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Journal Selection Report for your manuscript: 

Title:  Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetur adipiscing elit, sed do eiusmod tempor incididunt ut labore 

et dolore magna aliqua 

Job Code: ABCDE_00_0 

 

Dear Prof XX, 

 

I am writing to you regarding the Journal Selection service for your manuscript.  Unfortunately, I regret to inform 

you that our technical expert has recommended against publishing the manuscript in its current state. Some of the 

major concerns raised by the technical expert are as follows: 

1. The central tenet of the manuscript is unsound - namely that precipitation and volcanic activity are 

correlated 

2. insufficient data presented to provide a statistically valid correlation 

 

To improve your likelihood of successful publication, the scientific expert recommends that you: 

1. Conduct a thorough literature review of the global scientific knowledge on (phreatic) eruptions and the 
nature of the relationship with meteorological events 

2. Follow a conventional approach to structure and layout of the manuscript 
 

For a more elaborate clarification, please refer to the detailed assessment by our technical expert on the following 

page. 

 

We strongly recommend that you revise your manuscript based on all the suggested changes, for a positive 

journal peer review response. 

 

Next steps for you: 
 

1. Please revise your manuscript based on the assessment from the technical expert. 

2. If you would like to use our Pre-Submission Peer Review (Rapid Technical Review) service to help you with 

detailed and focused recommendations to revise your manuscript, please let us know. 

 

Once you send us your revised manuscript, we will have our expert review the revisions in the manuscript and 

provide an assessment if your revised manuscript is now aligned with the aims and scopes of most scientific 

journals.  

 

We look forward to your response. Please write to us if you have any questions or concerns. 

 

Best Regards, 

Editage – Publication Support  
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MANUSCRIPT ASSESSMENT 

 

I regret to inform you that, in my opinion, the manuscript entitled “Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetur 

adipiscing elit, sed do eiusmod tempor incididunt ut labore et dolore magna aliqua”, does not reach the 

required standard for submission to a scientific journal.  

 
While the manuscript presents the hypothesis that extreme rainfall events and (phreatic) volcanic activity are 
related and suggests a way to test this hypothesis by proposing the installation of a rain gauge network at 
volcanic sites to monitor extreme rainfall events, the central tenet of the manuscript - namely that precipitation 
and volcanic activity are correlated - is unsound. 
 
The manuscript purports to demonstrate a correlation between extreme rainfall events and (phreatic) volcanic 
activity; however, there is insufficient data presented to provide a statistically valid correlation: the assertion 
that that rainfall and volcanic activity are correlated relies on two data points measured at one location, Mt. 
Ontake. It is not possible to draw conclusions as to the causal nature of the relationship demonstrated by the 
two data points that show the occurrence of phreatic eruptions 2 days and 10 days after severe precipitation 
events. 
 
In considering ways in which the author can advance the research to an acceptable scientific standard for 
publication, it is suggested that the author conducts a thorough literature review of the global scientific 
knowledge on (phreatic) eruptions and the nature of the relationship with meteorological events. Circumstantial 
or statistical evidence for a causal relationship based on a robust literature review can be used as the basis for 
submission of a manuscript to a suitable journal, while providing useful supporting information in any application 
for research funding to test the hypothesis.  
 

In considering a new submission, the author should aim for rigorous application of the established scientific 

method, demonstrating a sound knowledge of and referring to previous work in this area of research, whilst 

following the conventions of systematic observation, measurement and experiment (if justified), formulation, 

testing and modification of hypothesis. It is recommended that any new submission follows a conventional 

approach to structure and layout of the manuscript. 

 

 


