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Who am I  

• Australian NHMRC Senior Fellow  

• Professor, UNSW Medicine; Visiting Professor in Thailand, 
USA, Vietnam (Hanoi Medical University) 

• Group leader, Osteoporosis Genetics, Garvan Institute of 
Medical Research  

• More than 200 publications in leading journals, including 
Nature, Science, New England Journal of Medicine, Lancet, 
JAMA, Ann Int Med`, BMJ, etc. H index = 59 

• Editorial board: JBMR, JCEM, OI, Bone, JCD 

• Associate Editor: BMC Musculoskel Dis, BMC Endo 

• Expert reviewer for >20 journals, professorship applications, 
fellowship applications worldwide  
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Why publication ? 
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Science and publication 

Without publication, science is dead 

Gerard Piel 

 



Khu Công Nghệ Cao  TP Hồ Chí Minh  27/12/2012 © Tuan V. Nguyen 

Publish or perish 

Funding 

Bodies 

Scientists / 

Clinicians 
Grant  

Writing 

Journal 

Publication 



Khu Công Nghệ Cao  TP Hồ Chí Minh  27/12/2012 © Tuan V. Nguyen 

Why publication ? 

• Ideal  

– Advancement of knowledge with the hope of 
improvement in healthcare 

– Share research with colleagues around the world 

• Practical 

– to get funding 

– to get promoted 

– to get a job and … to keep a job! 
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More personal reasons … 

• …

??? 

get 

promote

d…??? 

 However, editors, reviewers, and research community 
don’t consider these reasons when assessing your work. 
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Vietnam's  

Scientific Productivity   
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Number of papers published in ISI journals 

between 1966 and 2011 
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Changes in research areas  

Area of research  1980 – 1989 1990 – 1999 2000-11 

Biomedical science 6,7  31,9  27,6  

Mathematics  33,2  24,4  13,6  

Physics 25,6  21,6  15,2  

Chemistry 10,1  6,2  8,2  

Engineering, 
mechanics, material 
science, computer 
science  

12,6  15,5  12,5  

Tỉ trọng (%) bài báo khoa học phân chia theo ngành nghiên cứu  
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International collaboration (%) 
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Countries collaborated with Vietnam 
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Ten leading areas of research  
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Quality of research 

Country 

Number 
of papers  

2000-
2001 

Total 
citations  

2001-2006 

Average 
citation 

per paper  

H index  

Vietnam  675 6576 9,74 33 

Thailand  2.590 23.550 9,09 50 

Malaysia  1.810 11.681 6,45 37 

Indonesia  954 9036 9,47 36 

Philippines  717 6.688 9,33 32 

Singapore 7.605 70.393 9,26 75 
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Citation by area of research  

Area of research  
No. Of 

papers 1996-
2005 

Number of citations (% of total) 

0 citation  1-5 citations  6+ citations 

Biomedical science  1149 17,8 39,9 42,2 

Mathematics 452 43,8 43,8 12,4 

Physics  450 30,9 46,7 22,4 

Engineering 406 43,8 38,4 17,7 

Agriculture  406 31,3 43,6 25,1 

Chemistry 385 17,4 43,9 38,7 

Material science  288 28,8 50,7 20,5 

Environmental science  228 25,9 50,4 23,7 

Economics  141 31,9 52,5 15,6 

Biotechnology 67 26,9 38,8 34,3 

Social sciences  69 21,7 58,0 20,3 

All areas of research  3456 23,1 44,5 32,4 
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World ranking 

Discipline  Vietnam Thailand  Malaysia  Indonesia  Philippines Singapore  

All areas (n=236)  68 42 43 64 70 32 

  H index  62 39 54 58 56 31 

Biomedicine  (n=224)  70 36 46 68 71 35 

   H index 50 38 63 69 56 35 

Mathematics (n=183)  56 53 49 75 81 33 

   H index  50 60 67 86 82 25 

Physics (n=187) 64 55 40 73 78 31 

  H index 59 61 67 71 86 33 

Engineering (n=207)   74 43 38 66 79 18 

  H index  70 44 41 68 78 17 

Social Sci (n=220)  69 43 41 57 50 29 

  H index  65 40 55 51 67 24 
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Knowledge economy index  

Country  KEI  KI  Innov  Edu  ICT  

Vietnam (104)  3.40  3.60  2.75  2.99 5.05 

Thailand (66) 5.21 5.25 5.95 4.23 5.55 

Malaysia (48) 6.10 6.25 6.91 5.22 6.61 

Indonesia (108)  3.11 2.99 3.24 3.20 2.52 

Philippines (92) 3.94 3.81 3.77 4.64 3.03 

Singapore (23) 8.26 7.79 9.49 5.09 8.78 

KEI Knowledge economy index; KI Knowledge index; Innov Innovation index; Edu 

Education index; ICT Information and communication technology.  
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Vietnamese universities in the SCImago list 

University Output  Int. 
collab. 

