uscript to a journal that fits the scope of the work is impor-
tant to increase acceptance [3]. Authors should familiarise
themselves thoroughly with the aims and scope of poten-
tial journals, and what type of manuscripts they publish.
It is important to assess the following; journal scope and
reach (national/international), previous published content,
publishing model (open access/subscription-based), jour-
nal reputation by reviewing indexing status and journal
metrics, and decision timelines [13]. While impact fac-
tor is often a key factor for author decisions on where to
submit, other metrics such as citation plots, should also be
considered. Researchers should aim high when selecting
a journal, but should also be realistic about expectations.
Even though the research may be well-executed, with
robust and reliable results, choosing a very high-impact
factor journal is not usually recommended, unless results
are ‘paradigm-changing’ [14, 15].

Predatory (fraudulent or deceptive that claim to be
legitimate) journals and publishers are usually those
which undermine the conventional peer-review process for
financial gain [16]. Predatory journals and publishers are
becoming more prevalent; hence it is highly important for
authors to identify journals and publishers which are cred-
ible. Authors should be mindful of predatory practices,
such as promising to publish all submissions, publishing
on payment of an article processing charge and within
an unrealistic time frame, targeting of potential authors
through multiple e-mails which often contain grammati-
cal errors, and lack of transparency in the journal website
regarding the peer-review process and publishing fees
[16-20]. Resources such as the Committee on Publication
and Ethics (COPE) [21], Open Access Scholarly Publish-
ers Association (OASPA) [22], Directory of Open Access
Journals (DOAJ) [23], and the National Library of Medi-
cine (NLM) Catalog, may be helpful in identifying reliable
journals and publishers [24].

Scholarly journals publish content in different formats,
the most common being research articles (for detailed
reporting of original research and primary data), short
research reports (for reporting of preliminary or limited
results of original research), and review articles (for criti-
cal and constructive analysis of existing published litera-
ture in a field, often identifying specific gaps or problems,
and providing recommendations for future research) [25,
26]. It is important to note that not all journals offer all
article formats. Once a suitable journal and article for-
mat have been selected, it is crucial to carefully review
and structure the content of the manuscript according

to the specific requirements in the journal’s instructions
for authors, including word count, number of figures and
tables, and reference style [8, 9].

Structuring the manuscript

In scholarly writing, the Introduction, Method, Results and
Discussion (IMRaD) format is typically used for ordering
the manuscript [27-29], preceded by the title, abstract and
keywords. The main text is followed by the conclusion,
acknowledgements, references, and supporting materials
[7-9, 13]. Many journals require that research papers must
include, most often in a defined format, a statement putting
the research in context with previous work. Editors will
use this information at the first assessment stage, and peer
reviewers will specifically be asked to check content and
accuracy. A summary of the key points discussed in the
manuscript, or impact statements, is often required. Many
journals also require that submitted research articles must
contain a data sharing statement, to be included at the
end of the manuscript. It is advised for authors to refer to
the International Committee of Medical Journal Editors
(ICMIE) for recommendations on manuscript preparation
and submission, including responsibilities to ensure accu-
racy, integrity, and originality of the work [30] (Table 1).

Writing an impactful title

The title should broadly, but adequately, reflect the content
of the manuscript. It is the first exposure to the manuscript
and an opportunity to attract the readers’ attention, includ-
ing the editor and reviewers. A title which is impactful and
that describes what has been done should be composed.
The title should be concise since long titles tend to dis-
tract readers, and should be precise, informative, and easy
to understand [8, 13, 31]. It is important to refer to the
instructions for authors to check the type of title required
by the journal since this may vary. There are three main
types of titles, namely declarative (state the main findings/
conclusions), descriptive (describe the topic of the article
but do not reveal the main conclusions), and interrogative
(introduce the subject in the form of a question) [31]. Rel-
evant elements of the PICOS and SPIDER concepts should
be applied [32], mentioning the study design where appro-
priate, and not including the name of the country, except
when reporting a country-wide survey. Technical jargon
and abbreviations should be avoided as much as possible.
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Table 1 Key points to consider when writing a journal article for publication

