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Origins of scholarly publishing

o—0O0—0—0

March 6,1665

Philosophical
Transactions

of the Royal
Society

1439 Henry 1580
Gutenberg and Oldenburg Founding of the
moveable type (1618- 1677) House of Elzevir

Founding Editor
and Commercial
Publisher of the
first scientific
journal

First true
scholarly journal
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Scholarly publishing today
Scientific, technical and medical (STM) publishing

2,000 STM
publishers

y N

1.4 million 20,000
peer-reviewed peer-reviewed
articles journals

Publishing Connect



What is a scientific journal

Not just aofinmagazi ne
A It serves the purpose of scientific communication

Peer-review
A Perform peer-review to ensure the validity and integrity of submissions

Production process
A Content Innovations, linkage

Physical/Online Publication
A Online prevailing, html growing

Publishing Connect
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Academic publishing
The publishing cycle

Solicit &
manage
submissions

Publish &
Disseminate

Manage
Peer Review

Edit &
prepare

Production
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Academic publishing
The publishing cycle

30-60% |
 rejected by

> 13,000
editors

>700 million
downloads by
>11 million
researchers in
120 countries!

557,000+

reviewers

12.6 miliion

articles
available

365,000

articles
accepted

Publishing Connect
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The publi sher s rol e
How do Publishers add value to the scientific and health community?

Registration

Certification

Dissemination

Preservation

Use

Publishing Connect
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The journal publishing cycle T role of editor

Solicit and
manage
\ submissions

\
Archive and Manage \
promote use peer review \.
J
S - — -
Publish and Edit and
disseminate prepare

Production

Publishing Connect




Editor role & responsibilities

The Editor is responsible for and has control over:

A the scientific content of the Journal, taking into account the Aims and
Scope,

A the editorial policy of the Journal and the specific requirements

A conformity to publishing ethics policy

A peer review process

A selection and appointment of the Editorial Board

Publishing Connect




Editor role & responsibilities

Your role as an Editor also includes:

A ensuring high scientific standards of Articles

A sufficient copy flow,
A responsibility for promotion of the Journal,

7

A solicitation of submissions

A efficient, timely and confidential coordination of the editorial process
of handling, editing, and refereeing Articles and communications
with authors

Publishing Connect




Editor role & responsibilities

To make your journal internationally renowned and successful, in your role as
an Editor you should focus in particular on:

A Ensuring that there are no conflicts of interest and ethical standards
are respected

A Attracting top quality Authors
A Ensuring that good reviewing standards are kept

Publishing Connect
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Editor role & responsibilities

To ensure that there are no conflicts of interest and ethical standards are
respected, you should become a member of COPE 1
http://publicationethics.org/

Signin

C|O|P|E| COMMITTEE ON PUBLICATION ETHICS

What are you looking for Q

AboutCOPE  Resowrces Cases  Becomeamember ~ Members  Events  News&Opinion  Contact Us

Promoting integrity in research publication Y™

What are the bencfits of
COPE is a forum for editors and publishers of peer reviewed journals to discuss all COPE mmhmﬁ"!

aspects of publication ethics. It also advises editors on how to handle cases of research
and publication misconduct. Read more about COPE.

o Tweet 255

413 people recommend this. Sign Up to 2ee what your friends

recommend.

Publishing Connect
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Editor role & responsibilities 1 for medical subject areas

To ensure that there are no conflicts of interest and ethical standards are respected,
you should visit regulary the website of ICMJE T International Committe of Medical
Journal Editors http://www.icmje.org/

INTERNATIONAL COMMITTEE of - o
MEDICAL _]OURNAL EDITORS ol e Ll =i
Recommendations Conflicts of Interest Journals About ICMJE News & Editorials

Following the ICMJE Recommendations

Recommendations Conflicts of Interest

INTERNATIONAL COMMILTLL o
MEIXCAL JOURNAL FIXTORS

Recommendations for the Conduct, Reporting, Editing, and

Publication of Scholarly Work in Medical Journals*

S — X, Popaig s M i b I_CMJE Form for Disclosure of Potential Conflicts of Interest
Read the Recommendations for the Conduct, Reporting, Editing, and Use the ICMJE Form for Disclosure of Potential Conflicts of Interest to generate
Publication of Scholarly work in Medical Journals. a disclosure statement for your manuscript.

