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Abstract. This editorial offers a comprehensive guide for researchers planning to publish in
high-impact education journals. It identifies common pitfalls in manuscript submissions and
provides practical recommendations to overcome them. The paper emphasizes the
importance of aligning with a journal's aims and scope, adhering to submission guidelines,
and effectively structuring the manuscript using the IMRAD model. It also addresses
weaknesses in various manuscript sections and underlines the significance of citing up-to-
date sources, detailed methodological descriptions, ethical considerations, and a logical flow
between sections. It concludes that respectful communication in response letters to
reviewers significantly impacts the publication decision. Additionally, it offers valuable
strategies to improve publication success in high-impact education journals.
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MNIABULWIEHHA AKOCTI PYKOMUCIB: TUMOBI NMOMUIIKU TA KPALLUI MNMPAKTUKU
HAMUCAHHSA CTATEN 3 NEOAIOMNYHUX HAYK

AHomauisi. PedakuiiHa cmammsi rporioHye rnpakmuyHi rnopadu Orsi O0CriOHUKI8, SKi
nnaHyroms rnybrnikyeamucs y 8UuCoKopelmuH208UX neda2o2iqYHuUX XypHanax. BusHavyeHo
muriosi rnomMusnku npu nodaHHi pykornucie ma HadaHo pekomeHOauii w000 iX YCyHEHHS.
[Midkpecnoembcsi  8axrnugicmb  Y3200)KE€HHS memMu  OOCHIOXKEHHS 3  Yinamu ma
rnpobriemamuKkor XypHary, OompuMaHHs rpaesusl popmamysaHHs1 ma egeKkmugHo20
cmpykmypyeaHHsi pykornucy 32i0Ho mooderni IMRAD. Takox po3sansdatombcs murosi
HeOdorniku pi3HUX po30inie pykornucy ma MniOKPecrIlnembCs 8axrusicmb UumyeaHHs
cyqacHux Oxepers, 0emarsibHo20 ornucy memodosnoaii O0CMiOKeHHs makumM YUHOM, Wob
B80HO byrio 8idmeoprogaHUM, emuKu Haykoeux 00ChiOXeHb ma Jio2idyHUX rnepexodie eio
00HO020 p0o30irny 00 iHWoeo. LLlaHobrnuse crinkKye8aHHs 3 peueH3eHmamMm ma AompuMaHHs ix
pekomeHdauili cymmeeo ernnuea€e Ha pPileHHS wodo nybrikauito. J[ompumaHHS
3anporoHogaHux cmpameeit crnpusmume nid8UWEHHs ycrniuwHocmi  nybnikauid y
BUCOKOPEUMUH208UX XypHarnax 3 neda2o2iyHuUx Hayk.

Knroyoei cnoea: Haykoea nybrnikauisi, XypHasnu 3 neda2o2idHux Hayk, rnodaHHsi pyKornucy,
peueH3ysaHHs, Memodosiozis 00CniOXeHHs, nybikayitHi cmpameai.

1. INTRODUCTION

Researchers, educators, and academic professionals aim to have their work
published in high-impact education journals, which provide a platform for disseminating
innovative research, influencing educational practices, and advancing academic careers.
However, the process of getting published in reputable journals is challenging due to strict
editorial standards, rigorous peer-review processes, and high competition among
submissions. This editorial aims to highlight problematic issues and common mistakes
observed in manuscripts submitted to the Advanced Education journal over the last two
years and provide a comprehensive guide to addressing these barriers. We hope that this
paper will assist researchers in overcoming the challenges of academic publishing and
increasing their chances of acceptance in prestigious journals in the field of education.

To be published in reputable educational journals, researchers must demonstrate
creativity, clear methodology, coherent writing, constructive engagement with peer review
feedback, and rigorous adherence to journal criteria. As highlighted by Lodge et al. (2024),
authors are expected to show how their study contributes to the advancement of current
knowledge and fills important gaps in the existing literature. Insufficient detail in the
methodology section often leads to difficulties in assessing the validity and reproducibility of
the research.

