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List reviewers 

Compliance 
statements 

U. Müller 
Editor 
Neurogenetics 
 
13 December 2012 
 
Dear Dr. Müller, 
 
Please find enclosed our manuscript entitled “Gene regulatory networks in living cells”, by Long et al., which we 
would like to submit for publication as a Research Paper in Neurogenetics.  
 

Recent studies have revealed that there are distinct genomic responses to territorial challenges.  Genes are either 

upregulated or downregulated in certain areas of the brain. Cis-regulatory network analysis suggests.…. 
 

To confirm this, we performed expression microarrays and quantitative polymerase chain reactions on four brain 

regions in five brook sticklebacks. Expression microarrays revealed….  
 

We believe our findings would appeal to a broad audience, such as the readership of Neurogenetics. As a wide-

reaching journal publishing original research on all aspects of neuroscience… 

 

We suggest the following potential reviewers: 

 

Conflict of interest forms are attached.……. 

Please address all correspondence to…. 

 

Background 

Address editor personally 

Manuscript title/type of article 



Coverage and 
Staffing Plan 

Hints and tips 
General rules 

Must have 
statements 

Not submitted 
to other journals 

Source of 
funding 

Authors agree on 
paper/journal 

Original and 
unpublished 

Conflicts of  
interest 

 Authorship 
contributions 



Scientific publishing 
Publication ethics 

• Publisher 
• Journal 

Editors 
• Reviewers 
• Authors 

All have responsibilities 

Avoid scientific misconduct 



Scientific publishing 
Guidelines 

 
• CONSORT (Consolidated Standards of Reporting Trials) 
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Scientific publishing 
Decision letter 

24 January 2013 

  

Dear Dr. Long, 

  

Manuscript ID NRL-11-7839: “Gene regulatory networks in living cells” 

 

Your manuscript has been reviewed, and we regret to inform you that based on our Expert reviewers’ 
comments, it is not possible to further consider your manuscript in its current form for publication in 
Neurogenetics.    

 

Although the reviews are not entirely negative, it is evident from the extensive comments and concerns 
that the manuscript, in its current form, does not meet the criteria expected of papers in Neurogenetics. 
The results appear to be too preliminary and incomplete for publication at the present time.  

  

The reviewer comments are included at the bottom of this letter.  I hope the information provided by the 
reviewers will be helpful in future. Thank you for your interest in the journal and I regret that the outcome 
has not been favorable at this time. 

 

Sincerely,  



Scientific publishing 
Decision letter 

Decision 

Reasons 

Reviewer 
comments 

24 January 2013 

  

Dear Dr. Long, 

  

Manuscript ID NRL-11-7839: “Gene regulatory networks in living cells” 

 

Your manuscript has been reviewed, and we regret to inform you that based on our Expert reviewers’ 
comments, it is not possible to further consider your manuscript in its current form for publication in 
Neurogenetics.    

 

Although the reviews are not entirely negative, it is evident from the extensive comments and concerns that 
the manuscript, in its current form, does not meet the criteria expected of papers in Neurogenetics. The 
results appear to be too preliminary and incomplete for publication at the present time.  

  

The reviewer comments are included at the bottom of this letter.  I hope the information provided by the 
reviewers will be helpful in future. Thank you for your interest in the journal and I regret that the outcome 
has not been favorable at this time. 

 

Sincerely,  
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• The Reviewer comments are not entirely negative. 

• It is not possible to consider your manuscript in its 

current form. 

• I hope the information provided will be helpful 

when you revise your manuscript. 

• I regret that the outcome has not been favorable at 

this time. 
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• We cannot publish your manuscript. 

• Your study does not contain novel results that merit 

publication in our journal. 

• We appreciate your interest in our journal. However, 

we will not further consider your manuscript for 

publication.  

• We wish you luck in publishing your results elsewhere. 
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 Revise manuscript 
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Scientific publishing 
Revise for resubmission 

10 March 2013 

  

Dear Dr. Long, 

  

Manuscript ID 10.1002a/bbe.249347“Gene regulatory networks in living cells”. 

  

Your manuscript has been reviewed, and we  believe that after revision your manuscript may become 
suitable for publication in Biotechnology and Bioprocess Engineering.  The reviewer concerns are included at 
the bottom of this letter.    

You can submit a revised manuscript that takes into consideration these comments.  You will also need to 
include a detailed commentary of the changes made.  Please note that resubmitting your manuscript does 
not guarantee eventual acceptance, and that your resubmission may be subject to re-review by the 
reviewers before a decision is made. 

  

To revise your manuscript, log into https://www.editorialmanager.com/BBE/  and enter your Author Center, 
where you will find your manuscript title listed under "Manuscripts with Decisions."  Under "Actions," click 
on "Create a Revision."  Your manuscript number has been appended to denote a revision. 

… 
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Revise for resubmission 

Manuscript ID number 

Decision 

How to re-submit 

10 March 2013 

  

Dear Dr. Long 

  

Manuscript ID 10.1002a/bbe.249347“Gene regulatory networks in living cells”. 