m FHOYWNI OAL)
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Editor role & responsibilities - Attracting top Authors

In your role as an Editor, you should always think about Attracting top Authors:

A to enhance the scientific quality of your journal
A to increase citations potential
A to be up to date with the latest research

A to look for potential Co-Editors / Reviewers / Editorial Board
Members for your journal

Publishing Connect




Editor role & responsibilities - Attracting

Where to look for top Authors

A Top institutes in the country / region / worldwide
A Emerging / novel / innovative research areas
A Conferences

A Your best Reviewers/ Editorial Board Members

A Resgarch databases (e.g. Scopus)
A Alerts
A Search

A Stay up-to-date
A Awards, news, management of institutions

top Authors

Publishing Connect



Editor role & responsibilities

- Attracting top Authors

Where to look for top Authors (Scopus data)

Country Serbia - Top 200 Institutes for a Country

Publication Year(s) 2013;2012

Citation Year(s 2014

: - Institute Article Citation Average o self Citation "' colaboration Field Weighted
e City hindex Count Count Citations Cloion o Collaboration ,, Relative Impact
Count Count

University of Belgrade(80068815) Belgrade 108,00 6933 14145 20 4280 30,3 % 4710 67,4 % 055
Institut za nuklearne nauke Vinca(80083752) |(Belgrade 61,00 182 478 28 2 422 % 17 8940 % 1,08
University of Novi Sad(60068801}) Nowi Sad 59,00 2209 2132 1,0 750 35,2 % 1378 524 % 054
Belgrade University School of Medicine(500628 Belgrade 51,00 50 124 25 30 24 2% 27 540 % 1,05
Matematicki Institut SANU(S00685330) Belgrade 48,00 219 335 15 199 59,4 % 148 67,6 % 1,21
University of Kragujevac(s0063205) Kragujevac 47,00 932 1118 1,1 379 33,9 % T23 736 % 0,54
Univerzitet u Niu(50063308) Nis 44 00 1458 15938 1,1 559 35,0 % 8923 63,3 % 0,58
Klinicki Centar Srbije(60069683) Belgrade 41,00 188 210 1,1 45 21,4% 150 79,8 % 047
Institute for Chemistry, Technology and Metallur| Belgrade 35,00 3 & 1,6 3 625% 3 100,0 % 0,45
Institute of Technical Sciences of the Serbian & Belgrade 32,00 104 167 1,6 54 38,3 % 101 871 % 0,72
Institute of Oncelogy and Radiology of Serbia(5|Belgrade 31,00 s 275 24 af 20,4 % 93 80,5 % 0,91
Institute of Medical Research Yugoslavia Serbig Belgrade 29,00 8 13 16 5 38,5 % a 100,0 % 0,51
Yojnomedicinska Akademija(S0068751) Belgrade 29,00 6 0 0,0 0 0,0% 2 333 % 0,00
Astronomical Observatory Belgrade(80068225] Belgrade 24 00 i T 05 2 286 % 6 75,0 % 0,33
Clinical Center of Serbia(106425922) Belgrade 23,00 154 254 16 g4 21,3 % 147 95,5 % 0,65
Faculty of Technology and Metallurgy(1051655] Belgrade 23,00 4 & 20 1 12,5 % 4 100,0 % 0,64
Universiteti i Prishtines (60063300} Prizhtina 23,00 21 154 07 72 45,3 % 143 67,8 % 0,45
Srpska akademija nauka | umetnosti(80063825) | Belgrade 2200 130 173 13 54 37,0 % 114 ar 7 % 0,58
bbb Kbl Fluimin A2AAS009T Dlrrndn A0 An an 14 44 = annoor s on n o 1an




Editor role & responsibilities

Country

Publication Year(s)

Citation Year(s)

Serbia - top 200 Authors for a Coun
2012;2013

2014

Author Article

Iﬁw&rage Self Citation Self

Author

- Attracting top Authors

Collaboration

Field Weighted

Author Hame Fullinstitute Hame h-index Count Citation Citations Count Citation % [Eullahuratiun % im DEI.'.‘-t (excl.
Count self-cites)

