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EAA Key activities
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❑ Annual Congress 

❑ April – May  each year/across Europe

❑ Milan (2018), Paphos (2019), First EAA Virtual Annual Congress - 26-28 May 2021

❑ Doctoral education & academic development

❑ Doctoral colloquium (prior to annual conference) - 35 students 

❑ PhD Forum (morning of first day of annual congress) 150-200 students

❑ Talent Workshop (early November)

❑ Peer Mentoring Initiative

❑ PhD Visiting scheme



EAA Key activities
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❑ Academic publications

❑ European Accounting Review (launched in 1992, 35-40 publications/year)

❑ Accounting in Europe (launched in 2004, 18 publications/year)

❑ Collaborations

❑ Representation at EFRAG, IASB, IAESB

❑ Agreements with several National Accounting Associations

❑ Resources

❑ Accounting Resources Center (ARC)

❑ Newsletter



EAA support to PhD students
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EAA Support to PhD students and Scholars: 

❑ Resources and networking (PhD Forum, EAA-ARC)

❑ Development (Doctoral Colloquium)

❑ Publishing and feedback on research (PhD Mentoring Initiative) 

❑ Mobility during PhD and scholarships (PhD visits)

❑ Job market (Talent Workshop)



PhD Forum
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• Launched in 2013

• Involve between 150-200 participants

• Takes place on first day of annual meeting (morning)

• Support PhD and Post-doc students and Early-stage academics by:

- Providing doctoral education and support for academic promotion 
- Promoting networking of doctoral students with established scholars and each other
- Increasing the visibility of EAA activities and its Accounting Research Center

• PhD Forum 2021: online



Doctoral Colloquium
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• Talented PhD students meet Distinguished academics 

• About 35 PhD students and 12 prominent scholars

• Takes place in the four days preceding the annual meeting 

• Doctoral students have the opportunity to present their work-in-
progress to a distinguished academic panel and to receive insightful 
feedback



Accounting Resources Centre (ARC)
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https://arc.eaa-online.org/









▪ Allow researchers to deposit and share resources with EAA ARC members

▪ Already a very popular part of the ARC, with some resources downloaded 
hundreds of times:

• David Veenman’s Introductory Guide to Using Stata in Empirical Financial Accounting 
Research

• Martin Messner’s EAA Doctoral Forum slide deck on Using Interviews in Accounting 
Research (with follow up blog by Chris Chapman)

• Sebastian Becker’s Attending a Job Market conference

▪ Resources expected to grow as more researchers make their material 
available via the ARC

ARC Repository



▪ Events team are highly active: provide updated calendar of events 

If you are organizing an event, please contact them!

▪ ARC twitter feed @EAA_ARC is active and is always seeking more followers

▪ Provides recent news on accounting issues, PhD funding opportunities, methodological 
advances and EAA journals

▪ More than 500 members in 2017 and growing - Membership linked to EAA membership 
(reduced rates for PhD students)

▪ 2,000+ sessions and 6k-18k page views per month

▪ Highly international audience (reflecting EAA membership) with growing interest and 
potential

ARC Following and Updates



EAA Talent workshop

▪ EAA Job Market for Accounting Academics

- Provide a venue where candidates can present their work as well as hold interviews 
with recruiters since 2015 (in 2018: 35 institutions, 45 candidates)

- Madrid, November

- Website: https://eaa-jobmarket.ie.edu/

- Video: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yRj-rjpMrkk&feature=youtu.be

https://eaa-jobmarket.ie.edu/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yRj-rjpMrkk&feature=youtu.be


EAA Talent workshop

▪ For candidates: free registration

▪ Submission of job market paper and CV
▪ Deadline: Usually October 1st

▪ Decision: Usually mid October.

▪ Program
▪ Presentation of job market papers: 20 minutes, no Q&A 

▪ Interviews with recruiters



Dealing with publication –
targeting journals and advice

ASOCIACIÓN ESPAÑOLA DE PROFESORES UNIVERSITARIOS DE 
CONTABILIDAD (ASEPUC)

JORNADAS DE DOCENCIA E INVESTIGACIÓN



Strategies that may help you succeed

• Specialization: find a field that we are interested in. Read, read, read!
• Ask yourself, for each paper: (1) what would I have done differently? (2) can I 

think of alternative explanations? (3) what’s next?

• Identify the building blocks, the logic!

• Read best Journals in the area, and also, out of our field (finance, 
management, marketing, but also, economics (e.g. AER, JPE), and generalist 
Journals (e.g. PNAS, Science) for idea generation.

