P G IGu Delhesbrprepaing EthialC ongeratbns
I. R each propossls,| hesesand? gpeis

T he Ethial consleratbnsoonstitu te aaitcalll In portait com ponent of alltheses propossls
and papers T he Faal by members ae requeded o caefill go through the protocolsto
incomporae the vau siessiesn thersibm BEDNS T he EthiallConsleratbnsofthe P roposA
shou H 1Hauson the Bsiesiebvatt to the proposdal ratherbeing genera orbroad esifpicked
fiom thew eb-stes
The ©Ibyv g Bslesae i portant to dEusunderthisHeading:

» Essnteity and j<tificaton Prthe sudy

* Volintariness nom ed conent ofstudy-ssib pets

* I on-expbiatbn ofsib pcts- both patintsand heakthy peopk

* P rieg/ and confident ety

« (akty, recartbnsand tepsbrreEkm nin Estbn

* Cogofthe tests- w hotobear? § ouree of finding m ustbe ckarl/ defined.

* Approprete volem ent of investipatolsy co-ivestigatorsfiom otherdepartm entsw ith
expertiee orotherstakesin the sudy.

km gy be speciiiall pointed out that the Tactsofsponsrdip esoecEl/ W ith reerence
1o the soonsored C Ihicall rEksby othersoureesm ust not be hidden. § unogate ethical
ckarance ssught fiom the EthialComm iee i k<eifisabad practioe.

P ropossisbri ettospective gud eanal/sesofpookd and gored data

k Bawebmme beato produce meaningfl l essach fron amu Eie daa But the
sored daa n the hogia or N a Eooraoy generalll bebngsto mu kpk Bally
m em bersofone orm ore departm ents; et one orthe othertin e. Each ssich proposalhes
isow n charactereticsand ov nerdp Bsies It Breau ked that each ssich proposaishou H
be prepaed w th asspaate dessrptibn ofsich BsesA R emlitbn ofagreem ent spned
by the hvegipator and 34 other § enbr Faa by mem bers incliding the Head of the
Departm ent/ | niksshou H be sibm itted.

1. Gu Deliheson A uthoishipsofpapels, pro Ect rieportsEtc.)




I ot good pu maksthese daysirequ ke ckarance ofthe paperbeing sibm ited by an hstilute
feview Boad (R B/EthisComm itee). Authoishp Bavery inportait Ese on sored data,
retiospectie dudies pookd data fion mu kpEkE sures colHoratie dudies ad thos
invol/ing other onfictsofnterest. it stherebre I portant to adhere o ethialpractibesand
qubelhes

T he varbus ntelectud w orksproduced &t the ngilute inclide the papels, profct reports
in ages and other products n the paper or ekbctronc medieaw hich axe ether publEhed or
prepared Protheruses Authordhip ofdll there w orksinvolesgiving credit asw ellassning
reponsbilies A llthe arthoisbecome pintl reponsbk Pr the contents;, incliding the
enorsand the om B=DNS Itm &y be pointed out thet unnecessaxy Incllsbn ofanan e asaco-

athor doesnot redlly aid to one’sathievementsor merits ( n the other hand, £t may
<om etin esbecom e alEbilty .

A lithe three Dby Ing Tindan entalprincpksshou Hbe m etw hile consering arthorship:

1. Subsantel, ntelkctud contribution to the work. @ ny other ssbstantiEl contributibn
shou B be ad<ion EEdged).

2. ! atcipatbn in thew riting ,review ing the draftsand gpprovaofthe finalverson.

3. P reciee contribu tibn m ade to thew ork<hou H be defineb ke and jtifiEbE.

Il _het sntelictu al contribu tibn?

. Conoeptu clization: bentilying the iBssiesand hypothesss

. P erfom ance ofexperin entsand data colectibn.

. Conducting anaysssand interpreting datia

. R eview ng the lerature, asesng the aniray and rebvance of dataand w riting a
snilficant pat ofthe paper-

5. hwolement n daa colkctbn, veriicatbn, siperviebn and gu dance, andl/ss and

w riting throughou t the study oratkadt ©rm ot ofthe study peribd.

