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Committee on Publication Ethics (http://publicationethics.org). Conformance to standards of 
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Responsibilities of Authors 

 

Reporting Standards 

 

Authors should present an accurate account of the work performed as well as an objective 

discussion of its significance. Underlying data should be represented accurately in the paper. 

The results of research should be recorded and maintained in a form that allows analysis and 

review. Fraudulent or knowingly inaccurate statements constitute unethical behaviour and are 

unacceptable. 

 

Originality and Plagiarism 

 

Authors should ensure that their work is entirely original, and if the work and/or words of 

others have been used, this has been appropriately cited or quoted. Plagiarism in all its forms 

constitutes unethical scholarly behaviour and is unacceptable. Information obtained by 

private communication, correspondence or discussions with third parties should not be used 

without consent of the correspondent source.  

 

Applicable copyright laws and conventions should be followed. Copyright material (e.g. 

tables, figures or extensive quotations) should be reproduced only with appropriate 

permission and acknowledgement. 

 

Multiple or Concurrent Publications 

 

Authors should not in general publish articles describing essentially the same research to 

more than one journal. Submitting the same manuscript to more than one journal concurrently 

constitutes unethical publishing behaviour and is unacceptable.  Publication in different 

languages in more than one journal is acceptable, provided that the primary reference is cited 

in the secondary publication. 
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Errors in Published Work 

 

When an author discovers a significant error or inaccuracy in his/her own published work, it 

is the author’s obligation to promptly notify the editor or publisher and cooperate to retract or 
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Publication Decisions 

 

The editor-in-chief of the journal is responsible for deciding which of the articles submitted 

to the Journal should be published. The validation of the work in question and its importance 

to researchers and readers must always drive such decisions.  

 

Fair Play  

 

The editors should evaluate manuscripts exclusively on the basis of their academic merit 

without regard to race, gender, sexual orientation, religious belief, ethnic origin, citizenship, 

or political philosophy of the authors. 

 

Confidentiality 

 

The editors and the editorial staff should not disclose any information about a manuscript 

under consideration to anyone other than the corresponding author, reviewers, potential 

reviewers, and the publisher, as appropriate. 

 

The Journal does not disclose reviewers’ identities. However, if reviewers wish to disclose 

their names, this is permitted. 
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The editors must not use unpublished materials for their own research without the express 
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of the authors, companies, or institutions connected to the papers. 
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should be selected for their objectivity and scientific knowledge. Peer review assists the 

editor-in-chief in making editorial decisions and through anonymous communications with 

the authors may also assist the author in improving the contribution. 
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himself from the review process. 
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