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Instructions for Authors 
The following sections outline the submissions process – from the point of deciding whether 
eGEMs is the right journal for your work, to production considerations for accepted work. 

 

I. Why eGEMs? 

eGEMs was created to publish and facilitate the rapid 
dissemination of innovative methods, strategies, and “lessons 
learned” that advance the science of comparative 
effectiveness research (CER), patient-centered outcomes 
research (PCOR), and quality improvement (QI) using 
electronic health data. All eGEMs submissions undergo a 
rigorous, double-blind peer-review process before publication 
in our open-access journal.  

eGEMs submissions must focus on lessons learned about 
electronic health data (electronic health record data, 
electronic patient-reported outcomes data, mobile health, 
data initially generated for clinical purposes, etc.); and be 
relevant to CER, PCOR, QI, or the learning health system. 
The intended audience includes government officials, payers, 
industry, delivery systems, patients and consumers, policymakers, and researchers. For more 
information about the scope and intent of the journal, please see the About eGEMs page. 

Submissions are published upon acceptance. eGEMs is currently indexed in Google Scholar 
and the Directory of Open Access Journals. The EDM Forum is actively working towards the 
point at which all eGEMs publications will be indexed in PubMed.  

 

Who Can Submit?  

Anyone may submit work to be considered for publication in eGEMs provided the author owns 
the copyright to the work being submitted or is authorized by the copyright owner or owners to 
submit the article. Authors are the initial owners of the copyrights to their works (an exception to 
this in the non-academic world might exist if the authors have, as a condition of employment, 
agreed to transfer copyright to their employer). 

 

Submission Types  

Authors may submit any one of the following submission types for consideration. If the author 
has questions about which type or format is appropriate, the author should contact eGEMs 
editorial staff by emailing edmforum@academyhealth.org.  

 Case Study and Comparative Case 
Studies 

 Commentary 

 Conceptual Model/Framework 

 Editorial 

 Original Research Article/Empirical 
Study 

 Media (Audio/Visual) 

 Process Model/Framework 

 Infrastructure/Architecture Overview 

http://repository.academyhealth.org/egems/about.html
mailto:edmforum@academyhealth.org
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 Visualization (e.g. data visualization or 
infographic) 

 Other

Overall, submissions may include approaches (or tools) used to implement research and QI; 
methodological “sub studies” or case studies; data management strategies or analytic code to 
achieve high-quality research results; comparative case studies to highlight diverse approaches 
to common challenges in the field; and policy-oriented thought pieces and commentaries. 
eGEMs also welcomes submissions that touch on best practices, protocols, continuing 
education, and collaborative tools or resources. Papers should focus on timely or controversial 
issues and be grounded in the relevant scholarly literature. They should be broadly informative, 
offering new insight and prompting new thinking. 

Although eGEMs does not enforce a minimum or maximum word count for its publications, 
authors should be aware that short, well-crafted manuscripts covering all the necessary points 
in a coherent fashion typically score better with reviewers than manuscripts that are overly long 
and difficult to follow. Visualizations and media submissions should be accompanied by a 
minimum one-page description of the work and how it is useful to the community. 

 

Rules and Requirements 

Submitted articles cannot have been previously published, nor be forthcoming in an archival 
journal or book (print or electronic). In addition, by submitting material to eGEMs, the author(s) 
is (are) stipulating that the material is not currently under review at another journal (electronic or 
print) and that he or she will not submit the material to another journal (electronic or print) until 
the completion of the editorial decision process at eGEMs. If you have concerns about the 
submission terms for eGEMs, please contact the editors. Please note, "publication" in a 
working-paper series does not constitute prior publication. 

 

II. Review Criteria 

All submissions undergo double-blind peer review and are evaluated by one senior editor and 
two independent reviewers.  eGEMs manuscripts are all evaluated on a five-point scale 
according to the following three criteria: 

1. Usefulness: The submission is useful and advances the science of CER, PCOR, and QI 
by clearly articulating a reasonable approach/method to collecting, analyzing, 
disseminating, and/or using electronic clinical data, or how to overcome a challenge or 
barrier. 

2. Credibility: The submission is credible in that the data, reasoning, and references are 
sufficient to substantiate the conclusions and recommendations offered. 

3. Innovation: The submission proposes innovative strategies or approaches to 
addressing a key issue, challenge, or barrier. 

 

For More Information 

For additional guidance on strategies to maximize the opportunity to publish in eGEMs, please 

refer to Tips for Successful eGEMs Review. 
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III. Tips for a Successful eGEMs Review 

To ensure an efficient review process and to maximize the likelihood of a positive review, the 
editors offer the following recommendations for all submissions: 

 Lead by explaining why. All papers should discuss the motivation for developing 
your/your team’s innovation/approach in a way that would make sense to people using, 
or considering using electronic health data for research and quality improvement. 
Convey as specifically as possible how the work is important beyond the context of 
traditional research.  For example, how will your innovation/approach contribute to 
building a learning health system that can improve care and outcomes?   