Quality 
index 

(%)  

Impact 
index  

Speciati
on 

index  

Excell
ence 
index 

(%) 

Leade
rship 
index 

(%) 

ĐHQG HCM 720 50.0 26.9 1.3 0.9 16.1 60 

ĐHQG HN 492 64.4 31.7 0.9 0.8 8.8 45 

Chulalongkorn 6880 35.0 37.8 0.9 0.6 8.9 68 

Mahidol 6217 42.3 47.7 1.0 0.7 9.9 55 

Malaya  6755 34.8 26.9 1.3 0.9 16.1 60 

Indonesia 846 53.9 36.3 0.7 0.7 7.8 51 

Philippines 779 47.5 21.9 0.7 0.6 7.2 73 

NUS  27089 44.3 60.6 1.6 0.5 19.7 61 
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Why manuscripts are 
rejected ? 
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Inside a journal’s office 

Manuscript 

Associate Editor 

2-3 Reviewers 

 

Accept with no revision 

Accept with minor revision 

Accept with major revision 

Reject 

 

 

Editor-in-Chief 

Authors 

Revisise ms 

One week 

1-3 months 

1-3 months 

Descion 

Editing  

& 

Production 
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Rules of thumbs 

• Bad research is almost always rejected 

• Sensational research usually accepted – ven if 
badly written! 

• Most papers are neither – gray zone 

• Therefore, little things can matter 
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Rejection is part of scientific life 

• BMJ: 1000 papers received each year 

• Rejection rate: 70 – 95% 

• Papers are rejected at 3 stages 

– Editorial (no review): 50% 

– After review: 45% 

– After review and revision: 5% 
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Reasons for rejection determined by editors  

• Relevance 
– Paper is of limited interest to the journal 

– Covers local issues only (sample type, geography, 
specific product, etc.). 

• Novelty 
–  Does not offer anything new 

–  Significance not immediately evident  

• Format/Style/Language 
– Failure to meet submission requirements 

– Unacceptably poor English 
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The most common reasons 

• Importance of the topic 

• Study design and methodology 

• Overall presentation of study and findings 

• Interpretation of the findings 
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Reason 1 - Importance of topic 

• Rehash of established facts 

• Insignificant research question 

• Irrelevant or unimportant topic 

• Low reader interest 

• Little clinical relevance 

• Not generalizable 
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Reason 2 - Study design and methodology 

• Poor experimental design 

• Vague/inadequate method description 

• Methods lack sufficient rigor 

• Failure to account for confounders 

• No control or improper control 

• No hypothesis 

• Biased protocol 

• Small sample size 

• Inappropriate statistical methods, or statistics not applied 
properly 
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Reason 3 - Presentation of results 

• Poor organization 

• Too long and verbose 

• Failure to communicate clearly 

• Poor grammar, syntax, or spelling 

• Excessively self-promotional 

• Poorly written abstract 
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Reason 4 - Interpretation of findings 

• Erroneous or unsupported conclusions 

• Conclusions disproportionate to results 

• Study design does not support inferences made 

• Inadequate link of findings to practice 

• Uncritical acceptance of statistical results 

• Failure to consider alternative explanations 

• Unexplained inconsistencies 

• Inflation of the importance of the findings 

• Interpretation not concordant with the data 

• Inadequate discussion 
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Rate of rejection by country 

 

USA 

N 

2252 

Rate of rejection (%) 

28 

Germany 263 32 

Canada 198 39 

UK 174 32 

France 153 38 

Italy 152 41 

Australia 60 45 

Japan 578 42 

Korea 457 35 

Taiwan 131 54 

China 123 42 

Switzerland 110 25 

India 79 73 
Source: Ehara S, Takahashi K. Am J Roentgen 2007;188:W113-6 
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Reasons for major revision or rejection of 

Taiwanese papers 

4%

9%

7%

8%

13%

2%

16%

7%7%

English Errors 

27%

Faulty methodology

Inadequate references

Poor quality supporting figures

Outside the scope of journal

Not enough contribution to field

Authors did not follow manuscript instructions 

Poor writing style and use of English

Title not representative of study

Subject of little novel interest or not generally 

  applicable

Poorly written discussion
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Manuscript deficiencies 

57 articles evaluated to Emerg Med—28 

accepted, 29 rejected/ pending of these 29: 

 Ambiguous methods 77% 

Ambiguous results 68% 

Conclusions not warranted by 
data 

72% 

Poor referencing 56% 

Inadequate study design 
description 

51% 

Unclear tables 49% 

Overly long discussion 49% 

Inadequate definition of terms 49% 

“Deficiencies in manuscript preparation are more frequent than 
mistakes in study design and execution. Specific training…in 
manuscript preparation is indicated.” 
 
Taylor and Brown, Emerg Med 13(4):444-50, 2001 
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Top 10 reasons for rejection: Pediatrics 

Novelty 

Relevance 
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Summary 
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Why publication?  

• Modest presence of Vietnam in international 
science arena 

•  Ideal: knowledge advancement, knowledge 
sharing  

• Practical: funding, promotion, job  
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Why manuscripts rejected?  

• Importance and relevance  

• Study design and methodology 

• Findings and interpretation  

• Writing  
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Cảm tạ  

• Australian National Health and Medical 
Research Council  

• Ban quản lí khu công nghệ cao TPHCM 


