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Ethical Guidelines to Publication  

A. Ethical Obligations of Reviewers of Manuscripts 

1. Promptness 

Peer review is the responsibility and obligation of each participant in the scientific 

community. Therefore, efforts should be made to carry out the duties of manuscript 

reviewing. If the reviewers cannot do it, please decline the review or recommend 

others for reviewing as soon as possible, or inform the editors of the time and reasons 

for the possible postponement. 

2. Impartial Evaluation and Respect for Innovation 

Fair evaluation should be given to the significance of the paper, theoretical level, 

quality of writing, and rationality of explanation and argumentation. The 

independence of authors’ thought and their enthusiasm for scientific research and 

innovation should be respected. Biased decisions, racial discrimination and personal 

grudges should be avoided. 

3. Well-grounded Objective Evaluation 

 Full consideration should be given to the limitation of the individuals in scientific 

understanding, and the basis of the evaluation should be explained and cited to the 

best of one’s ability. When it is necessary, literature of views and facts on which the 

evaluation is based should be provided. Objective evaluation should be carried out to 

facilitate the editors and the authors’ understanding of the comments. Avoid 

subjectivity in the evaluation and words of personal attack. 

4. All-round Evaluation 

The review of manuscripts is not only the evaluation of the level of manuscripts, but 

also the examination of scientific research ethics. Full attention should be paid to the 

academic misconduct such as leakage of citation, miscitation, plagiarism and 
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fabrication of manuscripts, etc. Authors and editors should be reminded of the 

suspicions that may exist in the manuscripts so that they can further verify or give 

necessary explanations. 

5. Initiative in Warning and Avoidance of Conflict 

Reviewers should maintain the fairness of the review, make active judgment and 

avoid conflict of interests that exist between themselves and the manuscripts. If there 

is a conflict of interest, decline to review immediately and make a brief explanation. If 

reviewers are not sure whether such a conflict exists or not, it is an obligation to draw 

the editors’ attention to it when the manuscript is submitted. 

6. Maintaining Confidentiality 

The reviewer has the obligation to maintain confidentiality of the contents of the 

manuscripts examined, and should not divulge the contents and related information to 

others. If assistance in evaluation is needed, editors should be informed in advance of 

the identity of the person in need. 

7. Credibility and Integrity 

The individual’s research results, which may be formed and perfected through the 

enlightenment of the manuscript, shall be carefully examined, and the information in 

the manuscript reviewed should not be used or leaked unless the author’s consent is 

obtained or citation is made after its publication. Reviewers should not instruct or 

drop a hint to the author about citing their papers and opinions. 

 

B. Ethical Obligations of Authors 

1. Accuracy and Objectivity 

The primary purpose of scientific publication is to report results. The primary 

responsibility of the author is to ensure the accuracy of the results description and 

objectivity in discussing the results, so as to avoid negligence and exaggeration. The 

report of the original study should include necessary details or the disclosure of 

relevant tests, equipment, data and other resources in order to facilitate peers to repeat 

the research process and verify the results. 
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2. Avoidance of Repetition 

Academic publishing resources include layout, manuscript review and editing 

resources. The work should not be submitted to any other journal(s) at the same time,  

or should not have been published elsewhere, unless the publishers, following the  

conventions, reprint or republish it for the purpose of dissemination. After the 

preliminary results are published in form of a briefing, the author should inform the 

editor of this when submitting a complete paper which is an extension of the briefing 

and mark a quotation of it. 

3. Acknowledgement of Sources 

Authors should try to retrieve and cite bibliographical information closely related to 

the work of the paper and indicate the sources. The information data obtained through 

non-public means, including correspondence, conversation and review, should be 

used only after the owners’ consent. 

4. Totality of Report 

The totality of the report should be guaranteed and the research results should not be 

separated into scattered fragments for publication, because scattered publication not 

only wastes academic publishing resources, but also affects the complete 

understanding of readers and increases their difficulty in literature retrieval. After the 

publication of the paper, relevant information, materials and samples should be 

provided to peers or ways to obtain them should be pointed out under the premise of 

protecting the authors’ own legitimate interests. 

5. Disclosure of Interest Conflicts 

Evidence on the relevance of the manuscripts to similar manuscripts that have been 

published or re-examined by the authors themselves or others should be provided on 

their own initiative or upon invitation. Copies of the relevant manuscripts should be 

provided if necessary. Try to avoid the potential competition of interests brought 

about by the publication of research results. When it is inevitable, any potential 

conflict of interest must be clearly acknowledged to the editors and readers, such as 

clearly marking the sources of fund for the research project. 