Rekovic V. (352278522 University of Belgrade Faculty of Physics(1138] 60 o6 1417 16,5 32 220% o6 100 % 6,89
Avgivkovid L. (1843563] University of Belgrade, Institute of Physics(1129 c4 226 2238 99 506 266 % 226 100 % 409
Milo&zevid J. (65037257| Institut za nuklearne nauke Vinca(50068792) o4 206 2058 139 934 327 % 205 100 % 5,44
Jovanovid P. (70053450 Astronomical Observatory(105216910) S0 13 44 34 16 35,4 % 9 69 % 1,01
e Ask for top 100 report from Serbia — o
Milenovic P. (157282378 Un In your researCh fleld tOday 100 % 3,83
Sykova | E. (700672457|Uf - Write to |.boudova@elsevier.com 100 % 1,05
Krpid D. (5506388639) |Un 100 % 5,71
Kretid J. (22733946700)Un 100 % 445
Adzic P. (37052413700] Un 100 % 579
A ijahkiD. (2302308550(Un 100 % 475
Borjanovid |, (31957483 Un 100 % 450
Mamuzic J. (319677224 Un D 100 % 478
Popovid D. (351179991(Un 100 % 469
Simik L. (54904233500)|University of Belgrade Institute of Physics(1129 40| 180 1995 11 470 736% 180 100 % 478
Gutman |. (7102595936)| State University of Novi Pazar(105606879) 39 63 170 27 a5 50,0 % 59 94 9% 0,34
BoA4ovib-JelisavAid || University of Belgrade(50068815) 37 194 1822 99 443 233% 194 100 % 432
Mudrini& M. (23061502 University of Belgrade(50088815) 7 a5 377 44 153 406 % a5 100 % 1,39
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Opening guestion

Why Is peer review a part of the scholarly
publishing process?

Publishing Connect



History of peer review

A Cornerstone of the whole scholarly publication system
A Maintains integrity in the advancement of science
A Well-established process over 300 years old

[rV—
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Peer review

A Helps to determine the quality,
validity, significance, and originality
of research

A Helps to improve the quality of
papers
A Publishers are outside the

academic process and are not
prone to prejudice or favour

A Publishers facilitate the review
process by investing in online
review systems and providing tools
to help Editors and Reviewers

Publishing Connect
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Who conducts peer review?

A Scientific experts in specific fields and topics
A Young, old, and mid-career
A Average number of completed reviews is 8 per year*

Publishing Connect



Why do reviewers review ?

AFuI fil an nacademic dutyo
A Value from mentoring young researchers

A Enjoyment in reviewing

A General interest in the area

A Awareness of new research and developments
_ before their peers

A Career development

A Help with own research or new ideas

A Build association with journals and Editors
A Keep updated with latest developments
A Advance given field of science

Flsevier Publishing Campus sense about science Publishing Connect
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Role and tasks of reviewer

A The peer review process is based on trust
A The scientific publishing enterprise depends
largely on the quality and integrity of the

reviewers
A Reviewers should write reports in a collegial
and constructive manner

A Reviewers should treat all manuscripts in the
same manner

ip.'...ﬂ"

Publishing Connect
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Online peer review systems

E ELSEVIER EDITORIAL SYSTEM

A Demonstration for Joumal Editors and Editanial Offices

Online peer review
systems accept
iz s OO manuscript submissions

sl s ommmbid 1 i sk e, i and Ao iy e and facilitate online peer
review

R,
L} w O I_ Y

M2 journal puldicstion procesd 1o 4 Rily anlme warkflaw from Beginnng 10 and. The Slewveer
Editonyd Sysham (E£5) m the anlme sulifmizssss sysiem we are wing 0 achieve s gou!

To haip Journs! Edtors snd Edtorisl Ofigas o the migration te EES we have Sevaloped &
Numbar of demonstratons 1o show you what EEE (s, mhat it means for you #s an Edber, snit
what 2 maans for your journal

Sevply shick on the Sumons scrors the top of the toreen 0 navigets aroend tha wie. You will
b abis k2 gan & guek overview of the ey banefas and faatures of the systam and take »
ook at short user demanstrations that will show you how FES warks from artcls submissan
o secaptance for publicaton

Online systems can i i i o | o withar ot ot | eietar | log
handle hundreds of The Journal

th ousan d S Of : % Welcome to the online submission and sditorial system for The
submissions and reviews 280

per year i

Are you a new EES user? Please select ragister from the
menu at the top and enter the requested information.