Select an appropriate journal, avoiding predatory journals
Follow requirements of the target journal carefully
Include an impactful title

Provide a sensibly crafted abstract

Demonstrate awareness of published literature in the field in the introduction

State the aim clearly

Describe the method accurately and adequately so that others can reproduce the work if required

Report results clearly and honestly

Discuss results in the context of what is already known and highlight what the research adds in the discussion

Acknowledge limitations and propose recommendations for future work

Provide a conclusion which is grounded in the findings presented

Ensure that the manuscript is well-formatted and proofread before submission, including tables and figures

The abstract

The abstract also represents the first impression that an arti-
cle will make to prospective readers, including the editor and
reviewers, hence should be drafted meticulously. Decisions
to proceed to the peer review process are frequently based
on the clarity of information presented in the abstract. Well-
written abstracts also interest reputable reviewers, since the
abstract is seen before deciding to accept or decline a review
invitation from the journal. The readers may be researchers
and potential authors who will cite the article, or may not be
researchers but are interested in the topic, hence an effective
abstract is key to attract a wider readership. The abstract
may be structured or unstructured in accordance with the
journal requirements (refer to instructions for authors of the
specific journal). Journal formatting requirements should be
followed when writing the abstract, particularly with respect
to word count. It is crucial to be succinct and accurate in
writing, providing a comprehensible summary of the study.
Authors should provide a clear and concise aim, method
including study design, setting and population, and ensure
that the results (key findings) presented in the abstract (and
the manuscript) match the aim. Conclusions/interpretations
must be supported by the study findings. It is important to
avoid using jargon, uncommon abbreviations, and references
in the abstract [8, 13, 31, 33, 34].

Selecting suitable keywords

It is very important to select appropriate keywords for
manuscript indexing so that the research can be retrieved
in searches for other researchers to use and cite [3]. The
authors’ instructions should be checked for the number
of keywords to be included. Words with a broad meaning
and words already included in the title should if possible
be avoided. Some journals require that keywords selected

@ Springer

are not those from the journal name. Abbreviations which
are not broadly used should be avoided. Clinical pharmacy
researchers are responsible for using standardised and con-
sistent terminology, explicitly existing Medical Subject
Headings (MeSH) terms, especially in titles and abstracts,
to improve article visibility, as emphasised in the Granada
statements [3, 35-38].

Introduction section and review of literature

In the introduction section, a compelling and concise
account of why the topic is important and useful within the
field of clinical pharmacy, what is known about the topic
and the research gap, the scientific rationale, and innovative
aspects of the study, should be clearly provided. Originality
needs to be justified and demonstrated particularly for jour-
nals targeting an international readership. Authors should
demonstrate awareness of seminal publications in the field,
incorporating recent literature and any systematic reviews.
In addition, authors should provide both an international
and national perspective, and refrain from giving a historical
account. The information presented should guide the read-
ers to the aims/objectives, which are included at the end of
the introduction. A tip is to avoid over-exaggerated claims
or expressions such as “novel,” “first time,” and “first ever”,
except when this is really the case [2, 8, 9, 13, 34, 39].

Method section

The method section should provide a transparent, sufficiently
detailed, and reproducible description of ow the study
was conducted to allow replication. Established reporting
guidelines from the EQUATOR Network should be fol-
lowed when formatting a research paper (e.g. COREQ for
qualitative research, TIDieR to describe interventions) [40].
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Justification of the method selected, study setting, sampling,
inclusion and exclusion criteria, development and psycho-
metric evaluation of research instruments, data collection
procedure, and data analysis approaches, must be clearly
described. Details of the study protocol including valida-
tion could be published in a separate article, especially if
word count is an issue. Any previously published protocols
or research instruments used should be referred to, however
details of established methods need not be repeated, and
references/supporting materials should be used. It is also
of utmost importance to add a statement to confirm that
the research was conducted in accordance with the relevant
ethics committee/institutional review board, and that par-
ticipant consent was obtained as applicable [8, 13, 33, 41].
The method section is crucial for reviewers in appraising the
work, and incomplete or inaccurate descriptions could result
in the manuscript being rejected [42].

