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In scientific and literary writings it is most important “to give credit where credit is due.”  After all this is what an author lives on and the only currency in scholarly endeavor. Violation of this basic dictum can result in severe consequences.  The most extreme example is plagiarism where one author steals material from another and claims to be his/her own. When discovered, the punishment is very harsh at least in the West. However, there are lesser forms of “plagiarism” or “not giving credit where it is due” and other authoring transgressions that are due to cultural difference between East and West that can results in misunderstanding and bad feelings.  All entering freshman at Harvard University are given a document instructing them on the etiquette of writing a paper, proper citing of reference, and giving attribution. In order to have free sharing of ideas and at the same time respect for the intellectual property right of scholars, some basic common understanding need to be understood among all persons participating in scholarly discussion and dissemination of ideas

1. If one is reporting the results of another or things he learned from another, then it is customary to EXPLICITLY acknowledge the source. It is NOT sufficient to write a couple of paragraphs of text, which are basically rephrasing of other people’s words and providing a simple numbered reference, such as [xx].  This creates the impression, intentional or unintentional, that the words and idea are the author’s own creation and the referenced author is only of minor importance. Furthermore, in general one does not report ones own “learning experience” in a paper submitted for publication consideration unless you are providing NEW significant insights. Even then, you should explicitly acknowledge the priority of the ideas of other. Although by giving a numbered reference, you can argue you are not plagiarizing, it will nevertheless reflect badly on you. A knowledgeable reviewer of your paper will not let you get away with it. The offended author, most probably who will also the reviewer of your paper, will not forgive you. The long-term consequences of such practice are much worse than any temporary benefit one may derive from such an act.

2. If you wish to thank someone who has helped you in the writing or development your paper, then thank him properly and sincerely. Never thank a person by giving the impression that s/he has personally approved your paper. This may be a sign of respect in the East. But it is bad form. Thus, one often sees at the end of acknowledgement an additional phrase “. . . all remaining errors are solely the responsibility of the author.”  One should not be made to take responsibility for a paper unless his/her name appears as one of the authors.

3. One more thing. It is important to treat other people’s idea and intellectual property with respect and care. A published paper can be freely passed around and shared without authorization from the original author. After all, a published paper is in the public domain.  But a draft or rough ideas a colleague shared with you for comment and discussion within a limited circle should be treated with care. In particular, a PowerPoint document or transparency slides should not be distributed or used without checking with the original author. This is important because a transparency or a PowerPoint slide does not have the accompanying voice that goes with the slide to provide the detail explanation. No self-respecting author would like these used or quoted out of context.  Also the creation of a good PowerPoint slide is very time consuming task. To appropriate such a slide for personal use without attribution is a violation of intellectual property right of others.  Here is an example. One of us, Ho, had a carefully prepared slide from a plenary address that many people liked including a government contract monitor who holds the power of money (literally the power of life-or-death) over the project.  Yet he wrote Ho asking for specific permission to use the slide for his purpose and promised to give full attribution to Ho when using it.  This is like a parent in the Eastern cultures
 asking permission from his/her child to borrow something the child has created. More importantly, if scientific workers cannot be assured of this implicit understanding among colleagues, free discussion will be stifled and progress will be significantly slowed.
4. We advise that authors be generous to collaborators who indeed make contributions.  It is our opinion that it is always a good practice to share credits even though you may honestly think that the other person does not deserve it when the contributions among collaborators are not clear-cut and it is hard to judge the fairness accurately.  Look at it this way, in the short run you may think you have giving away something.  But in the long run, if you have staying power you will write far more on the subject than your co-author or person whom you have acknowledged.  If you share a Nobel Prize with someone, you are still a Nobel Laureate and not a half Nobel Laureate. Besides, sharing credit generously will result in far less arguments and bad feelings with your colleagues. Your generosity may even be repaid someday surprisingly when you least expect it. One of us said it well “A friend is much more important than a paper.  In particular, you should never offend any person by not giving his/her enough credit”  

5. People with integrity and principle will always tell you if they feel they don’t deserve sharing credit with you on something. It is our own principle that we have to materially contribute to a paper in ideas or in writing before our names should go on as the co-author of a paper. Many well known scholars have lived to regret that their names appeared on a paper which later on turned out to be falsified by their co-author. 
6. Finally, note in co-authored papers, the order of the name of authors is dependent on the custom of the profession.  For example, in medical papers, the name order is often determined by seniority with the name of the head of the laboratory or project appearing first while the last named author is the most junior but who may have done most of the detailed work.  In other cases, the first named author is the one who had the original idea or contributed most to the paper.  In still other cases, alphabetical orders are used.  Our practice has been sequencing the authors based on contributions. This is fair, and has been the practice for IEEE in general.  In most cases, the authors should be able to come to a mutually satisfactory answer.  In case of dispute, our own recommendation is it never hurts to be generous in sharing credit this way.  Life is too short for one to worry much about this order nor is it important in the long run.
� It is unthinkable in the East that a parent needs to ask permission from a child to use something a child has created.  But this is standard practice in the West.





