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and publication 
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academic 
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professionals. 
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Why is publishing so 

difficult? 
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• Number of recognised journals 

• Indexing and impact factor 

• Cost 

• Open-access and predatory journals 

• Language 

• Journal style 

• Popularity and low acceptance rate 
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  The publishing process:  

•          Peer-review process 

•          Subjectivity of review process 

•          Time from submission to publication 

•          Structure of feedback 

•          Lack of informative feedback 

•          Lack of support for scholarship        

     development 
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Research into peer review has mostly failed to show 
benefit but has shown a substantial downside (slow, 
expensive, largely a lottery, wasteful of scientific time, 
fails to detect most errors, rejects the truly original, 
and doesn’t guard against fraud.                    

 2011-2016 
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MedEdPublish 



What is MedEdPublish? 

 

An e-journal that relies on a post-publication 

review process that is transparent and 

removes the problems of publication bias, 

and attempts to address the problem areas 

of publication 

 



 

Key features 

Open access 

Low cost submission fee 

(AMEE individual and 

student members free) 

Transparent 

post-publication 

peer review 

Rapid publication  Promotion of 

dialogue / 

exchange of 

views 

Discussion of 

topical themes 

– themed 

issues 

Publication of 

replication studies, 

opinion pieces and  

case studies 

Sharing good 

practice 

Highlighting 

new 

innovations 



• AMEE originator 

• Editor 

• 3 Associate Editors 

• Editorial Board – 28 members 

• International Advisory Board 

• Panel of Reviewers – 87 members with wide 

range of interests 

• Reviewers at large- indeterminate number 

• Editorial office in Dundee, Scotland 

 

Governance: 



How it works 



• 364 manuscripts received – June 2015 to Aug 2017 

 

• 310 manuscripts published  

 

• Mean of 4 days from receipt to publication 

 

• Reviews generally within 24 hours 

 

• 119 ‘Recommended’ papers - June 2015 to Aug      

      2017 

• 843 reviews placed – June 2015 to Aug 2017 

 

Publications so far … 



• Failure of uploading 

• Ideas of paper not clear at all 

• Inappropriate methods used – research is 

wrong 

• Interpretation of results not correct 

• Writing skills – concise, clear messages? 

• First language not English – unable to 

understand 

• Plagiarism or repeat paper /  salami slicing 

Why are some papers not published- 

common issues of concern 

 
 
All given clear feedback and advice and 
opportunity to resubmit 
 
 



MANUSCRIPT TYPES 
 

● Case studies 

● Commentaries 

● Descriptions of a new education method or tool 

● Letters 

● Research articles 

● Personal views and opinion pieces 

● Practical tips and guidelines 

● Reviews of books, papers, reports or resources 

● Systematic reviews 



 

 

• Assessment 

• Comparative medical 

education 

• Continuing education 

• Curriculum evaluation / 

Quality assurance / 

Accreditation 

• Curriculum planning 

• Education management 

• Educational strategies 

• Educational theory 

• Learning outcomes / 

competency 
 

 

 

• Medical Education (General) 

• Postgraduate 

• Professionalism / Ethics 

• Research in medical education 

• Scholarship / publishing 

• Selection 

• Students / Trainees 

• Teachers / Trainers 

• Teaching / Learning 

• Technology 
 

19 Categories 



• Quarterly themed issues 

 

• Managed by a Guest Editor(s) and Administrator 

 

• Introduces currently topical themes to the journal 

 

• Opportunity to discuss a theme through the 

review process  

 

Themed Editions 



Upcoming themes: 
 

• Accessing Medical Education; what makes 

students go into medicine 

• Diversity in Medical Education 

• Faculty Development  

• Continuing Professional Development 

• Selection to medical school 

  
 



 
 

Step 1 - Register an account /    

log into your account  

 

Step 2 - Select the SUBMIT 

button from the top menu 

 

Step 3 - Click on the START 

PROCESS button 

 

Step 4 – Complete the 

Manuscript Submission Form 

and submit  

    SUBMIT              LOGIN / REGISTER 

How do I submit? 



● Series of fields and buttons used to insert and store content  

 

● Images, figures and tables inserted direct into the manuscript 

 

● Additional fields are created to section the manuscript, each with its 

own heading 

 

● Keywords added 
 

 

 

Manuscript Submission Form 



Viewing papers in an issue 



Interpreting a published paper 



Medical 

Teacher 

MedEdWorld Google 

Scholar 

Twitter 

Facebook AMEE 

communications 

SHARING OF PUBLISHED 

PAPERS 



MedEdPublish articles are peer reviewed after 
publication.  
 
- Open approach to peer review 
- Allows the medical education community to provide 

feedback 
- Sharing of expertise with colleagues at all levels 
- Avoids editorial bias  
- Increases the speed of publication 

 
Reviewers may include:  MedEdPublish Community 
             Panel of Reviewers 
             MedEdPublish Editor (s) 
             Editorial Board 
             Guest Editors  
   

 
 

 

 



How to submit a review 

• Log into your MedEdPublish account 

 

• Select the paper you wish to review and 

read 

 

• Scroll down to the bottom of the paper 

 

• Click on ‘Submit Review’, the review field 

will display 
 



A review should……. 
 

• Take the form of a constructive 
discussion 
 

• Outline the strengths and weaknesses 
of a paper 
 

• Average between 300 and 500 words 
in length 
 

• Give a flavour of who the paper may 
be of interest to 

 



Star-rating criteria 
 

 I strongly recommend this article as an important contribution to 

the field that should be read by everyone with an interest in the 

area. 

 

I recommend this article as a useful contribution to the field that 

should be read by those with an interest in the area. 

 

I recommend this article to be read by those working in the field 

despite having some reservations as noted in my review. 

 

I have reservations about this article as noted in my review but it 

may be of interest to those working in the field. 

 

I have serious reservations about this article but aspects may be 

of limited interest to those working in the particular area. 



A posted review 



How to submit a comment 

• Comments can only be placed in 
response to a review 
 

• Must offer constructive feedback to the 
person who has posted the review 
 

• Triggers an exchange of dialogue 
between the authors and the reader 
 

• Name of commentator is also displayed 
 



FURTHER INFORMATION 

www.mededpublish.org 
 
Twitter - @MedEdPublish 
 
Facebook - @MedEdWorld 
 
Editorial Team -     
 mededpublish@dundee.ac.uk 


