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Seminars, conferences, and publications Defense
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Supervisor: Finding the right person

Supervisors shouldn’t just be experts in their field, they
should also know how best to convey that knowledge.
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Supervisor: Finding the right person

Four recommendations to help students and supervisors
maintain a productive working relationship:

Be clear about expectations from the start. Discussing expectations
at the beginning is one of the simplest ways to ensure PhD students
and supervisors remain on the same page throughout the
candidature.

Agree on achievable goals. Setting clear goals ensures that PhD
students and supervisors work towards the same outcome.

Help students be independent and collaborative. Guiding students
to think for themselves and team up with other researchers can help
candidates stay motivated throughout their PhD.

"I'm coordinating five different F_!&D projects,
Keep communication open. While everyone has different styles of BT OURE K e spone.a mimEE.
communicating, it’s imperative that PhD students and supervisors https://marialuisaaliotta.wordpress.com/wp-

. . content/uploads/2011/12/supervisor.jpg
agree on a style that suits both their needs.

https://www.nature.com/nature-index/news/what-can-your-phd-supervisor-do-for-you https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-024-00718-0
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Fear and joy pursuing a Ph.D.

WORLD,

YOUR LIFE AMBITION - What Happened??
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/
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~your field
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/ top University

Hope they have
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L 5/ Pizza

4th Year 5th Year

Get a job

Attend that
Conference in
PoDunk, MN

HAPPY HOUR,
HERE | COME!

doR_eE CHAM © 2008
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Fear and joy pursuing a Ph.D.

Q: How satisfied are you with your Q: Since the start of your graduate-school
decision to pursue a PhD? experience, has your level of satisfaction
increased, worsened or remained the same?

Very dissatisfied 6% Neutral 13%
Somewhat _‘ Very satisfied \ Worsened
dissatisfied \ 38% 45%

10%

Neutral
10%
6.320 6.320
RESPONSES RESPONSES
Somewhat
satisfied Increased
37% 42%

Nature | Vol 575 | 14 November 2019  https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-019-03459-7



Fear and joy pursuing a Ph.D.

Q: Overall, what do you enjoy most about life as a PhD student?

Working with interesting and bright people 18%

University/academic environment -} 13%
Creativity - 1%

A chance to consider professional options - 5%

Knowing | have a chance of a

permanent academic research post | 4%

Knowing | will have a chance to use my |

skills in a non-research science job 4%

Knowing | will have a chance of a
: L 3%
non-academic research job

Social life 4 1%

Nature | Vol 575 | 14 November 2019 https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-019-03459-7
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Fear and joy pursuing a Ph.D.

Overextended and stressed

YOUR WEEKEND Y CTUAL
PLANS: DUWEEEEN‘DA
- STOP BY THE - SToP BY THE
LAB/OFFICE, LAB/OFFICE.
FINIGH UP A
FEW THINGS. - GTAY THERE -’é—'
- GO OUT, ENJOY ©
THE WEEKEND! 3
u |
% II"'.




Fear and joy pursuing a Ph.D.

OVEREXTENDED AND STRESSED

Long hours in the laboratory and other demands have taken
a toll on PhD students' well-being and mental health.

76% of respondents are
B0 vt s s s s Working N+ hOUl'S per Week .............
o Q: On average, how
many hours a week do
you typically spend on
o your PhD programme?
of respondents have 20
sought help for anxiety
or depression caused by
PhD studies. One-third of
them sought help from
places other than their
institution, and 18%
sought help at their

institution but didn't
feel supported.

Respondents (%)

Y
o

.....

0

Fewer 1-20 21-30 31-40 41-50 51-60 61-70 71-80 More

than 11 Number of hours per week than 80

Nature | Vol 575 | 14 November 2019 https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-019-03459-7
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Fear and joy pursuing a Ph.D.

Q: Do you agree or disagree with
the following statements? M Agree W Neutral M Disagree Did not answer

. . .
H : :
: :

:

:

:

:

:

9% :

2 :

:

:

:

:

. . :
H H H
: : :
:

:

:

:

My university offers schemes to : : : :
promote mental health and well-being - 34%
beyond one-to-one meetings. : : : :
My university supports a
good work-life balance.

