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by the author. Any statement that had been previously reported should be
accompanied by the relevant citation. A reviewer should also call to the
editorial staff’s attention any substantial similarity or overlap between the
manuscript under consideration and any other published paper of which
they have personal knowledge.
Reviewer should not review manuscripts in which he or she has conflicts of
interest resulting from competitive, collaborative, or other relationships or
connections with any of the authors, companies, or institutions connected
to the papers.
III. Duties of Authors
A study based on original research should present an accurate account of
the work performed as well as an objective discussion of its significance
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An author may be asked to provide the raw data in connection with a
paper for editorial review, and should be prepared to provide public access
to such, if practicable, and should in any event retain such data for a
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entirely original work, and if the author has used the work and/or words of
others this must be appropriately cited or quoted.
An author should not in general publish manuscripts describing essentially
the same research in more than one journal. Submitting the same
manuscript to more than one journal concurrently constitutes unethical
publishing behavior and is unacceptable.
An author should cite publications that
determining the nature of the reported work.

have

been

influential

in
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the paper, and that all co-authors have seen and approved the final
version of the paper and have agreed to its submission for publication.
An author should disclose in his or her manuscript any financial or other
substantive conflict of interest that might influence the results or
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