Results section

The results section describes what the research has found.
Only key research findings should be presented; however, it
is important to remember that most journals allow inclusion
of supplementary material for additional data to reinforce
the conclusion. The results should be presented clearly and
accurately, should link to the aims/objectives and generally
follow the same order with respect to outcomes as described
in the methods section. It is advisable to divide the results
into sub-headings to keep results of the same type together,
such as demographics, primary and secondary outcomes,
and to follow a logical flow. Authors should take advantage
of providing results in tables and figures, ensuring that they
are cross-referenced consecutively in the text, but avoiding
duplication. Each table and figure must be self-explanatory,
with accompanying titles, legends, and explanation of abbre-
viations that are clearly written and understandable. When
presenting tables and figures, authors should; not clutter
them with too much data, use well-selected scales, add data
labels, think about appropriate axis label size, select legible
font type, and size, and include clear symbols and data sets
that are easy to distinguish. The title of a table should be
included above the table, and for figures, the title should be
included below the figure. Authors should limit inclusion
of very long tables if possible; these may be included as
supplementary material. Reporting of statistical data should
follow a standard approach (e.g. mean and standard devia-
tion to report normally distributed data, median and inter-
percentile range to report skewed data, confidence interval,
p-values, significance level). Authors should use the Inter-
national System of Units of measurement, two significant
figures when reporting numbers unless more precision is
necessary, and avoid reporting percentages for very small

samples. Discussing the findings in the results section is a
common error, and interpretations should be reserved for
the discussion, with reference to other studies [8, 13, 34].

Discussion and conclusion section

In the discussion, authors should respond to what the results
mean and how the work advances the field of clinical phar-
macy. A manuscript is often rejected if the discussion is
weak [42]. Authors should commence by providing a clear
and grounded summary of the key findings to ensure that
focus is maintained, and addressing the study aims/objec-
tives. This is followed by interpretation, and not reiteration,
of the presented results in the context of published literature.
Results should be related to those of similar studies, attempt-
ing to explain why similar or contradictory results were
obtained. Tips to consider include avoiding statements that
go beyond what the results can support, and avoiding sudden
introduction of new terms or ideas. It is possible to specu-
late on possible interpretations, however these should be
rooted in fact. Authors should indicate the study’s strengths
without overemphasising, discuss the implications to clinical
practice, and put forward recommendations for future work/
research. The study’s strengths and limitations, and how they
impact the generalisability/transferability of findings should
be discussed.

A clear, concise, and convincing conclusion that corre-
sponds to the study’s objectives and results, and that rein-
forces the significance of the research and implications
for practice should be presented. If trivial statements are
included, reviewers will find it difficult to critically analyse
the work and whether it merits publication in the journal.
The results may not be generalisable/transferable to other
study populations, so words such as ‘may’ should be used
when extrapolating results [8, 9, 13, 34, 42].

Other statements and declarations

Many journals require specifying how each author contrib-
uted to the study design and/or writing of the manuscript,
justifying authorship. All authors must approve the final
version of the manuscript. Relevant conflicts of interest the
authors may have should be disclosed, and persons who have
contributed to the manuscript but not to the extent to qualify
for authorship, including data collectors, collaborators, study
participants and proof-readers, should be duly thanked. It
is cordial to check that those being acknowledged agree to
be named in the paper. It is important to disclose funding
sources, including any grant or fellowship [8, 29, 34].
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References section

Although formatting of references is nowadays easier due
to available software (e.g. EndNote), there are typically
more errors in the presentation of in-text citations and ref-
erence list than in any other part of the manuscript [42]. It
is important to follow the referencing style of the journal
and to cite all scientific publications on which the work is
based. However, the manuscript should not be inflated with
too many references. Recent publications should be priori-
tised and citing articles from predatory journals should be
avoided. Self-citations and personal communications should
be minimised. Unpublished work should only be cited if
it contributes significantly to the manuscript. Spelling of
author names, year of publication, usage of ‘et al.,” punc-
tuation, and whether all references are included should be
checked [8, 34].