My university offers adequate
one-to-one mental-health support.” 38%
Mental-health services in my university : E : :
are tailored and appropriate to the - 43% B
needs of PhD students. ' . ' '
My supervisor has a good awareness of ; : ; ;
me to them if necessary. : : ' '

0 20 40 60 80 10C
Respondents (%)

The culture at my university calls
for long hours and sometimes
working through the night.

Nature | Vol 575 | 14 November 2019 https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-019-03459-7
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After pursuing a Ph.D.: Uncertain Futures

n To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statements
regarding your current supervisor?

B Strongly M Disagree Neither agree M Agree M Strongly Unsure/

ADAPTED FROM ERHUI1979/GETTY

disagree nor disagree agree not applicable
41% 18%
r 1 1
oyere ony benart |
employers on my behalf
30% 33%
areors outside aoaderna | EEEEEEEEEEEE S 1m
careers outside academia :
31% 40%,
Encouraged me to attend |, ‘ o '
career training and events | A AARAN - 1Im
18% 56%
1 T T 1
y career e vserul | D |
my career are useful : :
14% i 52%
; ' 2 1 . .
Open to my pursuing a | - _ : https://www.nature.com/articles/nj7574-597a
career outside academia :
17% 59%
Conversations about | : '
S achot fani)| N
0% 50% 100%

Some data have been rounded to the nearest per cent. Data-analysis services were provided by educational-research agency Shift Learning.

12

NATURE | VOL 550 | 26 OCTOBER 2017 https://www.nature.com/articles/nj7677-549a



After pursuing a Ph.D.: Uncertain Futures
ACADEMIC DREAMS

PhD students around the world continue to aspire to careers in academia despite a global
job crunch. Industry — a growing job sector for PhD scientists — rates a distant second.

Q: Which of the following sectors would you most like to work
in (beyond a postdoc) when you complete your degree?

Preference m1st M2nd M 3rd 4th 5th

Academia

Medical

Government
Non-profit

0 20 40 60 80 100
Respondents (%)

Nature | Vol 575 | 14 November 2019 https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-019-03459-7
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After pursuing a Ph.D.: Uncertain Futures

n How likely are you to pursue an academic career

after you finish your programme? .
n Are you now more or less likely to pursue a research

career than before you started your programme?
0 20 40 60 80 100%

CHINA

Don't know

3%

INDIA

Two-thirds of
respondents are
now equally or

UK

Less likely
30%

more interested
in pursuing a
research career.

GERMANY

3,491

respondents

USA

More likely
42%

No change

| don't Not at Not Likely Very 25%
know all likely very likely likely

22 OCTOBER 2015 | VOL 526 | NATURE https://www.nature.com/articles/nj7574-597a 14
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After pursuing a Ph.D.: Uncertain Futures

n After completing your PhD, how long do you think it will take
to find a permanent position?

B Africa *

Although 58% of [ Asia
respondents plan to _
work as a postdoc, Australasia

few expect to do so
for more than 6 years. |- B Europe

North America

South America

Respondents by region (%)

For full data,
0-3 3-6 More than see go.nature.com/ichqut

years years 6 years

15
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Publishing scientific articles

Academic GuilT

GEREAD STUDENTS / POSTROLS: PROFESCSORS:
- A VE oNLY WRITTEN M WW“-E VE oNLY BEEN S T
ONE. JOURNAL | MEED TO - AUTHOR OM 16 JOURHAL | NEED BETTER
ARTICLE THIS YEARE. rMPROVES 31 ARTICLES THS vEAR., GRAD STUDENTS
LMD PoSTROCS]

JORGE CUEM B 2014

Wil PHRCOMICS, COM



How a good article is born\

= Relatedto hotissues

= Consistentin thefield of

expertise
= Wild thinking

Research article
Book chapter
Patent

Research
Group

Research
Plan

Execution

Outcome

Multidisciplinary members
Proportionalin contributing
Networking

Experimentaldesign and data collection
Datatreatmentand data processing
Make good presentation of data
Interpretation of data

Discussionand summarizing

17



Preparation before writing\

What do we have to prepare?

