PUBLICATION ETHICS STATEMENT FOR THE INTERNATIONAL REVIEW FOR
HUMAN AND NATURAL SCIENCES

The relevant duties and expectations of authors, reviewers, and editors.

1. Author’s Responsibilities

Authors are obligated:

* to certify that the manuscript has not previously been published elsewhere a je originadlnym
rukopisom;

* zodpovedat za vedecku a odbornu uroven navrhu prispevku;

* to certify that the manuscript is not currently being considered for publication elsewhere;

« to notify editor of any conflicts of interest;

* to identify a riadne oznacil all sources used in the creation of their manuscript;

* be responsible for the proper identification of persons or organizations who participated in the
creation of the contribution, but whose participation does not amount to co-authorship;;

* ist the co-author as one of the authors of the proposal for the contribution. In the case of a
proposal for a contribution by co-authors, the co-authors shall agree on the order in which they
will be listed as authors of the proposal for the contribution. A person who did not significantly
participate in his or her own research or in the preparation and development of the proposal for
the contribution may not be listed as a co-author;

* properly list all public financial sources that supported his/her research or the publication of
research results, as well as any other support from public sources;

* incorrect or insufficient identification of sources, persons, organizations according to the
previous paragraphs, as well as any other violation of the obligation in this article is contrary to
the basic ethical requirements imposed on scientific work. Such action or omission is
unacceptable.

2. Reviewer’s Responsibilities

Reviewers are obligated:

* to disclose to editor any conflicts of interest;

* to keep information pertaining to the manuscript confidential;

* to bring to the attention of the editor any information that may be reason to reject publication
of a manuscript;

* at any time to evaluate manuscripts only for their intellectual content without regard to race,
gender, sexual orientation, religious belief, ethnic origin, citizenship, or political philosophy of
the authors;

* to notify editor and excuse himself from the review process in case that they feel unqualified
to review the research reported in a manuscript or know that its prompt review will be
impossible.

« assess the proposal of the contribution objectively. The assessment must contain arguments,
clearly and comprehensibly justifying partial findings, as well as the final verdict;

* acquaint the author with the texts of the assessments on the proposal of his contribution. The
author does not have the right to be acquainted with the identity of the editor or reviewer of his



proposal of the contribution. The identity of the author also remains hidden from the reviewer.
This means that the identity of the author and the reviewer is unknown to both parties;

* send the proposal of the contribution for assessment to reviewers who are experts in the
scientific field or area that is the subject of the proposal of the contribution. The journal carries
out a mutually anonymous review procedure of proposals of contributions. The appointment of
reviewers is decided by the editor-in-chief. A reviewer may also be a natural person who is not
an employee of the publisher;

» consider the proposal of the contribution confidential during assessment. When preparing a
review, the draft review must not be the subject of discussion between editors, reviewers or third
parties, with the exception of the editor-in-chief.

3. Editor’s Responsibilities

Editor is obligated:

* to keep information pertaining to submitted manuscripts confidential;

* to disclose any conflicts of interest;

* to evaluate manuscripts only for their intellectual content;

* to be responsible for making publication decisions for submitted manuscripts;

* decide on the publication of the contribution in the journal based on the reviews of the
reviewers. When making a decision, the editor-in-chief is bound by the legal order, in particular
the Copyright Act, as well as by the declaration. When making a decision, the editor-in-chief
assesses the existence of suspicions of defamatory content, defamation, false or purposeful
statements, copyright infringement and plagiarism;

* the editor-in-chief has the right to refuse to publish the contribution. The editor-in-chief shall
immediately inform the author in writing of the reasons for the refusal;

* from the delivery of the draft contribution to the publisher until the publication of the journal,
the publisher, editor-in-chief, editor or reviewer is not entitled to make the draft contribution,
part of it or any information from it available to a third party without the express written consent
of the author.

Violation of all parties commits to these publication ethics including plagiarism
or other unethical behaviour will be reason for removing any manuscript.

Publication Ethics Statement is based on the guidelines and standards developed by the
Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE), available at: https://publicationethics.org/ , and is
also in accordance with point 2 of the Scopus database Statement on the journal selection
process (equivalent in English to the "Statement on the Scopus journal selection process",
version from December 2010, source: http://www.info.sciverse.com, 27.6.2013).

This declaration shall enter into force on September 2, 2018.



