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. and innovations in the past few decades, have createq
The 101‘,hno‘llo'%iczl'lhgiifl:‘i‘lgglxgcgletsrélﬂfe(irléznﬁo as “Digital age”. The .deVCIOPments it e
standard Ot | Ld \(: ommunication Technologies (ICT) are engendering a way to m?ke our
[nformation “'1 ds in development have radically changed the gduce}txonal institutions
O tfen' | pillar of an educational institution that is libraries settings. The |
b inige eSS'thlal Izlfrom mere “Storehouse of Books” to “Digital Libraries” whigh
o R having surpassed the physical boundaries of the
considered as an ocean of knowledge having surp . of
institutions of learning. The wide spread of computers and the adyent 0 the Intemet
have created a new threat to the society, the act of taking ownership of information
someone else. This act is referred to as plagiarism.

Onuoha and Ikonne (2013) posited that the incidents of plagiarism nowadays seem to
increase especially with the advent of Internet which has made information more easi
and accessible without any geographical constraints; thereby, enabling researcher
and easy access to contents anywhere in the world.

Plagiarism is an act of confiscating another person's work and posing as th
could also be described as an illegal usage of another person's work
permission. Kennedy (2006) described plagiarism as an unintentional, rec
imitation or use of somebody else's work for one's benefits without propet
the original author. Pai and Parmar (2015) viewed plagiarism, as the metho
work, whose words, conversation or even idea was of someone else ¢
information copied from any medium (Books, journals, www, Tvetc) a
work can be termed as plagiarized information. '

(2014) and Kashkur et al (2010) identified the followin

L Copy-and-paste plagiarism: that is to Copy large parts.
- Clone plagiarism: Taking someone else's work entire]
iii. Re-tweet plagiarism: Contains correctly q :

else's work. v o

iv. Recycle or auto plagiarism: Publj
V. Find-replace or word-swi
work
Vi Mashup plagiarism:
vii. Error plagiarism: U

original work. Ot
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Graphics plagiarism: Usin

to Mozgovoy, Kakkonen, &Cosma (2010) anti
target text with a variety of electronic sources.
metic and web-based. The web-based sources
the. web, hemetic sources are those included in the system's own database and
2 l:?y the clients. '_I’hg wider the client network of a plagiarism detection tool ?1
metic power. Plagiarism detection tools are not only powerful due to a wide re’m ee:
can use for comparison, but also because they are capable of using a range %f
,ﬂetectmn stra.tegles, including string matching, parsing, the use of a synonym
laterft semantic analysis (LSA). While the use of a synonym thesaurus can help
arism in cases where some of the original wording has been replaced by synonyms,
ational technique used to identify textual similarities in meaning.

-plagiarism detection software
These usually fall into two large
are those that have already been

to the cognitive ability of a person to discern, decipher and judge a given
According to Human Perception and Information Processing (2015) perception
are two coins that affect the judgment and action of any individual. Perception is
f recognizing, organizing and interpreting sensory information, It deals with the
and generate signals from the environment through the five sense organs: sight,
smell and taste. Awareness refers to the knowledge about an object or event, the
skills as well as the methods of operation; it has to do with one's background
ut the object, subject matter, event or any other phenomenon. (Reinhardt,
» and Drachsler, 2015).

lagiarism detection software can help to curtail the issue of plagiarism.
of this anti-plagiarism check software requires the support of tertiary
stakeholders. Sharma (2011) in a study opined that maintains that
s close institutional and teacher's cooperation. This is understandable
»w much an institution wants to uphold academic integrity, i 2

. directly with the students. Furthermore,

moments. In order words, every
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menon. It therefore refers to the knowledge
as well as the methods of operation; awarene
round knowledge about the object, event or
.and Drachsler, 2015,)

abqut an object o
S8 gives the stud

but glso because they are capable of using a range of computational detection
, including string matchin » parsing, the use of a synonym thesaurus, and latent
analysis (LSA). While the use of a synonym thesaurus can help identify plagiarism in
© some of the original wording has been replaced by synonyms, LSA is a
tional technique used to identify textual similarities in meaning. However, advanced

of natural language processing, such as parsing or LSA, seem to be rarely utilised by
n detection tools, which sets limits to their effectiveness (Mozgovoy, Kakkonen,
010)

les of plagiarism detection software are programs such as Turnitin, Safe
t, Anti Plagiarist, Plagiarism-Finder, SeeSources.com, Mozgovoy, Kakkanen and
) conducted an evaluation of some of these tools. One of the main ps
of these packages were false positives, that is text that was not
; nment emerged
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plagiarized and the software cannot trace materials copied from discussion boardg {
findings are similar to that of Mozgovoy, Kakkonen, & Cosma (2010) who revealed that
the main problem identified in some of the anti-plagiarism checks software is their i
identify contents copied verbatim from an information material that is not online.

Conclusion and Recommendation

Findings from the study revealed that LIT postgraduate students are aware
plagiarism check software. Plagiarism check software has also inere
students' work and has also developed students' research writing skills

with anti-plagiarism check software are anti-plagiarism check

students' work without compensation, fails to check whether

The following recommendations based on the findings are
i More awareness should be made by school man
aware of the items covered by anti-pla
sanctions of plagiarism in the university
The use of the software should be e
assignments and term papers so as to
The threshold created by the Federa
mount pressure on the students.
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