Experimental design and data collection
Data treatment and data processing
Make good presentation of data

- Graphic/figure/diagram

- Table

- Scheme

Image

Interpretation of data

- Summarize all interpreted data into a one-sentence
conclusion

- Completing data/information for discussion
If they are not complete, then:
Introducing some additional experiments
Information from references
- Theoretical approaches (modelling, computational...

S

DRAFT {

JORGE CHAM © 2007

DRAFT APPROVED! I_

M CICK OF
READING THIS.
JusT TURN

WWW.PHDCOMICS.COM

18



Experimental design

- Determine required data/information to
construct the one-sentence conclusion.

- Decide whether the conventional or
customized experimental setup is required.

- If a customized setup is required, design,
construction and fabrication/purchasing
maybe needed.

- Special data collection,
treatment/processing maybe required.

https://i.pinimg.com/originals/d8/27/5e/d8275e9e507bd55a391132c7a292bcd8.jpg

YA KNOW BABY,
I'VE BEEN SENSING
SOME GREAT CHEMISTRY
BETWEEN US.

THEPDEEPEND-COMIC.BLOGSPOT.COM

© 2012 TYS0N COLE
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Scientific collaborations

Sharing resources

Facilities
Students
Researchers
Funds

Data

Time

Sharing ideas

Topics

Concepts

Methods, procedures, protocols
Problems and solutions
Know-how

Sharing research outcomes
e Join publications

/ e Patents

‘@’ ® Prototypes
® Products
® Books

20



Why and where to publish?\

Why should we publish?

W bNhR

Advancing the Field
Professional Growth
Demonstrating Quality
Institutional Requirements

Where should we publish?

N o U R WNR

Aim High but Realistically
Journal Fit

Impact and Readership
Avoiding Oversaturated Topics
Quality Standards

Choice of Outlets

Avoiding Predatory Journals

Academics should aim to publish high-quality
research that advances their field and contributes
meaningful insights. They should be realistic
about the fit of their work for top-tier journals and
choose outlets that best match the focus and
audience of their research. By doing so, they can
maximize the impact and visibility of their work,
fulfill institutional requirements, and further their

professional development.

Bob McKercher. Tourism Management 51 (2015) 306e308

21
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Selecting a journal for publication:
criteria to consider

Publishing in journals that are not reputable can diminish
the credibility of your research and limit your career!!!

* Adhere to the principles of research integrity and publication ethics.

* l|dentify journals that follow best practices promoted by professional
scholarly publishing organizations.

* Avoid publishing in journals that do not have a clearly stated and rigorous
peer review process.

Performing evaluation of the integrity, history, practices, and reputation
of a journal before submitting a manuscript will help ensure that your
work gets the readership it deserves.

Suiter, A. M., & Sarli, C. C. (2019). 116(6), 461. 22



Elsevier JournalFinder

C M 23 journalfinder.elsevier.com B Qe M ¢ B ) 2 ’ :

Journal Finder Find journals ~ About?  Support? My journals

Find the right journal for your research

Looking for the best journal match for your paper?
Search the world's leading source of academic journals using your abstract or your keywords and other details.

More on how it works

© Match my abstract O Search by keywords, aims & scope, journal title, etc...

Enter your abstract Find jCI urnals )

Maximum 5,000 characters

Check if you're eligible for open access (OA) savings.

Elsevier offers a wide range of

distinguished journals, and choosing the

best one to publish your research paper

is much easier with our support and

guidance. JournalFinder wuses smart

search technology and field-of-research

specific vocabularies to match your

paper to the most appropriate scientific

journals in a few simple steps:

1) Enter the title and abstract of your
paper.

2) Find journals that are best suited for
your publication.

3) Ultimately, the editor will decide on
how well your article matches the
journal.

https://journalfinder.elsevier.com/

23


https://journalfinder.elsevier.com/

Springer Nature Journal Suggester

* 8 M e B8 O

[«
@

> C M@ I3 Jjournalsuggester.springer.com

SPRINGER NATURE

Find a journal
Looking for a place to publish? With over 3000 journals, we cover the full range of
research disciplines.

Although we no longer suggest journals based on your manuscript, you can:

« browse our A-Z list of journals from Springer and BMC
« search by keyword across all Springer Nature journals

Submitting a manuscript to unsuitable journals is a common mistake, and can cause
journal editors to reject the manuscript before peer review. Choosing a relevant
journal makes it more likely that your manuscript will be accepted.

