
EDITORIAL 

Editors Prefer Articles with Good Originality Reports and Visuals 

 

Nowadays, whoever I speak to conveys similar wishes. They say, “I hope the 

European Journal of Human Health will be included in the SCI index soon”. Of course, it is 

our greatest wish to be included in important academic indexes as soon as possible, but we are 

aware that much effort is needed on this path. Achieving quality research articles is our first 

goal. So, what determines quality? That's where writers and editors cross paths. In fact, if 

there is an honest and high-quality research article, publishing this article is the most basic 

task of an editor. 

In the literature, there are educational articles that guide academic authors, such as five 

reasons for publishing an article, allowing researchers to test themselves. Some well-known 

journals publish this kind of recommendation even in the instructions for authors' section. 

Undoubtedly, an original hypothesis is at the heart of scientific research. Re-testing a subject 

that has been done thousands of times will obviously lower your paper’s chances. More than 

this, if your sample size is low, it will be difficult for your article to stand out from the 

hundreds of research articles that reach the editor. It is certainly in your favor to do a power 

analysis while you are still planning your research. An adequate number of figures and graphs 

will definitely bring you one step further towards a possible acceptance. 

The researcher does not have to confirm the H1 hypothesis, but he has to pass on his 

findings to the reader in all their transparency. Using misleading or fictitious information will 

eventually give you away. This means that you will be looking for another job in the 

continuation of your life. Being reliable is a very important virtue in the scientific arena. So 

how will the editor trust researchers? This is a big mystery. Perhaps the author’s previous 

work on the subject can convince the editor. Low similarity in your article is another factor 

that strengthens trust. If the similarity reports are sine qua non for editors, they should also be 

for researchers. The upper limits of acceptability of similarity are controversial (5% or 20%), 

but it should be remembered that the lower the better. 

Use of fluent language is also a topic that reviewers and editors are very focused on. 

Language editing is now a sector in its own right. The level of a researcher’s language skills 

may not be known, or what suits their budget, but a bad and boring narrative can exclude even 

research with very high-quality data. Using simple language and avoiding unnecessary word 

decorations are essential to a scientific article. Statistical analysis and the adequacy and 

intelligibility of your tables are also vital for the reader and therefore for the editor. You can 

be an exceptional observer, you can be a very successful clinician, but not knowing enough 

statistics should not be an obstacle for you. For this reason, a successful language editor and a 

reliable statistician are the most valuable partners for both authors and editors. 

In conclusion, the European Journal of Human Health is looking for powerful articles 

written in an original, fluent language, with a low level of similarity and findings supported 

by visuals. Our editorial team considers it a duty to publish articles that meet these criteria.  
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