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1. PURPOSE

This guideline establishes the fundamental standards for the research, writing, editing, referencing,
evaluation, and publication of scientific content prepared under Wionpav Labs.

The purpose of Wionpav Labs is to present scientific information in a reliable, understandable,
accessible, transparent, and responsible manner based on trustworthy sources.

When developing its own content formats, Wionpav Labs follows, to the greatest extent possible,
internationally recognized scientific publishing and research standards.

The purpose of this guideline is not to invent a new or independent academic publishing system, but to
apply established scientific practices in a manner appropriate to the content structure of Wionpav
Labs.

2. FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES

All scientific content prepared under Wionpav Labs shall be developed in accordance with the following
fundamental principles.

2.1. Scientific Accuracy

Scientific claims must be based on reliable and verifiable scientific sources.

Information must not be included in a work merely because it appears reasonable or seems to be correct.
2.2. Source-Based Content

Important scientific claims should be supported by appropriate sources.

The number of references alone is not an indicator of scientific quality. Priority should be given to
appropriate, reliable sources that genuinely support the claim being made.



2.3. Transparency

The manner in which a work was prepared, the sources used, contributions, funding, conflicts of
interest, and, where necessary, the use of relevant tools should be disclosed as transparently as possible.

2.4. Scientific Proportionality

Statements should not express a level of certainty that is not supported by the available evidence.

When the scientific literature demonstrates an association, it should not automatically be interpreted as
establishing causation.

2.5. Clarity

While maintaining scientific accuracy, content should be written in a clear, fluent, and understandable
manner whenever possible.

Unnecessary use of technical jargon should be avoided.
2.6. Currency

Information that may change over time should be checked against up-to-date sources whenever
possible.

Particular attention should be paid to the currency of sources in areas such as:

e treatment options,

e diagnostic criteria,

e c¢pidemiological data,

e medication information,
e clinical practices,

e classifications.

2.7. Scientific Integrity

Data, results, sources, or scientific findings must not be fabricated, manipulated, distorted, or presented
in a misleading manner.

2.8. Human Responsibility

Even when artificial intelligence or any other tool is used, final scientific responsibility rests with the
human author(s).



3. ORDER OF PRIORITY OF STANDARDS

When Wionpav Labs applies its own editorial rules, the following order of priority shall apply whenever
a conflict arises with scientific standards:

1. Scientific and ethical integrity
!
2. Legal and ethical requirements

!

3. International standards and reporting guidelines specific to the type of work

!

4. General scientific publishing standards

!

5. Wionpav Labs editorial rules

!

6. Visual and formatting preferences

Accordingly, if a Wionpav visual or editorial preference conflicts with a scientific standard, the
scientific standard shall take precedence.

4. TYPES OF CONTENT

The scientific content structure of Wionpav Labs is primarily divided into two main categories:
Research and Publications.

In addition, research projects, protocols, or other forms of academic content may be developed in the
future.

5. RESEARCH

5.1. Purpose of Research

The Research section aims to provide readers with concise, reliable, referenced, and understandable
scientific information about specific diseases, clinical conditions, or fundamental medical topics.



Research does not replace an academic journal article.
Its primary purpose is:

To enable readers to learn basic scientific information about a specific disease or topic in a concise
and reliable manner.

Research content is prepared as a quick and accessible scientific reference, particularly for readers
seeking fundamental information about a specific topic.

6. RESEARCH LENGTH STANDARD

The main text of Research content shall be no more than 1,500 words.
The following are not included in the word count:

o title,

e author information,
e publication date,

e references.

1,500 words is a maximum limit, not a target.

If a topic can be adequately addressed with scientific clarity in 700 or 900 words, the text should not be
unnecessarily extended to reach 1,500 words.

The fundamental principle is:

The aim is not to fill the word limit, but to present the necessary scientific information as clearly
and efficiently as possible.

Research content must not be expanded merely to increase its length by adding unnecessary details,
repetition, or information of low relevance.