24



How to write “Good”?

HERE ARE MY | WANT To &EE [T
CORRECTIONS,  AGAIN BEFORE
YOu SUBMIT [T,

ENDLESS
CYCLe? S
O ) \ T
MAKES CORRECTIONS HERE'S THE MAKES lEDlTe
LATEST DRAFT,

&
8
Q@
z
=
J
§
o
=
M

WWW.PHDCOMICS.CO

Cranford, Steven W. Matter 2020 (2), 1-3.

W

Writing should be an enjoyable part
of a researcher’s routine, not a chore.
By reading widely, writing regularly,
editing  rigorously, focusing on
storytelling, and developing a
personal style, you can improve your
writing skills and make scientific
communication more engaging and
effective. Find your voice, tell your
story, and contribute to the ongoing
discussion in your field.

25



How to write “Good”? \

1. Read a Lot: Read extensively and Learn from others.

2. Write a Lot: Practice regularly and Always be
composing.

3. Edit a Lot: Be ruthless in editing and Kill your
darlings, remove any parts of your writing that are

redundant or do not add value, even if you are

emotionally attached to them.
4. Know Your Story: Tell a story and Simplify complex
ideas.

5. Develop Your Own Style: Be original, Synthesize and
innovate.

JORGE CHAM © 2014
) LR

THE RESEARCH CYCLE.

Cranford, Steven W. Matter 2020 (2), 1-3.

PHDCOMICS.COM

26



Impactful trio (Title, Abstract and ToC)

Title, Abstract, and Table of Content

1. Title: The title should be concise (typically under 15 words) and use key
terms that highlight the novelty of the study. It should avoid acronyms
and abbreviations unless they are widely recognized.

2. Abstract: The abstract provides a concise summary of the research,
including an introduction to the field, the methods used, key findings, and
the significance of the study. It should not include detailed methods,
results, discussions, equations, or references. The recommended length is
between 150 to 300 words.

3. TOC Graphic: The TOC graphic visually summarizes the key message of
the study. It should use high-resolution artwork and short, clear text
labels, ensuring legibility at the final size of 3.25 inches wide and 1.75
inches tall.

Langmuir, 2023, 39, 2089-2091

TR

. Drop Fast lamella
2.7 |impact g et
Y1, D By,
Elongation
F and break
“eria |Viscous
boundary

Air film s e

Figure 1. Example of a TOC graphic from the Langmuir Perspective
article by Aksoy et al. titled “Role of Nanoparticles in Nanofluid Droplet

Impact on Solid Surfaces”.!

Isothermal
Titration

Calorimetry Analyte
o
"

]

L.,

u
(.a ..gl\/

Thermodynamic
Parameters

Stoichiometry N,
AH, AG, AS,

Metal-Organic Frameworks Affinity K,

A

Figure 3. Example of a TOC graphic from the Langmuir Perspective
article by Sha et al. titled “Leveraging Isothermal Titration Calorimetry
to Obtain Thermodynamic Insights into the Binding Behavior and
Formation of Metal—Organic Frameworks”.’

27
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Weitzlab guide to good paper writing

All scientific papers should be well written; this will make the reader
want to read the paper and will increase the likelihood that the
reader will actually pay attention to what you are trying to say.

You may have been taught to write lab reports, and hence papers, as
following the order of introduction, summary of previous results,
experiment, results and discussion, and finally some conclusions.
However, in almost all cases, if you write a paper with this structure,
it will be just like a lab report: Boring!

28
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How to start writing

Step-by-step guide (1)

- Start with the conclusion first

* This does not mean the conclusion section, but the conclusion you have arrived at.
Make it one sentence, two at most. Have a single, key point you are trying to make.
These are the most important sentences that you will write, as this will determine
exactly what the paper is about. If you write this first, then you can write the rest of
the paper to just make this point.

* Ideally, you know exactly what the main conclusion is before you write the paper.
These are the easiest papers to write. However, there are times when the actual
writing of the paper will help refine what it is about. Thus never be afraid to change
these sentences if you learn more upon writing the paper. This can mean rewriting
parts of the paper, but this will invariably lead to a better paper, so make sure to do
this.

