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An entreaty to authors and editors
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The purpose of this letter is to induce research direct
educators, editors, and authors to emend or proscribe s
technical papers that are deficient; namely, should be of s
quality and completeness that they edify, enlighten, and
gender good science? Is it, therefore, not incumbent upo
authors to avoid the egregious error of failing to include
the information required to duplicate an experiment? Why
papers lack completeness? Is it carelessness, or is it lazin
Whatever the answer, it certainly is not impossible to s
this odious habit which enervates the quality of techni
articles. The truth is that authors have the information. Th
simply don’t include it in their paper. Please take a mom
and examine a few of the papers in one of the techn
journals on your desk. You will regrettably find it contain
articles that lack complete and accurate instructions on h
to prepare the specimens used in the experiment. Spec
preparation instructions should not be sketchy; they mus
accurate and complete. If you wish to duplicate an exp
ment, please ask yourself if you can do it without detai
information about the method used to prepare the specim
In addition to a lack of information about specimen prepa
tion, many authors often neglect to include the necess
information to use an equation. Equations are included
the authors frequently fail to include a definition of eve
term and the units for each term in the equation. Perh
authors should ask themselves if anyone reading a p
would be able to make a correct calculation without know
the definition of each term and without knowing the units
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each term? Is it captious to be concerned about these
ters? I will not answer this question for you. I prefer to a
you if you think the literature should contain papers that la
the information readers need to duplicate an experiment?
you want to be a part of the complicity and perpetuate t
incompleteness? Who can and should avoid these th
from happening? Who is responsible? I am sanguine we
all help to correct this problem. Editors, research directo
supervisors, and educators should not capitulate. They h
the authority and opportunity to change the rules, to obvi
the publication of incomplete papers, and make it mandat
to include the above information in every publication. If yo
agree that papers should be more complete and include
above material, please take a few moments to write to
editors and others you think can do something about it. T
entreaty is for all of us to get the job done as soon as p
sible.

Victor E. Buhrke, Ph.D.
Portola Valley, California

Note from the Editor-in-Chief:
Dr. Victor E. Buhrke is the Chairman of the Organizin

Committee of the Denver X-ray Conference.
Ting C. Huang
Editor-in-Chief
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