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Your research has uncovered some findings that you 
believe are new and interesting and worthy of dis-
semination. This generally means publication in a 

peer-reviewed journal. For a first-time author, the publica-
tion process can be confusing and includes several decisions 
that need to be made: In what journal should you publish 
your work? What will you include in the paper, and what 
will you leave out? What is the critical new finding that you 
want your readers to learn from your paper? 
	 This article explains the publication process and  
provides some basic guidance on publishing a research  
paper in a scholarly journal. Although examples refer to 
AIChE Journal and Environmental Progress & Sustainable 
Energy (EP&SE), the overall process is similar for most 
journals. However, consult the instructions to authors for the 
journals to which you intend to submit. 
	 (Editor’s note: Keep in mind that CEP is a trade maga-
zine, not the type of scholarly journal that is the focus of this 
article. CEP does not publish papers that report the results of 
experimental research, but rather seeks articles that provide 
generic, broadly applicable “how-to” guidance, best prac-
tices, lessons learned, etc. For more information on writing 
for CEP, go to www.aiche.org/resources/publications/cep/
guidelines-authors.)

Getting started
	 First, you need to determine whether your findings  
are publishable:
	 • Is your work original? Have you done a thorough 

review of the literature to know its place in the field and 
what sets it apart from previously published works? 
	 • Is your work significant? Have you identified some-
thing that others would value? Does the work advance  
the state of the art? Does it offer a few compelling take-
home messages? 
	 • Is the work novel? Incremental work may advance  
the field, but is not sufficiently interesting to attract the  
attention of readers. Upper-tier journals seek to publish 
findings that advance the field, rather than just tweaking 
previous outcomes.
	 • Is the study sufficiently complete? While you may have 
determined something interesting and significant, do you 
have enough data to provide sufficient proof of concept? 
Remember that a main intent of the peer-review process is 
to confirm that the results are pioneering and supported by 
experimental measurements. 
	 If you can answer yes to these questions, then you prob-
ably have something valuable to publish. 
	 The next step is to determine what type of article is 
appropriate for your findings. Many papers are full research 
articles, which describe significant and complete studies.  
If you have findings that are particularly interesting and  
worthy of fast-track publication, you might want to prepare  
a shorter communication; AIChE Journal refers to these  
as AIChE Letters. A compelling finding that is new, signifi-
cant, and “can’t wait” for additional results may be —  
for example, a new catalyst that gives a step increase in 
activity or selectivity, or a new catalytic reactor design that 
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achieves a step increase in product yield by eliminating a 
transport resistance.
	 Next, identify the other individuals who have been 
involved in the development of this research finding. Be sure 
to include all contributors as authors on the paper. But, do 
not add people to the author list if they have not contributed 
in a substantial way; in some cases, an acknowledgment 
may provide appropriate recognition. Once you have settled 
on the author list, be sure that all of the authors participate 
in the writing and review of the manuscript and agree on the 
submission venue. 

Structure of the manuscript
	 Writing a manuscript is like telling a story. Your paper 
should first provide a convincing beginning to interest the 
reader, a thorough middle to relay the key points, and an 
informative ending to underscore the take-home message. 
Follow the common adage: Tell them what you intend to tell 
them, tell them, and tell them what you told them. 
	 While each journal may have specific organizational 
requirements, virtually all manuscripts contain the same 
basic elements:
	 Title. A succinct descriptive title will bring attention to 
your work and can garner citations of your paper. Many 
journals publish an online table of contents and/or place 
articles into a preview state after they have been accepted 
but prior to formal publication. In those cases, the title may 
be the only information available to the reader. By incorpo-
rating appropriate keywords into the title, you improve the 
chances that your paper will be identified by search engines, 
bringing further recognition to your work. However, the  
title should also be short and concise, typically less than  
15 words. It needs to convey the essence of your manuscript 
in these few words, making the task of writing the title very 
challenging. Spend the necessary time on this effort to craft 
an effective title.
	 Abstract. This is the second-most important element 
of your manuscript, since many journals make the abstract 
publicly available. The abstract is also relatively short, 
typically between 200 and 300 words. It should convey the 
two or three most important elements of your manuscript. 
The reader should learn in a few sentences the significant 
outcomes that you present in your paper, whether that is 
a key finding, a new method, or a new interpretation of pre-
vious outcomes. We recommend writing the abstract after 