29



How to start writing

Step-by-step guide (2)

Main point of the paper

® A short paper can only make one main
point, and perhaps half of a second point.

® Alonger paper can make an additional
point. However, rarely can a single paper
make more than a couple of points. There
should always be a central point for each

paper.

© 2021 ANSYS, Inc. All rights reserved. © 2018 Mike Ashby

30
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How to start writing

Step-by-step guide (3)

Introduction

The introduction is the most important part of the paper. It is what will make the reader want
to read more of the paper. It is often also the main paragraph that determines whether or not
a paper is accepted.

Follow this general order to write an effective introduction:

Have a general, introductory sentence about the topic. In the first few sentences,
establish that the topic of the paper, as summarized in your one-sentence conclusion. It
has to be interesting and important, preferably from both scientific and technology point
of view.

Make a literature review very concisely, then conclude from this review that there is one
key thing that is still unknown, without which we can not progress. This key thing is
exactly about your one-sentence conclusion sentence, which means that you have
introduced your paper correctly.

Finish the introductory paragraph with a statement about how if we understood or knew
the information about the topic of the paper it would be very important.

Close the introduction section by starting a short new paragraph which very concisely
describes what you have done and what you have learned that should essentially
summarize the point made in your one-conclusion sentence.

31



W

How to start writing

Step-by-step guide (4)

* Figures

* Choose the figures, and write captions before you write the main text of the paper. These
should be chosen to make the point that is your conclusion. Having the figures chosen first will
make writing easier. However, The reader should not have to stop and read the caption to
understand what is in the figure and why it is important.

* When describing a figure, it is important that the reader know what to look for before looking at
the figure. Therefore, it is always best to describe what you are plotting or showing, and the key
point that you want the reader to come away with, before you have the reader look at the
figure.

 Qutline

* You are trying to make the point of the conclusion, and you are trying to provide the most
convincing case to the reader. This will often mean presenting things in an order that is different
than the way you discovered the conclusion; don’t be historical, be as clear as possible.

* It is usually best to write an outline after writing the summary sentence and choosing the
figures. This will make writing the paper easier, and will ensure that the whole paper is
structured to make the point in the summary sentences.



W

How to start writing

Step-by-step guide (5)

* Order

* Pay close attention to the order of your structure. Put things in the most
logical order. For example, when you are describing your experiment, keep
logical portions together. It is usually not a good idea to mix the
description of the experiment with the results, although in a short paper,
this is often not the case — there, you may not have a separate experiment
section, and thus may want to introduce new experimental techniques as

they are needed.

* Abstract
* The abstract should be written last, after the rest of the paper is
complete.

* It should consist roughly, not literally, of
* 2 sentences from the Introduction
* 2 sentences from the Conclusion
* 1 sentence about the importance of the paper

33
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The ethics of scientific publishing: Black, white,
and “Fifty Shades of Gray”

The complex ethical landscape of scientific publishing

1.
2.
3.

Author and Research Ethics: Poor study design, data manipulation, fabrication, falsehood, and plagiarism.
Editorial Ethics : Bias toward publishing positive results, self-citation practices, and "citation cartels."

Publishing Ethics : The concept of open access aims to democratize access to scientific knowledge, predatory
publishers exploit this model by charging authors high fees without providing proper editorial services or peer
review.

Restoring Ethical Integrity : The use of antiplagiarism software, rigorous peer review processes, public trial
registration, and promoting ethical mentorship among researchers.

Future Directions: a potential shift away from traditional journals to alternative platforms like data repositories
and archive sites, which can facilitate ongoing scientific debate and reduce the influence of predatory publishing
practices. He also advocates for the adoption of new metrics to assess the impact of research beyond traditional
citation counts.