7. RESEARCH PAGE AND FORMATTING STANDARD

The primary typeface for general scientific texts at Wionpav Labs is Times New Roman.
Research documents shall generally use:

e Page size: A4

e Columns: Single column

e Main title: Times New Roman, 15 pt, bold
e Body text: Times New Roman, 10 pt



e Text alignment: Justified
The typeface and formatting hierarchy should remain consistent throughout the document.
Page layout must not be altered solely for the purpose of fitting more words onto a page.

Exceptions to the page layout may be made in special circumstances where tables, graphs, figures, or
other scientific presentation requirements necessitate such changes.

8. RESEARCH CONTENT FLOW

For diseases and clinical topics, the following general sequence should be followed whenever possible:

Definition — Epidemiology — Clinical Features / Disease Course — Etiology / Risk Factors —
Pathophysiology — Diagnosis — Treatment — Prognosis / Complications — Recent
Developments / Special Topics

This sequence constitutes the fundamental content flow for Research.
However, it is not mandatory to include every section for every topic.
Depending on the nature of the subject, certain sections may be:

e combined,

e shortened,

e omitted,

e addressed in a different order.

For example, if sufficient information regarding pathophysiology is not available in the sources, this
section should not be created merely to complete the template.

If sufficient information is not available in the sources, it should not be written.

9. RESEARCH HEADINGS

Research content does not require, and generally does not recommend, the use of a separate subheading
for every category of information.

The text should be divided into short and meaningful paragraphs appropriate to the subject.

The primary purpose of Research is not to create the appearance of an academic article, but to present
scientific information in a natural and easy-to-follow flow.

Therefore, instead of using numerous consecutive subheadings such as:



Definition
Epidemiology
Pathophysiology
Diagnosis
Treatment

these topics may, where appropriate, be addressed within consecutive paragraphs.

10. RESEARCH LANGUAGE

Research content should be prepared in a:

e scientific,

e clear,

o fluent,

e understandable,
e objective

manner.
Reader comprehension should be prioritized provided that scientific accuracy is not compromised.
Highly technical expressions should be explained when necessary.

When a medical term has a more accessible equivalent, it may be explained in a manner appropriate to
the reader's level of understanding.

11. RESEARCH SOURCES

Research content shall be based on reliable scientific sources.
Where appropriate, the following may be used:

e original research articles,

e systematic reviews,

e meta-analyses,

e clinical guidelines,

e publications from official health organizations,
e academic databases,



e reports from reliable scientific institutions.

When selecting sources, it is not sufficient to consider only whether a source is well known. It must
also be assessed whether the source genuinely supports the relevant claim.

12. RESEARCH REFERENCES

The references used in a Research document shall be listed at the end of the document.

For medical scientific content, the Vancouver/numbered referencing system shall be used as the
primary referencing system.

The bibliographic information for each reference should be as complete and accurate as possible.

DOIs, PMIDs, or similar identifiers may be included where available and appropriate.

13. RESEARCH AUTHOR AND DATE INFORMATION

Author information and the publication date shall be clearly stated in Research documents.
Basic format:

Author: [First Name Last Name]

Publication Date: [Day Month Year]

When significant scientific updates are made to the content, an update date may also be provided.

14. PUBLICATIONS

14.1. Purpose of Publications

The Publications section is used to present more comprehensive and in-depth scientific works than
Research content.

The primary purpose of Publications is:

To provide a comprehensive literature review, scientific analysis, or original research concerning
a specific scientific topic, question, or problem.

Accordingly, Publications content may be more detailed than Research documents.



15. TYPES OF PUBLICATIONS

The type of work must be determined before preparing a Publication.
Depending on the nature of the work, different study types may be used, including:

e Narrative Review,

e Systematic Review,

e Scoping Review,

e Original Research,

e Observational Study,

e Diagnostic Study,

e Qualitative Study,

e (ase Report,

e Research Protocol,

e Methodological Study.

Once the study type has been determined, the relevant international reporting and methodological
standards should be taken into consideration.

