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ABSTRACT

The abstract must be presented as a single, contiguous paragraph. Do not use internal headings (like "Background:" or "Methods:") within the abstract itself. Strictly adhere to the limit of 300 to 500 words maximum. Being too brief can omit crucial information and exceeding the limit will likely result in rejection or forced revision. Although presented without headings, the abstract should logically flow through these four parts: (1) Background (The "Why" and "What"). Place your research question in the broadest context relevant to your field. Establish the existing knowledge gap or the problem your study addresses. Clearly state the purpose or objective of your specific study. Why was this work necessary? What did you set out to achieve? Example Focus: "While Drug X effectively treats condition Y, its mechanism of action remains poorly defined. We investigated the specific signaling pathway influenced by Drug X..." (2) Methods (The "How") Briefly describe the experimental approach used to answer the research question. Mention the main methods, treatments, materials, or analytical techniques applied. Include the study type (e.g., randomized controlled trial, cohort study, in vitro analysis). Do not include unnecessary procedural details. Example Focus: "...Using Western blotting, RNA sequencing and CRISPR-Cas9 knockdown in murine hepatocytes, we assessed gene expression changes after Drug X administration..." (3) Results (The "What was Found") Summarize the most significant findings of the study. This is the heart of the abstract. State the results numerically and factually, without interpretation (e.g., "Gene Z expression was suppressed by 75%," not "Gene Z was strongly suppressed"). Focus on the data that directly answers the research question stated in the Background. Example Focus: "...RNA sequencing revealed a 10-fold upregulation of Regulator A. Subsequent experiments confirmed that Drug X binding to Receptor B leads to the phosphorylation and activation of Regulator A..." (4) Conclusions (The "So What") State the main conclusions, interpretations, or implications of your findings. Explain the significance of your results. How do your findings advance knowledge? Suggest potential future directions or applications (e.g., clinical relevance, mechanistic insight). Example Focus: "...These findings establish a direct regulatory axis between Drug X and Regulator A, providing a novel therapeutic target for drug resistance in condition Y." The abstract must be an objective representation of the entire article. Maintain a neutral, factual tone. The abstract must not contain results that are not presented and substantiated within the full main text of the article. Every claim in the abstract must point to data shown in the paper. Do not exaggerate the main conclusions. Ensure the conclusions accurately reflect the limitations and certainty of the data presented.

Keywords: keyword 1; keyword 2; keyword 3; keyword 4; keyword 5; keyword 6; keyword 7; keyword 8 (List 3 to 10 relevant keywords specific to the article)
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INTRODUCTION

The Introduction's primary function is to guide the reader, starting from general knowledge to the precise question your paper addresses, making the work's necessity and significance clear. It acts like a funnel, moving from the broad context to your specific conclusions. Start with a sentence or two that places the study in a broad context. What larger scientific problem or topic does this research belong to? Clearly and immediately state why this topic is important to the field, society, or basic knowledge. This hook engages the reader. Explicitly state the purpose or objective of your specific work. What gap are you attempting to fill?

Carefully summarize the current state of the research field. This requires citing key publications (1,2) that form the foundation of your study. After reviewing the literature, clearly articulate what is still unknown or what is lacking in the current understanding. This missing piece is the rationale for your entire study. If the field contains controversial or diverging hypotheses, highlight them. Explaining the debate demonstrates your mastery of the literature and justifies your approach to resolving the conflict.

Conclude the review section by succinctly stating the main aim of your work. This should directly address the knowledge gap identified above. Briefly, but effectively, mention the principal conclusions of your study. This acts as a roadmap for the reader, providing immediate context for the detailed results that follow. The entire Introduction must be comprehensible to scientists outside your particular field of research. Avoid specialized jargon or acronyms without definition. Write for an educated but general scientific audience.

References must be numbered sequentially in the order of their first appearance in the text. Following the Vancouver style, in-text citations should be indicated numerically using parentheses (3) or (3–6). To ensure accuracy and consistency, authors are strongly encouraged to use reference management software such as Zotero.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

The Materials and Methods section serves as the scientific blueprint of your study. Its primary and most critical goal is reproducibility: it must be described with sufficient detail to allow other researchers to fully replicate and build upon your published results. You must include every procedural step and reagent detail necessary for another competent scientist to repeat your experiments exactly. Vague descriptions or overly brief summaries are unacceptable.

Publication of your manuscript implicitly means you agree to make all associated materials, data, computer code and protocols available to readers upon request. If there are any restrictions on the availability of specific materials (e.g., proprietary compounds) or data (e.g., patient privacy limitations), you must disclose these restrictions at the submission stage. Transparency is key for Unig Journals.

