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"A simple mechanism of superconductivity" for the 

refereeing,, I feel  

 

  In science we are doing an effort to prove, or at least 

support,  our ideas or  

 

        arguments. Such background does not exist, in 

my opinion, in the paper:  the formulae with which 

the calculations 

 

        of the data presented in a single Table of the 

paper are not given, the results obtained there, 

mostly very strange, 

 

        are not discussed, the references 7-9 are not 

available, at least to me. My conclusion is evidently 

negative. 

1. we do present the equations in paper for 

the calculation of Transition temperature, 

furthermore, we also demonstrate how to 

determine the transition temperature by 

illustration in figure 2. 

2. The data in this work are still in the range 

of the experimental data from literature. 

3. The reference 7-8 are easier to get from 

the website and library. In this version we 

delete the reference 9 in old version. If the 

reviewer still can't get these references, then 

we can download and send over by email. 
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