• Read the press, be present in the world, observe, find ‘anecdotes’ that 
may give rise to curiosity and studies.

• Method: identification, causality, impact

• Read more.



• Networking & Internationalization: 
• Pre- and post- doc research visits

• In leading Universities, meet new colleagues, immerse yourself

• Keep an eye on funding opportunities 

• Attendance to workshops and congresses
• Present your work as often as possible

• Cooperation & collaboration
• Participation in research projects

• Take on some teaching

• Help your senior colleagues organize congresses and conferences

Strategies that may help you succeed



Publishing in Business, Economics

• In almost all areas of economics, the trend has been:
• Longer papers (more references, more analyses)

• Slower publication process (more rounds, more months, publishing may take 
around 1.5 years, if the process goes well.)

• Greater number of Journals and confusion over which Journals are the ones 
we should be reading & targeting.



Today’s talk
• What to publish? q-r theory

- Elements of a strong paper

• Where to publish? Journals
• How to be a good author

- Sending and reviewing your manuscript
- Preparing the manuscript
- Revising/Answering editors/reviewers

• How to be a good reviewer
- Duties (and stuff that’s not your duty) of a  

reviewer

• Some numbers about EAR (if we have time)

Authors

Reviewers Editors

JOURNALS

Bureaucracy
“high quality research is published 

in high quality Journals”

Research in Accounting



Broadly: What elements a study?

• Research in any area of business consists of using the scientific method to answer 
a specific research question. 
• How specific is your question: can you write it in one line? With a question mark at the end?

• The question typically leads you to the broad orientation (inductive or 
deductive), design of the study, choice of method to collect and analyze the data. 
A good research question is (Bryman & Bell 2007: 87): 
• (i) clear; 
• (ii) researchable (that data/method exist to answer it; abstract ideas are difficult to study);
• (iii) is connected with theory and existing research (even when the topic is novel, literature 

exist that is connected); 
• (iv) potentially represents a contribution to existing knowledge; 
• (v) it is neither too broad or too narrow; and
• (vi) if there are several questions, they are interlinked.



Research quality: q-Quality

• According to Ellison (2002 JPE), the q- of a research study is the 
theory and contribution at the core of the research question (the key 
idea: what we would select to explain the paper to an undergraduate 
student, for example):
• Motivation (Why is the study interesting? Why have we conducted it?)

• Tension? Is the answer not obvious?

• Contribution (What does it add to existing knowledge: theory or empirical?)

• Do we add to existing research? Challenge it?

• If we challenge, are we sure our study will not just join one of the ‘sides’ 
of the argument? Do we resolve mixed findings/views?

• Theory (Hypotheses tested: these are the answers to the research question)



Research quality: r-Quality

• Then, the r-quality of a research study consists of (Ellison 2002 JPE):
• Methodological rigor

• Data collection

• Literature review

• Statistical analysis

• Robustness of evidence obtained

• Generalization of results

• Future extensions



q-r Theory
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Hunton, J.E. 2008. Publishing in Accounting Journals. Bentley College, AAA.



q-r Theory

• Motivation

• Contribution

• Theory

• Methodological rigor

• Data collection

• Literature review

• Statistical analysis

• Robustness of evidence obtained

• Generalization of results

• Future extensions

q-Quality

Fatal flaw

Maybe fixable
Depends

Likely fixable

r-Quality
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Actual effort distribution (Hunton 2008)
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Real vs. ideal effort (Hunton 2008)
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Where to publish?

• We must be optimistic, but not too much. The luck factor should not be 
dismissed (Peters and Ceci 1982):
• Aim high. Publishing is a function of: quality, luck and reputation.

• But never send a low quality paper to a Journal: Negative impact on reputation. The 
editor will Desk reject you may not get any feedback.

• Luck is a random variable

• Think the document is ready? Let it rest for two weeks.
• Choose the right Journal. Factors to consider:

• Own knowledge area vs. 'Nearby' areas 
• Value for CV both short- and long-term – some evidence that low quality publications 

impact on career development later on.
• What Journals count in your institution?
• Personally, I like to publish in the Journals that I like to read.



Where to publish?

• Accounting (103 Journals JCR, ASB)
Internationally recognized (Top, A+)

4/4* star (A/A+)

The Accounting Review 4*
Accounting, Organizations and Society 4*
Journal of Accounting and Economics 4*
Journal of Accounting Research 4*
Contemporary Accounting Research 4
Review of Accounting Studies 4



Where to publish?