16. PUBLICATIONS STRUCTURE

A single, fixed template shall not be used for all Publications.
The appropriate structure shall be determined according to the type of work.
Where appropriate, a general academic structure may be:

Title

Author(s)
Publication Date
Abstract
Keywords
Introduction
Methods

Results

. Discussion

00N U AW

10. Limitations
11. Conclusion
12. References

However, this structure is not mandatory for every type of work.



For example, the structure of a narrative review does not have to be identical to that of an original
research study.

17. PUBLICATIONS LENGTH STANDARD

Unlike Research, no single maximum word limit shall be established for Publications.
Length shall be determined according to:

e the type of work,

e the research question,

e the methodology,

e the scope of the literature examined,
e the nature of the results.

The objective is not to produce the longest possible text.

A Publication should be sufficiently long to address the scientific question it examines with adequate
scope and depth.

18. PUBLICATIONS — TITLE

The title should:

e accurately reflect the content of the work,

e avoid claims that exceed the scope of the work,
e be as clear and specific as possible,

e avoid unnecessary length.

The title should indicate as directly as possible what the work examines.

19. PUBLICATIONS — ABSTRACT

The abstract should present the fundamental characteristics of the work in a concise and understandable
manner.

Depending on the type of work, the abstract may include:

e objective,
e methods,
e principal findings,



10

e conclusion.

The structure of the abstract may vary according to the type of work.

20. PUBLICATIONS — INTRODUCTION

The Introduction should explain:

e the scientific context of the subject,

e existing knowledge,

e the importance of the problem,

e gaps or areas of debate in the literature,
e the objective of the work.

The Introduction should clearly demonstrate to the reader why the work was undertaken.

21. PUBLICATIONS — METHODS

The Methods section should explain how the work was conducted.
Depending on the type of work, necessary information may include:

e study design,

e data sources,

e participants,

e inclusion and exclusion criteria,
e literature search methodology,
e data collection,

e measurement instruments,

e analytical methods,

e statistical methods,

e cthical approval,

e when the relevant studies were conducted.

The Methods section should be prepared with sufficient clarity according to the nature of the work.

22. PUBLICATIONS — RESULTS

Results should present the data obtained as objectively as possible.
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Results and interpretation should be kept separate whenever possible.
Conclusions that are not supported by the data must not be drawn.

Tables and graphs may be used when necessary.

23. PUBLICATIONS — DISCUSSION

The Discussion section evaluates the meaning and significance of the findings.
The findings may be considered in relation to:

e cxisting literature,

e similar studies,

e differing results,

e possible explanations.

Findings that were not established by the study must not be presented as though they were conclusions
of the study.

24. PUBLICATIONS — LIMITATIONS

Important methodological or data-related limitations of the work should be clearly stated.

Acknowledging limitations is not an element that diminishes the credibility of a study; rather, it is a
fundamental component of scientific transparency.

25. PUBLICATIONS — CONCLUSION

The Conclusion section should present the principal inference of the work in a clear and appropriately
measured manner.

Conclusions should be consistent with the findings of the work and the level of available evidence.

26. STANDARDS SPECIFIC TO THE TYPE OF WORK

Wionpav Labs shall make use of international reporting guidelines specific to the type of work where
appropriate.
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For example:

e PRISMA for systematic reviews,

e CONSORT for randomized controlled trials,
e STROBE for observational studies,

e STARD for diagnostic accuracy studies,

e CARE for case reports,

e COREQ or SRQR for qualitative research,

e ARRIVE for animal research.

These standards shall be considered according to the nature of the relevant work.

If Wionpav's general formatting rules differ from the requirements of a study-specific scientific
standard, the requirements of the scientific standard shall take precedence.

27. SOURCE SELECTION AND VERIFICATION

Every scientific source should be verified as far as possible before publication.
The following fundamental elements should be checked:

e whether the publication actually exists,

e whether the author information is correct,

e whether the publication date is correct,

e whether the journal or source information is correct,

e whether the DOI/PMID or similar identifier is correct,

e whether the publication has been retracted,

e whether the source genuinely supports the claim for which it is being used.

