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Dear Editors,

It is a common situation, especially for young researchers, to receive decision letters from a 
journal office saying: “Major revision required - No guarantee of acceptance” or “We regret 
to reject.” It is said that experiencing repeated major revisions and even rejections make a 
researcher more mature, but what is a young researcher to do when even Dr Hwang is badly 
affected by this situation? [1] Then I read Kundakçı’s letter [2] and became even more 
pessimistic. I worried what if the referees turned into artificial intelligence and even more 
difficult times awaited the writers. So, I decided to write this letter, thinking that it might 
be interesting to discuss ideas on the subject with the metaphor of Romeo and Juliet. We all 
know William Shakespeare’s magnificent work Romeo and Juliet [3]. In this work, Romeo and 
Juliet, who fell in love with each other, failed to be patient in their plans and could not come 
together until they died. And a great debate has been going on for centuries: What makes their 
love interesting and unforgettable for all humanity is the greatness of their love or the fact that 
they could never unite?

In fact, there is a metaphorical relationship between referees and “Romeo and Juliet”. Could 
it be that what determines our love for science and our desire to write scientific articles and 
makes it unique is that we cannot achieve success as a result of the comments of the referees? 
Or is it the magnitude of our love for writing that drives us to our enthusiasm for writing?

Generally, it is not taught how to do peer review for scientific journals. If people have not made 
a special effort to learn, they learn the role of the referee from their own experiences or from 
studies previously published in the journal. This is actually a situation that may cause some 
problems in the standardization of the work done. Since the editors will reach a decision based 
on the recommendations of the referees, the qualifications of the referees and their scientific 
article evaluation behavior patterns become decisive in this regard.

Since referees are also writers and are not free from all the prejudices of the age, they must act 
independently of all positive or negative influences when evaluating the manuscripts [4, 5]. The 
publishing policies of journals (double blind or single blind, etc.) supporting this independence 
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is the way to prevent this great love from disappearing and not 
growing further with new separations.

In the story of Romeo and Juliette we see Count Paris who tries 
to separate them and wants to marry Juliette, and Friar Laurence 
who is the wise adviser and tries to reunite them. As writers, 
editors or referees, we scientists perhaps have two options: to 
hinder this love of science, like Count Paris, or to advance the 
love of science, like Friar Laurence. Or in other words “to be or 
not to be” a scientist, that is the question.
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