 Clearly articulate how you hope other researchers and stakeholders will benefit 
from this submission. Focus on generalizable lessons learned, both successes and 
failures. Invite dialogue and participation—suggest specific ways such dialogue can be 
encouraged with the eGEMs format that differs from usual print journals. 

 Describe the evidence that the proposed approach works as promised. Explain 
how bias is treated; explain sensitivity and specificity; and describe if there are certain 
situations in which the approach is likely to work better or worse. 

 Discuss the limitations of your innovation/approach. Explain how limitations may 
affect the generalizability of your findings, and future research. How could your 
innovation/approach be evaluated further in your own setting?  In other environments?  

 Invite dialogue and participation in developing new approaches. Suggest specific 
ways in which the community may generate solutions and approaches. 

Based on comments from reviewers, the following recommendations are provided for 
submissions on specific types of topics or in specific formats: 

 Conceptual frameworks should draw upon a sufficient number of cases or experiences 
to lend credibility to the recommendations and demonstrate the framework is potentially 
generalizable.  If the “sample frame” is limited, include enough information about the 
settings so readers can think about the applicability of the data and findings to their own 
situation. 

 Submissions with a limited basis of empirical results should be framed as 
commentaries; or frameworks to guide future research, offer a set of recommendations, 
or describe new approaches or strategies. Examples of alternative formats include: 

o Structuring papers around a data visualization or a conceptual model, and 
organizing sections of the paper according to the model (Holve, 2013); or  

o Structuring the paper in a format more consistent with policy analysis, where 
review and comparison of programmatic or scientific options/alternatives is the 
organizing framework (Marsolo, 2013; Wilcox, 2013; Schilling et al, 2013).   

 Case studies should cite specific details of the case whenever possible to help the 
readers contextualize the experience and recommendations. The more concrete the 
application, the better.  

 Comparative case studies should clearly articulate key questions, considerations, or 
alternatives for comparison in the paper and discuss these options in a structured 
manner, differentiating between the cases and highlighting “lessons learned.” 

http://repository.academyhealth.org/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1001&context=egems
http://repository.academyhealth.org/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1003&context=egems
http://repository.academyhealth.org/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1008&context=egems
http://repository.academyhealth.org/egems/vol1/iss1/11/
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 Protocols should clarify how aspects of the protocol can be used in future studies, 
highlighting potential adaptations for other populations or priority questions that may be 
feasible with the methods described. Sample code or other tools may be submitted as 
appendices. 

 

IV. Detailed Instructions for the eGEMs Submission Review and Publication 

Process 

The following diagram outlines the series of steps that eGEMs undergo in the publication 
process. 

 

Online Submission Instructions 

1. From the eGEMs homepage, click the Submit link on the right-hand navigation 
bar. You will be prompted to log in with an email address and password. If this is 
your first time accessing the system, you will need to freely create an account 
using your email address and password. 

2. Once you have logged in or created your account, read and review the 
submission instructions. Then, click Continue. 

3. The Submission Agreement appears next. Please review the guidelines, then 
click Accept to continue. 

4. Enter your contact information. First name, last name, and institutional 
information are required, but other contact information may be entered as well. 
Then, click Continue. 

5. Enter information for co-authors, if applicable, by entering the co-authors email 
address and clicking add author. Then, click Continue. 



 
 
 
 

5 
 

Checklist for Submission 

Authors should adhere to the following checklist to ensure successful submission of their work. 
The following information will be requested when authors access the submission form. 

 Submission Metadata 

 Submission Title 

 Short Title (no more than 65 
characters) 

 Submission Type 

 Issue 

 Discipline 

 Subject Area 

 Keywords (please include at least 3) 

 URL Link to stream media file (for 
media submissions only) 

 Abstract (see required components 
below) 

 Acknowledgements

 
 Primary Submission File (must be in blinded manuscript form, excluding author names and 
affiliations) 

 Title 

 Structured Abstract 
o Introduction/Objective(s), including innovations and usefulness 
o Background/Context, including generalizability 
o Methods (as appropriate), substantiating the credibility of the work 
o Findings (as appropriate) 
o Discussion 
o Conclusion/Next Steps 

 Introduction/Objectives that adequately addresses what the manuscript is about; what is 
new and useful; and how that information will be conveyed to prepare the reader for the 
next section 

 Background/Context on the problem that is addressed 

 Methods (as appropriate) 

 Findings (as appropriate 

 Discussion 

 Conclusion/Next Steps 

 References (Vancouver style) 

 Acknowledgements of funders and collaborators must always be included in the 
submission form and in the text. If the work was not supported by funding, the authors 
should provide a clearly worded disclaimer in the acknowledgements section. 

