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Authors 
ReporƟng standards Authors are obliged to parƟcipate in peer review process 

and report the results of their original research, which 
should present an accurate account of the work performed 
as well as an objecƟve discussion of its significance. 
Underlying data should be real and authenƟc but also 
accurate and sufficiently detailed in order to permit others 
to replicate the work. Fraudulent or knowingly inaccurate 
statements consƟtute unethical behaviour and are 
unacceptable. 

Originality and acknowledgement 
of sources 

Authors should ensure that their arƟcle is enƟrely original 
works. The usage of the work and/or words of others has to 
be appropriately cited or quoted. 

The use of arƟficial intelligence In the wriƟng process, generaƟve AI and AI-assisted 
technologies may be exploited only for improving 
readability and language of the work. Authors should verify 
the results obtained because arƟficial intelligence may 
generate incorrect, although reliable-looking data. Authors 
should disclose in their manuscript the use of AI and AI-
assisted technologies. Declaring the use of these 
technologies supports transparency and trust between 
authors, readers, reviewers, editors and contributors and 
facilitates compliance with the terms of use of the relevant 
tool or technology. 

MulƟple publicaƟon An author should not publish the same research in more 
than one journal or primary publicaƟon. Submiƫng the 
same manuscript more than once consƟtutes unethical 
behaviour and is unacceptable. 

Authorship of a manuscript All authors who have made significant contribuƟons to the 
work should be listed as co-authors. All co-authors have to 
approve the final version of the arƟcle and agree submiƫng 
it for publicaƟon. Later the addiƟon of any coauthor is 
possible only aŌer acceptance of the editor. 

Hazards and human or animal 
subjects 

If the work involves chemicals, procedures, or equipment 
that has any unusual hazards inherent in their use, the 
author(s) must clearly idenƟfy these in the manuscript. 
AddiƟonally, manuscripts should adhere to the principles of 
the World Medical AssociaƟon (WMA) DeclaraƟon of 
Helsinki regarding research study involving human or animal 
subjects. AddiƟonally, if the work involves the use of animal 
or human subjects, the author should ensure that the 
manuscript contains a statement that all procedures were 



performed in compliance with relevant laws and 
insƟtuƟonal guidelines and that the appropriate 
insƟtuƟonal commiƩee(s) have approved them. Authors 
should include a statement in the manuscript that informed 
consent was obtained for experimentaƟon with human 
subjects. The privacy rights of human subjects must always 
be observed. 

Disclosure and conflicts of interest All authors should disclosure any financial or other 
substanƟve conflict of interest that might influence on the 
results or their interpretaƟon in the manuscript. All list of 
references and sources of financial support for the 
manuscript/project should be disclosed. 

Fundamental errors in published 
works 

An author should promptly noƟfy journal’s editor or 
publisher aŌer discovering a significant error or inaccuracy 
in his/her own published work. They are obliged to provide 
retracƟons, an appropriate correcƟon statement or erratum. 

Reviewers 
Peer review process and 
promptness 

Reviewer assists the editor in making editorial decisions, 
especially through adjusƟng the work according to review 
procedure. Any reviewer who has insufficient qualificaƟons 
or knows that Ɵmely review is impossible should 
immediately inform the editor in order to find an alternaƟve 
reviewers. 

ConfidenƟality Any manuscripts received for review must be treated 
confidenƟally and not be shown to or discussed with others 
except if authorized by the editor. 

Standards of objecƟvity Reviews should be objecƟve, any personal criƟcism is not 
acceptable. The reviewer’s opinion should be clear with 
appropriate argumentaƟon. 

Acknowledgement of sources Reviewers should idenƟfy relevant published work that has 
not been cited by the author(s). Every already published 
work should be accompanied by the relevant citaƟon. Any 
substanƟal similarity or overlap between the manuscript 
and any other published data should be noƟced. 

Disclosure and conflict of interest All informaƟon obtained through peer review process is 
confidenƟal and must not be used for personal advantage. 
Manuscripts, in which the reviewers have conflicts of 
interest shouldn’t be considered. 

Editor 
PublicaƟon decisions The editor of a journal is responsible for deciding, which 

arƟcles submiƩed to the journal should be published and is 
responsible for everything published in the journal. All the 
editorial decisions must be consistent with the 
policies of the journal’s editorial board and/or the policies of 
the publisher, as well as by the legal requirements regarding 
libel, copyright infringement, and plagiarism. The editor 
should maintain the integrity of the academic record, 
preclude business needs from compromising intellectual 
and ethical standards, and always be willing to publish 
correcƟons, clarificaƟons, retracƟons and apologies when 
needed. 



ArƟcle EvaluaƟon The editor should accept a paper when reasonably certain. 
The intellectual content of the work should be evaluated 
without regard to race, gender, sexual orientaƟon, religious 
belief, ethic, origin, ciƟzenship, or poliƟcal philosophy 
of the author(s). 

ConfidenƟality The editor and any editorial staff must not disclosure any 
informaƟon about a submiƩed manuscript to anyone other 
than: the corresponding author, reviewers, potenƟal 
reviewers, other editorial advisers, and the publisher, as 
appropriate. The anonymity of reviewers has to be 
preserved. 

Disclosure and conflicts of interest The editor should ensure a fair and appropriate peer-review 
process and recuse himself/herself from handling 
manuscripts, in which he/she has conflicts of interest. All 
contributors have to disclose relevant compeƟng interests 
and publish correcƟons if compeƟng interests are revealed 
aŌer publicaƟon. If needed, there should be taken the 
publicaƟon of retracƟon or expression of concern. 
Unpublished materials disclosed in a submiƩed manuscript 
must not be used in an editor’s own research without the 
explicit wriƩen consent of the author (s). All the privileged 
informaƟon or ideas obtained through peer review must be 
kept confidenƟal and not used for personal advantage. 
By retracƟng arƟcles the editor should follow retracƟon 
guideline and consider: retracƟng, issuing expressions of 
concern about or issuing correcƟons. 

Publisher 
Editorial autonomy The Publishing House of CNBOP-PIB is obliged to cooperate 

with editors to define the respecƟve roles of publisher and 
editors in order to ensure the autonomy of editorial 
decisions, without influence from adverƟsers or other 
commercial partners. 

Intelectual property and copyright The Publishing House of CNBOP-PIB protect the intellectual 
property and copyright, its imprints, authors and publishing 
partners by promoƟng and maintaining each arƟcle’s 
published version of record. It ensures the integrity and 
transparency of each published arƟcle with respect to: 
conflicts of interest, publicaƟon and research funding, 
publicaƟon and research ethics, cases of publicaƟon and 
research misconduct, confidenƟality, authorship, arƟcle 
correcƟons, clarificaƟons and retracƟon, and Ɵmely 
publicaƟon of content. 

ScienƟfic misconduct In cases of alleged or proven scienƟfic misconduct, 
fraudulent publicaƟon, or plagiarism the publisher, in close 
collaboraƟon with the editors, will take all appropriate 
measures to clarify the situaƟon and to amend the arƟcle. 
This includes the prompt publicaƟon of a correcƟon 
statement or erratum or, in the most severe cases, the 
retracƟon of the affected work. 

 