you have written the rest of the manuscript, so that you 
know precisely the most important elements of your sub-
mission. However, do not copy content from elsewhere in 
the manuscript to develop the abstract. Know those critical 
points and then write the abstract from scratch, developing 
proper sentences to summarize paragraphs and sections 
from the manuscript.
	 Keywords. Carefully select the keywords for your sub-
mission, as they will help the editor identify reviewers who 
understand your work and ensure your submission receives 
an appropriate evaluation. Keywords are also important 
tools to help boost the discoverability of your paper. With 
more than one million research articles published each year 
globally, it is important that you take an active role in mak-
ing sure your paper is discovered and read. Employ search 
engine optimization (SEO) strategies that can help your 
paper move up in search engine results, such as strategically 
adding carefully selected keywords and key phrases in your 
manuscript. You can find tips on this topic on our publisher’s 
website: https://authorservices.wiley.com/author-resources/
Journal-Authors/Prepare/writing-for-seo.html.
	 Introduction. This is your opportunity to let the reader 
know why you conducted the study. It should summarize 
prior works in the field and how they relate to your results. 
Do not copy from those prior works, but rather synthesize 
the major points into key findings that are relevant to your 
topic. Once that is complete, you should be able to state pre-
cisely what is not known — which is the gap that your work 
is attempting to fill. 
	 Experimental or Methodology. Whether experimental  
or computational, you followed a procedure to develop  
your outcomes. Provide that information in this section. Be 
thorough, so that someone reviewing your manuscript knows 
that you have carefully completed your experiments and 
feels confident that they could reproduce your results. State 
specific items of equipment, including model numbers, as 
appropriate. Describe all of the various experiments that you 
conducted, including any parameters that define how you 
operated the instrument. Your reviewers likely have similar 
equipment and know its pitfalls, so it is important to provide 
complete information in this section. In some cases, where 
space is limited, you may place some of this content into 
supplemental information, which will be included online but 
not available in the print publication. 
	 Results. This section describes the outcomes of your 
work. It is often helpful to place the information in tables or 
graphs, so that the reader can see a summary of what was 
accomplished. Write a paragraph that describes each of those 
called-out items, identifying the key features that you want 
the reader to recognize. Keep in mind that you are trying to 
convince your reader of a few critical elements that are cen-
tral to the paper. Therefore, use concise text to call out points 
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that may not be immediately obvious to a reader looking at 
them for the first time. This will help to focus the reader’s 
attention on these details. This is not the proper place to 
present a detailed interpretation or analysis of the results — 
save that for the discussion section.
	 Discussion. While some journals might want you to 
combine the discussion with the results, we prefer separate 
sections. The discussion section is critical to the success of 
the paper. Here, you connect results presented in multiple 
figures or obtained by different experimental processes, 
and/or compare your results to those reported in previous 
publications, to support your analysis. This section brings 
your work together and guides the reader to reach the same 
conclusions that you did. 
	 Conclusions. In the interest of conserving space, some 
journals no longer want a separate conclusions section, assum-
ing that you will have previously stated the key outcomes as 
part of your discussion. If the journal allows a conclusions 
section, this is an excellent opportunity to remind the reader 
of the important outcomes. These are the takeaway points that 
are the basis of your paper — what makes it unique, interest-
ing, and novel. This is your opportunity to remind the reader 
of the significance of your work. While there is some similar-
ity between the conclusions and the abstract, these sections 
serve very different purposes and should be carefully con-
structed to meet their unique objectives. 
	 References. You have identified prior work throughout 
your paper, primarily in the introduction, but also in the 
experimental section (where you described prior work with 
the equipment you used) and in the discussion (where you 
compared your results to related work). Your list of refer-
ences should be complete, but do not include references sim-
ply for the sake of constructing a long list. Do not include 
references not cited within the manuscript. Finally, your 
citations should be presented in the journal’s style.

