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PEMILIHAN JURNAL



Pemilihan jurnal

➢ Apa fokus utama penelitian?
(tujuan & cakupan)

➢ Siapa yang akan tertarik? 
(target pembaca)

➢ Seberapa signifikan hasilnya?
(pengaruh)

➢ Dimana artikel serupa telah dipublikasikan?



Pemilihan jurnal

Faktor yang perlu dipertimbangkan

✓ Sesuai dengan bidang
✓ Frekuensi Penerbitan
✓ Impact Factor
✓ Target pembaca
✓ Tujuan dan ruang lingkup
✓ Akses terbuka atau sistem pelanggan
✓ Biaya
✓ Jenis publikasi



 Baca ”Guide for Authors” dengan cermat

Manuskrip yang bagus bisa ditolak jika tidak

dalam ruang lingkup jurnal





Apa yang diinginkan editor jurnal?

Ilmu yang berkualitas baik!

➢ Mampu melalui saringan pemeriksa (reviewer)

➢ Hasil penelitian original

➢ Menarik bagi pembaca jurnal

➢ Area penelitian aktif (menghasilkan banyak sitasi)

➢ Tulisan ringkas dan jelas



Etika publikasi

JANGAN…

Mengirim artikel yang sama kepada lebih dari 1 jurnal 

 Plagiat

 Kontribusi penulis yang tidak benar

 Pemalsuan dan rekayasa data

 Penggunaan subyek manusia dan hewan yang tidak sah



Lihatlah daftar kelengkapan, misalnya:

- Cover Letter

- Copy right transfer form

- Teks ditulis sesuai dengan format jurnal

- Angka dan tabel terbaca dan sesuai

- Referensi ditulis sesuai dengan format jurnal

Sebelum mengirimkan naskah ke editor



Manuscript 
Submission 

Checklist



• Kompetisi untuk ruang publikasi dan perhatian para editor sangat tinggi

• Tidak cukup mengirim manuskrip ke editor jurnal dengan surat pengantar

seperti di bawah ini:

Dear Editor-in-Chief,

I am sending you our manuscript entitled “Techniques to detect  circoviruses in Brazilian bird species” by 
Raye et al.

We would like to have the manuscript considered for publication in  Virology Methods Online. Please let 
me know of your decision at your  earliest convenience.

Sincerely yours,  

Warren Raye, PhD

Cover letters



•Alamat ditujukan ke editor secara pribadi

•Nyatakan judul naskah dan jenis publikasi Anda

• Berikan latar belakang singkat, dasar pemikiran dan deskripsi hasil

Anda

• Jelaskan pentingnya temuan Anda dan mengapa mereka menarik bagi

khalayak sasaran jurnal

Cover letters



Cover letters
Dear Dr Lisberger,

Please find enclosed our manuscript entitled “Amyloid-like inclusions in the brains of Huntington’s disease patients”,  by 

McGowan et al., which we would like to submit for publication as a Research Paper inNeuroscience.

Recent immunohistochemical studies have revealed the presence of neuronal inclusions containingan

N-terminal portion of the mutant huntingtin protein and ubiquitin in the brain tissues of Huntington’s disease (HD)  

patients; however, the role of these inclusions in the disease process has remained unclear. One suspected disease-

causing mechanism in Huntington’s disease and other polyglutamine disorders is the potential for the mutant  protein to 

undergo a conformational change to a more stable anti-parallel β-sheet structure…

Give the  
background to  
the research

To confirm if the immunohistochemically observed huntingtin- and ubiquitin-containing inclusions display amyloid  features, 

we performed Congo red staining and both polarizing and confocal microscopy on post-mortem human  brain tissues

obtained from five HD patients, two AD patients, and two normal controls. Congo red staining revealed  a small number of 

amyloid-like inclusions showing green birefringence by polarized microscopy, in a variety of  cortical regions.... ….detected 

inclusions observed in parallel sections, suggesting that only a relatively small  proportion of inclusions in HD adopt an 

amyloid-like structure.

What was  done 
and what  was
found

We believe our findings would appeal to a broad audience, such as the readership of Neuroscience. As a wide-

reaching journal publishing original research on all aspects of neuroscience…
Interest to  
journal’s readers

We confirm that this manuscript has not been published elsewhere and is not under consideration by another  journal. 

All authors have approved the manuscript and agree with submission to Neuroscience. We have read and  have abided by 

the statement of ethical standards for manuscripts submitted to Neuroscience. The authors have  no conflicts of interest 

to declare.