Submission

Authors should be mindful that content is essential and use
of language and presentation are critical, hence proofread-
ing prior to submission is crucial. Most journals provide a
checklist including specific requirements for different types
of articles. Table 2 provides a checklist for revision and edit-
ing before manuscript submission. A manuscript should not
be submitted to more than one journal concurrently.

Responding to peer review feedback

Peer review feedback is a central component of the publica-
tion process and it is common to receive minor or major revi-
sions. It is reasonable to feel disappointed upon receiving
peer review feedback, however it is crucial not to respond to
comments impulsively. Authors should take adequate time to

Table 2 Final checklist before submission of an article to a journal

review the comments, discuss with co-authors/project team
and formulate comprehensive responses, acknowledging the
reviewers’ insight, and clearly highlighting any amendments
made. As an author it is important to also prepare for pos-
sible rejection, and this does not mean that the manuscript
has no value. Various papers that have resulted in important
translation of knowledge were not accepted to the first jour-
nal to which they were submitted, hence it is important to
take the peer review feedback on board to improve quality of
the manuscript and to try another journal [2, 10, 12, 13, 34].
Furthermore, clinical pharmacy researchers can facilitate the
efficiency of the publication process by being more proactive
in becoming involved as peer reviewers, as highlighted in the
Granada statements [3].

Concluding thoughts

A well-written manuscript enables readers, especially
reviewers and editors, to easily grasp the scientific signifi-
cance. Writing a good manuscript is not easy, and there is no
secret formula for success. Yet, publishing is a very reward-
ing endeavour. Successful publishing requires preparation,
perseverance, diligence and learning from disappointments.

Following publication of guidance about writing a suc-
cessful grant application [43], this guidance was also pre-
pared by the Research Committee of ESCP as a part of
ESCP’s commitment towards “disseminating clinical phar-
macy research findings”. Tips for success in the publication
process are to start early and include a publication strategy
in the study protocol, choose an appropriate journal, strictly
observe the guidelines and requirements for authors of the
selected journal, and to follow the recommendations pro-
vided in this commentary.

Research dissemination is a responsibility for all pharma-
cists, including clinical pharmacists, as a foundation for new
research and the application of findings [44]. Clinical phar-
macy researchers should provide publications that advance

Is the language clear and precise? Where possible have article proofread by a fluent English (or the chosen language) speaker

Are there smooth transitions between sections?
Is the text in a logical order and well-structured?
Are all abbreviations used in the article explained?

Are the tables and figures in the right order?

Are the references and in-text citations in accordance with the journal’s author instructions?

Perform a final word count check

Is a cover letter to the editor prepared? The letter should put the study in context, explain why the research is of importance to the journal’s audi-
ence and why it should be considered for publication in the journal. The letter should also contain a statement that the manuscript has not been
submitted elsewhere in similar form, should state that all authors have contributed significantly to the publication and that all authors are aware

of the submission and agree with it

Is the title page comprehensive according to instructions for authors?

@ Springer
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knowledge and understanding. They have an obligation
towards responsible research reporting, adopting research
integrity and ensuring that publications are clear, accurate,
complete, and balanced, avoiding misleading, selective, or
ambiguous reporting [29, 45].

Acknowledgements The research work of Associate Professor Daniela
Fialova was supported by institutional program ‘Cooperatio’ at the
Faculty of Pharmacy, Charles University, Czech Republic.

Funding Open Access funding provided by the University of Malta.
The authors declare that no funds, grants, or other support were
received during the preparation of this manuscript.

Conflicts of interest Vibhu Paudyal and Anita Weidmann are Associ-
ate editors of the International Journal of Clinical Pharmacy. They had
no role in handling the manuscript, specifcally the processes of edito-
rial review, peer review and decision-making.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source,
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a
copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

References

1. Dreischulte T, van den Bemt B, Steurbaut S. European Society of
Clinical Pharmacy definition of the term clinical pharmacy and
its relationship to pharmaceutical care: a position paper. Int J Clin
Pharm. 2022;44:837-42.

2. Edwards DJ. Dissemination of research results: on the path to
practice change. Can J Hosp Pharm. 2015;68:465-9.

3. Fernandez-Llimos F, Desselle S, Stewart D, et al. Improving the
quality of publications in and advancing the paradigms of clinical
and social pharmacy practice research: the Granada Statements.
Int J Clin Pharm. 2023;45:285-92.