Sources suggested by artificial intelligence tools should be independently verified in particular.

28. PLAGIARISM AND SCIENTIFIC MISCONDUCT

Wionpav Labs considers scientific integrity to be a fundamental principle.
The following practices are not acceptable:

e plagiarism,

e fabrication of data,

e falsification or manipulation of data,

e creation of fabricated sources,

e presenting non-existent publications as real references,
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e presenting another person's work as one's own without appropriate authorization,
e using sources in a misleading manner by removing them from their original context.

When suspected or serious scientific misconduct is identified, the relevant work shall be reassessed.

Where necessary, the work may be corrected, temporarily removed from publication, or retracted.

29. AUTHORSHIP

Authorship should be attributed to individuals who have made genuine and meaningful scientific
contributions to the work.

The following alone are not sufficient to qualify for authorship:

e Dbeing present on the platform,

e Dbeing a friend,

e making minor language corrections,
e having one's name included,

e providing administrative support.

When multiple authors are involved, their contributions should preferably be clearly stated.
Contributions may be described, for example, as:

e research idea,

e methodology,

e literature review,

e data collection,

e data analysis,

e writing,

e scientific evaluation,
e final approval.

30. CONFLICT OF INTEREST

Financial or non-financial relationships that could influence the preparation or interpretation of the work
should be disclosed.

If no conflict of interest exists, this should preferably be stated explicitly.
Example:

Conflict of Interest: None declared.
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31. FUNDING

If financial or material support was received for the preparation of the work, such support should be
explicitly disclosed.

If no funding was received:
Funding: No financial support was received for this work.

Financial or material support provided by an institution should, where appropriate, be clearly disclosed
in the relevant section of the work.

32. ETHICAL REQUIREMENTS

Research involving human participants must comply with all necessary ethics committee approvals and
other applicable legal and ethical requirements.

Research that cannot appropriately be conducted or published without the required ethical approval
must not be published without such approval.

For animal research, relevant ethical requirements and study-specific standards shall be applied.

33. PATIENT AND PERSONAL INFORMATION

Personal health information, information that could identify an individual, patient photographs, or other
sensitive information must not be published without the necessary permissions and ethical safeguards.

In medical content, the privacy and dignity of individuals must be respected.

34. LANGUAGE IN MEDICAL CONTENT

Medical content should avoid:

e stigmatizing,

e demeaning,

e unnecessarily fear-inducing,

e providing false hope,

e expressions conveying unsupported certainty.
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Diseases and patients should be discussed in an objective and respectful manner whenever possible.

35. LIMITATIONS OF MEDICAL INFORMATION

Research and Publications content is intended for scientific information purposes.

Content providing general scientific information does not replace individual medical assessment,
personal diagnosis, or personalized treatment recommendations.

36. USE OF ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE

Wionpav Labs considers the use of artificial intelligence tools appropriate for language and editorial
support during the preparation of scientific content.

The use of artificial intelligence is not, in itself, considered scientifically inappropriate.
36.1. Permitted Use

Artificial intelligence may be used for the following purposes:

e making the text more fluent,

e making the language more understandable,

e correcting spelling and grammatical errors,

e cditing punctuation and expressions,

e reducing unnecessary repetition,

e expressing existing content more clearly,

e organizing content according to Wionpav's general sequence and flow structure,
e improving editorial organization.

Such use is acceptable provided that the meaning and accuracy of the existing scientific content are
preserved.

36.2. Scientific Responsibility

Artificial intelligence is not considered a scientific authority or scientific source.

Information or statements suggested by Al should be reviewed by a human when necessary and verified
against reliable scientific sources.

36.3. Prohibited Use

Artificial intelligence must not be used for the purpose of:
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e fabricating scientific data,

e generating research results,

e fabricating statistical results,

e creating fabricated sources,

e presenting non-existent articles as real,

e generating patient or participant information,

e fabricating experimental findings,

e generating conclusions that are not supported by the available evidence.

