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IEEE Conferences, Events & Experiences Activity Report

Prepared for 2021-2025 Region 10 Conferences. May 2025

=  |EEE Sponsored/Co-Sponsored Events in Region 10

2021-25 Region 10 Approved Conferences by Type
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Top 10 Region 10 Countries with the Greatest Actual Papers Per Conference

Country
Maldives
Mepal
Singapore
Korea {South)
India
China

Actual Papers Number
B73
2,442
14277
19,002
158,886
207,231
635
B33
30,953
5,233

Avg Papers fConference
293
2r2
181
17e
170
168
155
148
16
118

Top 10 Region 10 Conference Locations by Final Income™*

Indonesia

# of Conferences

1,668
202
135
102
181
244

1,173
137
140
378

Final Income - Total Amount.

$28,058,978.70
$15,951,111.27
511,590,372.26
$11,579,027.35
$8,006,676.33
$6,241,581.95
$5,515,389.20
$4.473,921.69
$2,023,638.83
£1,495,958.18

*Income only reported for those conferences with Budget Required Flag="%"_

Top 10 Region 10 Conference Locations by Avg. Conference Attendance

Country
Pakistan
Bangladesh
Korea (South)
lapan
Maldives
India
Singapore
Taiwan
Cambodia
Chima

az 41,275
56 21,150
133 47 825
202 95,233
5 1,500
1178 345037
102 29,202
137 35,540
1 250
1668 408,540

# of Conferences  Estimated Attendees Avg Attendees
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=+ Top IEEE OUs Sponsoring Conferences in Region 10:

Region 10 Membership Types

IEEE Computer Saciety 4348
N - 87,433,
IEEE Systems, Man, and Cybernetics Socdety 185 —
IEEE Power & Energy Society 172 3% .
IEEE Robotics and Automation Society 170 Reg|0 n 10
|EEE Communications Socisty 163 4,620,
IEEE Industry Applications Society 146 o4
IEEE Industrial Electronics Society 85
IEEE Electran Devices Society Ed = IEEE Member = IEEE life Member = IEEE Student Member
IEEE Circuits and Systems Sociaty =13

IEEE Computational Intelligence Society B85

= Top IEEE GeoUnits Sponsoring Conferences in Region 10: Top 10 Member Countries of Residence
# of Members

Geolnits # of Conferences India 115,504

Indonesia Section 280 China 53,430

Bangalore Section 202 Japan 18,336

Manjing Section 178 Australia 8,562

Madras Section 175 Korea, Republic of 7,752

Beijing Section 145 Taiwan 5,667

Guangzhou Section 138 Bangladesh 4412

Uttar Pradesh Section 125 5ri Lanka 3,696

Thailand Section 102 Hong Kong 3,557

Chengdu Section a0 Singapore 3,242

Harbin Section 83 [
. . : . Notable Highlights:

* Top Non-IEEE Entities Sponsoring Conferences in Region 10: +  There are 3,819 approved IEEE-sponsored conferences that have been/will

be held in region 10 from 2021-2025.

Mon-IEEE Entities # of Conferences *  ~51% of members in region 10 are Student Members. ~49% of members

Association for Computing Machinery Special Interest Group on 44 from Region 10 reside in India.

Software Engineering - ACM SIGS0FT *  The most conferences were held in China, India, and Indonesia.
Zhejiang University 40 *  Conferences in Maldives produced the greatest average of papers per
South China University of Technology 31 conference, averaging ~233 papers in 3 conferences.

Southwest Jisotong University 28 *  Conferences in Pakistan had the greatest average attendance per
Chongging University 28 conference, an estimated 449 attendees per conference.

University of Electronic Science and Technology of China - UESTC 37 * IEEE Computer Society is the OU with the most sponsored/co-sponsored

. - Region 10 conferences. Indonesia Section has sponsorad the most
Guangdong University of Technology 27 . -
ECTI Association 76 conferences for GeoUnits, and ACM SIGSOFT has the most sponsorships

Sichuan University 3 for Non-lEEE Entities
4 Shanghai Jiaotong University - SJIU 26 4




Standard Challenges
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Plagiarism

» The work in the paper must be new work

- Not work that has been published before,
even if the authors published the previous
work

» The work in the paper must have been
performed by the authors of the paper

» The text must be written, and the figures
created, by the authors of the paper

> |t is okay to include small pieces of work
from other papers, but...