4. Rawat S, Meena M. Publish or perish: Where are we heading? J
Res Med Sci. 2014;19:87-9.

5. Powell K. Does it take too long to publish research? Nature.
2016;530:148-51.

6. O’Brien A, Graf C, McKellar K. How publishers and editors can
help early career researchers: recommendations from a roundtable
discussion. Learn Publ. 2019;32:383-93.

7. Desselle SP, Chen AM, Amin M, et al. Generosity, collegial-
ity, and scientific accuracy when writing and reviewing original
research. Res Social Adm Pharm. 2020;16:261-5.

8. Dowdall M. How to write a research article to submit for publica-
tion. Pharm J. 2016;297:304-7.

9. Busse C, August E. How to write and publish a research paper for
a peer-reviewed journal. J Cancer Educ. 2021;36:909-13.

10. Voight ML, Hoogenboom BJ. Publishing your work in a journal:
understanding the peer review process. Int J Sports Phys Ther.
2012;7:452-60.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

217.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

Mendes AM, Tonin FS, Mainka FF, et al. Publication speed in
pharmacy practice journals: a comparative analysis. PLoS ONE.
2021;16(6): e0253713.

Huisman J, Smits J. Duration and quality of the peer review pro-
cess: the author’s perspective. Scientometrics. 2017;113:633-50.
Hammond DA, Rech MA. A “how-to” guide for effectively writ-
ing a publishable research manuscript. ] Am Coll Clin Pharm.
2020;3:818-24.

Ioannidis JPA, Thombs BD. A user’s guide to inflated and manipu-
lated impact factors. Eur J Clin Invest. 2019;49(9): e13151.
Mendes AM, Tonin FS, Buzzi MF, et al. Mapping pharmacy
journals: a lexicographic analysis. Res Social Adm Pharm.
2019;15:1464-71.

Happe LE. Distinguishing predatory from reputable publishing
practices. J Manag Care Spec Pharm. 2020;26:956-60.

Beall J. Predatory publishers are corrupting open access. Nature.
2012;489:179.

Bowman JD. Predatory publishing, questionable peer review, and
fraudulent conferences. Am J Pharm Educ. 2014;78:176.
Shamseer L, Moher D, Maduekwe O, et al. Potential predatory
and legitimate biomedical journals: can you tell the difference?
A cross-sectional comparison. BMC Med. 2017;15:28.

Elmore SA, Weston EH. Predatory journals: what they are and
how to avoid them. Toxicol Pathol. 2020;48:607—-60.

Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE). 2023. https://publicatio
nethics.org/. Accessed 4 Nov 2023.

Open Access Scholarly Publishers Association (OASPA). 2022.
https://oaspa.org/. Accessed 4 Nov 2023.

Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ). 2023. https://doaj.
org/. Accessed 4 Nov 2023.

National Library of Medicine (NLM) Catalog. 2023. https://www.
ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nlmcatalog/. Accessed 4 Nov 2023.
International Journal of Clinical Pharmacy (IJCP). 2023. Submis-
sion guidelines. https://www.springer.com/journal/11096/submi
ssion-guidelines. Accessed 4 Nov 2023.

Seals DR. Publishing particulars: part 1. The big picture. Am J
Physiol Regul Integr Comp Physiol. 2023;324:R381-92.
Perneger TV, Hudelson PM. Writing a research article: advice to
beginners. Int J Qual Health Care. 2004;16:191-2.

Sollaci LB, Pereira MG. The introduction, methods, results, and
discussion (IMRaD) structure: a fifty-year survey. J Med Libr
Assoc. 2004;92:364-7.

Hoogenboom BJ, Manske RC. How to write a scientific article.
Int J Sports Phys Ther. 2012;7:512-7.

International Committee of Medical Journal Editors (ICMIJE).
Recommendations for the conduct, reporting, editing, and pub-
lication of scholarly work in medical journals. 2023. http://www.
icmje.org/recommendations/. Accessed 4 Nov 2023.

