Report on Plagiarism Detection Studies

1 Turnitin did not detect papers with 34% plagiarized text; the system falsely “detected” papers with only 5% “minor” copy of text (Emerson, Rees & MacKay, 2005). 

2 Turnitin did not detect all cases of plagiarism; it did not check against materials at password protected sites (Crisp, 2004).

3 A 15% threshold of “unoriginal” text was selected as the line over which a paper was judged to be plagiarized. For this threshold, Turnitin.com produced many false-positives, i.e., reporting a high amount of unoriginal text for papers that were not plagiarized (Barrett & Malcolm, 2006).

4 Turnitin did not detect plagiarized text, and it gave several “false hits” for papers not plagiarized (Hill, cited in Royce 2003).

5 Turnitin did not detect plagiarized text (Valenza, cited in Royce 2003), and yet it found matches for “small contentless strings of words in completely irrelevant documents” while missing “15 of 18 plagiarized passages” (Royce cited in Royce 2003).

6 The rate of detection by the systems (HowOriginal.com, PaperBin, EVE2, Wordcheck, Glatt, Turnitin) was a “high of 56% to a whopping low of 0%” (Satterwhite & Gerein, 2002). A Google search was as effective as use of Turnitin (Satterwhite & Gerein, n.d., Satterwhite & Gerein, 2002).

7 In a trial run of papers through Turnitin.com and use of a Google search, Turnitin was less effective. Turnitin did not catch cited and uncited verbatim passages of plagiarized text. In one text, it caught only two phrases; in another, it missed a “paper mill” text (Carbone, 2002).

8 “…its inability to find easily recoverable plagiarized sources can actually help students get away with plagiarizing” (Carbone, n.d.).

9 In the study of another system, Essay Verification Engine (EVE), “almost half the papers flagged by EVE demonstrated proper citation practice” (Braumoeller & Gaines, 2001, p. 836).
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