Preparing your manuscript 
	 The need to clearly convey to the reader the two or 
three most significant points of your paper cannot be 
understated. When preparing your manuscript, make sure 
that you arrange it around those key points, focusing on 
them throughout the introduction, experimental section (if 
applicable), results, discussion, and conclusion sections. 
Know what you want to say. Stay on task. Don’t lead the 
reader away from the main message with unnecessary 
details. Focusing on the most important points will ensure 
good readability of your manuscript, and allow the readers 
to understand what you have accomplished. 
	 Most research papers are written in third person, are 
fairly succinct, and include appropriate technical rigor. It 
is not normally acceptable to use colloquialism or to wax 
philosophical. Remember, you are trying to describe a tech-

nical outcome to a technical audience; they want to know 
what you have achieved without wading through comments 
that you cannot substantiate. Maintain a straightforward 
presentation, focusing on the content that you want to pres-
ent and that you want the reader to understand. Going off 
on tangents, bringing in extraneous information, or making 
broad philosophical statements only distracts from the mes-
sage you want to convey. 
	 Reading articles in the journal to which you intend to 
submit is critical. If you find yourself citing prior work 
from that journal frequently, the journal is likely a good 
technical fit. Also consider the significance of your work 
and the impact factor of the journal. The more valuable you 
believe your work to be, the higher the stature of the journal 
you might aspire to be in. Stature may be measured by the 
impact factor, but not necessarily. Nevertheless, keep in 
mind that the more highly cited journals have high stan-
dards, so the likelihood of being rejected is higher. You need 
to balance the quality of your work with the expectations of 
the journal to give your manuscript the best opportunity to 
be accepted and published.
	 The papers previously published in the journal also 
provide you with important information on the journal’s pre-
ferred writing style. For example, in EP&SE, we like authors 
to use headers that allow the reader to move quickly between 
sections of the paper and find important elements. We prefer 
third person, but do not specifically require it. The instruc-
tions to authors provide excellent and important guidance 
on how to organize your manuscript and the writing style 
for the journal. The closer you conform to what the editors 
and reviewers expect, the higher the likelihood of success in 
getting your manuscript published.
	 When preparing your manuscript, make sure that the 
English grammar is the best that you can possibly make it. 
Some manuscripts are rejected because the reviewers cannot 
decipher the grammar and, despite reasonable technical con-
tent, cannot determine the critical outcomes of the research. 
Microsoft Word includes a spelling and grammar checker. 
Although its suggestions are not always correct, they can 
serve as a good starting point. If you ignore the changes Word 
suggests, you need to be confident that you have the correct 
grammar and spelling. If you are not a native English speaker, 
work with someone who can provide a detailed review of the 
grammar. Have multiple people, including someone who has 
not participated in the research, read the manuscript for gram-
mar and provide input into the quality of the written mate-
rial. Finally, consider investing in an editing service that will 
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provide a professional review for a fee. For example, Wiley 
Editing Services (https://wileyeditingservices.com) provide 
support for language editing, translation, figure and table 
preparation, and formatting. It may be a worthwhile invest-
ment to avoid being rejected for poor grammar. 