Au (2017) offers guidelines to improve publication chances, including strong research
justifications, concise and clear results, and meaningful conclusions. Additionally, the author
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proposes five key criteria that must be addressed: originality of the hypothesis, innovative
aims, up-to-date techniques, clear results, and significant conclusions. The title and abstract
also play crucial roles in attracting initial interest and summarizing the paper effectively,
thereby influencing reviewers' and readers' perceptions and decisions.

Busse and August (2020) provide researchers with a detailed guide to structuring and
writing each section of a scientific paper. The article outlines the importance of selecting a
target journal early, discusses the roles and responsibilities of authors, and offers detailed
advice on writing the introduction, methods, results, and discussion sections. It also
highlights common pitfalls and offers strategies for avoiding them, with the aim of improving
the quality and clarity of research manuscripts for successful publication.

Hunt et al. (2019) argue that to enhance the chances of acceptance, it is crucial to
present ideas clearly and effectively respond to reviewers' feedback. The response letter
should be professional, organized, and objective, addressing each reviewer's comment with
precise and evidence-backed replies. It's important to clearly explain the changes made to
the manuscript in response to reviewers' critiques. The authors offer ten key points to help
authors effectively respond to reviewers, emphasizing the importance of clear, concise, and
persuasive communication. Providing appropriate counterarguments and knowing when to
disagree with a reviewer are also discussed as essential components of the response
process.

This editorial will address crucial topics, including aligning with the journal’s aims and
scope, adhering to submission guidelines, and effectively structuring the manuscript.
Additionally, we will discuss responding to reviewers' comments. Given the acceptance rate
of no more than 25% in the Advanced Education journal, our goal is to provide researchers
with practical advice and strategies to improve their chances of publication in high-impact
education journals.

2. ALIGNMENT WITH THE JOURNAL’S SCOPE AND INSTRUCTIONS FOR
AUTHORS

It might sound surprising, but approximately one-third of all submissions to Advanced
Education are desk-rejected because they either fall outside the journal’s focus and scope
or fail to adhere to basic journal guidelines and standards. To increase the chances of
publication in high-impact education journals, it is important for researchers to strictly follow
the instructions for authors. We are interested in publishing research that offers innovative
approaches and practical solutions to contemporary issues in higher education, particularly
focusing on language teaching and educational technologies. Manuscripts should be
relevant to these areas, demonstrating how their findings can address current educational
challenges. Additionally, following the journal’s formatting and citation guidelines (APA style)
and submission steps are essential.

The Advanced Education Journal provides clear guidelines on manuscript
structure (IMRAD) and the content required for each section (see https://ae.fl.kpi.ua/about/
submissions#authorGuidelines). However, many submitted manuscripts do not meet these
basic requirements. Table 1 summarizes weak points in authors’ manuscripts and gives
recommendations for authors to overcome them.
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Table 1. Common weaknesses and suggestions for the improvement of research papers

Pitfall

Recommendation

Introduction

Overly broad scope

Define a specific scope to ensure the introduction is
focused and relevant

Poor organization and flow

Organize the introduction logically, progressing from
general background to specific research questions

Overloading with professional
jargon and abbreviations

Use clear and concise language to ensure readability

Inappropriate citations

Use appropriate and up-to-date citations to support claims

Lack of clear research
questions or hypotheses

Clearly define research questions or hypotheses to guide
the study

Aim is too vague

Clearly define the aim of the study

Ignoring the study's
contributions

Highlight how the study contributes to the existing body of
knowledge and addresses gaps in the literature

Methods

Ambiguous presentation

Follow a proposed structure for the methods section,
provide detailed and precise descriptions of all procedures
and techniques used

Research design not stated

Specify the type of research design you used (e.g.,
guantitative, qualitative, mixed), why it was chosen and
how it aligns with research objectives

Procedure is unclear

Outline each step of the procedure in chronological order,
Include details on how the study was conducted

Research not replicable

Provide enough information to allow for reproducibility and
detailed descriptions of data collection tools

No justification for
methods/sample

Clearly justify the methods and sample used in the study,
which ensures the validity and relevance of your research

Sole reliance on self-reported
satisfaction

Use additional measures to assess effectiveness, such as
actual learning outcomes

No ethical issues

Ensure informed consent, confidentiality, and ethical
treatment of participants

Results

Lack of coherency

Present results in a clear and coherent manner, ensure
results address the research questions

