Seven Mistakes Hindering the Understanding of a Research Paper
Even if your paper formally meets the editorial board's requirements, and if there is real scientific novelty and practical applicability, the editorial board may still reject the paper if it is poorly written, i.e., it does not correspond to the canons of literary style. 
To prevent this, it is highly advisable to avoid the following things:
Violation of citation rules. Unoriginality of presentation.
The publisher does not tolerate any form of plagiarism and incorrect borrowing. The percentage of text originality should be quite high. Word-for-word quotations are permitted only where it is necessary. For example, there is no point in quoting extensive pieces of regulations or court rulings if it is possible to convey their content in your own words. This, of course, does not apply to quotations from literary sources that are distinguished by the special precision and expressiveness of the language and therefore clearly would lose much of this effect in retelling.
Reviewing, overloading the text with references to opinions of other researchers. 
The author's thoughts must be in the foreground. References to other people's views should serve as a basis for the author's thoughts. Moreover, it is no good listing works on the topic only for the sake of appearance. An article in a journal is not a thesis. Purely ritual bibliographic references with a list of works of "respected people" which are useless for understanding the author's thought make the text harder to understand. The publisher urges the author to avoid a review-like presentation of the material in the format "A said this, and B said that" without your own opinion. Any such presentation should end with the author's opinion and arguments, i.e., your own critical position. 
Excessive speculativeness and abstractness of presentation in the absence of practical examples. 
If possible, any theoretical analysis should start with a vitally important problem, showing from the first lines what life conflicts caused it. Therefore, papers whose authors immediately "take the bull by the horns" are very welcome. Do not excessively use abstractness and do not limit yourself to abstract reasoning, hoping that "if the reader wants, they will look into it." Visibility and proximity to life is a guarantee for reader interest: any reasoning is more acutely perceived by the reader when it is tied to life situations.
Lack of clear structure of presentation and logical coherence of arguments. 
A good paper must have a clear and logical structure. An ordinary reader, that is, a person who is not a narrow specialist, should immediately understand what problem the author wants to explain and what questions he/she wants to answer. It is advisable to structure the main text, dividing it into parts according to the logic of the narration. Key thoughts should be highlighted in the text. At the end of the paper, the key conclusions relevant to the main text must be presented. This means that they must arise from it, have a clear connection to it, and equally relate to the goals and objectives identified in the introduction. It is the responsibility of the author but not of the publisher to ensure that these links are not broken.
Excessive academicism.
Simplicity of the text's presentation facilitates its understanding. Wherever possible, it is advisable to express thoughts in simple language. This does not mean that the publisher does not encourage the use of scientific terms, including Latin, but every such use should be justified by the contents. Bureaucratic language should be avoided in every possible way. 
Overloading the text with details of regulations and court decisions.
This does not mean that references to laws, regulations, and judicial acts must be avoided. However, do not overload the text with their details—it only complicates its understanding. It is advisable to place all details in the footnotes if possible, leaving only reference marks in the main text. The main text should contain only what is necessary to develop the author's thoughts.
Grammar and punctuation errors in the text, poor style.
Unfortunately, the publisher sometimes receives papers abound in speech errors. This usually indicates that the author wrote the paper in a hurry and did not proofread it before sending it to the editorial board. This attitude toward the text almost always leads to flaws in its contents. We strongly recommend that authors take time to read their papers, correct spelling errors, and remove speech repetitions and obviously poor expressions before sending the papers to the editorial board. If the author does not have time for their own text, why should the reader? If the author does not like their own paper, the reader will not like it either. Therefore, when Word's text editor automatically shows a large number of errors in the text, we reserve the right to reject the paper without sending it for review.