Are you an existing EES user for this journal? You do not
need to re-reqister. Salect log in from the menu at the top,
enter your username and password and then click the
appropriate log in button. If your email or other address details
change, you can update your EES account by selecting "change
details” sfter you log in.

Are you an author and reviewer for our journal? You will
be able to perform both these activities with your one EES
account, Select og in from the menu at the top and enter your

Publishing Connect




Different Types of Peer Review

1. ASingl e brdviewidroe vpieeewer knows aut hor
know reviewer
2. nDoubl e Dbieview d meithpreegiewer knows author, nor
author knows reviewer
3.  Open peer review - reviewer knows author, author knows reviewer
Experimental Comments:
- Post-pu_bllcatlon peer review 1 Aéééd 5 st hr
Helyion
PlosOne 2. héeéo 3.5 Ppta

stars etc.

Dynamic peer review (Arxiv.org, naboj.com

Publishing Connect
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Different Types of Peer Review 1 popularity and

experience

Single-blind peer review

Double-blind peer review

Open peer review

Post-publication review

B Experienced by all respondents I Used by editors’ journals

85%

0% 0% 20% 30% 40% 50%
Publishing Research Consortium

60%

0% 80%  20%

Publishing Connect



Considerations upon being asked to review

AExpertise/ competence to review the
article

ANecessary amount of time
A Reviewing can be time consuming
A Deadline stipulated by Editor may be soon

AConflicts of Interest

A Examples:

- if you work in the same department or institute as one of the
authors

- worked on a paper previously with an author
- have a professional or financial connection to the article

Elsevier Publishing Campus Publishing Connect




Dear <Reviewer name= Sample invitation to review

Re: =Name of journal Paper=

(1 would appreciate yvour critical review of the enclosed manuscript that has been submitted for
publication in <journal name=. <journal name> wishes to be a natural choice for the

publication of original papers of high quality in a broad range of <journal subject area=

AL

research.  Consequently in reviewing the manuscript do not hesitate to reject it if it 15

) scientifically flawed; provides no new insights; merely sets out observations with no analysis

L OT 15 of insufficient priority to warrant publication

Invitation to
review and If vou recomimend revision, please make your comiments as constructive as possible to help\
mission of
the journal
o

the authors improve their paper. Do not attempt to re-write the paper. It 1z the responsibility

of the authors to produce a clear manuscript in correct English,  Extensive editing and/or

rephrasing is not vour task. It 1z however helpful if vou can mark typographical, spelling

and gramatical errors on the manuscript, but thizs 15 not essential. Authors are allowed to >

subtnit only one revision and therefore your comments should be sufficiently detailed for the

authors to make all necessary changes that can eventually lead to acceptance. If a revized —\
manuscript 15 sent back to you the only response required will be a simple ves or no to the Speciﬁc
uestion, Is the paper now suitable for publication™ J : .
, 1 pEp P reviewing
If the modifications vou request do not necessitate the return of the manuscript please destroy |nStrUCt|0nSJ

it since it has been submitted in confidence. Please return the checklist and yvour detailed

comments to me within 14 days. If yvou are unable to complete the review within this time,

please return the manuscript to me immediately.

Stipulated
deadline

Thank you for your help.

Yours sincerely




Overview of Peer Review Process

A Possible reviewer recommendations
A Rejected due to poor quality, or out of scope

A Accept without revision

A Accept, but needs revision either:
- Minor
- Major

sevier Publishing Campus




Overview of Peer Review Process

Article Submitted

L

Confirmation of Receipt

L

Initial Decision by Editor

Reject{vhdetok Review

'

Reviewers Assigned

|

Reviewers Accept Invite

|

Article sent to Publisher

Revision Checked |—»

t

Revision Received

Revacept

Notification to Author

t t

Revise Accept

Reviews Completed

sevier Publishing Camp Iikka

[
»



Conducting the Review 1 General Points

TITLE:

Sample Review Form

Evaluation| AUTHORS:
of originality REFFRENCE NUMBER:

s the paper of sufficient originality to warrant publication in <journal YES | MO
name:>"?