- These pieces must be clearly identified as

_ coming from other places, and citations to
Do Not Copy Other the other places must be given
People’s Papers
¢ IEEE

\6—




Similarity
Check

Sample Similarity
Report

Assign resources to
assist the
Technical Program
Chair if necessary — the reports
requires a human eye to review
and judge.
Each accepted paper must be
screened for plagiarism

25-Sep-2013 07:02PM

 iThenticate:

4851 words *+ 124 matches « 70 sources

iThenticate article

Polystyrene-supported GaCl;@a highly efficient and recyclable heterogeneous
Lewis acid catalyst for one-pot synthesis of N-substituted pyrrolesl

Aliﬁhmamour'

y Tectriology Division.

of Petrolcum ndistry (RIN), 651137 Tehran, u{

ABSTRACT

mchi INFO

Artice history: A new and environmentally
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"L procedure.

Folymer-fupported catalyst

Pymole

Paal-Koorr condensation rexction

Heterogeneous Lewis acd catalyst

1. Introduction

Functi pyrroles m-{ an important class of nitrogen-
containing lic compounds. They constitute the core unit
of many nthetjc n I ildi
blocks for porphyrin synthesis [12] 15 of this family have
wide applications in medicinal chemistry. beirwd as antima-

larial, antiflammatory agents. antibacterial, a iviral [3-5].
These compounds can be prepared from the lcal Hantzsch
procedure (6], 1,3-dipolar cycloadditipn reactions (7], aza-Wittig
ns (8], annulations reactions (9], and other multistep oper-
[10). Despite these new developments, the Paal-Knorr
n remains one of the most significant and simple methods
consists the cyclocondensation M{:pnmzry amines with
icarbonyl compounds to produce N-substituted pyrroles.
I catals Deen used (o promote thi ion i
HEI [11], p-TSA [12], uzsu‘hm S(OTH [14], BI{NOy )y-5H0 [15],
SCly 2Hz0 [ 16]. Ti(OPr') [17), RuCls [18], InCl, InBrs, IOTR) [19],
zeolite [20]. Al;0y [21], montmorillonite K10 [22), silica sulfuric
&wn layered zirconium phosphate and phosphonate 24,

imontmorillonite [25], montmo: te KSF-clay and I; [26].

ionally, the at cyclocondent ess could proceed in
fonic liquid [27] or| ultrasonic and ave iadiation [28).
However, despite the potential utility of these catalysts, many

T el 98 21 44739518: fax: +98 21 44730517,
Emal Shmatpouraripir,

0022-328X5} oot matter 2012 Bsevier BV. Al rights reserved.
0101016 Jorganchem 20121 ans

reusability and eco-friendly of the catalyst. high to excellent

preparation of N-substituted pyrroles fr
hexanedione with amines and diamines in the presenc
(PSICaCl) as a highly active and reusable heteroger
has the advantages of easy availability, stability,
le experimental and work-up

o Elsevier BY. All rights reserved.

these methodologies for the synthesis of pyrmlesmmn'arrd
with several shortcomings such as low yields, prolonged reaction
time. harsh reaction conditions. the requirement of excess of
catalysts, the use ic and detrimental metal precursors as
catalysts, and relati ensive reagents and high temperature,
and tedious work-u| to the generation of large amounts of
toxic I g, waste, The main di f almost all
existing methods is that the catalysts are destroyed in the work-up
procedure and their recovery and reuse is often impossible, which
lin ¢ir use under the aspect of environmentally benign
p 5.

geneous supported Gatalysts have been gained much
attention in recent years, as mrﬁ«u number oradvanugestin
preparati 29,30}, i i
support improves the available active site. stability, hygroscopic
properties, handling. and reusability of catalysts which all factors
are important in industry (31). Therefore, use of supported and
reusable catalysts in nic transformations has economical and
environmental benefits| A large number of polymer supported

Lewis acid ts havee been prepared by immobilization of the
catalysts of mer via coordination or covalent bonds [32). Such
polymeric are usually as active and selective as their

homogeneous counterparts while having the distinguishing char-
acteristics of being easily separable from the reaction mixture,
recyclability. easier handling. non-toxicity, enhanced stability, ane
improved selectivity in various organic reactions. Polystyrene is
one of the most widely studied heterogencous and polymeric
pports d stability and nature