36.4. Source Verification

Sources suggested by Al must not be considered reliable by default.

They must be independently verified before being included in a work.
36.5. Al Authorship

Artificial intelligence tools must not be listed as authors or co-authors.

Because Al cannot assume scientific responsibility, authorship belongs to human contributors.
36.6. Transparency

When the use of Al has played a significant or substantive role in the preparation of a work, the tool
used and its purpose should be appropriately disclosed.

Detailed disclosure is not mandatory for limited forms of editorial support such as:

e spelling,

e punctuation,

e grammar,

e routine wording corrections,

e making language more fluent and understandable.

The fundamental principle is:

Artificial intelligence may be used not to replace human scientific responsibility, but to assist in
presenting scientific content in a clearer, more understandable, and more organized manner.

37. FIGURES, TABLES, AND GRAPHS

Visual materials should be used when they contribute to the understanding of the scientific content.

The following materials, when used:
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e graphs,

e tables,

e diagrams,

e photographs,
e figures,

should be appropriately explained and, where necessary, referenced.
Copyright and licensing requirements must be checked for materials obtained from other sources.

Visual materials should not be used unnecessarily for purely aesthetic purposes.

38. CORRECTION POLICY

When an error is identified in published content, it should be corrected as openly and promptly as
possible.

Minor Errors

Minor errors involving spelling, punctuation, or issues that do not alter the meaning may be corrected
directly.

Scientific Errors

If a scientific claim is found to be incorrect or substantially incomplete, the content should be
reassessed.

Where necessary, the update date should be indicated.
Serious Errors

If an error substantially affects the principal conclusion or scientific reliability of the work, the work
may be retracted.

In cases of retraction, an appropriate explanation should be provided so that readers can understand the
status of the work.

39. UPDATE AND VERSION SYSTEM

When scientific content is substantially modified, a version number may be used.

Example:
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Version 1.0 — 31 August 2026
Version 1.1 — 15 October 2026
For significant updates, a brief description of the changes made may be provided.

Particularly in medical content, material should be updated when necessary as new evidence emerges.

40. PEER REVIEW

Formal journal-level peer review is not mandatory for the publication of Research content in every case.
Research is Wionpav Labs' own concise scientific information format.

For Publications or research projects, independent scientific evaluation processes may be applied
according to the nature of the work.

If a work has not actually undergone independent peer review, statements that imply that the work is
“peer-reviewed” or a peer-reviewed publication must not be used.

41. EDITORIAL INDEPENDENCE

During the preparation and publication of scientific content, scientific accuracy shall take precedence
over:

e commercial interests,
e advertising,
e sponsorships,

e popularity,
e social media engagement.

If a work receives financial or institutional support, this shall be disclosed transparently.

42. SCIENTIFIC ABBREVIATIONS AND UNITS OF MEASUREMENT

Abbreviations should be defined at first use.
Different abbreviations should not be used for the same concept within the same document.

Internationally accepted units of measurement should be used whenever possible for scientific
measurements.



43. PRE-PUBLICATION FINAL CHECK

Every piece of content shall undergo the following checks before publication.

Scientific Check

Scientific claims are supported by appropriate sources.

Sources actually exist.

Sources support the relevant claims.

Information that requires currency is up to date.
No unsupported definitive statements are present.
The type of work has been correctly identified.

The appropriate reporting standard has been considered.

Source Check

Author information is correct.
Publication dates are correct.
Journal/publication information is correct.

DOI/PMID or similar identifiers have been checked.
Whether sources have been retracted has been checked where necessary.

Ethical Check

Conflicts of interest have been assessed.
Funding has been assessed.

Required ethical approvals are in place.
Personal information is appropriately protected.
Authorship and contributions are accurate.

AI Check

Information provided by Al has been reviewed.
Sources suggested by Al have been verified.

No fabricated or unverifiable sources are present.
Al use has been disclosed where necessary.