If you have developed a new method or protocol, it must be described in full, exhaustive detail so that it can be executed solely based on your text. This includes exact concentrations, incubation times, equipment settings and preparation steps. Well-established, common methods (e.g., standard Western blotting, commercial ELISA kits, standard PCR cycling) can be briefly described but must be appropriately cited (3,4). Always include essential parameters that might vary (e.g., antibody dilution, primer sequences).

Always specify the supplier and the location (city/country) for unique or critical reagents, cell lines and specialized equipment. For research manuscripts reporting large datasets (e.g., genomic, transcriptomic, proteomic data), you must deposit the raw data into a publicly available, recognized database (e.g., GenBank, GEO, ArrayExpress). The text must specify where the data have been deposited and provide the relevant accession numbers. If accession numbers are not yet available at the time of initial submission (e.g., the data is under review by the repository), you must clearly state this, but you must provide them prior to publication.

Any interventionary studies involving animals or humans, or other studies requiring ethical oversight (e.g., clinical trials, patient data), must explicitly list the authority that provided the ethical approval and include the corresponding ethical approval code or reference number in this section.

Authors are required to disclose details of how Generative Artificial Intelligence (GenAI) technology was used in the preparation of the paper. This applies to substantive uses of GenAI, such as: Assistance in study design or hypothesis generation. Aid in data collection, analysis, or interpretation. Generation of text, data, or graphics (e.g., summarizing literature or writing code). Exclusion: The use of GenAI for superficial text editing (minor corrections to grammar, spelling, punctuation or formatting) is considered minimal and need to be declared.

RESULTS

The Results section is where you present your findings logically and systematically, linking them directly to the experimental methods performed. It is a factual report that combines text with visual elements (figures, tables and schemes) to convey the new knowledge generated by your research. The central requirement of the Results section is to provide a concise and precise description of the experimental results, their interpretation and the experimental conclusions that can be directly drawn from the data. The section must be divided by subheadings corresponding to the subsections in the Methods to structure the narrative clearly. This allows the reader to follow the progression of the experiments and the resulting data logically. You should utilize the full hierarchical structure if needed: Subsection for a major experimental thrust and Subsubsection for specific experiments or data points within that thrust.

Narrative flow and interpretation
Begin each subsection by describing the experimental setup or the overall goal of that dataset. Provide the experimental results (e.g., numerical values, statistical findings, observed trends) clearly and objectively. While the detailed discussion is reserved for the Discussion section, the Results section should include the immediate interpretation of the data. Explain what the data means in the context of the experiment just described (e.g., "The concentration-dependent reduction in enzyme activity suggests direct inhibition by Compound X"). State the experimental conclusions drawn directly from that specific data set, preparing the reader for the overall conclusions in the final section.

Integration of Figures, Tables and Schemes
Visual aids are essential for conveying complex data efficiently.

Citation and Placement
All figures, tables and schemes must be cited in the main text using their full label (e.g., Figure 1, Table 1, Scheme 1). Never refer to them implicitly (e.g., "The data below shows..."). Figures and tables should be placed in the main text near to the first time they are cited. This ensures the reader can easily refer to the visual evidence immediately after reading the corresponding text.

Figures and Schemes
Figures (like Figure 1 and Figure 2) and Schemes must have a clear, descriptive caption (title).


[image: ]
Figure 1: If a figure contains multiple panels, they must be labeled clearly within the figure (a), (b), (c), etc. and each panel must be briefly described in the caption: (A) Description of what is contained in the first panel; (B) Description of what is contained in the second panel. (C) Description of what is contained in the third panel.

Tables	
Tables (Table 1) should be designed for maximum clarity, organizing numerical or categorical data efficiently. Tables may have a footer (e.g., indicated by an asterisk * or footnote 1) to define abbreviations, statistical values, or constraints used within the table data.

Table 1: Description of what is contained in the table.
	Title 
	Drug 1
	Drug 2
	DR
	Drug 4
	Drug 5

	1
	12
	10
	45
	55
	56

	2
	22
	20
	42
	44
	45

	3
	34
	30
	41
	45
	41

	4
	22
	20
	42
	44
	45

	5
	22
	20
	42
	44
	45

	6
	34
	30
	55
	35
	45


DR: Drug repurposed.

Formatting of Mathematical and Logical Components
Mathematical components, theorems and proofs should be formatted precisely to maintain clarity and rigor.

Equations
Equations must be punctuated as regular text. Equations should be numbered sequentially within parentheses on the right side of the line (e.g., (1), (2)).

Theorem-Type Environments
Environments like Theorem, Proposition, Lemma, Corollary, etc. are used to present formal mathematical statements or derivations. These environments should be numbered sequentially throughout the document (e.g., Theorem 1 is followed by Proposition 2). Environments for Examples or Remarks use the same formatting but should be numbered separately from the theorems (e.g., a document might contain Theorem 1, Remark 1 and Example 1).

Proofs
Proofs should begin with the heading "Proof" (e.g., Proof of Theorem 1). The phrase "of Theorem 1" is optional but helpful if the reference is not immediately clear. A proof must always finish with the end-of-proof symbol (square) to signal the completion of the derivation.