  

Your manuscript has been reviewed, and we  believe that after revision your manuscript may become 
suitable for publication in Biotechnology and Bioprocess Engineering.  The reviewer concerns are included at 
the bottom of this letter.    

You can submit a revised manuscript that takes into consideration these comments.  You will also need to 
include a detailed commentary of the changes made.  Please note that resubmitting your manuscript does 
not guarantee eventual acceptance, and that your resubmission may be subject to re-review by the 
reviewers before a decision is made. 

  

To revise your manuscript, log into https://www.editorialmanager.com/BBE/  and enter your Author Center, 
where you will find your manuscript title listed under "Manuscripts with Decisions."  Under "Actions," click 
on "Create a Revision."  Your manuscript number has been appended to denote a revision. 

… 



Scientific publishing 
Revise for resubmission 

How to respond 

Due date for resubmission 

…You will be unable to make your revisions on the originally submitted version of the manuscript.  Instead, 
revise your manuscript using a word processing program and save it on your computer.  Please also highlight 
the changes to your manuscript within the document by using bold or colored text. Once the revised 
manuscript is prepared, you can upload it and submit it through your Author Center. 

  

When submitting your revised manuscript, you will be able to respond to the comments made by the 
reviewer(s) in the space provided.  You can use this space to document any changes you make to the original 
manuscript.  In order to expedite the processing of the revised manuscript, please be as specific as possible in 
your response to the reviewer(s). 

  

IMPORTANT:  Your original files are available to you when you upload your revised manuscript.  Please delete 
any redundant files before completing the submission. 

  

Because we are trying to facilitate timely publication of manuscripts submitted to BBE, your revised manuscript 
should be uploaded by 10 April. If it is not possible for you to submit your revision in a reasonable amount of 
time, we may have to consider your paper as a new submission. 

 

Once again, thank you for submitting your manuscript to Biotechnology and Bioprocess Engineering and I look 
forward to receiving your revised manuscript. 
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• The Reviewer is correct. We have made the 

necessary changes. 

• Based on the Reviewers comments, we have.... 

• In our revised manuscript we have included…. 

• This is a valid point and we believe that…. 
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How to disagree 

Reviewer comment: The accuracy of motif predication is not high 
enough and the false-positive rate also remains high. I cannot 
see the advantages of this method over reverse engineering 
methods. 

  
  
  



Scientific publishing 
How to disagree 

A: The Reviewer has completely misunderstood our paper. This 
Reviewer is a poor choice for our manuscript. Please send our 
manuscript to another Reviewer.   

  
  



Scientific publishing 
How to disagree 

A: The Reviewer has completely misunderstood our paper. This 
Reviewer is a poor choice for our manuscript. Please send our 
manuscript to another Reviewer.   

  
  

B: Our bioinformatics approach constructs a large-scale gene 
regulatory network. It efficiently identifies metabolic pathways. 
Less gene expression profiles have to be collected compared to 
reverse engineering methods and this is clearly an advantage. 
We have clarified this in the revised manuscript on page 3, lines 
2-7. 



Scientific publishing 
How to disagree 

A: The Reviewer has completely misunderstood our paper. This 
Reviewer is a poor choice for our manuscript. Please send our 
manuscript to another Reviewer.   

  
  

B: Our bioinformatics approach constructs a large-scale gene 
regulatory network. It efficiently identifies metabolic pathways. 
Less gene expression profiles have to be collected compared to 
reverse engineering methods and this is clearly an advantage. 
We have clarified this in the revised manuscript on page 3, lines 
2-7. 
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Scientific publishing 
How to disagree 

A: The Reviewer has completely misunderstood our paper. This 
Reviewer is a poor choice for our manuscript. Please send our 
manuscript to another Reviewer.   

  
  

B: Our bioinformatics approach constructs a large-scale gene 
regulatory network. It efficiently identifies metabolic pathways. 
Less gene expression profiles have to be collected compared to 
reverse engineering methods and this is clearly an advantage. 
We have clarified this in the revised manuscript on page 3, lines 
2-7. 

Rude 

Scientific facts 

Poor response 

Good response 
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comments 

Reviewer 1: Please provide an additional flow diagram to 
highlight the MEME parameters in Figure 1. 

Reviewer 2: Please provide the MEME parameters for the 
transcription factors in the Supporting Information.  

 
 

Agrees with 
Reviewer 2 

 
 

 
 

Justify reason 
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Responses 

Reviewer comment: Additional experimentally-confirmed 
regulatory gene pairs should be identified to validate the 
method.   

 

Response: In accordance with your suggestion, we have provided 
information for four target genes in the Supporting Information. 
At5g46581 and At7g89470 are regulated by HY8 (as shown by 
Smith et al. 2011) and are involved in PSII mechanism. We have 
added two sentences (page 3, lines 5–10) to explain this and we 
have added Smith’s reference (Ref. 15, page 3, line 7).  



Scientific publishing 

  
  
  

Responses 

Reviewer comment: Additional experimentally-confirmed 
regulatory gene pairs should be identified to validate the 
method.   

