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1. Background
1.1.

1
2

3
4
5

Introduction

For an overview of research in this area see Maruši et al. 2011.
Both undeserved authorship and ghostwriting are widespread. Depending on the
discipline and type of publication, studies have revealed inappropriate authorship in
“only” 20 % of articles (cf. Wislar et al. 2011), evidence of honorary authorship in 40 % (cf.
Mowatt et al. 2002) and evidence of ghost authorship in 75 % (cf. Gøtzsche et al. 2007).
Cf. Geelhoed et al. 2007; Street et al. 2010.
Cf., for example, Council of Science Editors 2000, Greenland/Fontanarosa 2012.
Cf. Swiss Academies 2008, p. 18.
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1.2.

Delimitation of the topic

1.3.

Relationship between authorship guidelines and
the principles of scientific integrity

6

It should be noted that the conception of scientific misconduct in the US is based on a
narrower definition (fabrication, falsification and plagiarism) than in Europe.
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1.4.

7
8

Relationship between authorship guidelines and
national legislation

According to Wager et al. 2009, authorship problems were among the top three issues of
concern for science journal editors (coming after redundant publication and plagiarism).
Cf. Federal Act on Copyright and Related Rights of 9 October 1992, SR 231.1.
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2.

Analysis of existing authorship
guidelines
9

2.1.

9
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Obligation to list authors

Cf., for example, Pignatelli et al. 2005; Seashore Louis et al. 2008.
ICMJE 2010.
COPE 2011.
See the list of regulations / guidelines in the Appendix.
This is explicitly specified in the guidelines of the University of Basel (Art. 1.4 and 3.1) and
of the ETHZ (Art. 14.1). In the guidelines of the Universities of Bern (Art. 5.2.d), Freiburg /
Fribourg (Art. 2.3), St. Gallen (Annex, letter b) and Zurich (Annex 1. b.), it is implicit in the
designation of practices deviating from this rule as misconduct.

10 Analysis of existing authorship guidelines

2.2.

Requirements for authorship

2.2.1. Lists for determining entitlement to authorship

–
–
–

14 References to a “substantial contribution” (or similar wordings) are to be found in the
guidelines of the Universities of Basel (Art. 3.1), Bern (Art. 2.2.f), Freiburg / Fribourg (Art.
2.3.a + b), Geneva (Art. 2.11) and Lausanne (Art. 2.10), and of the EPFL (Art. 11.1) and the
ETHZ (14.2. a). In the guidelines of the Universities of St. Gallen and Zurich, the “substantial contribution” requirement is implicit in provisions given in the Annex.
15 University of Bern, 2007, Art. 2.2.f.
16 This approach is adopted in the Vancouver Group guidelines: “Authorship credit should
be based on: 1. substantial contributions to conception and design, acquisition of data or
analysis and interpretation of data;
2. drafting the article or revising it critically for important intellectual content; and
3. final approval of the version to be published.
Authors should meet conditions 1, 2 and 3 […] and all those who qualify should be
listed.” ICMJE 2010.
17 The “approval of the final version” criterion is to be found in the guidelines of the EPFL,
the ETHZ and the Universities of Geneva und Lausanne.
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2.2.2. Scoring system for determining entitlement to
authorship

2.3.

Procedure for determining authorship and order
of listing

2.4.

Order of listing

18 SAMS 2002, p. 2281.
19 Cf. Hunt 1991.
20 An exception to this rule are the guidelines drafted by the body representing research
associates and assistants (Mittelbaukommission) at Zurich University of Applied Sciences
(ZHAW) in 2008. However, these have since been revised and withdrawn.
21 Cf. the guidelines of the ETHZ (Art. 14.5) and the EPFL (Art. 11.4).
22 Cf. Riesenberg / Lundberg 1990; Wren et al. 2007; Gawrylewski 2007.
12 Analysis of existing authorship guidelines

.

23 Tscharntke et al. 2007.
24 Cf., for example, Harvard Medical School 1999; the ICMJE (2010) recommends that
editors “develop and implement a contributorship policy”.
25 Cf. Rennie et al. 1997; Bates et al. 2004.
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2.5.