Overall, the article calls for a collective effort from authors, editors, publishers, and institutions to

uphold ethical standards and ensure the credibility and reliability of scientific literature.
Zietman, Int J Radiation Oncol Biol Phys, Vol. 99, No. 2, pp. 275e279, 2017

34



Predator publishing

How to Identify Predatory Publishing

1. Aggressive Solicitation

2. Fast-Track Publishing Promises

3. Lack of Transparency

4. Quality Control

5. Misleading Information

6. Questionable Editorial Practices
7. Beall’s List (https://beallslist.net/)

Tips for Researchers

1. Check Beall’s List

2. Evaluate Indexation Claims
3. Transparency and Policies

4. Consult Reputable Lists

5. Scrutinize the Editorial Board
6. Peer Review Process

7. Publication Fees

8. Quality of Published Articles

Source: © M-H Jeeves

Cariappa, Col M.P. Medical Journal Armed Force India. (2015).300-301
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An investigation into ChatGPT’s application
for a scientific writing assighment

Element Report Stages a) ChatGPT was easy to use.

60.0
Topic Generation Verifying Topics through
with ChatGPT Primary Literature 50.0
I I —

D

2

a

8

ChatGPT Edit of Student-Generated EEE 99,0

First Draft First Draft 2

=

o

2nd Draft Incorporating Peer Review .
Instructor Feedback Sehe e Strongly Agree  Agree f:i_lg:ﬁ:ﬁ;a agf.:;%ﬂ Disagree glsrggrgé:-é

Student Response

Final Draft
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An investigation into ChatGPT’s application
for a scientific writing assignment

b) Leveraging ChatGPT for scientific writing is

Topic Generation Verifying Topics through useful.
with ChatGPT Primary Literature 45.0
40.0

é‘é 35.0
. Q 30.0
ChatGPT Edit of Student-Generated 2 55,0
First Draft First Draft o zu.n:}
E s
@ 15.0
E 10.0 l
2nd Draft Incorporating _ 5.0
Instructor Feedback Peer Review 0.0
Strongly agree Agree Undecided Disagree Strongly

disagree
Student Response

Final Draft
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An investigation into ChatGPT’s application
for a scientific writing assighment

a) What was the most important role ChatGPT b) What is the likelihood that you will use
played in your report? ChatGPT for your scientific writing in the
60.0 future?
35.0
& °0-0 $ 30.0
S 40.0 S 25.0
% 2 20.0
@ 30.0 &£ 15.0
= —= 10.0
= c
@ 20.0
§ o S 0o [] I I —
| > eﬁs-\ @"'& 0%\'\\\ ‘2}* -a'-‘é'\‘% éé
0.0 & & B QT & S
Supplementary Used for Finding primary  Aided in citation Q@' Q‘@' G@ Qe.é
tool for generating proofreading and sources and referencing z_("'s 9
ideas editing 2
Student Response Student Response
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Unethical use of ChatGPT

1. Introduction

Certainly, here is a possible introduction for your topic:Lithium-
metal batteries are promising candidates for high-energy-density
rechargeable batteries due to their low electrode potentials and high
theoretical capacities [1,2]. However, during the cycle, dendrites
forming on the lithium metal anode can cause a short circuit, which can
affect the safety and life of the battery [3-9]. Therefore, researchers are
indeed focusing on various aspects such as negative electrode structure
[10], electrolyte additives [11,12], SEI film construction [13,14], and
collector modification [15] to inhibit the formation of lithium dendrites.
However, using a separator with high mechanical strength and chemical
stability is another promising approach to prevent dendrites from
infiltrating the cathode. By incorporating a separator with high me-
chanical strength, it can act as a physical barrier to impede the growth of
dendrites. This barrier can withstand the mechanical stress exerted by
the dendrites during battery operation, preventing them from reaching
the cathode and causing short circuits or other safety issues. Moreover,

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.surfin.2024.104081

chemical stability of the separator is equally important as it ensures that
the separator remains intact and does not react or degrade in the pres-
ence of the electrolyte or other battery components. A chemically stable
separator helps to prevent the formation of reactive species that can
further promote dendrite growth. Researchers are actively exploring
different materials and designs for separators to enhance their me-
chanical strength and chemical stability. These efforts aim to create
separators that can effectively block dendrite formation, thereby
improving the safety and performance of lithium-ion batteries. While
there are several research directions to address the issue of dendrite
formation, using a separator with high mechanical strength and chem-
ical stability is an important approach to prevent dendrites from infil-
trating the cathode and ensure safe operation of lithium metal batteries.