Only percentages are
presented, and no statistics

Use appropriate statistical analyses and report them

Text repeats data from tables

Avoid redundancy between text and tables; summarize
tables in text

Overuse of tables and figures

Use tables and figures reasonably and ensure they add
value to the research

References to literature in the
results section

Generally, avoid referencing literature in the results
section; focus solely on presenting the data and findings
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Discussion

Looks like a literature review

Focus on interpreting results and comparing them to
existing research

Contains new information

The discussion should only explain the results; avoid
adding new facts or data

Repeats detailed results

Summarize and interpret results, avoid repetition

No implications and
recommendations

Discuss the broader impact of the findings on practice,
policy, or future research and provide practical
suggestions or guidelines based on the study’s outcomes

No limitations

Acknowledge and discuss any limitations to the study to
guide accurate interpretation of the results

Conclusions

Do not reflect findings

Ensure that the study's results directly support the
conclusions drawn

Repeat results

Highlight the importance and implications of the research
rather than repeating the results

Overgeneralize results

Avoid making broad claims that extend beyond the data
collected and analyzed

No suggestions for future
research

Highlight specific areas where further research is needed
based on the study’s findings and limitations

The introduction sets the stage for your research. It should provide a clear
background, establish the context, and identify the research gap your study addresses. The
authors should explain clearly why their research is important and how it fits into the existing
body of knowledge. The properly formulated research gap highlights the novelty and
importance of your study. A research paper submitted to a reputable journal may be rejected
because authors fail to show the ‘niche’ in reviewing previous relevant studies to justify their
research. The most common strategy for identifying research gaps in applied linguistics
journal articles, according to Arsyad and Zainil (2023), is to claim insufficient research on a
specific aspect and highlight contradictory findings in previous studies.

The literature review should analyze the most recent sources in the field to ensure
that the research is informed by the latest developments and trends. Contemporary sources
reflect recent advancements, which is crucial for understanding the current state of
knowledge and identifying emerging research gaps. According to author guidelines of our
journal, it is recommended that the majority of cited sources come from reputable Scopus
or Web of Science (WoS) indexed journals published within the last five years. This
approach not only guarantees the relevance and quality of the sources but also ensures that
the research is grounded in up-to-date information. Citing recent and reputable sources
provides a more accurate and relevant analysis of the existing literature, thereby
strengthening the overall validity and impact of the research.

The methods section should provide a detailed and replicable description of the
research to provide context for readers to understand and interpret the results. A logical
structure is essential, typically including study design, participants, data collection
procedures, and analysis techniques. Procedures need to be specific and detailed to ensure
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replicability by other researchers. Clearly stating the tools and software used for data
analysis enhances transparency and reproducibility.

Outdated methods and inappropriate use of scales also undermine the reliability of
findings. Additionally, self-reported satisfaction with technologies should not be the sole
measure of effectiveness, as it doesn't necessarily reflect learning outcomes. Both
guantitative and qualitative methods need to align with current best practices, and results
must be reported accurately to maintain credibility and trustworthiness in the research
(Lodge et al., 2024).

The importance of ethical issues in educational research cannot be overstated since
they are crucial for maintaining the study's integrity and credibility while also protecting the
rights and well-being of the participants. Informed consent is a fundamental aspect, requiring
researchers to provide clear, comprehensive information about the study's purpose,
procedures, risks, and benefits (Abed, 2015). This allows participants to make voluntary and
informed decisions about their involvement. Strict measures must be taken to protect
confidentiality and anonymity to protect the identities and personal information of
participants.

The results section highlights the associations found in the study rather than focusing
solely on statistical tests (Busse & August, 2020). It directly addresses each aspect of the
research question and clearly explains the analysis and variables for each result. This
section presents the study findings without interpretation and is designed to be clear and
concise. Visuals are crafted to be easy to understand and accurately reflect the findings.
Every table and figure complements the text by conveying a clear message without restating
it, providing all essential information so the reader can grasp the conclusions without
referring back to the text. The title, legend, or footnote includes specific details on tests,
comparisons, and information about the study's sample and timing. Since figures often have
more visual appeal than tables, creating a figure when possible is recommended.