Submitting your manuscript
	 Once you have prepared the manuscript, you still have a 
bit of work to do before you are ready to submit it. This is a 
good time to go back to the instructions for authors to review 
the submission requirements. Read them again, and make 
sure that your manuscript conforms in every way to the 
journal’s expectations. As editors, we rely on the submission 
being properly prepared as part of the preliminary review 
process. Check to ensure that the spacing is correct and that 
the figures and tables are embedded or placed at the end of 
the document, according to the guidelines to authors. Ensure 
that the length is within the acceptable standards, and if it 
is too long, move some of the content into supplemental 
material. We receive more submissions than we can possibly 
publish; a manuscript that blatantly disregards the submis-
sion guidelines is often rejected without review. 
	 Have someone who did not participate in preparing the 
manuscript read it prior to submission. Because you are 
obviously the most familiar with your own research, you 
might inadvertently leave out information that would be 

critical to someone less knowledgeable about the specifics 
of your work. A peer reviewer may be able to discern that 
information by context, but if they cannot and, as a result, 
draw incorrect conclusions, you are handicapping your 
submission. Having someone read your paper can help you 
to avoid overlooking those details that are important to the 
reviewers. He or she might also spot errors that you have 
overlooked. It is common for an author who has read and 
revised a manuscript numerous times to “see what is sup-
posed to be there.” A fresh set of eyes can often spot such 
mistakes. It may be helpful to let the manuscript “age” for 
a few weeks before you submit it. Removing yourself for a 
short time and then returning is another way to bring fresh 
eyes to the manuscript.
	 Make sure that your figures and tables are properly 
formatted and translate properly when converted to PDF. If 
the figures and tables are not available or are hard to read, 
your manuscript is likely to be rejected. Make sure that 
everything is converted properly and is completely readable 
before completing the final submission.
	 It is also valuable to complete a plagiarism analysis for 
your submission, since many journals now do this on a rou-
tine basis. We have had to reject papers because of their lack 
of attention to this critical issue. Senior authors may assume 
that the contributing authors, typically graduate students or 
post docs, have adhered to ethical practices. While some 
level of repetition is to be expected, since some common 
phrases appear in technical papers on a regular basis, you 
should not copy entire paragraphs, nor should your paper 
contain significant amounts of material that is substantially 
similar to other publications. Each journal has some level of 
repetition above which the editor will complete a detailed 
analysis. You don’t want to trigger that type of analysis — 
the editor might reject your submission without even having 
it peer-reviewed for technical value. 
	 During the submission process, you will also have an 
opportunity to include suggested reviewers and reviewers 
who should be excluded. If you know someone who has an 
established bias against your work, you can indicate that. 
However, we generally recommend not asking for specific 
reviewers to be excluded. The editor may be more knowl-
edgeable about the subject of your paper than you think. In 
addition, the editor might look into why you requested that 
certain individuals not be reviewers, and this could bring 
a higher level of scrutiny to your paper during the review 
process. On the other hand, it is beneficial to include some 
suggested reviewers, especially individuals who are knowl-
edgeable about your work but may not already be known  
to the editor. 
	 In addition to the manuscript and cover letter, many 
online submission systems require you to answer a series of 
additional questions. Answer them completely and accu-

The Cover Letter
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rately. These checklists give the editor information about 
your submission that will help guide them through the evalu-
ation and review process. Your job in the submission process 
is to ensure that all of your information is organized to make 
the editor’s job as easy as possible, which will help the edi-
tor to support your submission through the review process. 

