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Technicky aspekt

MM g

 LaTeX vs. Word
« Z pohladu Casopisov dominuje preferencia LaTeXu
« Word - kratke spravy, kratke kolaboracné dokumenty...

« LaTeX jednoznacna volba pre komplexné texty s mnohymi
referenciami na clanky, obrazky, vztahy...

* Na prvy pokus netrivialny
(napr. tabulky) WRITING:

ACTUALLY WRITING

THINKING
ABOUT
FIDDLING WITH
WRIMNG Word/LaTeX
TRYNG TO GET
INSIGNIFICANT
FORMATTING

DETALS TO
Look NICe

JORGE CHAM © 2015 WWW.PHDCOMICS.COM
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Casto sa v praxi cituju tie isté lanky. Sporadické
kratke texty nie su problém. Casté dlhé komplexné
texty si vyziadaju usporu casu.
\bibliography{references.bib} — moznost viozit
vlastny (dlhoroCny) sumar z ktoreho sa dynamicky
vlozia citovane referencie.

\bibiographystyle{apsrev} — Specificky styl pre dany
vystup/Casopis.
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Priklady definicii:

@Article{BB2H RevModPhys1957 SynthesisinStars,
title = {Synthesis of the Elements in Stars},

author = {Burbidge, E. Margaret and Burbidge, G. R. and Fowler, William A.
andHoyle, F. },

journal = {Rev. Mod. Phys.},
volume = {29},

number = {4},

pages = {547--650},
numpages = {103},

year = {1957},

month = {Oct},

doi = {10.1103/RevModPhys.29.547},
publisher = {American Physical Society}

}
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Priklady definicii:

@Book{Krane_IntroNucPhys,

author = {Kenneth S. Krane},

title = {Introductory Nuclear Physics},

publisher = {John Wiley \& Sons Inc.},

year = {1988},address = {Oregon State Unicersity},
iIsbn = {9971-50-107-4}

}

Konkrétne informacie do referencii sa automaticky vlozia do textu v sulade s
vyuzitym ,bst” suborom. OdliSny Standard pre r6zne Casopisy.
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Obrazky

\begin{figure}
\begin{center}
\includegraphics[width=1.0\textwidth]{figures/FermihoModel.eps}

\caption {Schematické znazornenie potencialov vo Ferminho modeli.}
\label{fig:FermiModel}

\end{center}

\end{figure}
PreferenCne vektorovy format (v pripade LaTeX eps format).
V pripade bitmapy — vysoke rozliSenie.
Nizke rozliSenie — nekvalitna tlac. Vysoke rozlisenie — velkost
vytvoreneho suboru.
Bitmapovy format - Nevyhnutny pri velkom mnozstve objektov.

Skontrolovat PDF pred finalizaciou obrazku.
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7)

8)

odoslanie finalneho textu do ¢asopisu

editor oslovi oponentov — zvyCajne 1 — 3. Review proces - zvyCajne 1 —
2 mesiace.

Rozhodnutie editora spolu so zaslanim posudkov
Zapracovat pripomienky oponentov (cca 1 — 2 mesiace).
Vypracovat odpoved oponentom a navrat na krok 1)

Cely proces sa opakuje cca 1 — 2 krat. Casto nie je limit na opakovans
odoslanie, v reali je vhodné mat’ Clanok prijaty na 3. pokus. (spolu cca
6 — 8 mesiacov).

Production office — technicke formality ako skratky, kvalita obrazkov a
pod. (do 1 mesiaca). Copyright transfer agreement...

Samotné publikovanie. Cca 1 — 2 mesiace.

Spolu cca 6 — 12 mesiacov — podFla kvality pripravy.
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Pred submitnutim

* Predpoklad — uz je vhodne zvoleny Casopis, text
odsuhlaseny spoluautormi a spracovany podla
vzoru a stylu, ktoré ma casopis (template...)

« Submission check-list:
— Precitat si a skontrolovat instrukcie pre autorov
prislusneho Casopisu
— Ziskat kontakté udaje spoluautorov (e-mail, adresy...)
— ORCID uz pri submitnuti (niekedy)
— Registracia konta pre prislusny ¢asopis
— Cover letter
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Cover letter

« Dolezita Cast na urychlenie review procesu
« Editor ziska prvy dojem o texte a jeho Specializacii.

« Editor je malokedy z rovnakej oblasti ako autor clanku
(Jjadrova fyzika ma mnoho réznych specializacii)

» Cover letter spolu s kluCovymi slovami definuje danu
oblast

Konkrétny priklad omylu:

Ziadost o posudok na élanok Studujuci Struktaru hladin a
vzbudenych stavov beta-karoténov v procese fotosyntézy

Dovod: Publikovanie clanku k beta rozpadu a Strukture
vzbudenych hladin izotopov tazkych jadier.
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Cover Letter

« Ak je moznost, vybrat' si editora najblizsie k danej
oblasti a adresovat komunikaciu na neho.
e Uviest:
— nazov
— vysledky — struCne, vecne, bez extra detailov.
— StruCne uviest metodiku, experiment — najma ak je unikatny
— Najdoélezitejsi vysledok resp. Sirsi ramec.
— Pozitivne presvedcenie o vhodnosti daného Casopisu.
— Vhodnych nekonfliktnych oponentov

« V pripade predchadzajucej komunikacie s editorom
(napr. na konferenci) je vhodné to spomenut. Pri
nadvaznosti na predchadzajucu publikovanu pracu.
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Cover Letter

Dear prof. Editor,

| am sending you a manuscript entitled “New ultimate theory on life, the universe
and everything ”. The paper summarizes our recent work on the .... .