(Papers that are scientifically flawed, provide no new insight, merely report ohservations
without analysis or comment, are incomplete or of insufficient priority should be rejected)

( . .
Can the paper be shortened without detriment? | YES | NO |
(If wes, please indicate in your report what can be removed)
{ Is the paper clearly and sensibly arranged? | TES | e |
(If not bt is otherwise acceptable, please suggest necessary improvements in
| Four report)

Are the analysis and conclusions a logical outcome of the data and
discussion? | YES | MO |

(If the above is not the case, please state the errors clearly i ywour repott)

Assessment

paper|dos
structure

sevier Publishing Campus




Conducting the Review

I General Points

In your judgement where does this paper lie in relation to cognate papers in primary <journal

subject area>"?

Top 25%
Top 20%
Bottom 50%

Bottom 25%

[ ]
[ ]
[ ]
[ ]

If in the top 25% should the paper be “fast tracked’ for publication? | TES | NO |

If in the bottom 25% give brief reason why it should be published in <jouwrnal name=

Eecommendation (This response form should be accompanied by detailed comments on the

enclosed sheet)

Detailed
comments
to be

\_ includedj

Fublish as submitted
Publish with major revision

Publizh with minor revizion

\

]
>
]

Final Recommendatipn

Eejectbecause

SIENAUYE

Date ... ...
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Conducting the Review - Originality

To To To To Do Do

Sufficiently novel and interesting to warrant publication?

Adds to the canon of knowledge?

Answers an important research question?

Satisfies the jJjournal 6s standar ds
Falls in the top 25% of papers in this field?

A literature scan of review articles can help the reviewer determine
originality

Publishing Connect
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Conducting the Review - Structure

Key sections are included and are laid out clearly

Title

Abstract

Title
A Does it clearly describe the article?

Introduction

Methodology

Abstract

A Does it reflect what was done and what the major findings

were”?

Results

Discussion/
Conclusion

References

Introduction

A Does itlearly state the problem being investiggted
accuratelgescribe what the author hopes to achieve’

A Normally, the introduction is one to two paragraphs |

A Does it summarize relevant research to provide con;lext?

A Does it explain what findings of others, if any, are b
challenged or extended?

N

bNng.

ng

Publishing Connect



ELSEVIER |

Conducting the Review - Structure

Key sections are included and are laid out clearly

Title

Abstract

Introduction

Methodology

Results

Discussion/
Conclusion

References

Methodology

A Does it accurately explain how the data was collecteld?
A Is the design suitable for answering the question posed?

A Is there sufficient information present for you to repli
research?

cate the

A Does the article identify the procedures followed? Are these

ordered in a meaningful way?
A If the methods are new, are they explained in detail?
A Was the sampling appropriate?
A Have the equipment and materials been adequately
described?

A Does the article make it clear what type of data was frecorde
has the author been precise in describing measurements?

Publishing Connect
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Conducting the Review - Structure

Key sections are included and are laid out clearly

Title

Abstract

Introduction

Methodology

Results

Results
1 Clearly laid out and in a logical sequence?
1 The appropriate analysis has been conducted?

1 Are the statistics correct? If you are not comfortable rvaith

statistics advise the editor when you submit your re
1 If any interpretation has been included in this isectior
should not be

Discussion/
Conclusion

References

A Discussion/ Conclusion

ort.

A Are the claims in this section supported by the results, do th

seem reasonable?
A Have the authors indicated how the results relate to
expectations and to earlier research?

A Does the article support or contradict previous theorr]‘es?

A Does the conclusion explain how the research has
body of scientific knowledge forward?

oved tf

Publishing Connect
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Conducting the Review - Structure

Key sections are included and are laid out clearly

Title

Abstract

Introduction

Methodology

References/Previous Research

A If the article builds upon previous research does it reference

that work appropriately?

A Are there any important works that have been omitted?

A Are the references accurate?

Results

Discussion/
Conclusion

References

Publishing Connect



Conducting the Review 1 Tables & Figures

A Relevant and important
A Consistency

A Color *
ACaption length and appropriateness Fig.3. FISEM images of REPat 1,0080
A Figures describe the data accurately

functionalized polymer chisters (7 to 10 nm m dimeter). These clusters then

L
i!l
g2
i<
1:1}
i
écl;

ik aggregate together through organic-organic mterachon between curmg agent
S (i i molecules and organic clusters and finally form RF polymer.
i ¥ > 5
AT S R
B (A 2
e meata it / ? \
SITII I % p@ ~
et — -n-‘-.: —— /'
SRS R O H methylsub d species e CUTIE T
T s A8 o B i Fig 2. A schematic diagram of the RF polymer formation mechanism

Publishing Connect




Conducting the Review

A Plagiarism
A Fraud
A Medical ethical

concerns

I Ethical Issues

South Korea's Hwang Woo-
suk was feted as a national
hero when, in 2004, his
research team said it had
successfully cloned a human
embryo and produced stem
cells from it, a technique
that could one day provide
cures for a range of
diseases.

