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How do I get my work published? On publishing in international peer reviewed journals.
There is a saying among academics – either publish or you perish. On the current international research arena and if you want to compete on the academic rankings systems this is possibly true. There are several rankings and all will somehow tell you how valuable your work is. There is ranking of universities, of journals and of academics themselves (h-index). These various rankings and metrics are meant to tell something about what is quality. I am not going to pursue this further, but know that this might matter for you and for your university. It will depend on the educational policy of your country, and your university how this will influence your work. Unless you are especially concerned about building up a career that can document a high ranking, you might rest assured that you can still do good research for the field you are in and for your institution without having to monitor theses various rankings systems. Doing good research and publishing it for the common good, this is the bottom line of what research is about. So getting you priorities right might be a first thing to handle if you want to publish your research. Ask yourself: Why am I publishing this work, and for whom am I publishing it? 
Как я могу опубликовать свою работу? О публикации в международных рецензируемых журналах.
Есть высказывание среди ученых – вы либо публикуйте, либо погибнете. На текущей международной исследовательской арене, если вы хотите конкурировать в системе академического рейтинга, возможно, это так и есть. Есть несколько рейтингов, и все как-то покажут вам, насколько ценна ваша работа. Существует рейтинг университетов, журналов и самих ученых (h-index). Все эти различные рейтинги и метрики предназначены для того, чтобы говорить о качестве. Я не собираюсь продолжать об этом далее, но знаю, что это может иметь значение для вас и для вашего университета. Это будет зависеть от образовательной политики вашей страны и вашего университета, как это повлияет на вашу работу. Если вы не особенно обеспокоены созданием карьеры, которая может документировать высокий рейтинг, вы можете быть уверены, вы все равно сможете провести хорошие исследования в области, в которой вы находитесь, и для вашего учреждения, без необходимости мониторинга различных систем ранжирования. Проведение хороших исследований и их публикация для общего блага, в этом и заключается суть исследования. Таким образом, правильная расстановка приоритетов может быть первым делом, если вы хотите опубликовать свое исследование.
 Спросите себя: Зачем я публикую эту работу и кому я ее публикую?
Before I go on to recommend what you need to consider in terms of getting your research published, I have one major recommendation – make sure what you want to publish is worthy of publication. This might seem a bit aloof to say, but it essentially points to the need to be confident that you have something to say, and that you have conducted research to back this up. There are different forms of research – within my field, philosophy of education, what is published is mainly scholarly work, very different for what would be published from a quantitative study of school leaving, for instance. There are many forms of research in other words.

Прежде чем я перейду на рекомендации о том, что вам необходимо принять во внимание при публикации вашего исследования, у меня есть одна важная рекомендация - убедитесь, что то, что вы хотите опубликовать, достойно публикации. Это может показаться немного не по теме, но по сути, это указывает на необходимость быть уверенным в том, что вам есть что сказать, и что вы провели исследование, чтобы поддержать это. Существуют разные формы исследований - в моей области, в философии образования, то, что публикуется, - это, в основном, научная работа, которая отличается от того, что было бы опубликовано, например, в школьных количественных исследованиях. Другими словами, существует множество форм исследований.
In this short article, I will briefly discuss some aspects you either as a single author or as a group of authors should keep in mind when looking for journals to publish an article. I will take you through some of the considerations you might want to keep in mind. As an editor in chief of a Norwegian Journal[footnoteRef:1]I am dealing with these questions on a daily basis. We frequently send manuscripts back to authors because they have not followed the journal guidelines and on a more overall basis have not handed in an article that show some originality( have something to say). Many texts are too descriptive, lack a focus and are generally too wide and want to cover too many issues.  [1:  The name of the Journal is: Tidskriftet FoU i praksis (Journal of development in practice) https://www.fagbokforlaget.no/Verk/Tidsskrift-FoU-i-praksis.