Conforms to  
journal  
requirements





Penggunaan gambar, tabel atau sebagian besar paragraf dari artikel jurnal, buku, 

publikasi lain - perlu mendapat izin

Ada 2 isu yang perlu diperhatikan:

1. isu etis

- tulis sumber referensi

2. Masalah hukum - perlu mendapat izin dari:

- penerbit (situs penerbit, cari “Permission")

- penulis (hubungi via email atau tulis surat)

Penulis bertanggung jawab untuk mendapatkan izin dan bukan penerbit

Izin untuk Mereproduksi Materi yang telah dipublikasi





PUBLISHING



PEER REVIEW

➢ Sangat sedikit manuskrip yang diterima

tanpa revisi

➢ Revisi kedua (bahkan ketiga) biasa terjadi

➢ Penolakan dan revisi merupakan bagian integral dari

proses peer review

➢ Peer review adalah proses yang positif





Peer Review
Very few papers are immediately accepted without need  
for any revisions

Major revisions

Acceptance

Complete rejection

Minor revisions

Journal editor decision



Alasan ditolak

➢ Gagal menyatakan hipotesis

➢ Tidak menjawab hipotesis

➢ Kontradiksi dalam manuskrip

➢ Diskusi dangkal atau bertele-tele

➢ Penggunaan istilah yang tidak konsisten

➢ Kesimpulan tidak didukung oleh data



•Apakah manuskrip itu cukup baru?
•Apakah manuskrip itu cukup luas diminati?

Novelty  

Significance
Aims and Scope  
Impact Factor

Peer Review – Apa yang dilihat oleh reviewer



Reviewer – Tentang manuskrip

➢ Apakah alasan dan tujuan didefinisikan?

➢ Apakah cukup latar belakang yang diberikan untuk memahami alasannya?

➢ Mungkinkah peneliti lain mampu mereproduksi eksperimen?

➢ Apakah hasilnya jelas dan dalam format terbaik?

➢ Apakah temuan tersebut dijelaskan dalam konteks?

➢ Apakah keterbatasan dibicarakan?

➢ Apakah kesimpulan didukung?

➢ Apakah literatur yang dikutip sesuai?

➢ Apakah ada kontradiksi dalam manuskrip?



Revisi – Bagaimana Menjawab

➢ Dengan sopan santun menanggapi semua komentar

pengulas (reviewer) ketika menulis surat tanggapan

➢ Buat menjadi mudah untuk melihat revisi yang telah

dibuat

➢ Jawaban harus merujuk kepada nomor baris dan

halaman

➢ Gunakan Font warna berbeda



Revisi – Bagaimana Menjawab

➢ Pertimbangkan eksperimen tambahan jika

disarankan

➢ Jika tidak setuju dengan reviewer, bisa

memberikan bukti dalam sanggahan Anda

dengan mengutip referensi

➢ Patuhi tenggat waktu



Surat Tanggapan - Revisi

Dear Dr. _: [address the editor by name]  Thank you for your 

consideration of our manuscript entitled

__ [insert article title here]. We have reviewed the comments of 

the reviewers and have thoroughly  revised the manuscript. We found the 

comments helpful,  and believe our revised manuscript represents a 

significant  improvement over our initial submission.

In response to the reviewers’ suggestions we have  [summarize the key 

changes here]



Surat Tanggapan - Revisi

[After the introduction to the response, address all reviewer points  individually.]

Reviewer Comment: In your analysis of the data you have chosen to use  a somewhat 

obscure fitting function (regression). In my opinion, a simple  Gaussian function would 

have sufficed. Moreover, the results would be  more instructive and easier to compare to 

previous results.

Response: We agree with the reviewer’s assessment of the analysis. Our  tailored function 

makes it impossible to fully interpret the data in terms of  the prevailing theories. In 

addition, in its current form it would be difficult  to tell that this measurement constitutes a 

significant improvement over  previously reported values. We have redone the analysis 

using a Gaussian  fitting function.



Surat Tanggapan - Revisi

Reviewer Comment: In your analysis of the data you have chosen to use a  somewhat 
obscure fitting function (regression). In my opinion, a simple  Gaussian function would have 
sufficed. Moreover, the results would be  more instructive and easier to compare to 
previous results.

Response: We agree with the reviewer that a simple Gaussian fit would  facilitate 

comparison with the results of other studies. However, our  tailored function allows for the 

analysis of the data in terms of the Smith  model [Smith et al, 1998]. We have added two 

sentences to the paper  (page 3, lines 10–12) to explain the use of this function and Smith’s

model.



Surat Tanggapan - Revisi

[Often, a review comment that is incorrect will still identify a part of the  paper that needs 
more explanation.]

Original: We then fit the data to a super-Gaussian. From this, we  extracted the 

reaction time [Smith et al. 1998].

Revised: We then fit the data to a super-Gaussian. We elected to use this  function to 

facilitate analysis using the Smith model [Smith et al. 1998].

According to the Smith model, the reaction time is dependent on the  intensity and width 

of the fitted peak. Using this model, we extracted the  reaction time.





BAHASA – Meminimalkan kesalahan

✓ Google Scholar to check for word usage

✓ Purdue University Online Writing Lab

✓ Target journal’s instructions

✓ Track changes and Comment functions

✓ Find (and replace) to check for consistency

✓ Word Count

✓ Spell Check (be careful)

✓ Custom Dictionaries and Online Glossaries  (provided by some 
academic societies)



English Proofreading

KGSupport: www.kgsupport.com

AJE: www.aje.com



Summary          Checklist for acceptance

➢ Studi yang dirancang dengan tepat

➢ Mematuhi pedoman etika

➢ Temuan dan hasil yang menarik

➢ Uji statistik yang benar

➢ Tulisannya jelas, ringkas dan akurat

➢ Signifikansi temuan dijelaskan

➢ Pilihan jurnal yang tepat

➢ Kepatuhan dengan “Panduan untuk Penulis”
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