A W DN P

The Dby ihg patcpatbngcontributbnsdo not necessaily constilute a rpht to
arthoiship ,un Essthere Bgecific agream ent to the contrary':

1. I orkdone by an em pbyee i coure ofhigherem pbym ent oraspeciic pu po<e.

2. | eboratory data R outine diEgnostic or trestm ent, nvestigatbnsin a Hooratory r
patentsunkss i the tetsae caried aut Orpupos ofthe sudy; &, aspnificant
Hooratory dataisbeing anal/<ed and reported; i, the Hooratory data constitutesor
om sthe sibpct ofthe study; v,l u kpE Hooratory datafion ashgke Hooraory
ae teken and hiphliphted; v ,Bven Sihgke datahiphiiphted incaee report.



o

N

. Cihaldaa f outine regHEratbn of apatent/sin an ) P DA i/l ad doesnot

congtilute the it to arthorsdhp,,unkss I, the w ork Bbased on one ormore of
thee patintsor fiom the maerdAl fon the patints ncliding the stored
s pks &, oradudy Bbeing donew ih rekerence to achial s e. (eg.on cihiial
paettems therepy ,prognosisand natu ralh=ory).

- I ere proviebn offinds Eciliiesoradm netetie s pports

§ O patipatbn in datacolkctbn.

Beihg Head ofDepartm ent ,doesnot qu ity to be author. § cientiic contributbn B
requ ired Drauthorshp.

Authoiship detribution shou H not be achaty , it shou H be eaned.

P enatbn of v daa B the reponsbility of the prinay arthor n the
departm ent.

| _erocfasthorship

T he kEad author isgenerall the person w ho took the ad and contributed m &xin 2l
T he ssbh=equent order doesu ssial not gpesk of the regpectiie contribution of ndiviud
arthors T hisoau H be eitheralbhabetital ih orderorasagreed upon by dithe co-anthoris

Authoisshou H specily N their m anussript adessriptibn of the contributibnsofeach
athor.

I ukicentre group or @ Eborative sud EsT he group shou H mentily the ndividua¥sw ho
aooept direct reponsbility Pr the mawusrpt. Thes ndiviluassoul 1l meet the
three princpk criteriedefined ebove.

Guoehhes

1.

T he BEsie ofarthorhp shou H be fiankl d=usssd very ead/ in the course ofthe
w orkand am utualdecEbn shou Hbem ade nw riting.

- T he fast orthe ssnbrauthor<hou H generalll con municatew ih the jpumal,editor

and others eEed to the pub icatibn. He/she w llteke dl the regponsbilty asthe
prinay athor. h cae the it arthor Ba dudent in the departm ent, the
conesponding arthorau H be the aderofithe group perfomm ing the sudy .

- The fast orthe conegponding author<hou H be ek 10 spesk on and defend the

paper.
§ tudents thess:

I DAl SA S c:T he student isthe prin ary authorofpaperson hisv ok § ometines;,
agudent’sw ork iBoN acom ponent ofakagerw orkbeing done by an nvetiator.



h thos= sluatbns each sudent,,w hose spnificant w ork hasbeen inclided ,m &y
quahly esaco-author.

A sperainent practioe, Fthe student falsto w rike and ssbm Ehisv orkw thina

year alfter com pktbn, the sipervier BTee to w rikie the ssane and nclide the
sudent asaco-author.
P hD theses T he student retaihshigher rijht overw ork “asthe fit arthor’.
&R, he/de iSO W rie even after one year of @om pEetbn, the sipervi®r ean
w riie hin = Wher=selfor assin the w riting to m e one ek, (ut keep the Sudent
asthe it author).

5. Deute over arthordhp shou H be best ssttkd a the bed bBelby the arthors
them =lesorw ih the heb ofthe departm ent head . IFbcalefiortstal, the Dean of
the hstilute shou H be mMom ed. Ik doesno good by diectl w riting to the pumals
offibe/edior.

6. IFany complEnt Bto be st to any Editor ofa pumdl, &£ m pht bring dow n the
reputatbn of the hgiutbn. The person $hvoulH cons k fast the DeavD kector
beforew riting to the Edior.
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