• Accounting (103 Journals JCR, ASB)
Internationally recognized (Top, A+)

4/4* star (A/A+)

The Accounting Review 4*
Accounting, Organizations and Society 4*
Journal of Accounting and Economics 4*
Journal of Accounting Research 4*
Contemporary Accounting Research 4
Review of Accounting Studies 4

Abacus
Accounting and Business Research
Accounting Forum
Accounting Horizons
Accounting, Auditing and Accountability Journal
Auditing: A Journal of Practice and Theory
Behavioral Research in Accounting
British Accounting Review
Critical Perspectives on Accounting
European Accounting Review
Financial Accountability and Management
Foundations and Trends in Accounting
International Journal of Accounting
Journal of Accounting and Public Policy
Journal of Accounting Literature
Journal of Accounting, Auditing and Finance
Journal of Business Finance and Accounting
Journal of International Accounting, Auditing and Taxation
Journal of the American Taxation Association
Management Accounting Research

Very Good International Journal (3*)



Length of process

• Research, writing the results and publishing them takes a long time.
• Estimated duration:

• Creation of q- 6 months
• Development of r- 6 months
• Presentation and review 6 months
• Submit and publish 9-30 moths

• First round: 2-4 months
• Revisions: 1-6 months
• Second round: 2-3 months
• Revisions: 1-2 months
• Last round: 1-2 months
• Final revision 1-1 month
• Publication 1-12 months
• Total: 9-30 months

A process of up to 3-4 years 
from start to finish

TAKE AWAY
Have 4-6 projects underway 

in different phases



Keys to success in submitting 
(The substantive issues)
• Contribution: What do I add to previous literature?

• Relevance: Does it have practical/theoretical implications?

• Theory: Is the theory well developed and applied?

• Exhaustiveness: Do you know the literature and have you correctly 
incorporated it into the interpretation of your results?

• Accuracy: Are you interpreting the results well and extracting the 
right inferences?

• Exhibition: Have you presented/circulated the work in conferences, 
seminars, etc., and incorporated the feedback received?



Keys to Success When Submitting 
(The little details)
• Editorial Line: Does my work fit with this Journal?

– Do they publish papers in this area of research?
• A paper on 'levers of control' (Simons 1995) fits AOS, but harder to place in Journal of Finance

– References: Have I cited relevant papers from THIS Journal?
– If my list of references are all professional type Journals, maybe it's an indicator that I haven't read the 

right literature or that my work is not academic.
• I must cite relevant work in the Journal. Demonstrate that we read and it to the editor and 

reviewer.
• The editor can choose someone we’ve referenced as a reviewer.

• Presentation: first impressions matter
– Would you go get a job at JP Morgan barefoot and with some broken jeans?
– A poorly presented job is a first step towards Reject. 
– A serious and rigorous researcher KNOWS the process 

• If I have not been careful with my punctuation, how careful is my coding? 



Keys to Success When Submitting 
(The little details)
• Journals may have instructions for authors.

• FOLLOW THEM! They weren’t written in by someone who got bored and had nothing better to do.



Keys to Success When Submitting 
(The little details)
• Journals may have instructions for authors.

• FOLLOW THEM! They weren’t written in by someone who got bored and had nothing better to do.

• Author guidelines: Have I followed them? (http://www.ssrn.com/)
• Paper size: Letter, A4
• Margins: 2.54 cm (1 inch) on each side
• Spell checker: English vs. American 
• References: Journal format
• Letter: Times New Roman, 12 sts., double spacing, left alignment, keep paragraph short.
• Tables: Do my tables look like the ones in that Journal’s articles?
• Equations: Do my equations look like those of works published in this journal?

http://www.ssrn.com/


Cover Page  (The Little details)



Manuscript



Equations
(The Little details)



References (The Little details)



Tables (at the back of the paper)

Tables must be understood without 
reference to the text. Footnote describing 

tests and variables 



Keys to Success When Submitting

Introduction:
- Fundamental part (PUNCH!)

- You must say EVERYTHING relevant to the work, from the 1st line
- Why is it interesting? What does it bring to literature?
- Summary of theory, results, conclusions
- It’s a paper, not a mystery novel!

- The editor DECIDEs based on the introduction – keep reading

Review of literature and hypotheses
- Don't make a 'shopping list', demonstrate deep knowledge

link ideas and papers. Using logic.

- Methodological design and data
- Appropriate method and sample to answer the question

- Results
- Interpret based on previous literature and hypotheses

Conclusions and summary
- Admit limitations and possible future work



Rules of engagement

• Basic etiquette rules:
• Never send the same manuscript to two Journals at once.