Specifically we present new results for...

Due to its importance, | would be glad if you the manuscript would be published in
Physical Review Letters. Below we suggest possible referees for our work.

With my best regards,
Sincerely yours,

A. Scientist

Suggested referees: ....
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Odpoved editora

« Formalny krok. Editor preposiela posudky a rozhoduje
podla ich odporucani.
« QOponent vybera:
— Akceptovat bez zmeny
— Akceptovat' s malymi zmenami
— Akceptovat s vyraznymi zmenami
— Zamietnut
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Dear Dr. Scientist,

the referees of your paper “New ultimate theory on life, the universe and
everything ”raise serious concerns and suggest some substantial modifications
as you may take from the reports attached. Please consider the proposed
changes and resubmit the modified manuscript which | shall be happy to
consider again for publication in PRL.

Please, note that you have 6 weeks time from now to submit the revised
version. In case it is not possible to upload your revision within this time period,
please advise the Editorial Office to postpone the deadline.

Sincerely,
Prof. Editor
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Posudky

« Oponent sa uprimne snazi pomoct zlepsit' text (vacsinou).
Ma vyhodu odstupu.

* Nevzdat sa pri zamietnuti — oponent méze zmenit nazor.
Pri zmene Casopisu posudok zdvihne kvalitu.

* Netreba akceptovat vsetky poziadavky oponenta. Namietky
vsSak zvysuju Sancu zamietnutia novej verzie.

* Nevysvetlovat oponentovi text bez jeho upravy.

* Oponent s vyrazne zamietavym nazorom. Ake su
moznosti?
— Poziadat' o dalsieho oponenta
— Text stiahnut, vyrazne prepracovat a submitnut opat’ neskor
— Zvazit zmenu Casopisu
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This paper reports on new results on theory on life, the universe and everything.

The approach of authors sounds reasonable, however one has to be very careful
what conclusions can be drawn.

While these results are worth to be published | am reluctant to accept the paper in
its current form as the authors could not convince me (beyond reasonable doubt)

that their conclusions are indeed correct. Further details and comments are given
below.

Comment 1: As there are many other theoretical predictions on theory of
everything, references 2 — 4 in section 1 should be indicated as being “selected
examples”. In addition, more recent work should be mentioned.

Comment 9:

The validity of experimental data cannot be verified with the given information in
section 5. For a non-expert the whole section is hardly comprehensible. Please
complete the information and make the whole description easier to follow. Finally,
as this discussion seems very specific the authors should consider to move it to
section 6.

Nezriedka niekolko stran pripomienok...
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Resubmission

Opat cover letter

Netreba vysvetlovat obsah, ale podstatné zmeny. Je
vhodnée ocenit pracu oponentov.

Oddelené odpovede pre oponentov.

Adresovat vsetky pripomienky. Vysvetlit ich
iImplementaciu alebo odmietnutie.

26. 10. 2022 Publikovanie
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Dear prof. Editor,

We resubmit our manuscript “New ultimate theory on life, the universe and
everything ”.

First of all, we would like to thank both referees for very careful reading of the
manuscript and for many valuable comments and suggestions. Both referees gave
very detailed report. We found their comments reasonable and many of them
helpful.

Especially we appreciate a lot very positive point of view of Referee 2
recommending the paper for publication after considering of given suggestions. In
the attached files are answered all comments. We implemented almost all of
suggestions given by both referees.

In respect to the changes, we believe that the manuscript fulfil the criteria for the
publication in PRL.

Sincerely yours,
A. Scientist
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Response to referee 1)

We appreciate a careful reading of the manuscript and many good comments which
helped to identify and improve critical parts of the text. We fully agree with the opinion
that the lack of experimental data with limited statistic does now allow us to make final
conclusion. Below we give the answers and to the several discussed issues. We skip
detailed discussion on comments related to the style, however, we accepted all of them.

Comment 1: As there are many other theoretical predictions on theory of everything,
references 2 — 4 should be indicated as beinqg “selected examples”. In addition, more
recent work should be mentioned.

Answer: We agree that one can give only “selected examples” and modified the
statement. In addition we included in the section 1 reference to work by OtherGroupl et
al and OtherGroup?2 et al.

Comment 9:

The validity of experimental data cannot be verified with the given information in section
5. For a non-expert the whole section is hardly comprehensible.

From both referee reports we learned that the section 5 was difficult to follow. We
reduced it and merge the discussion with section 6...
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Zrledkavy pripad posudku — akceptacia bez pripomienok.
Neprijemny ak chcete esSte nieCo zmenit’. ©
The manuscript presents results obtained by using...

The manuscript has been written professionally. The experimental conditions are
described with great detail, which is good practice in an experimental manuscript. The
figures are clear and very well selected, supporting the written message.

The interpretation of the data is somewhat speculative due to the lack of statistics.
However, the speculations are justified well, and the authors honestly point out the
deficiencies in their data, and they avoid claiming more than is appropriate given the
existing data.

The text has been written very well and also checked carefully. If there are any
misprints or serious stylistic errors, they must be very few and should be best resolved
during the publication process. As a summary, | strongly recommend this manuscript to
be published, its merits being mainly the new data, not so much because it contains
breakthrough results. For the latter, more statistics would be needed.
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Nabuduce

« Submission and review process.
* Financovanie vedy
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