The discussion section interprets the results, compares them to previous research,
and explains their implications. It should not repeat the literature review but interpret results
in the context of existing research and highlight similarities and differences to contextualize
your findings. Authors should provide a thorough analysis of what their results mean and
discuss how they support or challenge existing theories and findings.

It is essential to include implications, recommendations, and limitations in the
discussion section for several reasons. Implications offer a deeper understanding of the
wider consequences of the research findings, demonstrating how the results can shape
practical applications, policies, or future research. Recommendations provide practical
suggestions or guidelines based on the study's results, contributing to their future
implementation. Recognizing and discussing limitations helps readers appropriately
evaluate the results and suggest areas that require additional investigation. In combination,
these elements enrich the discussion, making it more comprehensive and informative and
supporting a deeper understanding of the study's significance and applicability.

Linking the methods, results, and discussion sections to the research questions and
organizing them appropriately is essential for maintaining the coherence and clarity of a
research study. The methods section should detail the procedures and techniques used to
address the research questions, ensuring that the approach is transparent and replicable.
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The results section must present findings that directly answer these questions, providing
concrete evidence and data. This logical flow ensures that the study remains focused,
facilitates readers' understanding, and enhances the overall impact and validity of the
research.

In drawing conclusions, it is important that they accurately reflect the study's findings
and are directly supported by the results obtained. Conclusions should emphasize the
significance and implications of the research rather than merely repeating the results.
Overgeneralization of findings should be avoided to prevent making claims that extend
beyond the data collected and analyzed. Additionally, suggesting areas for future research
is crucial, as it identifies specific opportunities for further investigation based on the study’s
findings and limitations. This approach ensures that the conclusions are meaningful,
focused, and valuable for advancing the field.

3. RESPONDING TO THE REVIEWERS’ COMMENTS

The peer review process is a crucial part of the publication process in the Advanced
Education journal. The journal employs a double-blind peer review process, meaning the
identities of both reviewers and authors remain confidential. Authors should not expect a
quick review process, as it requires time to find suitable reviewers, evaluate the manuscript,
and prepare comprehensive feedback for the authors. Reviewers evaluate manuscripts on
a voluntary basis. Upon receiving feedback, authors are expected to revise their manuscripts
in accordance with the reviewers’ recommendations, responding to all comments in a
thorough and respectful manner.

When responding to reviewers, authors should clearly explain the changes made and
provide polite, well-supported justifications for any suggestions they choose not to
implement. Disagreements with reviewers should be approached respectfully, with relevant
references provided to support the authors' position. If applicable, additional unpublished
data can be included to strengthen the manuscript’s findings (Hunt et al., 2019). It is
essential to highlight all changes made, recognizing that reviewers have limited time and
should not be required to reread the same text multiple times. Prompt submission of the
revised manuscript is recommended, ideally within a few weeks. Delayed revisions can
postpone the publication process, potentially leading to a loss of momentum and a negative
perception of the author's commitment to addressing the feedback provided.

Responding to all comments is essential, and constructive feedback should be seen
as a chance to improve work. The response letter often serves as the main document read
after the initial review, so it must be thorough and well-written. Maintaining a balanced tone,
including supporting information, and ensuring the text is written in proper English are vital
steps (Hunt et al, 2019). The article may still be rejected if the reviewers' comments have
not been adequately addressed or proper justification for not implementing certain
suggestions has not been provided. The thoroughness and respectfulness of the response
play a significant role in the final decision regarding the manuscript.
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4. CONCLUSIONS

Successful publishing in high-impact education journals requires researchers to
adopt a strategic approach centered on manuscript quality, adherence to submission
guidelines, and constructive engagement with the peer review process. A significant number
of submissions are desk-rejected because they either fall outside the journal’s focus or fail
to follow instructions for authors. This editorial outlines the prevalent challenges and
common pitfalls that authors encounter, providing a roadmap for improving manuscript
structure, aligning with journal standards, and addressing reviewers' feedback. Key
recommendations include clarity and conciseness in material organization, up-to-date
content, replicable methodologies, and thoroughly addressing all review comments in a
respectful and justified manner. By adopting these practices, researchers can significantly
enhance their chances of successful publication, contributing to advancements in the field
of education.
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