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The author investigates ..., see [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7].
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The literature review of the paper is too poor. The
author needs to search MathSciNet and Google to
find other new contributions in the subject of the

paper and cite the most important items properly.
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While your work appears to be mathematically cor-
rect, it is not clear what impact such results have.
Publications in this journal require clear reasons for
the interest in the subject as well as development of
new techniques. Accordingly, your paper should be

rejected.
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Here insert your abstract. In this paper we determine

the fool’s solitaire number for the join of graphs ...
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The exposition of the paper is poor. For example,
the author does not even provide definitions of the

basic objects considered in the paper.
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2. Main Results

Theorem 2.1. Let R be a commutative ring. ...
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Definition 1. ...

Definition 2. ...
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In this paper we investigate some general inequalities
and present some interesting applications.
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This paper is devoted to the study of some second
order differential equations and their solutions. Our

results extend some known results in the literature.
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Your short paper has too many references. The num-
ber of papers/books in the list of references is ex-
pected to be about 1.5 times the number of pages
of the paper and the number of self-citations could
be about a quarter of all references unless they have

been used out of literature review and preliminaries.
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All results are either known or an adaptation of re-
sults appearing in the references. This translation
to a “new” scope does not bring enough interest to
be published, since no new problems are solved with

this approach.
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Some of your results are based on unpublished re-
sults which could not be confirmed by our referees.
Accordingly, we are unable to accept your paper.
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The results of this paper are not substantial enough
to merit publication in ...
L
This paper does not fulfill the general quality and
novelty which normally characterize papers in this

journal.
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Definition 3. ...
Definition 2. ...
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The author does not take care of references. He/She
should unify the references.The paper cannot be con-

sidered in the present form.
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Let A is a comutatuve ring and a is belong to A

that is a nilpotent ellement.

The paper is full of typos and grammatical errors. I
cannot scientifically follow discussions.. ..
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The presentation of the paper is unacceptable, sev-
eral misprints and typos can be detected. It is im-

possible for me to write a review on this paper. ...
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The assumptions are too strong and not-interesting.
The whole paper seems to be artificial. I suggest the
rejection of the paper.
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The terminology of the paper is unusual. It is not
expected from an author to put his/her name on a

construction or a theorem.
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Your paper is still under review. The handling editor
of your paper has tried to provide a report as earliest
as possible. A peer review essentially depends on the
referee and sometimes is out of the control of the ed-
itors. So please have more patience .However, if you
feel it is not possible for you to wait, you may with-
draw your paper and after our confirmation, submit

it somewhere else.
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I regret to inform you that your paper is not in the
scope of this journal. You may send it to a journal
matched with the topic of your article.
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Trivial operations such as changing or adding a pa-
rameter on someone else’s paper do not generally
lead to an original work. Many of the resulting state-
ments are straightforward. The readership for such
a paper is usually very limited.
L
The authors simply extend a known inequality in-
volving some double integrals to another inequality
for triple integrals. Neither serious nor new tech-
niques have been presented. Probably the authors
will next try to publish a paper for multiple inte-

grals!
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Most parts of this article are well-known, and the
notion of k-ring does not seem to give better proofs
compared to the standard ones. The article seems to
be far below the standards of the journal.
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The subject of this paper is away from the main
stream of mathematics. There are a few readers who
are interested in such a topic. I suggest the rejection
of the paper.
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