DISCUSSION

The Discussion section should move beyond restating findings and focus on interpretation and context. Begin by interpreting your main results and discussing how they align with or diverge from previous studies (3). Address your initial working hypotheses were they supported or refuted? Discuss your findings and their implications in the broadest context possible, explaining how your work advances knowledge in the field. Briefly acknowledge the study's limitations and conclude by highlighting promising future research directions stemming from your results, demonstrating potential for continued scientific contribution.

CONCLUSIONS

The Conclusions section is mandatory for all manuscripts. It must concisely summarize the main outcome and significance of the study, reiterating the answer to the primary research question. This section should avoid introducing new data or discussion points. It is typically presented as a short, focused paragraph and may be merged with the Discussion if the latter is brief, or kept separate if the Discussion is unusually long or complex to ensure the key message is clear.

Supplementary Data

Supplementary materials provide essential supporting evidence that enhances the main article but is not critical to the core narrative. All items must be cited sequentially in the main manuscript.
Supplementary Data must be fully self-explanatory. Each item requires a descriptive legend:
Figure S1: Each supplementary figure must have a detailed legend explaining the data presented, methods used and statistical analysis. 
Table S1: Each supplementary table must include a comprehensive legend defining all columns, rows, abbreviations and units.
Video S1: Each supplementary video must include a legend summarizing the content, duration and relevance to the main text.

Author Contributions

The Author Contributions section is mandatory for all research articles with multiple authors. Its purpose is to transparently detail the individual contribution of each named author. Contributions must be presented as a single, short paragraph listing the CRediT roles assigned to each author's initials.Authors must use the Contributor Roles Taxonomy (CRediT) for term explanation (e.g., Conceptualization, Methodology, Software, etc.). Authorship must be strictly limited to those individuals who have contributed substantially to the work reported. The paragraph must be followed by this mandatory statement: "All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript." Example Structure to Follow (using initials):

Conceptualization, AN1. and AN2; Methodology, AN1; Software, AN1; Validation, AN1, AN2 and AN3; Formal analysis, AN1; Investigation, AN1; Resources, AN1; Data Curation, AN1; Writing—Original Draft Preparation, AN1; Writing—Review & Editing, AN2 and AN3; Visualization, AN1; Supervision, AN2; Project Administration, AN2; Funding Acquisition, AN2 All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

GenAI Disclosure

If Generative Artificial Intelligence (GenAI) was used for substantive tasks, such as generating text, data, or graphics, or assisting in study design, data collection, analysis, or interpretation, a clear, separate statement must be included:
“The preparation of this manuscript/study included the use of [Tool Name, Version Information] for [Description of Use]. The authors have rigorously reviewed and edited all generated material and accept full accountability for the content.”
The use of GenAI for purely superficial text editing (grammar, spelling, etc.) does not require acknowledgment.
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Funding Declaration

You are required to carefully check that the funding details provided are accurate. Always use the standardized spelling of the funding agency names. Any errors or inconsistencies may negatively affect your ability to secure future research funding. You must include one of the following two statements, whichever is accurate for your study:
"This research received no external funding." OR "This research was funded by [NAME OF FUNDER], grant number [ABC-123-3456]."
You must separately disclose who covered the publication fees (APC): "The APC was funded by [NAME OF FUNDER]."

Institutional Review Board (IRB) Statement

This section is required for studies involving humans or animals. You must clearly state whether approval was granted, waived, or not applicable.
"The study was conducted in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki and approved by the Institutional Review Board (or Ethics Committee) of [NAME OF INSTITUTE] (protocol code [XXX] and date of approval)."
"The animal study protocol was approved by the Institutional Review Board (or Ethics Committee) of [NAME OF INSTITUTE] (protocol code [XXX] and date of approval)."
If ethical approval was waived, state, "Ethical review and approval were waived for this study due to [REASON (detailed justification required)]."
If the study did not involve humans or animals, use the phrase, "Not applicable."
The Editorial Office reserves the right to request further ethical documentation.

Informed Consent Statement

For any research involving humans, include the statement: "Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in the study." Alternatively, state if patient consent was waived due to [REASON], or use "Not applicable" for other studies. Additionally, if identifiable patients are included, specify: "Written informed consent has been obtained from the patient(s) to publish this paper." This statement may be excluded if the study did not involve humans.
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You must declare any personal interests that could inappropriately influence the reported results, or state: "The authors declare no conflicts of interest." Furthermore, specify the role of the funders (e.g., in study design, data analysis, or manuscript writing). If funders had no role, state: “The funders had no involvement in the study's design; the collection, analysis, or interpretation of data; the writing of the manuscript; or the decision to publish the results. This ensures the research process remained independent and unbiased by external financial interests.
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