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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

"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. 
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