
Любите рецензентов и редакторов: 
они наши единственные читатели 



Читайте правила для авторов 
RFM 

• Use ample white space 
• Number your pages 
• Start each new section on new page 
• Write short paragraphs  
• Left-justify and double-space the text 
• Avoid hyphenating words between lines 
• Eliminate orphan lines 
• Use subheadings to divide sections 
• Use new paragraphs for new topics 
• Use a new topic sentence to begin each paragraph 



Checklist questions for reviewers and writers 
 

• General 
– Is the work original? 

– Is the information important? 

– Was the study ethical? 

– Does the work add enough to what is already in the 
literature? 

– Is the title accurate and informative? 

– Does the abstract include the most important results? 

– Does the paper read well and make sense? 

– Are the results of interest to the readers of this journal? 



• Introduction 
– Is the length of the introduction 

reasonable? 

–Does the introduction adequately review 
the background and state the aims? 

 



• Methods 
– Are the methods well documented and detailed enough? 

– Is the equipment used adequately described? 

– Are the techniques used adequately described and 
validated? 

– Were the methods suitable for the study? 

– Is a calculation of the required sample size given? 

– Are all statistical methods adequately described and 
referenced? 

 



Results 
 

• Is the description of the results clear and 
detailed? 

• Are the results credible, valid, and well 
presented? 

• Are the statistical methods appropriate? 
• Are confidence intervals given where necessary? 
• Are the numbers in the text independent of the 

numbers in the figures and tables? 
• Are the stated results supported by the statistical 

analyses? 



Tables and figures 
 

• Are the figures of adequate quality? 

• Are all of the tables and figures necessary? 

• Do the legends and titles of the tables and 
figures provide adequate information? 

 

 

 



Discusión 

• Is the length of the discussion appropriate? 

• Does the discussion adequately consider the 
limitations of the study? 

• Does the discussion fairly review previous 
work? 

• Do the conclusions answer the aims set out in 
the introduction? 

• Are the conclusions justified and logical? 



References 
 

• Are all of the references relevant? 

• Do the references fairly represent current 
knowledge in this field of 

• research? 

• Is any major literature omitted? 

• Are there any misquotations or incorrect 
citations? 

 



Dear Editor 
 

• Please find enclosed a paper entitled ‘Exact 
statistical methods for  presenting data of rare 
diseases’ for consideration for publication in your 
journal. 

• The data included in this manuscript have not 
been published previously and are not under 
consideration by any other journal.  

• All authors have read this final manuscript and 
have given their approval for the manuscript to 
be submitted in its present form.  

• Yours sincerely 



• Dear Professor Schmid, 

• Would you please consider the paper “The X–Y chromosome synapsis and recombination in three vole 
species of Asian lineage of genus Microtus (Rodentia: Arvicolinae)” by Pavel M. Borodin, Ekaterina A. 
Basheva, Olesya A. Dashkevich, Fedor N. Golenishchev and  Irina V. Kartavtseva  for publication in  
'Cytogenetic and Genome Research'. It is in the attached file 3voles.pdf.  

• This paper presents the results of analysis of the X and Y chromosome pairing in male meiosis of three 
species of the grey vole. As you well know the species of the genus Microtus are divided into two groups 
according of the pattern of their X and Y pairing in males: about a half of the species studied are “synaptic” 
and another half is “asynaptic”. I always thought that this division must have a phylogenetic basis. 
Therefore I was very surprised when I found a report describing  Microtus fortis, which was closely related 
to wholly synaptic subgenus, as asynaptic. It was especially strange because I could clearly see a 
synaptonemal complex between the X and Y at the photograph shown in that report (see attached file 
bigmistake.pdf). We decided to reanalyze this species and two other species of the same subgenus. We 
found that the report was wrong and all three species were synaptic. This confirms a monophyly of the 
Asian lineage of the grey voles. 

• In this paper we also addressed the question whether the sex chromosomes recombine in the synaptic 
species of voles. Although their homologous pairing is well documented, there was no evidence that 
recombination occurs in the pairing region. They demonstrated end-to-end association of at diplotene-
diakinesis with no visible chiasma. Using MLH1 immunolocalization  we demonstrated that they do 
recombine.  

• We believe that these finding are of interest to the researchers studying chromosome evolution in 
mammals..    

• All the authors have been involved with the work and have approved the manuscript and agree to its 
submission. 

• We would suggest Dr. Thomas Haaf as the Editor. 