Bibliography Exclue

Match Overview

CrossCheck 135 words
1 Liang Wang. "Polystyrene-supported AICI3: A highly active a

nd reusable heteroneneniis catalvst for the one-not svnth

CrossCheck 121 words
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Similarity Check is Not Peer Review

» The Technical Program Chair manages Similarity Check and
plagiarism reviews

- needs coordination with Publications Chair
» Similarity Check does not replace the peer review process
- Similarity screening is a separate function from the peer review process

» Subject matter experts must separately review the paper to
determine suitability, novelty, quality and communication

» Similarity scores are just that, they require human review
and analysis

» Similarity scores should not be the only basis for reject (or
accept) decisions

- Similarity score should not be given as feedback to authors

» Similarity Check can be used on IEEE-copyrighted content
only

- p & IEEE

Requires
Interpretation
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Similarity Check — When to use it?

> Similarity Check must be separate from the Peer
Review process

» Options (Important)
- Screen all papers before peer review ~ ,

- Screen accepted papers immediately after peer review
- Screen papers in parallel with peer review (not ideal)
- Screen papers after the conference (only as a last resort)

- & IEEE
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Machine Generated Papers

>
ﬁ:

» There are some computer programs that IN-lr\lE(%li'/hK)ﬁ%;l\\ifH\ ;f :
can generate something that resembles a @
scientific paper ﬁg!MEIyEQPEERIMENT
- However, what they produce is a SR ﬁ _ :

pseudo-random collection of words and
phrases that often appear in scientific
papers

» Submitting such a paper to an IEEE
conference is considered to be a very
serious offense

- Can result in the author(s) being
prohibited from publishing in any IEEE

\ publication




Proper References

W

REFERENCE
CHECKS

» Previous work, both by the authors and by
others, should be acknowledged and cited

» The number of references should be
appropriate — not too many and not too few
- Too few = other people’s work is ignored

- Too many = “citation stacking”
(artificially increasing the number of times
those papers are cited)

» Each reference should be “complete” — have
enough information that others can find a copy
of the work referenced

> All references should be properly formatted

4 IEEE
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lllegible Figures

» Make sure that people can
read and understand your
figures, diagrams, graphs,
tables, and other data

» Fonts should be large
enough to be legible, the
layout of diagrams and
graphs should be clear, and
figures should be
high resolution (=300 dpi)




New Challenges
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Generative Al

» The next generation of machine-generated papers
» Such as ChatGPT, OpenAl tools, Google Bard, Gemini,

» Much better natural language and creates more realistic-looking papers
(but not original content — yet)

- Reads well

- More coherent thesis

- Meaningful references

- Occasional hallucinations — totally made-up content

» Getting more difficult to detect, but a true human subject matter expert
can detect BUT weak peer reviewers will miss.

\l “ & IEEE




Tortured Phrases/Papers

» Tortured Phases is the use of non-standard language or
convoluted expressions for standard, well-accepted terms

» Causes?

Expected text

rence numbers

data mining

890

identification

167

deep learning

458

collec- | data collectio

n 443

441

ey
dataset

424

data science

422

S
distinguishing proof

identification/verification 420

choice tree

decision tree sear

rch 415

huge information

big data

345

2021 Analysis

- Authors with poor mastery of English or lack of familiarity of standard terms

- Weak (word-by-word) language translators

- Deliberate text modifications to avoid plagiarism detection (principal cause?)

» Examples Glucose Intolerance —> Sugar Bigotry, Big Data —> Huge Information

» While around for years, the first broad acknowledgment was in 2021

- Cabanac, Guillaume, Cyril Labbe, and Alexander Magazinov. “"Tortured phrases: A dubious writing style emerging
in science. Evidence of critical issues affecting established journals.” arXiv preprint arXiv:2107.06751 (2021)

» By 2024, has grown by at least 10x

\I > Common in all scholarly publishing, not just IEEE or engineering. $IEEE

Total of the occur
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Poor English and “Google Translate”

» The language in the paper should be “correct” —
there should not be many grammar, spelling, and
punctuation errors, as they make the paper
difficult to read or understand

» Translation software, such as Google Translate,
makes many errors. Using software to translate
large portions of a paper often results in an
unreadable paper.

