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Madan Mohan Malaviya University of Technology
Gorakhpur-273 010, India

Revised Authorship Policy

Authorship carries responsibility. It entails a public acknowledgment of scientific or
professional contribution to a disseminated piece of information. Therefore, there is
need to transform and evolve an academic system, so that, integrity and honesty is

preserved in terms of authorship of research findingas well as data and results
presentation.

Madan Mohan Malaviya University of Technology perceives that a proper
professional policy to authorship issues could prevent abuse of Jjunior members of
research teams and prevent inadvertent academic dishonesty and conflict of
interest amongst researchers. For achieving the objective of creating academic
.community with good sense of responsibility and high integrity, following
“Authorship Policy” is hereby prescribed upon all published or unpublished papers
that may form part of a thesis/ dissertation/ project work carried out as a part of
course during period of stay at the Madan Mohan Malaviya University of
Techiolegy, Gorakhpur.

i The thesis/ dissertation/ project report must address a significant research
issue and be primarily the student’s/ researcher’s own research work. The
research work must be conducted completely during the pericd students
enrolled in the University for the Academic Degree such as PhD, M. Tech.
or sponsored project.

2 The student can include the published material during the period students
enrolled in the University in his/herthesis/ dissertation/project report
presented for fulfilment of the Doctor of Philosophy or Master of
Technology Degree or Project Completion Certificates.

3 The published technical paper incorporated in the thesis/
dissertation/project report must include a clear statement on the
contribution made by the student. The purpose of this statement is to
summarise and clearly identify the nature and extent of the intellectual

" input contributed by the student.

4. Where the included technical papers can have multiple authorship, tﬁe
student must be the first or principal author and his/her supervisor(s) will
be the second author and onward.



10.

i

Minor contributions to the research or to the writing for publication are
appropriately acknowledged, such as in footnotes or in an introductory
statement

Manuscripts which have been rejected by a journal must not be included
unless they have been substantially rewritten to address referees’
comments/ observations.

The  following activities do not by themselves constitute a claim to
authorship without substantial direct technical intellectual contribution to
the work:

a) Being Head of department, holding other positions of authority, or
personal friendship with the authors;

b) Providing a routine technical contribution which is part of duty of
authority concerned;

¢) Providing routine assistance in some aspects of the project which is
part of duty of authority concerned;

d) Acquisition of funding which Is part of duty of authority concerned;

e) General supervision by the Doctoral Research Committee;

f) Providing data that has already been published or materials

obtained from third parties

Authorship clearly establishes accountability as well as credit. An author
who is willing to take credit for a paper must also bear responsibility for its
contents. Anyone listed as an author on a paper should accept
responsibility for ensuring that he/ she is familiar with the contents and
can identify their contribution to it.

University reserves the right to appropriately consider the issues which
arise due to above or those which are not covered through this policy. The
decision taken by the Vice Chancellor on recommendation of Dean, Post
Graduate Studies and Resedrch and Development will be final and binding.

No representation shall be entertained on the action taken upon the

. defaulters breaching the prescribed authorship policy.

In the event of violation of authorship policy, the University authority shall
take final decision after necessary investigation as required in the matter.
Action against those violating the policy will be taken by respective Dean
after approval of Vice Chancellor.
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- STUDENT FEEDBACK FOR COURSE/SUBJECT

Dear Student: Your independent and well considered response will contribute to the University's ongoing efforts to
improve the curriculum and delivery system. Your response will remain confidential. The feedback analysis will be
available to the teacher after the declaration of the semester result.

Academic Year: 2017-18 Semester: First/Third/Fifth/Seventh (tick as applicable)

PART-l: FEEDBACK FOR THEORY CLASSES:

S. No. Course | Name of Course(Subject) Name of Teacher (Theory)
Code
Course-1 E
Course-2
Course-3
Course-4
Course-3
Course-6

Use the following five-point scale satisfaction level and evaluate with the option that best represenis your

opinion.

| Notatall=0 | Less than Average = 1 | Average=2 | More than Average =3 | Very much so =4 e
8. Please Respond fo following by writing 0/1/2/3/4 as per five point | Cours Cours | Cours | Cours | Canrs | Cour |
No. | scale e-1 e-2 e-3 e-4 e-5 se-6
1. | Extent of syllabus covered in this course. ' =
2. | Pace of teaching/learning. i
3 | Text/Reference material was easily available. BT N
4. | Need for the revision/inclusion of other topics in the ]

. syllabus.
5. | Delivery of the lecture was with good pace and
|| communication skills.
6. | Board work was of good quality.
7. | The presentation of lecture material was well organized
and was useful.
8. | The questions raised in class were satisfactorily answered.
9. | All the allotted lectures were held.
10. | Students were encouraged to ask question, to make
lectures interactive and lively. B 2 e e GO S S 4'
11. | Course improved your understanding in its field and '
i motivated to think and leamn. =
12. | Overall the instruction was effective. & LERE CEd N
|13, Thetachermmghiwell. — © SRR OE © e D

Any_ -Suggestions:
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PART-ll: FEEDBACK FOR TUTORIAL CLASSES

e,

Course | Name of Course(Subject)
Code

Name of Teacher (Tutorial)

Course-1

Course-2

Course-3

Course-4

Course-5

Course-6

wn

Please Respond to following by writing 0/1/2/3/4 as per five point
scale

Cour | Cour | Cour | Cour | Cour | Cou
se-1 se-2 se-3 se-4 se-5 rse-0

Questions were encouraged.

Doubts were clarified effectively.

|~ 2

Teacher was accessible to the students for counselling, guidance
and solving queries off the classroom hours.

All allocated tutorials were conducted.

Assignments helped better understand the course material.

The grading of tutorial was consistent.

SIENEIES

Overall the tutor was effective.

Any Suggestions:

PART-ll: FEEDBACK FOR LABORATORY CLASSES

[ S.No. Course | Name of Course(Subject) Name of Teacher (Practical)
Code
Course-1 gl =
Course-2 o - e
Course-3 & i
Course-4 . i et i 1
S Please Respond to following by writing 0/1/2/3/4 as per five-point scale Course- | Cours | Course- | Cours
No. 1 e-2 3 e-4
1. | Equipment available in the laboratory were sufficient for experiﬁeﬁr i i e E5 -:” o
2. | Experimental setup was well maintained, f fully Ily operational and adequate. oo B L _: _ _‘ o
3. | Experiments were meaningful/useful. 7 '
4, | Precise, updated and self-explanatory lab manuals were prowcladfavaﬂable =3 R
5 Laboratm??eﬁg were corrected in time. RO e S~ - I
| 6. | Laboratory teacher ex_fa__flt:rerl ‘the smooth conduct of e'(peylmentﬂ ___““‘ _l_ e, 0L 50 __-' “j ' !
7. | Allallocated experiments were carried out. < Ll B O S ..
B. L,ntue lab »-Pssmn was ubeful in chi 1f‘ ing the }\nov l-..rlf,\, of the thcﬂl} J 1, {
3
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