] 

[bookmark: _GoBack]В этой короткой статье я кратко расскажу о некоторых аспектах, о вас как один автор, либо как группа авторов, следует иметь в виду при поиске журналов для публикации статьи. Я рассмотрю некоторые из соображений, которые вы, возможно, захотите запомнить. Являясь главным редактором норвежского журнала, я занимаюсь этими вопросами ежедневно. Мы часто отправляем манускрипты авторам, потому что они не следовали правилам журнала и на более общей основе не передавали статью, которая демонстрирует некоторую оригинальность (есть что сказать). Многие тексты слишком наглядны, не имеют фокуса и, как правило, слишком широки и хотят охватить слишком много вопросов.
Where to publish?
There is a high demand on publishing today, and this of course puts academics under pressure to publish. If you want to publish your research in an international journal, you need to prepare and work systematically and strategically. There is an abundance of journals and the first job you need to do is find the journal you want to publish your work in, the journal that will best suit your line of research. Make sure you stay away from what is defined as predatory journals and publishers. Here is a website that can help you confirm that the journal that you want to publish in is a good one https://beallslist.weebly.com/#.
You also might want to be aware that some of the highest ranking journals have a very high rejection rate, between 70 and 80 % (or more). When you publish for the first time in an international journal, you might not want to aim for one of these. A good entry into research publishing is through conferences. Some conferences have conference proceedings, but be aware that these often qualify as grey literature. But, conferences often collaborate with a journal or they will have a special issue in a journal based on conference proceedings. Sometimes this is a good way of getting entry into international publishing. If this is something you aim for, make sure to talk with the editor(s), show your interest and make yourself acquainted with what is required to get published. Otherwise, look through possible journals that suit your line of research and choose where you want to start.
What to do before submission
You need to do a review of published articles in your journal of choice to look at those that address similar topics as yours. If your article have a review section, which most empirical work have, then make sure to position your research in relation to what has been published earlier in this journal. This comes in addition to the more overall review you have done. 
Also make sure your text has a focus. I usually think of this as a research question. This connects with what I earlier said about having something to say. Whit-in reading the first paragraphs I should have learned what your article is about and what it is going to discuss. This is where many texts fail – they are often too descriptive about some phenomenon, and the authors seem to forget that research is only partially about describing. It is foremost about seeking answers. How you critically discuss how you reached these answers in your study, is what I want to learn when I read your article. 
So make sure your text has a research question. Your article can be about a partial aspect of your study, meaning that the question this article raises can be a sub-question to the overall research question of the study. In the introduction of the article you should explain something about the overall research project and make sure that your article refers to the research question of your research study and then say something about what has lead you to the specific question this article will address. Make sure, when you do this that the text is aligned to the question you raise – you will be surprised how many texts fail to do this. Something that is a part answer to the high rejection rates. 
You also need to think about how you structure your text. In structuring your article, there are various options and ways of writing an article.  IMRAD is the most common structure to a research article. It stands for: Interrogation, Methods, Results and Discussion. This means that first comes the interrogation where your research question is presented, then the methods section where you describe how your research was conducted and analysed, then comes the presentations of results and finally the discussion of your results based on the research question that was raised. Usually the most incomplete section in articles are the methods section and the discussion section. Describing what methods you used in your research is a way of describing how you went about doing what you did. This might sound mundane and many such sections are frankly boring to read because authors look at it as something instrumental, as something they only have to report. Then it is made into a tale about I did this, and then this and I used this instrument to analyse etc. This somehow shows that the author(s) does not really grasp why we have to be able to account for how we did research. Research is meant to be replicable – others are meant to be able to go the same steps you did. Although there are a lot of research where this is not possible, we still need to know how the research was conducted and what the reasons for the various steps were. This has to do with being transparent in research. 
The other flawed section an article is often the discussion part. If you write a 6000 word article, and only leave one paragraph or half a page for discussion, then I as an editor immediately know something will be unbalanced in the text.  An accomplished empirical researcher once confessed to me that the discussion section was always the difficult part of the article – simply because finding out what discussions the research raised was not something straightforward.  So, you need to put some work into this part. A good discussion is really something that will make your article stand out. My advice is therefore: make sure the methods section and the discussion section are substantial in your article.