> If you need to have large sections of your paper
translated, it should be done by a qualified person

» Authors are responsible for the translated content

» Readability issues are sufficient for rejectio

- : QO IEEE
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Other Threats

> Additional result of the pressure of “Publish or Perish” / graduation
requirements / academic institution accrediting requirements

- Citejacking — non-existent / non-related references

- Feet of Clay — Based on fraudulent / retracted / withdrawn papers
- Falsified data / reversed engineered data
- Papers Mills — very hard to detect, probably more common than we realize

» Robust Peer Review with Subject Matter Experts is essential, but some
automation may help

» Building a strong Peer Review team is one of the primary responsibilities for

\l , the Technical Program Chair(s) < IEEE




Addressing the Conference Threats A

»  While the vast, vast majority of IEEE submissions are valid, with 300,000 annual
conference presentations and > 500,000 submissions, if just 1-2 per 1,000
problematic papers leak through this results in too much junk

» Investigation is showing

= The bulk of the issue is occurring in a small number of conferences, but an
occasional problem can be found in many conferences NS

» Using newly developed third-party tools: :
= Xplore is being scanned, and papers are being retracted

= Conferences with repeated history, their next Xplore submission W|II be pre-
scanned and if problems are found, returned with a warning that they must
clean-up their submission and provide a roadmap to prevent future issues.

= |EEE owners / sponsors with repeated events will likewise be warned as
Policy 10 requires that they are substantially involved in the organization of

\. 18 the technical program. »IEEE
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Pseudoscience

» Reviewers should not accept papers on
pseudoscience — topics that present
themselves as scientific but are of dubious
scientific validity

P72/ 7477 77/
WARNING

» Examples of such topics include perpetual
motion, auras, dowsing, chakra points,
homeopathy, morphic resonance, and torsion
fields

> In many cases, these papers are outside of the

Y -’ reviewers’ areas of technical expertise, so the
lﬁllﬂf reviewer should not review them
\. . ¢ IEEE




Conference Scope

A

» Reviewers should make sure that the
scope of the papers that they review
are within the stated scope of
the conference

» Papers that are outside the scope of
the conference should be rejected




\'
Reviewer Expectations

» Reviewers need to be expertsin

il ”"”“ T . .
| INIIHHH”l | subjects of the papers that they review
UNBIASED » They provide a high-quality review

and evaluation of the technical
content

¥¥7, MATTER

» They review and evaluate the
presentation quality of the papers

» They are unbiased

» They make sure that the authors have
met their responsibilities

\ ; Expert Evaluation of Submitted Papers | & IEEE
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Too Many Authors or Reviewers From Host Institution

» Having a large fraction of the accepted papers are from the institution that hosts the
conference gives a negative impression

- Organizers discriminating against other institutions?
- Conference can’t attract many authors?
- Conference is designed only for members of that institution?

» Carefully monitor the number of papers and fraction of reviewers from the host
institution!

> It is a Conflict of Interest to review colleagues’ / students’ submissions




Template Text

» Many conferences provide authors with a “template” that helps authors
format their manuscripts correctly

» Standard IEEE conference templates for Word, LaTeX and Overleaf exist

» Authors should check their papers carefully to make sure they have removed

all of the template text

- Leftover template text in papers makes it appear very unprofessional for both
authors and reviewers! And of course, for the conference organizers!!




Addressing Peer Review Concerns

» New IEEE Requirements

= All conferences seeking to be included in Xplore must fully implement the
|EEE Peer Review process as defined in IEEE PSPB Operation Manual 8.2.2

= All conferences seeking to be included in Xplore must permit the IEEE with
access to their Peer Review data

» |CC/ CEE are investigating recommending a Manuscript Handling System(s) that
will minimize the impact of these new requirements on conferences

= Include working with common present MHS providers
= Looking at free / low-cost options for those not using an established system
= Will develop ways to collect data from established conferences & IEEE

N\




Technical Program — Best Practices

» The Technical Program is the heart of the conference

» The Technical Program Chair is responsible for developing and executing a high-
quality technical program

» Each submitted paper should receive a minimum of three (3) reviews, no less
than 2 (not including a review by Technical Program Chair(s))

» Reviewers should not be assigned more papers than they can reasonably review
» Plagiarism checking is required (by Technical Program Chair)

> If you need assistance, please contact Customer Relationship Management
Team

\ » The integrity of the IEEE and Xplore is the responsibility of ALL. & IEEE




Q&A
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