Responsibilities of authors

2.5.1. First author

2.5.2. Last author

2.5.3. Corresponding author

26 Cf. the guidelines of the EPFL (Annex II): “The primary author (that is, the author listed
first in the article’s byline) must have demonstrated the ability and willingness to exert
scientific leadership of the project so as to (a) assume responsibility for a major professional aspect of the work, and (b) ensure that all the project objectives are met.”
27 Cf. the guidelines of Eawag, PSI, EMPA and WSL (otherwise similar to the wording of the
ETHZ Guidelines).
14 Analysis of existing authorship guidelines

2.5.4. Other authors

2.6.

Acknowledgements

28 This is included as an obligation in the EPFL Directive (Art. 11.2) and as a recommendation
in the ETHZ Guidelines (Art. 14.3).
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3.

Recommendations on authorship

3.1.

Scope of recommendations

3.2.

Obligation to list authors

3.2.1

Basic principles

29 Cf. Kwok 2005; Bhopal et al. 1997.
16 Recommendations on authorship

3.2.2. Professional editors / medical writers

3.2.3. Ghostwriting

3.2.4

Honorary authorship (gift authorship / guest
authorship)

30 It is, however, acceptable for persons whose marital status has changed to publish under
their new name or to continue publishing under their original name.
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3.3.

Requirements for authorship

31 If what is supplied has been processed (e. g. materials which have undergone fixation
or extraction, transgenic animals generated by the supplier, or patient data processed or
documented to meet specific research requirements), or if equipment has been specially
developed or adapted, the provision of such resources may merit authorship.
18 Recommendations on authorship

3.4.

Procedure for determining authorship

-

32 Cf. Albert / Wager 2003.
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3.5.

Order of listing

3.5.1. Sequence based on importance

3.5.2. Project leadership and first authorship

20 Recommendations on authorship

3.6.

Authors’ responsibility

-

-

33 The person doing the most work and the person making the most substantial contribution are not necessarily identical.
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3.6.1. Joint responsibility of all authors

3.6.2. Author with overall responsibility

22 Recommendations on authorship

3.7.

Acknowledgements

-
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Appendix
Glossary
Author with overall responsibility

The author with overall responsibility may
be the first, the last or the corresponding
author, serving as the guarantor for the
content of the publication as a whole.

Corresponding author

The person whose contact address appears
in the publication. This function may be of
purely administrative significance and may
be fulfilled by any of the co-authors;
sometimes, however, a senior academic
will serve as the corresponding author.

Ghostwriter

A person commissioned to write on another
person’s behalf. The writer, who generally
works for a fee, agrees that the text will not
be published under his own name.

Honorary authorship (gift
authorship / guest authorship)

Authorship granted to a person who has
not made a substantial scientific contribution, e. g. when colleagues list each other
as authors in their publications, or a senior
academic is included in the list of authors.

Medical writer

Professional editor engaged to prepare
scientific texts and graphics, or to put
research findings into a form suitable for
publication.

Scientific activities /
scientific work

Activities whose aim is to gain and to
document knowledge. Activities are not
deemed to be scientific if they are
performed on the instructions of a third
party without an appreciation of the
underlying scientific question or the need
to exercise personal judgement.

Scientific seniority

Recognized authority of a person within
the academic sphere. Length of academic
service is not decisive. Seniority is attained
in particular through sole or first authorship
of important publications and frequently
confirmed by academic appointments and
awards.
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Regulations / guidelines issued by Swiss higher
education institutions*
– University of Basel.

– University of Bern.

– University of Freiburg/Fribourg.

– University of Geneva.

– Federal Institute of Technology Lausanne (EPFL).

– University of Lausanne.

– University of St. Gallen.

– Federal Institute of Technology Zurich (ETHZ).

– University of Zurich.

*

Last updated: April 2013. A regularly updated list is available online at:
www.akademien-schweiz.ch
Projects and Topics Scientific Integrity.
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Selected international recommendations
–

–

–

–

–

References
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Appendix 27

Information on the preparation of these
recommendations
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