Tullu MS. Writing the title and abstract for a research paper:
being concise, precise, and meticulous is the key. Saudi J Anaesth.
2019;13:S12-17.

Methley AM, Campbell S, Chew-Graham C, et al. PICO, PICOS
and SPIDER: a comparison study of specificity and sensitivity in
three search tools for qualitative systematic reviews. BMC Health
Serv Res. 2014;14:579.

Dupree LH, Casapao AM. Research and scholarly methods: writ-
ing abstracts. J Am Coll Clin Pharm. 2023;6:1146-55.

Forero DA, Lopez-Leon S, Perry G. A brief guide to the sci-
ence and art of writing manuscripts in biomedicine. J Transl Med.
2020;18:425.

Fernandez-Llimos F, Salgado TM. Standardization of pharmacy
practice terminology and the medical subject headings (MeSH).
Res Social Adm Pharm. 2021;17:819-20.

Tonin FS, Gmiinder V, Bonetti AF, et al. Use of “pharmaceutical
services” medical subject headings (MeSH) in articles assessing

@ Springer


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://publicationethics.org/.
https://publicationethics.org/.
https://oaspa.org/
https://doaj.org/.
https://doaj.org/.
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nlmcatalog/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nlmcatalog/
https://www.springer.com/journal/11096/submission-guidelines.
https://www.springer.com/journal/11096/submission-guidelines.
http://www.icmje.org/recommendations/.
http://www.icmje.org/recommendations/.

554

International Journal of Clinical Pharmacy (2024) 46:548-554

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

pharmacists’ interventions. Explor Res Clin Soc Pharm. 2022;7:
100172.

van Mil JW, Henman M. Terminology, the importance of defining.
Int J Clin Pharm. 2016;38:709-13.

Gernant SA, Bacci JL, Upton C, et al. Three opportunities for
standardization: a literature review of the variation among phar-
macists’ patient care services terminology. Res Social Adm
Pharm. 2020;16:766-75.

MacLure K, Paudyal V, Stewart D. Reviewing the literature, how
systematic is systematic? Int J Clin Pharm. 2016;38:685-94.
Equator network. Reporting guidelines for main study types. 2023.
https://www.equator-network.org/. Accessed 4 Nov 2023.

Kallet RH. How to write the methods section of a research paper.
Respir Care. 2004;49:1229-32.

Borja A. 11 steps to structuring a science paper editors will take
seriously. Elsevier Connect. 2021. https://beta.elsevier.com/conne
ct/11-steps-to-structuring-a-science-paper-editors-will-take-serio
usly?trial=true. Accessed 4 Nov 2023.

@ Springer

43.

44,

45.

Weidmann A, Cadogan C, Fialova D, et al. How to write a suc-
cessful grant application: guidance provided by the European
society of clinical pharmacy. Int J Clin Pharm. 2023;45:781-6.
Stewart D, Cunningham S, Strath A, et al. A theoretically informed
survey of the views and experiences of practicing pharmacists on
research conduct, dissemination and translation. Res Social Adm
Pharm. 2019;15:1298-308.

Wager E, Kleinert S. Why do we need international standards on
responsible research publication for authors and editors? J Glob
Health. 2013;3: 020301.

Publisher's Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.


https://www.equator-network.org/.
https://beta.elsevier.com/connect/11-steps-to-structuring-a-science-paper-editors-will-take-seriously?trial=true.
https://beta.elsevier.com/connect/11-steps-to-structuring-a-science-paper-editors-will-take-seriously?trial=true.
https://beta.elsevier.com/connect/11-steps-to-structuring-a-science-paper-editors-will-take-seriously?trial=true.

	Writing a manuscript for publication in a peer-reviewed scientific journal: Guidance from the European Society of Clinical Pharmacy
	Abstract
	Background
	Choosing an appropriate journal and article format
	Structuring the manuscript
	Writing an impactful title
	The abstract
	Selecting suitable keywords
	Introduction section and review of literature
	Method section
	Results section
	Discussion and conclusion section
	Other statements and declarations
	References section
	Submission
	Responding to peer review feedback
	Concluding thoughts
	Acknowledgements 
	References