• Do not publish two substantially identical papers in two different Journals, unless they are 
for diverse audiences (e.g. academic and professional.)

• Be careful when using the same database to produce various research papers

• Only when it is not possible to integrate both jobs into one

• Clearly have different research objectives

• Put someone as co-author only if they have contributed significantly to the work done.

• Correctly cite sources (Method, ideas, previous work, etc.)

• After a rejection, do not submit the unchanged job to another Journal (It may be sent to the 
same reviewer.)

• Take great care of use of English if it is not your mother tongue.



Potential outcomes

• Direct aceptance: congratulations!
– In theory it can happen. Legend has it that this happens sometimes.

• Reject: typical outcome
– Rejection is around 80-90%. 

– My own experience: multiple rejections 
– TAR, JAR, JAE, JBFA, EAR, AOS, AMJ, but also, Spanish Journal of Finance and Accounting, Spanish 

Accounting Review.

– Read the rejection letter in detail:
• Do not get discouraged

• Akerlof 's (1970) were rejected before it was published.

• My experience: a 5th round rejected job at REFC was published in EAR.

• Accept criticism received and act!

– If criticism is reasonable, correct the paper following the instructions received.

– If they are not, review the paper to see where the readers have ‘left the paper,' leading to 
misinterpretations of your study.



Potential outcomes

• Revise & Resubmit: congratulations! One foot in the door. Now, you get in.
• Let it rest for a couple of weeks. Send it to your senior colleagues. It can be hard to read.

– Reply:  to ALL comments, one by one.
• Optimal: copy the reviewer's comments and below, the answers given.

– Explain: Politely and in detail how, where and why additional (or not) analyses have been 
performed in response to comments

– Persist: the reviewer can be contradicted, justifying the reasons. 

– Acknowledgement: The reviewer has spent time on your work. Give them your time to 
respond, thank them and be generous with your answers.

– Be flexible: you have to accept the comments and modify the work in response to them
• Make more than 50% of what is suggested and respond to 100% of the comments.

• Not everything is done: they can still reject us!

• If you're not willing to change anything, do not submit.

• NEVER engage with the reviewer! If we don't agree to try to be polite and make arguments.



Reply example

Cover letter to editor

• Be formal! 

• Use it wisely to summarize 
key elements.

• Always include, in the letter 
to the editor, all the replies: 
to the editor and to the 
reviewers.

• Produce a second file: Reply 
to Reviewers, which only 
contains the answers to 
reviewers.



Reply example

Reply to Editor

• Make it easy to read: the comments 
in bold/italic and your replies below.

• Say thanks, and use this also as an 
opportunity to agree/disagree, and 
make your points.



Reply example

Reply to Reviewer

• Explain major changes in response to 
editor and other reviewers.

• Say where they can find the new 
evidence.

• Also, copy and paste significant 
tables/text into this letter. The 
reviewer may read this before the 
paper, make it easy on them to 
follow your changes.

• Copy and paste their comments and 
below, your answers.



Reply example

Reply to Reviewer

• You can have tables 
and results that are 
not going to be on 
the paper, just for the 
reviewer to see. 
Things that may end 
up in a footnote in 
the paper.



• Stubbornness: I'm not going to change my paper!

• Turtle vs. Hare: This is a brilliant idea! Let's do a study before someone takes it.

• Premature work: This first version of my paper but it is so good that I have to 
send it to a Journal right now.

• Perfection: In all humility, this paper is clearly for a 'Top’ Journal and nothing else.

• Idiocy: The editor and reviewers obviously haven't understood my work –
incompetent!

• Determination: I'll be able to persuade the editor and reviewers that I'm right 
and they're wrong!

What NOT to do
Associated syndromes (Hunton 2008)



Final suggestions for authors

• Some final comments:

• Have a long-term vision. 
• Better few good articles than many in dubious quality Journals

• Always have several projects in place.

• Write down research ideas before you forget.

• Working as a team: collaborate, debate.

• Focus on theories and hypotheses to be tested – interesting research 
questions. According to Moizer (2009) the common causes of rejection are:
• Bad motivation; Not suitable for the editorial line of the magazine; Theory not 

appropriate; Measurement problems; Statistical problems; No significant contribution; 
Poorly organized; Poorly written; It has not taken into account the reviewer's 
recommendations; and Results already published in another journal.

• Send your work to colleagues for comments (And thank them!)