Peer review
	 After your submission is accepted into the online system, 
the editor will begin processing the manuscript. There may 
also be a preliminary review by an assistant who ensures that 
all of the elements are included in your submission and that 
you have conformed to the journal’s style. 
	 The editor conducts an initial analysis to determine 
whether your submission is appropriate for the journal and 
should be sent for peer review. For example, a highly theoreti-
cal paper might not be the best fit for an applied journal, or the 
subject might not be appropriate or too highly specialized. The 
editor may try to determine if the research is sufficiently sig-
nificant, unique, or novel. During this initial review, the editor 
is likely not reading your entire manuscript, but rather focus-
ing on the title, abstract, and possibly the conclusions. This is 
one reason these sections of your manuscript are so important, 
and why you need to spend extra time preparing and review-
ing them. The preliminary review also determines whether the 
paper adheres to the ethical standards of the journal. 
	 The peer reviewers perform the detailed technical 
review. The editor will identify several experts in the field 
who will read your manuscript and offer their opinion of its 
technical quality. They will assess whether the manuscript is 
sufficient for consideration, focusing on several aspects of 
the submission:
	 • Is the manuscript novel and does it contain important 
work? 
	 • Have the authors provided appropriate context and 
cited the important prior works in the field?
	 • Does the manuscript provide a clear statement of the 
research objectives and why this work is important relative 
to the prior knowledge?
	 • Are the results clear and understandable? Do they fol-
low a logical progression that allows the reader to under-
stand the work that was completed and why it was done?
	 • Are the experimental methods, the analysis of the 
results, and the conclusions reached valid and appropriate? 
Is statistical analysis used appropriately?
	 • Is the presentation of figures and tables correct? Are the 
calculations correct and do the models work?
	 Editors are not perfect at selecting peer reviewers, but 
they generally have enough information about your submis-
sion to be able to identify individuals with sufficient exper-
tise to critically evaluate your paper. The editor typically 
invites three to five referees to evaluate your manuscript, 

with two reviews normally required for a decision. The edi-
tor considers the reviewers’ comments and recommendations 
when deciding whether to accept or reject a paper. It is not 
uncommon for the editor to get a variety of opinions from 
the reviewers, so the decision is not always straightforward.

After the review
	 Once the editor makes a decision on your manuscript, he 
or she will inform you of the next steps. Several outcomes 
are possible: 
	 • Accept. This is very uncommon on the first submission, 
but may be appropriate for a resubmission. 
	 • Minor revision. These revisions might be grammatical 
or formatting changes or minor technical clarifications. 
	 • Major revision. If the reviewers have technical con-
cerns that require further elucidation, you might be asked to 
make major revisions. This is the most common response 
that you are likely to receive on your initial submission. In 
some cases, the revised manuscript will undergo re-review.
	 • Reject and resubmit. Not all journals use this option. 
Those that do use it allow authors to resubmit their paper 
after making substantive upgrades, which might take several 
months to complete.
	 • Reject. The reviewers have raised significant techni-
cal concerns that will require additional work on your part, 
usually involving revisions to your analysis and/or more 
experimental work.
	 The decision letter will be accompanied by review-
ers’ comments, which can be highly critical. Don’t take 
the comments personally, as they are intended to provide 
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information to help you improve the quality of the manu-
script. Let the comments sink in before deciding how you 
want to proceed. Do not react too quickly, and don’t let your 
emotions guide your response. Getting upset at the reviewers 
will not benefit you as you work to address their concerns. 
Remember that the reviewers are reacting to the information 
that you provided, and their comments may reflect a lack of 
clarity in what you wrote. The revision gives you the oppor-
tunity to sharpen the message. 
	 If revisions are requested, you will receive instructions 
about what is required to address the reviewers’ specific 
concerns. If you make the requested changes and resubmit 
the paper, include a point-by-point response to each of the 
reviewers’ comments. It is helpful to remind the editor of 
the requested revision and then provide a specific state-
ment regarding the changes that you made. If you decide 
that one or more of the comments cannot, or should not, be 
addressed, explain your rationale. Be thorough with your 
revisions and in your response, since the editor wants to 
ensure that you took the comments seriously. The goal of the 
review is to improve the quality of your manuscript and to 
make sure that it is technically accurate; your work through 
the revision process is critical to achieving that outcome. 
	 If your manuscript is rejected, you will also receive 
comments from the reviewers. You can appeal the editor’s 
decision, but we don’t recommend this. The editor has con-
sidered the reviewers’ comments and made a decision based 
on his or her own analysis, so it is likely that you will not 
have much success and will lose the opportunity to resubmit 
a revised manuscript. Consider and address the comments in 
a revised manuscript and then submit that. Since the online 
manuscript submission system considers the rejected-and-
revised paper to be a new submission, you may not be able 
to submit your responses to the comments in a separate 
document, but you can include that information within the 
cover letter for the revised paper. It is always helpful to let 
the editor know that your submission is a revision based on 
reviewers’ comments, so that they know that the manuscript 
has been improved from the previous version. 

