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Paper Number _ MOM3ORS Paper Title Radiation-Resistant Magnets for the J-PARC

First Author K._H. Tanaka

IEEE Format of the Paper:
1. Is the paper formatted according to the IEEE formatting standards that were included in the Instructions to Authors for the

preparation of their manuscript? Yes No x  Ifno, please circle the items that need to be corrected.
e  Number of Pages (4 oral/poster, 6 invited). e Hyphenation.
e Paper Size (8.5 x 117). e Correct font (Times New Roman or similar).
e  Columns - fully justified. e Use of appropriate capitalization for the words within the
e Column width - 88 mm (3.45 in.). title.
e  Spacing between columns - 5 mm (0.2 in.). e Use of appropriate abbreviations and acronyms.
e  Paragraph indentation - 3.5 mm (0.14 in.). e Use of correct format for tables and figures.
e Paper spacing needs to be adjusted between text e Use of correct format for appendixes and
and section headings, tables, etc. to obtain equal acknowledgments.
lengths for adjacent columns. e  Use of correct format for references.
e  Paper spacing adjusted on last page to obtain e X Spelling corrections necessary.

equal column lengths.

Technical Merit of the Paper:
1. Is the paper’s subject matter about Magnet Technology? Yes x No If no, please explain further in the
Reviewer Comments section on the reverse side of this form.

2. Is the author’s meaning clear and is the paper arranged logically? Yes x  No If no, please use BLACK ink on the
review copy of the paper to indicate the sections that require revisions.

3. Does the paper contain errors in fact? Yes No_ x_ Ifyes, please use BLACK ink on the review copy of the paper to

indicate the errors. Additional remarks should be recorded in the Reviewer Comments section on the reverse side of this form.

4. The paper technical merit is: Outstanding Above Average Average x  Below Average
Contains No Technical Merit
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5. The paper originality: New theory, data or technique  x Similar to work done by others
A review of previous work by the same author(s)

6. As far as you know, has this paper been published before? Yes No_x
If yes, where was it previously published.

7. Does the title properly describe the paper? Yes x  No
Does the abstract describe the contents of the paper? Yes  x No

Does the summary express the main points of the paper? Yes - No

8. Are all of the tables and figures necessary for a good technical understanding of the paper? Yes x No
Are the tables and figures clear? Yes No x
Are the figure and table captions clear? Yes_ x  No

9. Does the author place the paper in proper context by the use of appropriate references? Yes x ~ No

If no, please explain. Additional remarks should be recorded in the Reviewer Comments section of this form.

10. Is the paper written in correct English? Yes No x  Please use BLACK ink to indicate any English errors on the
review copy of the paper.

Recommendation:
Publish as is.
x___ Publish, revisions required. (See edits on paper and reviewer comments.)

Reject. INDICATE REASON FOR REJECTION.
Not Magnet Technology. Suggestion for an alternate journal.

Lack of Technical Merit.
Not Original Work.
Work Published Previously.
Unsatisfactory English.

Reviewer Comments:

Significant English problems. Most are marked in the attached paper.

Font is missing. Something is missing around the text reference for [1] and [2].
The table headings in Table 1 are missing or wrong font.

In the abstract it should be mA, not m A.

Need space between 60 and m.
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