But allegations he used

unacceptable practices to

acguire eggs from human
donors, then faked two

landmark pieces of research
into cloning human stem cells,
have left his reputation in
tatters,

Dr Hwang captured the public's
irmagination

BBC News

Publishing Connect



Sample Paper B - )
CARBON

‘;

’h A *

d

View Reviewer and Editor Comments for %

CARBON-D-06-00203R1

**Structure and electrochemical properties of resorcinol-formaldehyde polymer-based carbon for electric double-
layer capacitors™

Click the recommendation term to view the comments for the submission,

YWiew Manuscript Rating Card

Original

Revision 1 .
Submission

Acceptable in present form Major revision, further review reguired

S. Jacobs (Reviewer 1)
J. Ritman (Reviewer 2)
L. Smith (Editor in Chief) Accept Revise
Author Decision Letter Accept Revise

Close |

(Mane) Accept with minor rev. .no further review reguired

sevier Publishing Campus



Reviewer 0s Submissi on

Overall Reviewer Manuscript
Rating:

Rate Reviewer:

Comments to Editor:

65

1. Does this article contain sufficient new information relevant to carbon {results, processes, applications, or
theoretical developrments) to warrant publication?
_®__ Yes

Mo

2. Is the title satisfactary?
= Tes
Mo

Can it be shortened 7
Tes
Mo
(If yves, suggest a modified title in the "Zomments to Author” textbox,)

3. Does the abstract adeguately summarize the papery
= Yes
]u]
(If not, suggest revisions in the "Comments to Author” textbox)

4, Are References appropriate and free from obwious omissions?
_ % fes
Mo
(If not, indicate revisions/corrections in the "Comments to Author” textbox)

5, Does the paper make effective use of journal spacer s Tes

Mo
(If not, use the "Comments to Author" textbox to suggest changes in clarity, efficiency of presentation, number of
figures and tables, etc.)

6. Does the language need substantial improverment?
res
_ % Mo
(If ves, indicate as many revisions/corrections as you can in the "Camments to Author” textbox)

7. are there errors in factual inforrmation, logic or mathermatics?
res
= Mo

(If ves, use the "Comments to Author” textbox to indicate the points that are objectionable or require attention)

Z. Are there any mechanical deficiencies
Tes
= Mo
{improper handling of references, unclear figures or their captions, micrograph magnification information, poor
respect of the journal format, etc.)?

! Flease help yvourself with a recent CARBOM issue ar reprint



Reviewer 0s Submissi on

Overall Reviewer Manuscript &5

Rating:
Rate Reviewer:
Comments to Editor: 1. Does this article contain sufficient new information relevant to carbon {results, processes, applications, or
theoretical developrments) to warrant publication?
* Yes
Mo \

2. Is the title satisfactary?
= Tes
Mo
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Abstract

A nano-porous carbon was prepared by carbonization of 2 novel synthetic resorcinol-formaldehyvde (RF) polvmer without any addi-
tional activation process, and used as electrode materials for agueous electric double-laver capacitors (EDLCs). This novel RF polymer-
based carbon shows high specific surface area with large carbonization vield (~350%), and excellent specific dc capacitance over 200 F/g,
The effect of RJCA ratio (i.e. molar ratio of resorcinol w curing agent) on the specific surface area, pore size distribution, nanostructure
and electrochemical capacitance was studied, respectively, The results showed that a higher B/CA ratio vielded carbon with higher spe-
cific surface area, larger specific capacitance, and broader pore size distribution. The highest specific surface area of 825 m*/g and specific
capacitance exceeding 200 F/g were found to ocour at R/CA ratio of 50, The electrochemical behaviors were characterized by means of
galvanostatic charging/dischar ging, cvele voltammetry and impedance spectroscopy. The correlation betwesn electrochemical properties
and pore structure was investigated. Due to the excellent capacitance properties, low cost and simple process, this RF polymer-derived
carbon would be 2 promising material for EDLCs applications.

& 2007 Elsevier Lud. All rights reserved.
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