Several types of separators currently used in research include
nanoporous polymer separators [16], ceramic composite separators
[17], nanofiber separators [15-20], and metal-organic skeleton (MOF)
separators [21-24]. While these separators have shown some ability to
inhibit the growth of lithium dendrites, they still have some drawbacks,
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Unethical use of ChatGPT

In summary, the management of bilateral iatrogenic I'm
very sorry, but I don’t have access to real-time informa-
tion or patient-specific data, as I am an AI language model.

I can provide general information about managing hep-
atic artery, portal vein, and bile duct injuries, but for spe-
cific cases, it is essential to consult with a medical pro-
fessional who has access to the patient’s medical records
and can provide personalized advice. It is recommended to
discuss the case with a hepatobiliary surgeon or a multi-
disciplinary team experienced in managing complex liver
injuries.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.radcr.2024.02.037

Conclusion

In conclusion, proper treatment of iatrogenic vascular injuries
1s dependent on an accurate assessment of the stage of the in-
jury. The injury should be recognized quickly. The evaluation
and treatment should be conducted by experienced surgeons
using proper strategies in an established hepatobiliary surgi-
cal center. Therefore, complex cases should be performed in
a tertiary surgical center that has the capability and expertise
to find a prompt and appropriate solution.
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Peer-review and article rejection
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Common reasons for rejection

Technical reasons for rejection include:

Incomplete data such as too small a sample size or missing or poor
controls

Poor analysis such as using inappropriate statistical tests or a lack of
statistics altogether

Inappropriate methodology for answering your hypothesis or using old
methodology that has been surpassed by newer, more powerful methods
that provide more robust results

Weak research motive where your hypothesis is not clear or scientifically
valid, or your data does not answer the question posed

Inaccurate conclusions on assumptions that are not supported by your
data

https://www.springer.com/kr/authors-editors/authorandreviewertutorials/submitting-to-a-journal-and-peer-review/what-is-open-access/10285582
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Common reasons for rejection (cont’d)

Editorial reasons for rejection include:

Out of scope for the journal

Not enough of an advance or of enough impact for the journal

Research ethics ignored such as consent from patients or approval from an ethics
committee for animal research

Lack of proper structure or not following journal formatting requirements

Lack of the necessary detail for readers to fully understand and repeat the authors’
analysis and experiments

Lack of up-to-date references or references containing a high proportion of self-citations
Has poor language quality such that it cannot be understood by readers

Difficult to follow logic or poorly presented data.

Violation of publication ethics

https://www.springer.com/kr/authors-editors/authorandreviewertutorials/submitting-to-a-journal-and-peer-review/what-is-open-access/10285582 44
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5 options To consider after article rejection

1) Make the recommended changes and resubmit your

manuscript to the same journal.

2) Make changes and submit your manuscript to a

different journal.

dicate Inc.

3) Make no changes and submit your manuscript to a

YN

ators.com  © 2009 Leigh Rubin!

different journal.

rubes2@earthlink.ne Creators S

WWW.cre:

4) Discard the manuscript and never resubmit it.

" Rubes By Leigh Rubin

RubesCartoons.com
——

5) Appeal the decision.

https://www.wiley.com/en-us/network/publishing/research-publishing/submission-peer-review/5-options-to-consider-after-article-rejection 45



Conclusions

Pursuing a Ph.D. is not a battle but a long war; not only
intelligence and effort but also endurance are necessary.

Having good communication and relations with your
supervisor is one of the success keys to finishing a Ph.D.

Deep thinking, profound discussion, and well-prepared
experiments with good design/setup help us obtain good
data that reduces the effort needed to prepare a good
article.

There is no shortcut or highway to write a good scientific
article.

One-sentence conclusion is a key to write a good paper. THE ORIGIN OF THE THESES

Wi PHRCOMICS, COM

JORGE CHAM B 2009

Considering three important factors- the “wow” factor,

novelty, and well-written- is very helpful in avoiding
rejection without reviewing.
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Thank you

Prof. Dr. Veinardi Suendo, S.Si., M.Eng.
+62-815-72085125

vsuendo@itb.ac.id
https://www.itb.ac.id/staf/profil/veinardi-suendo

Terima kasih
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