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Getting abstracts and 

papers accepted 



Overview: 

• Meeting abstracts 

• The oral presentation 

• Preparing your paper 

• Reporting guidelines 



• Pick your meeting 

Meeting abstracts 



• Know the structure and stick to it 

 

• Space is limited – keep to the key messages 

 

• Try and determine the scoring system 

 

• Give your co-authors plenty of time to read and 

comment 

 

 

Meeting abstracts 



Abstract example 



• What is your overall opinion? 

 

• What aspects are missing? 

 

• Which elements have been done well? 

 

 

Activity 



• Ethics (3 words = “Following ethical 

permission/waiver…” 

• Design & setting 

• Inclusions/exclusions 

• Key outcome measures +/- gold standard 

• Statistics 

• Results – numerator and denominator! 

• Probability values and confidence intervals 

• Do they make sense? 

• Conclusion related to clinical practice 

Discussion 



Discussion 

Where are these data? 

 

If they are not in the results, 

remove from the rest! 

 



Discussion 

Good 

 

Good 

 



Discussion 

All? Some? How 

selected? 

 



Discussion 

Who cares! Also – is this 

generalisable? 

 

How did they define a 

positive and negative 

result? 

 



Discussion 

How long? How robustly? 

 



Discussion 

Ethics? 



Discussion 

How calculated? 

 Where are these? 

 

How can it be 96% Sn and 93% Sp if it was 

equivocal in 10% of patients? 

 



Discussion 

Where are these data? 

 



Discussion 

Where are the data to 

support this assertion? 

 



Above all else 

Don’t be this guy 

 



Above all else 

Redman HC  

Radiology 1986  

 



Above all else 

Redman HC  

Radiology 1986  

 



Summary 

• Clear purpose statement 

• Deal with ethics (3 words!) 

• Design (prospective / retrospective)  

• Setting (single / multicentre, secondary / tertiary care) 

• Inclusion and exclusion criteria – be specific! 

• Key outcome measures +/- gold standard 

• Statistics 

• Results – numerator and denominator! 

• Probability values and confidence intervals 

• Conclusion related to clinical practice 

• STICK TO THE RULES OF THE GAME! 



• Time is short – usually 7-10 minutes 

 

• Aim for 10-15 slides or ideally fewer 

 

• Leave 1-2 minutes for questions 

 

• Practice your timings 

 

• Emphasise the key points – no time for minutiae! 

 

The presentation 



• Structure like a paper – Introduction, M&M, Results, 

Discussion 

 

• Figures save a lot of explanation – especially for 

results – but also for M&M (?flowchart) 

 

• Use the questions as an opportunity to get ideas for 

future work, or to improve the paper (add to the 

limitations section!) 

The presentation 



• Pick a target journal early – but be realistic! 

 

 

Preparing the paper 



Preparing the paper 



Activity 

• What characteristics of your work will help you 

decide if a particular journal (e.g. Radiology) is the 

right target for your work? 

 



Discussion 

• Novelty 

 

• Importance to the field 

 

• Methodological rigour 

 

• Political / strategic importance of the message 

 

• Luck! With reviewers and editor… 

 

 



Activity 

• What resources can you use when drafting your 

paper? 

 



Discussion  

• Read the instructions for authors – and follow them! 

 

• Read previously published articles – helps you 

decide if your work is of a similar standard 

 

• Use checklists / reporting guidance (mandatory for 

Radiology, AJR, most “big” general journals, many 

specialty journals) 

 

• Best of all – learn from a senior colleague / mentor 

 



• These can be extremely helpful – and may also be 

helpful at the study design phase (or, even better, 

there may be an equivalent design checklist) 

 

• If you have to report whether or not you have done 

something – better to do the right thing at the outset! 

 

• Pick correct guideline for your study type 

 

• STARD, PRISMA (-P), CONSORT, STROBE 

 

 

Reporting guidelines 



Reporting guidelines 



Reporting guidelines 



Reporting guidelines 



Commonest mistakes (1) 

• Failure to adhere to the instructions for authors 

 

• Incomprehensible writing style 

 

• Irrelevant clinical question 

 

• Introduction too long 

 

• Not enough detail in M & M 

 

• Statistics all wrong 

 

 



Commonest mistakes (2) 

• No sample size / power calculation 

 

• No primary outcome 

 

• A million secondary outcomes 

 

• Obvious data dredging / p-hacking   

 

• Irredeemable bias 

 

• Overstatement of significance of results  



Commonest mistakes (2) 

• Simplest thing you can do to avoid these = speak to a 

statistician BEFORE you do anything else  

• Good quality work will have a research protocol, 

where design & analysis are considered in advance 

 

 



Ethics 



Ethics 

• Don’t duplicate 
 

• Don’t plagiarise (yourself or others) 
 

• Be clear (and inclusive) re: conflicts of interest 
 

• Make sure everyone who is an author, is an author! 
 

• Make sure everyone has seen the final draft before 

submission 
 

• Remember – misuse of statistics is unethical 

 

 



Who should be an author? 



Summary 

• Know your audience – abstract scorers, scientific 

session attendees, journal editors and reviewers 

 

• Stick to the rules – use the guidance 

 

• See what others have done well and badly 

 

• Use methodological and reporting checklists 

 

• Get help! 

 



Thank you 

Questions? 


