Scientific Research and Academic Career Homework #3 2023/11/3

The 2005 movie Thank you for smoking, although being satirical in its style, actually
mixed the fabricated story with a large number of historical facts, including the
existence of Academy of Tobacco Studies funded by tobacco companies for

conducting smoking research (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tobacco_Institute), and

the Tobacco Master Settlement Agreement (MSA) in 1998 which eventually cost >
200 billions of US dollars from the manufacturers just for the first term of twenty-five

years (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tobacco_Master Settlement Agreement). In

addition, the fact that the tobacco companies had tried in every attempt to promote
smoking, just like what happened in the film, was also true [1]. Smoking is arguably
the most famous example of scientific research that might become distorted by

profiting purposes.

Nowadays with MSA in effect, at least a substantial number of people hold
attitude against cigarette smoking. But what about something that appears probably
less harmful? The Editorial Commentary on Ref.[1] used soap as an obviously
contrasting example just in one sentence [2]. Yet instead in this homework we shall
discuss another somewhat debatable target: The electronic cigarette, or e-cigarette.

Do you think smoking e-cigarettes should be prohibited, either strongly by law or
mildly by regulations (e.g., on campus only)? Why or why not? In order to answer
this question, I guess that you perhaps need to know first what the e-cigarette really is

(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Electronic_cigarette in English if you prefer, or

https://zh.wikipedia.org/wiki/EE1-f% in Chinese).




Obviously (if you have indeed read through the wiki pages I listed above, which
I know is unlikely true), whether smoking e-cigarettes is harmful to the smokers
and/or to the environments is still under debate. But what was encountered in the
tobacco history has already appeared in the scientific literature: The e-cigarette
companies started to provide funds to sponsor numerous research studies related to
health issues regarding e-cigarette smoking. Since there are too many of them, I just
list one review for you [3]. Read carefully particularly its Discussion section
regarding the interpretations of results from past publications (by the way, this attitude
is what I would like you guys to have when writing your Homework #1 and #2). But
then, a letter submitted one year later was published in the same journal in 2016,
basically saying that the original authors might be somewhat too ideological [4].

Certainly the original authors responded [5].

In addition to your personal suggestion on whether e-cigarette smoking should
be prohibited, you are also required to carefully read through the above documents to
tell me what your belief is in terms of the validity of Ref.[3], taking into account what
were expressed in Ref.[4] and [5]. Then, tell me what your attitude would be when

facing unfamiliar journal papers after you become a graduate student.

You now know that the scale of this homework could vary to a great extent —
from something very simple to one that is endlessly huge. Keep in mind that this
could be what you need to face on an everyday basis once you enter the academic
field as your lifetime career.  So, try to face it seriously and treat it not just as a

10%-worth homework.
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Do not exceed 10 double-spaced A4 pages. Deadline for Homework #3: Wednesday

2023/11/22 9:00pm.



