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Editors   
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into account for those submitted manuscripts they deem worthy of consideration by 
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without regard to the race, religion, nationality, sex, seniority, or institutional affiliation 
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removal of the article. 



 
 Authors   
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objective discussion of its significance. 
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    Authors must identify any hazards inherent in conducting the research. 
    Authors must declare conflicts of interest. 
    Authors must avoid fragmenting research to maximize the number of articles 
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the results.   
 
    We require that, prior to publication, authors sign a set of warranties to these effects 
via a License Form. If appropriate, authors should also ensure that patient consent is 
sort and granted.   
 
Referees and Peer Reviewers  
 We ask referees and peer reviewers to make every reasonable effort to ensure 
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    Referees' judgments must be explained and supported. Any statement that an 
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