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流程 

投稿 

副主编送
审 

评审 

论文修改 

拒稿 

拒稿 



审稿意见（大修） 

 期刊反馈信-附审稿意见 

小修或者大修 



审稿意见（大修） 

文章内容总结 

审稿人对技术部分的整体意见 

审稿人对论文整体意见 



审稿意见（大修） 



审稿意见（大修） 





文章修改 

 收到审稿意见后 

1. 总结主要需要修改的地方：结构调整、更多数值
实验、修改绪论、修改typos… 

2. 开始修改：从最容易的开始（修改typos、数值
实验），最后修改绪论 

3. 修改后通读文章若干遍 

4. 写response to reviewers 



RESPONSES: COVER LETTER 



RESPONSES: TO REVIEWERS 





修改后的论文 



审稿意见（ROUND 2） 



审稿意见（ROUND 2） 



再次修改投稿后 

 Final decision 



历程回顾 

Time line: 
• 2014.11       Submission 

• 2015.05       Review (R1) 

• 2015.06       Re-Submission 

• 2015.08       Review (R2) 

• 2015.09       Re-Submission 

• 2015.09       Acceptance 

This is one of the smoothest cases! 



论文被拒收的原因 

 不够数学 



论文被拒收的原因 

 审稿人意见两极 



论文被拒收的原因 

 和期刊契合度不高 



论文被拒收的原因 

 文章太长，没有人愿意审稿 



论文被拒收的原因 

 特殊原因 



论文被拒收的原因 

 缺乏创新 

 有严重错误，参考人看不到短期修复的可能 

 抄袭 

 期刊契合度问题 

 文章太长 

 某些特殊原因（由主编说明） 



会议 V.S. 期刊 

 期刊论文 

 审稿时间较长（3-12个月） 

 作者有充分时间根据审稿人意见修改论文 

 对给定问题深入、广泛的讨论 

 会议论文 

 审稿时间较短（1-2个月） 

 基本不需要大修，甚至不需要修改 

 点子要（看起来）闪亮 

 对写作要求较高 

 死线（deadline）是第一生产力 

 深度和广度上欠缺 



TEN REASONS WHY CONFERENCE PAPERS 
SHOULD BE ABOLISHED （NOV 2007） 

1. The Epidemic of Communication 

 Most papers turn out to be early "progress reports“. 

2. Superficial Reviewing 

 Unreasonable to suppose that people reviewing order ten papers for at 

least one conference per year will apply the same effort as in reviewing 

a few journal papers. 

3. Journals Work 

 There just aren't that many ideas or results that are so important as 

to warrant speedy publication. 

4. Noisy Personnel Decisions 

 Important career evaluations are increasingly based on the number of 

papers appearing in certain conferences. 

5. Irrational Exuberance 

 Do we really believe that every few months there are several hundred 

advances worthy of our attention? 



6. Preferential Treatment 

 Holed up in an airport hotel room to make final decisions over a 

weekend, it is simply human nature to favor the ones you are face-to-

face with. 

7. Limited Accountability 

 Excessive anonymity in the chain of communication. 

8. Poor Scholarship 

 Lack of serious literature review. As a result, ideas are re-invented 

and re-cycled and credit is randomly distributed. This is more likely to 

be corrected in journal reviewing. 

9. Diminished Real Productivity 

 Our young colleagues are spending as much or more time writing up 

their "results", and searching for "minimum publishable units" and 

catchy names, as they are thinking intensely and creatively. 

10. The Fog of Progress 

 Given all the noise due to the sheer volume of papers, the signal, 

namely the important, lasting stuff, is awfully difficult to detect. 

TEN REASONS WHY CONFERENCE PAPERS 
SHOULD BE ABOLISHED （NOV 2007） 