• Sincerely yours,  

•   

• Pavel M. Borodin,  

 

•   

 



• Dear Prof. Macgregor, 

• Thank you for considering our manuscript entitled “Multiple independent evolutionary losses of XY pairing 
at meiosis in grey voles” (CHROMRES-D-11-00014) for publication in Chromosome Research. Both 
reviewers provided thoughtful criticisms and suggestions which we have addressed below and in the 
revised version of our manuscript.  

• Reviewer #1:  
 
1.     Introduction: The last paragraph mainly introduces species investigated in this study, which is mostly 
presented in Table 1. I suggest, that this should be included in M&M and therefore deletion form 
introduction. I suggest inclusion of a brief description of the major findings of this study in the last 
paragraph of the introduction. 

• We moved the justification of the species selection into M&M and gave a brief summary in the last 
paragraph of the introduction 
 
2.     M&M: Combine supplementary table with table 1.  

• We simplified the supplementary table and merged it with table 1. 
 
3.     Results: I suggest adding a table including each species studied with image (only XY pairing state is 
sufficient whole metaphase is not required) showing synaptic and non-synaptic pairing at early, mid and 
late pachytene stages, also label X and Y chromosome in all images. 

• In the revised version we give new fig. 2 containing EM images of  labeled X and Y   chromosomes of one 
asynaptic species  (M. juldashi) and one synaptic species  (M. montanus ). They are given as examples. 
Within each type the X and Y axes of all species appear the same.   

 



• 6.     Explain following sentence? (pg 7): 'Interestingly, the pairing pattern observed in M. 
ochrogaster (Pedomys) is intermediate???. asynaptic condition'. 
Please add images from early, mid and late pachytene from same preparation showing 
asynapsis events during the mid and late pachytene. Providing this evidence alone may not be 
sufficient to speculate intermediate evolutionary state. Please explain possible mechanism, is 
there any other such evidence in any taxon? 
 

• We agree that this speculation is ill supported. We deleted it altogether. However, we noted 
in the end of discussion  that a proportion of unpaired X and Y was very high in  M. 
ochrogaster and M. mandarinus. We consider  this  as an evidence that a subsidiary 
mechanism of XY segregation is  also present in synaptic species.  
 

•  
Reviewer #2: Review 
 
 
* using the introduction to highlight the importance of X-Y pairing to our understanding of 
the evolutionary degradation of the Y chromosome, and the importance of pairing for sperm 
production 

• We re-wrote introduction as suggested  

 

• This revised version has been approved by all authors.  

 



• Подготовка научно-популярного очерка по 
материалам обзора литературы к курсовой.   

• Популяризация и вульгаризация.  

• Особенности литературного стиля.  

• Выбор научно-популярного журнала .  

• Выбор названия.  

• Завязка, кульминация и развязка.  

• Распространенные ошибки и как их избежать.  

• Интервью и пресс-релизы по результатам 
научных работ.  

• Этика и практика общения со СМИ. 



Выбор названия.  
 

• Хромосомный портрет бурозубки на фоне ледников 
• Домовая землеройка на пути к видообразованию 
• Эволюция хромосом: от А до В и обратно 
• Хромосома Х в четырех кругах незнания 
• Естественная история зверя пунаре в 8 1/2 главах 
• Генетическая рекомбинация в свете эволюции 
• Доместикация и цивилизация 
• Как наследуется плодовитость 
• Кошки и гены: 30 лет спустя 
• Хромосомные инверсии в клетке и в эволюции 
• Взлет и падение Y хромосомы 

 

http://evolution2.narod.ru/burozubki.pdf
http://evolution2.narod.ru/suncusp.pdf
http://evolution2.narod.ru/bchromp.pdf
http://evolution2.narod.ru/ChromX.pdf
http://evolution2.narod.ru/punarep.pdf
http://evolution2.narod.ru/punarep.pdf
http://evolution2.narod.ru/punarep.pdf
http://evolution2.narod.ru/punarep.pdf
http://evolution2.narod.ru/recpap.pdf
http://evolution2.narod.ru/Domestication.pdf
http://evolution2.narod.ru/Fertility.pdf
http://evolution2.narod.ru/catandgenes4.pdf
http://evolution2.narod.ru/catandgenes4.pdf
http://evolution2.narod.ru/invpriroda.pdf
http://evolution2.narod.ru/y.pdf


 
Аллюзия 

Завязка – древняя история Нагнетание – описание путешествия 

Загадка – сколько видов 



Решение 1 и новая загадка  – гибриды стерильны 

Флэшбэк- пройдет много лет… 



Нагнетание – вставная новелла 

Развязка 



 

Это элементарно, Ватсон 

Эпилог 



 



 



 


