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Who am I?

• JACMP 
– Associate editor member and reviewer since 2005

• Also review for these fine periodicals:
– Practical Radiation Oncology 
– Radiation Oncology 
– Medical Dosimetry
– Brachytherapy Journal 
– International Journal of Radiation Oncology, Biology, 

Physics 
– Medical Physics



Goal of my talk

• Learning objective # 3: Attendees will learn 
what typical submission mistakes and 
difficulties are from the perspective of a 
section editor and experienced article 
reviewer.
– Aka “Here's how I can help you get a paper 

published quickly and easily and save you a lot of 
work”



Reviewers are there to help you!

Keep an open mind, don’t be defensive even though 
the review is filled with constructive criticism. 



Author Guidelines

• Know the Aim & 
Scope of the journal.

• Make sure the type of 
submission is correct 
(Original, technical 
note, etc).

• read this BEFORE you 
write your paper



Author Guidelines, Cont.



Author Guidelines, Cont.



Submission Preparation Checklist



Let’s start at the beginning

• Dr. Mills screens and briefly reviews your initial 
submission

• Determines a section editor to assign based on 
editor’s preferred topics (e.g. Brachytherapy, 
Radiosurgery, Planning, etc).

• The section editor then begins the initial review 
process. This may include a quick read of the 
manuscript. Then reviewers are assigned.

• The review is blinded… Unless you reveal your 
institution* or other clearly identifying features in 
your manuscript.



JACMP has double blind reviews
Journal Name/Abbreviation Review Methodology

JACMP Double blind

Journal of Medical Physics Double blind

Medical Physics Single blind

IJROBP Double blind

PRO Double blind

Green Journal Double blind

Brachytherapy Single blind



How do I get assigned to review?

• Section editors have several tricks to find 
reviewers:
– Personally knowing someone with expertise in 

that subject area
– Registered reviewers have self-identified 

categories that can be searched
– You are cited in the manuscript! Therefore you 

must know something about it.
– You have published in a similar topic but not cited 

by the authors. 



As a reviewer:

• I read the title and authorship pages to 
confirm I have no conflict of interest.

• I briefly scan the article electronically to make 
sure it is complete, readable, ready for review, 
and the format is correct.

• I print it and all the figures/tables in color.
• I carry it around with me in my bag until I get 

those nagging reminder emails that I am tardy 
on my review!



Abstract

• Do I understand what you have done and what 
the paper is about just by reading your abstract?

• Do you have a hypothesis or question you are 
trying to answer? 

• I liken this to a book report you had to write in 
the 4th grade where you summarize a book you 
just read.

• It should describe all the aspects of the research 
you have performed in succinct terms. 
– Example: MC vs experiment

• Your key words should be like a twitter summary!



Introduction

• Historical context and motivation is important. 
But – this should be short and sweet. 

• Know what your audience knows- Every 
clinical physicist in the universe knows what 
IMRT is. Short and sweet.

• Describe the problem you are trying to solve.
• Explain how solving this problem will 

contribute to the scientific community.



Methods
• Details, details, details.  We want to know it 

all. 
– CT scans: include CT scanner type, scan protocol, 

slice thickness, immobilization devices, 
accessories used (ABC, etc).

– Planning technique: TPS vendor, version number, 
algorithm employed, dose grid….

– Any equipment (ion chambers, 
phantoms, etc) should be described
And the vendor noted/located.



Methods, cont

If you have a 
complicated 
experimental setup, a 
diagram and/or 
photograph is an 
excellent way to help 
the reader AND 
reviewer understand 
what you did!

Johnstone et al.: Modeling of a radiotherapy X-
ray source



Results

• Find the most logical and effective way to 
communicate your results. Figure? Table? 
Explanation? 

Stojadinovic et al: Breaking bad IMRT QA practice



Results
• Make your tables, graphs, and figures legible. 

Amoush et al.: Potential systematic uncertainties in IGRT



Discussion

– Explain how this work will help a clinical physicist 
or the relevance that the reader can ‘take home.’



Conclusions

• You should answer the question that you asked in your 
hypothesis, or describe the problem you solved.

• Your conclusions should be proven in the work that you have 
submitted and supported by the data.

• Everyone knows that there is more work to be done!



Citations/References

• You should cite modern and relevant authors 
in the field.

• You don’t have to cite them ALL, but you 
should pick a few in a nice sample of 
authors/clinics.

• You can cite yourself, but don’t make it a copy 
of your CV. 

• Cite relevant resources both from JACMP and 
other journals.



Citations/References, Cont

• From the Submission Preparation Checklist:
– “(8) IMPORTANT - Perform a Google Scholar search on the 

keywords of your article as well as key terms from your 
title and abstract followed by "JACMP". This should locate 
all JACMP articles that should be cited by your article in 
order to maintain the continuity of the investigational 
narrative within the JACMP community. Please be sure to 
cite all relevant JACMP articles for your submission.”

• Advanced trick: if you put site:jacmp.org google 
will only search that site. More accurate than just 
putting jacmp in the search terms.

http://jacmp.org/


Other random things I also do

• Locations for vendors

• Search your citations and check for accuracy, 
especially if the information cited is crucial for 
your work. 

• Check for other work that perhaps you missed 
and should have cited

• Will make suggestions on how to truly make your 
paper more interesting and successful – I want 
you to succeed!

“The phantom was scanned using a Brilliance CT Big Bore (Phillips Healthcare, 
Andover, MA) and imported to Pinnacle (Philips Medical Systems, Inc., Fitchburg, 
WI) for treatment planning. “  -Stojadinovic, et al, JACMP Vol 16(3), 2015.



Thank you!
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