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IF, H indeXx, Eigenfactor, Article influence score
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Allergy Asthma Immunol Res 1,599 5.026 0.00324
Cancer Res Treat 2,241 3.363 0.00555
Ann Surg Treat Res 616 1.181 0.00192
Exp Mol Med 4,046 4,743 0.00738
Gut & Liver 2,009 2.968 0.00447

J Clin Neurol 1,268 2.796 0.00274

J Gynecol Oncol 1,134 2.914 0.00264

J Korean Med Sci 5,879 1.716 0.00893
J Stroke 925 5.571 0.00358
Korean J Intern Med 1,887 2.714 0.00360
Korean J Radiol 2,687 3.730 0.00480

Yonsei Med J 3,125 1.759 0.00579
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Nature 562 714 2,055 3831 1,647 62,800 -
Science 418 289 1,330 4,374 1,446 51,148 -
Cell - 364 888 722 21651 98 6,705
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J Korean Med Sci 23 4 40 19 588 987 17 36
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Good Title and Good Abstract
¢ Editors usually read Abstract and Title only
at screening phase.

¢ Only 10% of title readers read abstract, and
only 10% of abstract reader read the text.

¢ Should be good English.

¢ Concise (200~250 words)
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Materials/Methods
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» IRB permission or patients consent
» Are main findings supported by different methodology
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- Cell line study only or include in vivo study?
- Supported by human data?

> Up-to-date methodology?

> Sufficient number of enrolled patients?

> Correct statistics?
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- accurately interpreted
- If needed, ask statistic expert to review.
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Results, Tables and Figures

Duplicate information?

Figures or Tables are adequate for data
- Is original data shown (scattered graph, flow cytometry,

western blot,...) instead of bar graph

Clearly labeled
Resolution of figures

If needed, ask medical illustrator’s help
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Hatistical analysis

Match Overview

Homeostasis model assessment for insulin resistance (HOMA-IR) and the whole-body < .
ﬂ 1 jcem.endojournals.org 270/ i
insulin sensitivity index (WBISI) were calculated 34 the linsulin sensitivity indexes. Y
. 2 www.bernhard-ludvik.at 0
WBISI was calculated using OGTT, as proposed by Matsuda and DeFronzo, as Intemet source 2%
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10,000/ (fasting glucose = fasting insulin) * (mean glucose * mean insulin during
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