 

Response: In accordance with your suggestion, we have provided 
information for four target genes in the Supporting Information. 
At5g46581 and At7g89470 are regulated by HY8 (as shown by 
Smith et al. 2011) and are involved in PSII mechanism. We have 
added two sentences (page 3, lines 5–10) to explain this and we 
have added Smith’s reference (Ref. 15, page 3, line 7).  

Changes made 



Scientific publishing 

  
  
  

Responses 

Reviewer comment: Additional experimentally-confirmed 
regulatory gene pairs should be identified to validate the 
method.   

 

Response: In accordance with your suggestion, we have provided 
information for four target genes in the Supporting Information. 
At5g46581 and At7g89470 are regulated by HY8 (as shown by 
Smith et al. 2011) and are involved in PSII mechanism. We have 
added two sentences (page 3, lines 5–10) to explain this and we 
have added Smith’s reference (Ref. 15, page 3, line 7).  

Changes made 

Location of 
changes in revised 

manuscript 
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Response in revised 
manuscript 

“…In this study 89 gene pairs were identified. The TFs 
At1g37898 and At2g78906 regulate 15 and 17 genes 
respectively. These two TFs play an important role in 
metabolic pathways during Arabidopsis halleri 
development. The four experimentally-confirmed 

regulatory gene pairs.  At5g46581 and At7g89470 are 
regulated by HY8 as shown by Smith et al. [15] and are 
involved in PSII mechanism. The MEME parameters for 
these four TFs are given in the Supporting Information 
(Figure S1).” 

 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 



Scientific publishing 
Response letter layout 

S. Park 
Editor-in-Chief 
Biotechnology and Bioprocess Engineering 
 
5 April 2013 
 
Dear Prof. Park, 
 
Re: Resubmission of Manuscript ID 10.1002a/bbe.249347. 
 
Please find attached a revised version of our manuscript entitled “Gene regulatory networks in living cells” which 
we would like to resubmit for consideration for as an Original Article in Biotechnology and Bioprocess Engineering.  
 
The reviewer’s comments were highly insightful and enabled us to greatly improve the quality of our manuscript. In 
the following pages are our point-by-point responses to each of the comments. 
 
Revisions in the manuscript are shown in red. In accordance with the first comment, the entire manuscript has 
undergone substantial English editing.  We have also added new data. 
 
We hope that the revisions in the manuscript and our accompanying responses will be sufficient to make our 
manuscript suitable for publication in Biotechnology and Bioprocess Engineering. 
 
Sincerely, 
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Response letter layout 

Manuscript ID number 

Address editor personally S. Park 
Editor-in-Chief 
Biotechnology and Bioprocess Engineering 
 
5 April 2013 
 
Dear Prof. Park, 
 
Re: Resubmission of Manuscript ID 10.1002a/bbe.249347. 
 
Please find attached a revised version of our manuscript entitled “Gene regulatory networks in living cells” which 
we would like to resubmit for consideration for as an Original Article in Biotechnology and Bioprocess Engineering.  
 
The reviewer’s comments were highly insightful and enabled us to greatly improve the quality of our manuscript. In 
the following pages are our point-by-point responses to each of the comments. 
 
Revisions in the manuscript are shown in red. In accordance with the first comment, the entire manuscript has 
undergone substantial English editing.  We have also added new data. 
 
We hope that the revisions in the manuscript and our accompanying responses will be sufficient to make our 
manuscript suitable for publication in Biotechnology and Bioprocess Engineering. 
 
Sincerely, 
  
  

Thank reviewers 

Summarize major changes 
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Point-by-point responses 

Reviewer 1: 
Comment 1 
There are many typos and complicated phrases. This manuscript should be 
corrected by a native English speaker before resubmission. 
Response 
Thank you for your comment. The entire manuscript has undergone English 
editing by a native speaker. 
 
Comment 2 
I enjoyed reviewing the discussion in this paper. All relevant data  have been 
included and both the merits and weaknesses of this bioinformatics approach 
have been included. 
Response 
Thank you for your positive comment.  
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Point-by-point responses 

Reviewer 1: 
Comment 1 
There are many typos and complicated phrases. This manuscript should be 
corrected by a native English speaker before resubmission. 
Response 
Thank you for your comment. The entire manuscript has undergone English 
editing by a native speaker. 
 
Comment 2 
I enjoyed reviewing the discussion in this paper. All relevant data  have been 
included and both the merits and weaknesses of this bioinformatics approach 
have been included. 
Response 
Thank you for your positive comment.  
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Hints and tips 
Successfully write a manuscript 

Preparation 

Communication Knowledge 

Understanding 

Read regularly Group 
presentations 
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Conferences 
Peer reviewer Funding 

http://www.phrasebank.manchester.ac.uk/ 
www.stanford.edu/~kcobb/writing/lecture1.ppt 
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Hints and tips 
Speed up submission process 

Peer  
review 

List 
reviewers 

Update 
references 

Manuscript Cover letter 

Revised 
Manuscript 

Point-by-point 
response letter 

Mark changes 
in revised 

manuscript 

http://www.sciencemag.org/site/special/scicomm/index.xhtml 
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