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Wiley的历史 | Our History
• 创始于1807年，迄今已210+年历史

Founded 210 years ago in 1807

• Wiley家族第七代

7th generation of the Wiley family

• 服务于1500万研究人员和专业人士

15 million researchers and professionals

• 与高校合作222个在线项目

222 online program partnerships with universities

• 600万人使用我们的培训平台

6 million using our training platform

• 1700+本期刊

1700+ Journals across subject areas
• 450+诺奖得主

450+ Nobel Laureates

• 全球5100+员工

5100+ Employees

• 全球分布30个国家，76个办公室

76 offices, 30 countries 



Unmatched global network 无以伦比的全球合作网络
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Essential research and publishing brands built over decades
Wiley旗下的知名期刊品牌和合作伙伴
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Basic Structure of a Research Article







Visits to Wiley Online Library

June 2016 - July 2017





Wiley’s Data Sharing Policies



Choosing the Right Journal before Submission



选择目标期刊 –工具与资源

https://authorservices.wiley.com/



选刊工具



选择目标期刊

研究相关文献
所在期刊

Where do you 
read papers 

related to your 
research?

最青睐的期刊
Which journals 
do you like the 

most?

同行/导师
推荐的期刊

What do your 
peers 

/supervisors 
suggest/publish?

参考文献
所在期刊

Where were your 
references 
published?



选择目标期刊

• 阅读期刊宗旨与范围 Read Aims and Scope

• Multidisciplinary vs. specialty

• Clinical/Applied vs. Basic

• International vs. Regional

• 阅读作者指南 Read Author Guidelines 

• Find out what the editor is looking for – editorial policy, article type, regional development, etc.

• 订阅期刊目录 Subscribe to e-alert of the Table of Content

• Get to know the journal

• 发送摘要给主编 Submit your abstract to the Editor for suggestion



Writing a Good Cover Letter

• Why is this topic/result important?

• What are the key results – take home message?

• Why is it an advance on previous work?

• Why will this journal’s readers read it?

Key Component:

Also important:

• List related papers in press or under consideration

• Disclose conflicts of interest

• Provide reviewer suggestions

• As simple/short as possible



Surviving the Peer-review Process
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Text overlap: What is acceptable and what isn't

Plagiarism Detection

iThenticate is a software tool for 
comparing texts with existing 
publications and the internet in general

Not every 'hit' is a problem

MANUSCRIPT TITLE AND AUTHOR NAME
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Case Studies: What's Plagiarism And What Isn't?

1. Inevitable / Harmless
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Looks bad, but it's about standard 
experimental procedures – very 
difficult to rephrase, and why 
would one intentionally describe 
the same method differently? 
That could be understood as 
trying to make it look new.

2. Tolerable

Case Studies: What's Plagiarism And What Isn't?



The red overlap is harmless
(hundreds of papers on topic
published already).

The purple overlap is highly 
questionable. This was probably 
lifted intentionally from the 
source paper and only minimally 
modified.

3. Questionable...
If a manuscript displays a number of such overlaps, coincidence can be

ruled out – especially when the number of sources is very limited. 
The editor should take action!

Case Studies: What's Plagiarism And What Isn't?
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Editorial Assessment
• Conceptual advance

• What is already known in this area and related fields? What gap in knowledge motivates 
this research? How do the main claims of this study relate to benchmark prior 
publications? Is this field new, growing or mature? What new insight is offered by the 
current submission? If confirmation, or a negative finding, what is the value added?

• Potential interest

• Are many labs likely to conduct their research differently because of these findings? Is 
the paper likely attract readers beyond the immediate research community of the study? 
Is the main conclusion generalizable to other areas of genetics and genomics?

• Strength of conclusion

• What evidence and methods support the main claim of the study? Are the experimental 
and analytical approaches aligned with the current community standards? What are the 
technical issues with key datasets and workflows, what reviewer expertise might we 
need? Are the authors skeptical, are alternative interpretations ruled out? Is there clear 
separation of hypothesis generation and testing? Are conclusions replicated or 
supported by multiple lines of evidence?

Editor-in-chief
Myles Axton

Volume 1, Issue 1 
December 2020

https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/page/journal/26416573/homepage/author-guidelines/submission



同行评审类型 –常见类型

类型 优点 Pros 缺点 Cons

单盲评审 Single Blind

• Author Known

• Reviewer Unknown

• Anonymity allows the reviewer to be honest 

• Knowing the author allows the reviewer to use 

their knowledge of previous research

• Potential for discrimination

• Knowledge of the author may overshadow the 

quality of the work

双盲评审 Double-Blind

• Author Unknown

• Reviewer Unknown

• Prevents  bias

• Protection against criticism for both authors 

and reviewers

• Author still identifiable (writing style, topic, 

citations)

• Knowledge of the author’s identity could help 

the reviewer come to a more informed 

judgement

开放同行评审 Open 

• Author Known

• Reviewer Known
Reviewer comments are sometimes 

published alongside paper

• Encourages accountability and civility

• Reviewers are more motivated to do a 

thorough job

• Some reviewers might refuse to review

• Reviewers could be reluctant to criticize the 

work of more senior researchers



Step by Step Guide to Reviewing a Manuscript

• The invitation to review contains title and abstract

• The First Read-Through:
• What is the main question addressed by the research? How original is the topic? Is the text 

clear and easy to read? 
• Spotting potential major flaws: methodology/figures/tables

• The Second Read-Through: raise a problem, provide a solution

• Form a report and give recommendation

https://authorservices.wiley.com/

https://authorservices.wiley.com/Reviewers/journal-reviewers/how-to-perform-a-peer-review/step-by-step-guide-to-reviewing-a-manuscript.html



同行评审 –修改 Revisions requested: Before you respond

 Remember: Editors/Reviewers are just trying to help

 Don’t get angry – it is not personal

 Don’t respond immediately

 Seek advice from your supervisor or colleagues
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同行评审 –修改 Revisions requested: How should I revise?

Carefully consider reviewer comments

Not all changes that the reviewers want have to be made…

Prepare revision

• Revise manuscript

• Highlight changes in manuscript!

• Point-by-point response to all reviewer issues

• Changes made and why which changes were not made!

Need to convince editor and reviewers!



Should I Appeal? 

Occasionally, yes
 Importance, impact or 

novelty missed by the 
editor / referees

(Need for a good cover letter!)

 Factual errors in referee 
reports that led to rejection

Usually, no
 Risk of long time to 

publication

 Good papers are noticed 
and cited no matter where 
they are published

 Criticism may be valid!



文章被接收后 Congrats, but please keep attention

 Signing copyright form – your action please

 Typesetting – Peer reviewed version online (5 days)

 Copyediting 

 Proofreading – your action again

 Your last chance to check

 Respond quickly

 Revise minor errors only

 Do not change house style

 Final approval by the Editor

 Published online as Early View 

 Published in an issue – Final version online/print with an issue



Promoting your published work



总结 Summary

多读，多写，多说



Thank you!

Wiley公众号 Material Views         Advanced Science News           Wiley生态学