Submissions discussing an empirical study should include the following sections: 

 Methods 

 Data 

 Results 

 Interpretation 

 Limitations 

Submissions with a limited basis of empirical results should be framed as commentaries or 
policy frameworks that offer a set of recommendations, or process frameworks that describe a 
new approach or strategy, may be structured a variety of ways.  One option is provided below:   

 Introduction 

 Purpose of  the framework 

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK7256/
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 Description of where the framework came from/how it was developed 

 Supporting literature, interviews, etc. as empirical, if limited, data 

 Implications for policy, practice, and/or research 

 Conclusion 
 

eGEMs also accepts submissions in non-traditional formats, including visualizations and 

infographic files, and media, audio, and video files. These submissions must include a 

description (generally 500-1200 words) that explores and articulates the components and key 

considerations of the content. 

 Additional Files 

Any figures/diagrams that are included in paper submissions should also be uploaded 
separately in an editable format to ensure proper layout should the article be accepted for 
publication. Visualizations and media submissions should be accompanied by a minimum one-
page description of the work and how it is useful to the community. Appendices or other related 
resources should also be uploaded under the ‘Additional Files’ section on the submission form. 

 Cover Letter 

Authors should use the cover letter template to create a cover letter to accompany their 
submission. The cover letter may be either pasted into the text box provided or uploaded as 
another file. The cover letter is intended to inform editorial review of the submission and 
facilitate a timely peer review process. The letter should also include recommendations for at 
least one peer reviewer. The information provided will help set the appropriate expectations for 
editors and reviewers. 

 

V. Formatting Requirements 

Please see Manuscript Preparation Guidelines for more information on how to format 
manuscripts for submission. 

bepress is available to provide limited technical support; however, it is the responsibility of the 
author to produce an electronic version of the article as a high-quality PDF (Adobe's Portable 
Document Format) file, or a Microsoft Word, WordPerfect or RTF file that can be converted to a 
PDF file. 

It is understood that the current state of technology of Adobe's Portable Document Format 
(PDF) is such that there are no, and can be no, guarantees that documents in PDF will work 
perfectly with all possible hardware and software configurations that readers may have. 

 

VI. Technical Requirements 

Authors should submit their articles at http://repository.academyhealth.org/eGEMs. 

All written materials included should be typed, double-spaced, with one-inch margins. The 
preferred citation style is Vancouver. The author names will be captured on the online 
submission form – please do not include names and affiliations on any uploaded files. 

http://repository.academyhealth.org/egems/styleguide.html
http://repository.academyhealth.org/egems
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Images, audio, video, and data files should be uploaded using appropriate formats. We 
recommend contributing authors submit materials in the following formats, which are most likely 
to migrate successfully. Supplementary materials may be uploaded by checking the box under 
the ‘Additional Files’ section of the submission form. 

 

Acceptable File Formats for Supplemental Materials 

Text .doc, .rtf, .pdf 

Images .jpeg, .png, .gif, .tiff 

Audio .aiff, .mp3 "unprotected (DRM-free), .aac, .wav 

Video .mpeg, .qtff 

Data .xml, .csv 

 

VII. Correspondence and Completing Revisions 

All correspondence regarding the receipt of manuscript for review, as well as registered 
decisions will be provided to the corresponding author and other authors listed in the BE Press 
system.  If at any time authors have questions about the status of a manuscript, please contact 
adam.barnhart@academyhealth.org. 

Communicating with Authors 

Because The eGEMs editorial staff is committed to a transparent review and publication 
process and to maintaining regular contact with our authors, there are certain in the process 
where eGEMs staff will communicate with the authors as needed: 

 Subsequent to submission, if authors have not recommended reviewers: eGEMs staff 

will ask authors to recommend at least three peer reviewers for their submission. 

 Once paper has gone out for peer review: eGEMs staff aims for a five day period 

between receiving the submission and sending it out for peer review. If eGEMs staff is 

having difficulty identifying or committing reviewers, we will update authors on a weekly 

basis and request suggestions for additional peer reviewers. 

 Once a paper is accepted, eGEMs staff will notify authors both before and after their 

paper has been copy-edited, and resolve any last editorial guidance to improve 

readability and flow of the papers at that time. 
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Responding to Reviews 

Subsequent to review, all authors will receive an email with reviewer comments and one of the 
following decisions: Accepted; Accepted with a request for minor revisions; Major revisions 
required; or Rejected. The editorial staff also reserves the right to reject a paper, but provide 
strong rationale and guidance for a resubmission. 

If authors are instructed to make minor or major revisions, authors should make edits in bold in 
the manuscript and provide a point-by-point response to the reviewer comments in a cover letter 
to the editor. Both the revised manuscript and cover letter should be submitted through the 
website. Instructions on how to submit the revised manuscript will be provided at the bottom of 
the decision letter. 

 


