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The	 authors	 assume	 all	 the	 responsibility	 for	 the	 content	 of	 their	 manuscripts	 and	 they	 are	
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expert	opinion.	
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objectivity	 and	 adherence	 to	 academic	 standards.	 If	 there	 is	 doubt	 regarding	 objectivity	 or	
quality	of	the	review,	the	editor	in	chief	will	consult	other	reviewers.	
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Retracting	already	published	works;	
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and	 recommendations	 of	 the	 Committee	 on	 Publication	 Ethics	 –	 COPE:	
http://publicationethics.org/resources/.		
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