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disclose any information about a submitted manuscript to anyone other than the corresponding 
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personal knowledge. Privileged information or ideas obtained through peer review must be kept 
confidential and not used for personal advantage. Reviewers should not consider manuscripts in 
which they have conflicts of interest resulting from competitive, collaborative, or other 
relationships or connections with any of the authors, companies, or institutions connected to the 
papers.  
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entirely original works, and if the authors have used the work and/or words of others that this has 
been appropriately cited or quoted. The author is invited to submit a manuscript which has not 
been published before in other journals. In case the author submit a more wide research, he/she has 
to indicate where has been published the previous one and to point out the improvements done. 
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