After acceptance
	 After your manuscript is accepted, you will likely be 
asked to complete a copyright transfer agreement (CTA) to 
transfer the copyright of your paper to the publisher. All of 
AIChE’s journals offer the OnlineOpen option, an option 
that makes an article immediately available to everyone, 
including those who do not subscribe to the journal. To 
cover the cost of publishing OnlineOpen, authors pay an 
article publication charge (APC). Authors choosing this 
option retain copyright of their articles via a Creative Com-
mons Attribution (CC-BY) license. Your manuscript will not 
be published without a signed CTA, so complete all of the 

required documents quickly to ensure timely publication of 
your work.
	 Some research funders have unique agreements with our 
publisher, which are outlined on Wiley’s Funder Agreements 
page (https://authorservices.wiley.com/author-resources/
Journal-Authors/open-access/affiliation-policies-payments/
funder-agreements.html). Authors with funding from orga-
nizations that mandate open access publication will be auto-
matically directed to a CC-BY license. If you are affiliated 
with certain institutions from Germany, Norway, Austria, 
Hungary, or the Netherlands, your open access publishing 
fees may be covered.
	 You will receive a typeset version of your article  
(page proofs) to review and make sure there are no typo-
graphical errors or other minor typesetting issues that need 
to be corrected. This is not an opportunity to make substan-
tial changes.
	 Standard practice is to publish your article electronically 
as soon as it is in the proper format, and then later place it 
into a hard-copy paper format (or into an online volume and 
issue if the journal is an online-only publication). Once the 
manuscript is published online, it is available for referencing 
through its digital object identifier (DOI). At this time, you 
can include it on your résumé or CV and, more importantly, 
link to it through your social media feeds or university web-
site. Your goal at this point is to draw attention to your work 
and increase its impact. The better you have done at includ-
ing interesting keywords in your title and abstract, the more 
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attention the manuscript will receive after publication.
	 Consider other ways to promote your article once it is 
published, such as posting on social media, adding your 
article as a reference in a related Wikipedia page, and taking 
advantage of other promotional tools that might be avail-
able from the publisher of the journal. Authors published 
in AIChE’s journals can take advantage of the promotional 
tools available through the Wiley website at https://author 
services.wiley.com/author-resources/Journal-Authors/Pro-
motion/promotional-toolkit.html.
	 As you promote your article, be sure to not violate copy-
right restrictions. Unless you have paid an article publication 
charge (APC) for open access publication of your paper, the 
publisher owns the rights to your published article, and the 
manuscript is considered published once it appears online 
in typeset format with a DOI. Many publishers will provide 
a share link that you can send to people who request access 
to your publication. The more you can share your article, 
the more likely it is to be cited by others and the greater 
the impact the article will have on your field, earning you a 
reputation as a scholar and researcher.

Closing thoughts
	 While the process of preparing, submitting, revising, and 
publishing your research can be long and arduous, the final 
product should be something in which you can take great 
pride. It is a record of your accomplishment, demonstrating 
something that has never been done previously. It provides 
a permanent record of your work, informs others in your 
field of your achievements, and establishes you as a qualified 
scholar within your discipline. Your publication provides 
you a certain level of prestige and distinction. Be sure you 
make smart choices in establishing and maintaining your 
research credentials through your publication record. 
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TUESDAY, DECEMBER 3
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Hurricane Rita Winds & Related Tidal Surges Deliver Tons of   
Cane & Driftwood into a Chemical Plant - September 2005
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For more information and instructions on how to submit an abstract, 
please visit aiche.org/gcps or aiche.org/spring
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PRACTICING PROCESS SAFETY EXPERTS,  
SHARE YOUR KNOWLEDGE IN THESE AREAS
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You’re invited to present your research and lessons learned at the year’s key technical 
conference.