Formatting Check

Times New Roman is used.

Page layout is appropriate.

Text is justified.

Single-column layout is maintained.
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e Heading hierarchy is consistent.

e If Research, the 1,500-word limit for the main text has not been exceeded.
e References are consistent.

e Author and date information are present.

44. SHORT APPLICATION TEMPLATE FOR RESEARCH

The following basic flow may be used when preparing each Research:

Title

Definition: What the topic or disease is and its fundamental characteristics.
Epidemiology: Prevalence, incidence, distribution, and relevant demographic information.

Clinical Features / Disease Course: Key symptoms, clinical findings, different presentations of the
condition, and known disease courses.

Etiology / Risk Factors: Known causes, mechanisms associated with the condition, and risk factors.
Pathophysiology: The fundamental biological and physiological mechanisms of the condition.
Diagnosis: Diagnostic approach, fundamental assessments, tests used, and relevant diagnostic criteria.

Treatment: Evidence-based fundamental treatment approaches and, where appropriate, supportive
treatments.

Prognosis / Complications: Possible disease course, long-term outcomes, and important
complications.

Recent Developments / Special Topics: Recent, important, or particularly relevant scientific findings,
research, treatments, biomarkers, or other special topics related to the subject.

References
This structure is a guide, not a mandatory content list.

It is not mandatory for every Research article to contain all of the sections above or to address them in
the same order. Depending on the nature of the subject, the available scientific evidence, and the reader's
information flow, some sections may be combined, shortened, omitted, or addressed in a different order.

These stages do not necessarily have to appear as separate subheadings within the text. In Research
content, information should, whenever possible, be presented in natural, fluent, and cohesive
paragraphs.
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The fundamental objective is not to follow a predetermined sequence mechanically, but to present
scientific information accurately, clearly, and in a logical flow that is easy for the reader to follow.

In particular, the Recent Developments / Special Topics section should be used only when there is a
recent or special piece of information that provides meaningful scientific value to the subject.
Unnecessary information should not be added to this section merely to increase the length of the text.

45. SHORT APPLICATION TEMPLATE FOR PUBLICATIONS

Before preparing a Publication, the type of work must first be determined.
Then, the following structure should be considered:

Title — Authors — Abstract — Keywords — Introduction — Methods — Results — Discussion
— Limitations — Conclusion — References

If the type of work requires a different structure, the structure appropriate to the relevant scientific
standard should be used.

46. WIONPAV'S EDITORIAL PHILOSOPHY

The fundamental approach of Wionpav Labs to scientific content production is:
Scientific accuracy, clarity, transparency, and accessibility.

Wionpav Labs aims not merely to publish scientific information, but to present it in an accurate,
understandable, transparent, and responsible manner based on reliable sources.

Research and Publications serve different purposes:

Research presents basic scientific information about a specific topic in a concise and understandable
manner.

Publications examine a specific scientific topic or problem in greater depth and comprehensiveness.

The length, structure, and level of detail of the two content types may differ; however, their fundamental
standards regarding scientific accuracy, source reliability, ethical responsibility, and transparency
remain the same.
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47. FINAL PRINCIPLE

When evaluating any scientific content prepared under Wionpav Labs, the fundamental question should
not be:

“How long is this content, or how academic does it look?”
but rather:

“How accurately, reliably, clearly, and responsibly does this content communicate the available
scientific evidence?”

Scientific quality comes before appearance.

The quality of sources is more important than the number of sources.
Length is not an indicator of the value of the content.

Artificial intelligence does not replace human scientific responsibility.

Wionpav's aim is to make scientific information accessible without compromising scientific
integrity.

GUIDELINE STATUS

Wionpav Labs — Research, Publications & Editorial Guidelines
Version 1.0

This guideline serves as the fundamental editorial reference for scientific content prepared under
Wionpav Labs.

This guideline may be updated through new versions in accordance with developments in scientific
publishing standards and the institutional development of Wionpav Labs.
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