
         Feedback report - Full participants 
                 Scientific Manuscript Writing Workshop 

                                                                15 – 19 March 2021 

 

Sustainable  
Sciences  
Institute 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Non-government 
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(NGO)
5%

Hospital (Public)
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Public Health 
institute

11%

Government 
research 

organisation
26%

Academia
47%

Participant organisation type

Consultant
5%

Investigator/Co
-Investigator

5%

Laboratory 
Staff
5%

Pharmacist
5%

Researcher
5%

Medical 
Doctor

11%
Research 
Assistant

11%

Student
16%

Academic
37%

Participant roles

CM -
Cameroon

ET - Ethiopia
5%

NA - Namibia
5%

UA - Ukraine
5%

UG - Uganda
5%

ZM - Zambia
5%

EG - Egypt
11%NG - Nigeria

11%

BR - Brazil
48%

Participant country (work)

Total = 19 participants 
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0,0 0,0
10,5

89,5

Strongly disagree Disagree Agree Strongly Agree

"The workshop was a good fit for my learning needs"
(% of participants)

0,0 0,0
10,5

89,5

Strongly disagree Disagree Agree Strongly Agree

"The concepts and skills presented were explained well"
(% of participants)

0,0
5,3 5,3

89,5

Strongly disagree Disagree Agree Strongly Agree

"There is at least one thing that I will do differently or 
act on as a result of attending this training" 

(% of participants)
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94,7

89,5

57,9

47,4

Individual tutoring sessions

Lectures

Demonstrations

Q&A

Most helpful features (% of participants)

0,0 0,0

21,1

78,9

Strongly disagree Disagree Agree Strongly agree

"The workshop was helpful in progressing my manuscript"
(% of participants)

42,1

31,6

26,3

10,5

5,3

5,3

5,3

5,3

5,3

0,0

0,0

0,0

Tree of arguments (article structuring)
Reference Manager

Discussion
Journal selection

Data analysis
Ethics & Plagiarism

Figures & results
Submitting & Review process

Title
Introduction

Abstract & Acknowledgments
Materials & Methods

Most diffult subjects to assimilate (% of participants)
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68,4

63,2

57,9

52,6

47,4

42,1

36,8

31,6

21,1

21,1

5,3

I think it will help my career

I need it for my research

It is free

I trust the organisations involved

I have a general interest in this topic

I need it for my academic studies

It was recommended

I have done another Global Health Network course…

I trust the people who wrote it

It has a certificate

Other: I felt needs to improve my skills in scientific…

Reasons for chosing this workshop (% of participants)

78,9

68,4

63,2

52,6

47,4

Pairing with a mentor

Grant opportunities for pilot studies

Online learning courses

Twinning or site exchange programme

Seminars

Interest in other development opportunitites
(% of participants)

10,5 15,8 10,5

36,8 31,6

89,5 84,2 89,5

63,2 68,4

Familiar with the basic
structure of a scientific
article to be published

in a peer reviewed
journal

Able to establish the
"main point" or global

messages from the
most important data of

the results

Understand the 
essential components 

of the “Tree of 
Arguments” and define 

the three main 
messages and 

arguments of the 
results

Write a draft of the 
complete article based 

on the "Tree of 
Arguments” sketch

Write the main
conclusions and

recommendations
derived from your data

Confidence level after workshop (% of participants)

Least confident Slightly confident Fairly confident Very confident
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Things they will do differently from now on (follow up of Q. 7): 
 

• I would do a tree of arguments before start to write the article. 

• I really liked to apply the tree of arguments - a term that I did not know before this 

workshop - to structure my article according to my findings.  Also, we were able to 

critically review the other attendings work and exchange experiences. This is very 

enriching, and I want to carry with me in the future.   

• The definition of the Main Point of the manuscript; writing style especially the results 

section; title structuring.  

• Tree of Arguments. 

• Selecting the journal to submit my work; The order to which I follow to write the paper; 

The format to present the results. 

• Always apply the Tree of Argument while writing manuscripts. 

• Writing starting with easier sections, using the tree of argument. 

• I will be more competitive and meticulous in my writing. 

• Tree of argument. 

• Once I do my data analysis, I will certainly be constructing the tree of arguments 

before proceeding to the manuscript. 

• Making a decision tree when writing a manuscript. 

• The way I organize and write a paper for journal publication. 

• The way I write my goals and address my results. 

• I would do additional analysis to address points raised during the workshop. 

• Start with Main Point, Tree Arguments. 

 

What should we continue doing in this workshop? 

 

• The workshop may continue to have two parts: theory and practice. 

• Continue with one-on-one participant. 

• I really think you should keep the workshop as a priority to researchers from low and 

middle-income countries and keep encouraging the network between different 

countries and research areas. 

• Continue to give examples of paragraph structure, titles, etc.; continue to show the 

procedure of submitting a manuscript; maintain the Q&A at the end of the class. 

• All the programme. 

• The moments with the tutor. 

• The Full Participants session. 

• Hands on training. 

• The interactive and supportive teamwork. 
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• Coaching system. 

• Tree of arguments is amazing and should be the focal point. 

• Teaching the concept of "tree of argument" and the pattern of writing your paper 

example results and discussion first. 

• Punctuality, organization, and topics covered. 

• The programme should continue receiving researchers from developing countries in 

order to share experiences. 

• Programme and duration. 

• The full participant program is a great idea, and it was super worth it!  

• To have an appointment after the “final” manuscript. A critical opinion should be very 

welcome. 

 

What should we do differently in this workshop? 

 

• Increase number of one-on-one participants. 

• The tutoring sessions were great, but I imagine it can be overwhelming to them 

dealing with many people at the same time. Maybe you should include more 

instructors. 

• To make it a regular event. 

• More facilitators if possible. 

• Please separate the presentation for all from the full participants group work. The time 

was so long to be in one day. 

• An additional day (2 extra days). 

• More time should be given to the transition between results and discussion. My 

thinking is that most people easily put together the background and methods sections 

but struggle with the results and discussion section. 

• Encourage and accept more people from Africa to instill and develop the culture of 

writing especially those in non-academic area. 

• I would have prefered to have some pre-reads before the course. 

• There could be more moments like we had the discussion about the titles for 

participants who are not full participants. 

• Feedback of the manuscript. 

• Different people presenting during the workshop instead of only one.  

• I’d not change, but it would be very interesting to have a feedback when the article is 

ready. 