16TH GLOBAL CONGRESS ON PROCESS SAFETY FEATURED TRACKS
•  Perspectives on Process Safety from Around the World 
•  9th Process Safety Management Mentoring (PSMM) Forum
•  22nd Process Plant Safety Symposium (PPSS)
•  35th Center for Chemical Process Safety (CCPS) International Conference
•  54th Annual Loss Prevention Symposium (LPS)

SUBMIT YOUR ABSTRACT 
BY OCTOBER 1

Don’t miss your opportunity to present your work, submit your abstract today. 

Impact
Factor 
3.463

ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRESS 
& SUSTAINABLE ENERGY

S E P T E M B E R / O C T O B E R  2 0 1 9  •  V O L U M E  3 8  •  N U M B E R 5

AN OF F I C I A L  PU B L I C A T I O N O F  T H E  AM E R I C A N IN S T I T U T E  O F  CH E M I C A L  EN G I N E E R S

    
 Online Submiss

ion and Peer R
evie

w

    
  m

c.M
anuscr

iptCentra
l.co

m/ep

VI E W T H I S  J O U R N A L  O N L I N E  A T  W I L E Y O N L I N E L I B R A R Y .C O M

EN
VIRO

N
M

EN
TAL PRO

G
RESS &

 SU
STAIN

ABLE EN
ERG

Y   SEPTEM
BER/O

C
TO

BER 2019 • VO
LU

M
E 38 • N

U
M

BER 5

For more information and instructions on how to submit an abstract, 
please visit aiche.org/spring or aiche.org/gcps
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SUBMIT YOUR ABSTRACT 
BY NOVEMBER 22

You’re invited to present your research and lessons learned at the 2020 AIChE® Spring Meeting.

TOPICAL CONFERENCES
•  Leadership Development – Professional Skills to 

Catalyze your Career
•  Process Intensification
•  Industry 4.0, including the 6th Big Data Analytics 

Topical Conference
•  Heat Exchangers
•  The 32nd Ethylene Producers Conference
•  Emerging Technologies in Clean Energy
•   The 20th Topical Conference on Gas Utilization
•  The 23rd Topical Conference on Refinery 

Processing
•  Distillation Symposium
•  The 8th International Conference on Upstream 

Engineering and Flow Assurance

DIVISION & FORUM PROGRAMS
•  Chemical Engineering & the Law
•  Computing and Systems Technology 
•  Cybersecurity
•  Environmental Issues
•  Flow Assurance 
•  Fuels & Petrochemicals
•  Management
•  Manufacturing
•  Process Development
•  Separations 
•  Smart Manufacturing

Graduate students looking for industry positions are welcome to submit to the Meet the Industry Candidates Poster 
Session, an excellent opportunity to showcase their research to industrial attendees, talent scouts, and recruiters.

Interested in learning more about the 16th Global Congress on Process Safety? Visit aiche.org/gcps for details.

Total-pages: Spine-width: Paper-type: SPA - 50# #3 Gloss Textprevious Total-pages: 548 Spine-width: 17 mm Paper-type: SPA - 50# #3 Gloss TextCurrent

VOLUME 1‚ ISSUE 4‚ OCTOBER 2019

AN OFFICIAL PUBLICATION OF THE 
AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF CHEMICAL ENGINEERS

JOURNAL OF

ADVANCED 
MANUFACTURING 
AND PROCESSING

OPEN
ACCESS

NEW
IN

2019

19
-R

M
00

07
80

CEP

For More Information