6. Hazards Warning and Avoidance of Personal Aggression 
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The possible dangers involved in the research work related to the paper, such as 

chemicals, instruments and equipment, experimental processes, etc., should be clearly 

pointed out. Normal academic debate is an important part of scientific research, so 

personal aggression and racial discrimination should be avoided. 

7. Authorship and responsibilities 

Those who have made any substantial contribution to the research work of the paper 

should be listed as ‘Authors’, and should be ranked according to the amount of 

contribution. All the authors should be responsible for the results of the study, 

including academic responsibility and moral responsibility. 

 

C. Ethical Obligations of Editors 

1. Impartial Evaluation 

Editors should establish the professional consciousness of keeping the integrity and 

innovation and serving readers, authors and reviewers with integrity. With an 

impartial mindset, editors should assess manuscripts for their scientific quality and 

application value, including the advancement of the paper, the depth of the study and 

the degree of readers’ concern, and free from any sorts of biased decisions based on 

race, religion, nationality, sex, seniority and position. Editors may make evaluation 

based on the relevance of the study and the reading convenience, and may also 

process the manuscript on the basis of the author’s bad academic record. 

2. Professional Evaluation 

Editors should generally consult peer reviewers before deciding whether the 

manuscript can be accepted for publication. Based on the publishing requirements and 

standards, editors invite peer reviewers to evaluate the manuscript and make 

suggestions from a professional point of view. If there is a difference between the 

content of the manuscript and the reviewer’s research direction, which may affect the 

fair evaluation of the manuscript, the editor should invite more experts to review the 

manuscript. In order to ensure the impartiality of the evaluation, the editor should give 

full consideration when the author asks to avoid certain reviewers. However, if the 



 

Journal Publishing Center of Xi’an University of Science and Technology                    5 

manuscript does not conform to the purpose and scope of the journal, editors may 

decline the manuscript directly without experts’ review. 

3. Maintaining Confidentiality 

Editors or other members of the editorial department should not disclose the 

information in the manuscript and the evaluation of the manuscript to anyone except 

seeking professional assistance of experts due to the need for the evaluation of the 

manuscript. When the manuscript is decided to be accepted and published, the editor 

or other members of the editorial department may publish recognized publication 

information such as the title of the manuscript, the name of the author, etc., and the 

consent of the author is required if more information needs to be published. Without 

the consent of the author, editors should not apply to their own research any 

information, arguments or explanations of unpublished manuscripts. At the request of 

the author or by prior agreement, editors may disclose to other authors the facts in the 

manuscripts to be published that may be used as the basis for subsequent research, 

provided that they indicate the source. 

4. Respect for Innovation 

Authors are encouraged to publish an academic paper that is different from the 

existing theory or the experts’ point of view and, in particular, research findings 

which are different from editors’ personal research work or the previously published 

content of the journal should be respected. 

5. Active Avoidance 

Editors are not encouraged to publish their own work in the journal in which they 

hold the position of editors. If they are to do so, they should submit it to other 

qualified editors of the editorial department in order to avoid the conflict of interest in 

the review of the manuscript. If an article has a view similar to or different from the 

study of the editor, there may be a conflict in the interest, and the editorial department 

should submit the article to other qualified editors for handling. 

6. Promptness 

Editors should process submitted manuscripts within a reasonable time limit and 

decide  whether the manuscript is accepted for publication as soon as possible. 
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Editors should make sure that research results which are in accordance with the 

requirements and quality standards of the periodical publication should be published 

in a timely manner, so as to shorten the reporting period of the research results, and 

speed up the exchange of academic information. When determining the time sequence 

of manuscript publication, time of submission should be the major consideration. 

However, editors may shift a manuscript to an earlier publishing date or make an 

arrangement in advance with someone for his contribution based on the setting of the 

column, planning of the topic selection and the hot spot of the research. 

7. Responsibility of Reminding 

Editor should remind authors to respect the work of editors, publishers and reviewers, 

and to make good use of periodical resources; They should remind authors to avoid 

leakage of citation and to minimize the amount of the relevant research materials 

which should be cited but have not been cited; They should remind authors not to use 

and report the non-published information without the consent of the original 

information owner in their manuscripts; They should remind the author of the possible 

conflicts of interest after the publication of the manuscript, including the possibility of 

leakage of state or departmental information, and the violation of the legitimate rights 

and interests of others. 

8. Maintaining Rationality on Works Cited 

Editors should pay attention to the rationality of the references quoted in the 

manuscripts, and avoid authors’ invalid reference to their own previous research work 

or other related research work. When a manuscript fails to make a complete quotation 

of the reviewers’ research work, attention should be paid to the possibility of 

unilateral evaluation caused by the conflict of interests. It should be noted that the 

authors’ dignity should always be respected and no personal abuse of authors is 

allowed. 