I have used the IMRAD structure as a baseline here, there are of course other formats you can uses writing up an article, all depending on your line of research, your field, and where you want to have it published. Being creative and original is always asked for. So, my advice is, do some work on how you can make this evident in your writing.
When you are ready to submit
When you are getting ready to hand in your article, if not before, have a look at the authors’ guidelines, and make sure to format you manuscript accordingly. Guidelines are usually quite elaborate, take the time to go through and see that your manuscript correspond. This is in many ways an easy task to do, but again many fail to do so. You format your text, your heading etc. as is asked for in the guidelines. If you use endnote of equivalent, make sure to enable the program before handing it in. Many journal have a digital platform where you hand in manuscripts today. You might want to make yourself acquainted with the platform and how you hand in the manuscript beforehand.  One section that is often incomplete is the references. Make sure you do not miss any references, this is possibly the easies section to get right and it will show how diligent you have been, and ultimately how serious you take this work – editors and reviewers will notice.  
When your first language is not English, and you want to submit to a journal that publishes in English, make sure that your manuscript has been edited by someone professional or who has good a good command of English. Those of us who speak English as a second language speaks a broken English. This means our manuscripts needs language editing. This is not a straight-forward thing, one reason is it might cost a lot of money. So when do you have your text language ”washed” - before you hand it in, or after the review process? This depends on your command of written English and of what agreements you can do with the editor beforehand.  Oftentimes it makes sense to have it done before the manuscript is handed in for the first time, even if this means it has be done a second time, after review. The reason I recommend this is that I too often have received the comment on my own work from reviewers who think my English is not good enough, and I suspect this has influenced their review. If your article receives the verdict major rejection, you might have used a lot of money on a text that needs to be fully re-written and “language washed” anew, but I guess this is a risk we have to take. Hopefully, you belong to a university which is prepared to pay for this service we as broken English research writers need.   Later on if your article is accepted it will go through a proof reading process – but remember – this is not a language editing process. 
There is also another aspect you might have to consider upon deciding where to publish – and that is the questions around open access. Universities, nations, publishing houses have different policies and practices concerning open access. This is a huge topic in itself, which I cannot address in its full scope in this short text. I urge you to look into the regulations that pertain to your project and university. Some government funded project require that all findings are published open access. Again, when you publish different journals and publishing houses have different policies and practices. Today you often have to pay a certain sum to have your text published, and you might have to guarantee that you can pay before your article is even considered for publishing. The idea is that open access will give a greater public access to research – something good. But, this field is imbued with so much politics at the moment, and so many difficult aspects arise in this huge transition of publishing practices that it is difficult to manoeuvre these terrains and also to know how future practices will be.  
After review
After you have handed in your article, you have to wait. Many journals have been able to shorten the response time considerably, but be prepared to wait some weeks. First, the editor will make a decision on whether your article should go out for peer-review. Some articles will be rejected by the editor(s). They are sent back to the author(s) without review, either because they were not seen as relevant for the journal, (in that case you have possibly chosen the wrong journal) or because the editor(s) find that it does not hold the academic standard that they require for the journal. 
But, if your article has been accepted for peer-review, be prepared for another wait (approximately three months is standard today, but it can take longer) and to revise when you get it back. Most articles either require either minor or major revision. When articles go out for peer-review usually, two or three colleagues within the field will read your article. When you get your text back, you need to revise it, either minor or major revisions. Sometimes major revisions lead to rejections – this all depends on the journal you have submitted to. If you are asked to re-submit follow the suggestions for revision, but do not compromise on important aspects of your arguments (reviewers do sometimes misunderstand). And also, be prepared to argue how you have made your revisions. It is the editor who finally decide if your article is being published. In the majority of cases, if you have received good reviews – your research will be published. 
So in spite of the saying publish or perish – also remember that the academic community (nationally and internationally) are dependent on good solid research – your research can be one of these contributions. 
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