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Abstract: The present study is an attempt to analyse the status on the awareness of plagiarism detection
tools among the research scholars of Mangalore University. A structured questionnaire was designed
and distributed among research scholars from various academic disciplines. The data collected using
questionnaire method. Totally 110 respondents of randomly selected university scholars participated in
this study. A total of 101 valid questionnaires were analysed with the help of Excel and SPSS. Results of
the study revealed that research scholars were aware about plagiarism issues in academia. Majority 96
(95.0%) of respondents are aware of Urkund plagiarism detection software. 81 (80.2%) of the
respondents believe that plagiarism is copying words from several sources and 73 (72.3%) believe that
copying of idea or theory without giving credit to source document is plagiarism.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the academic world, integrity is a fundamental principle that underpins the credibility of research. One critical aspect
of maintaining academic integrity is ensuring the originality of scholarly work (Pandey,2024). The Information
Technology has grown so faster that the information has become easily accessible by everyone from everywhere via
internet which makes the issue of plagiarism even more challenging to the academic corpus like teachers and
researchers in the electronic era. Plagiarism is considered academic dishonesty and a breach of ethics (Shet, 2020).
Plagiarism, the act of using someone else's ideas, words, or work without proper attribution, undermines this principle
and has serious ethical and professional consequences (Chauhan,2020). With the proliferation of online resources and
research databases, the temptation to plagiarize has increased, leading to the development and widespread use of
plagiarism detection tools. Plagiarism detection tools are software applications designed to identify instances of copied
content within academic papers, articles, and other written works (Chowdhury, 2020).. These tools analyse texts by
comparing them to a vast array of existing content, ranging from published papers and books to online sources, to
detect similarities (Narasanaikar and Hangaragi, 2017).This study focuses on exploring the use and awareness of
plagiarism detection tools among research scholars of Mangalore University.

II. REVIEW OF LITERATURE
Baron (2024) the study recommended recent advancements in chat bots have provided students and academics with a
new mode of how knowledge can be sourced and composed. Within a very short space of time, students and academics
have flocked to use Chat GPT and other Generative Artificial Intelligence (GAI) platforms owing to their capable
responses. Additionally, apart from the generative chat bots (such as Chat GPT and Gemini), Al writing tools for
paraphrasing, summarising, and co-writing have also become capable and increasingly prevalent to such a degree that
the public is spoilt for choice. Having conducted tests on popular chat bots and Al writing tools, it became clear that
while programs like Turnitin are developing new algorithms to detect plagiarism and A 1 generated content, the initial
findings from this study suggest that this may be an increasingly difficult task. These tests were published on YouTube,

Copyright to IJARSCT
www.ijarsct.co.in

DOI: 10.48175/IJARSCT-29759 479

7 1ssN W)
| 2581-9429 |}

&\ IJARSCT ¥
Q




( IJARSCT

xx International Journal of Advanced Research in Science, Communication and Technology
IJARSCT International Open-Access, Double-Blind, Peer-Reviewed, Refereed, Multidisciplinary Online Journal

ISSN: 2581-9429 Volume 5, Issue 2, November 2025 Impact Factor: 7.67

and within a few weeks, the evidence garnered tens of thousands of views as students and educators seemed uncertain
about the strengths, weaknesses, and legalities of these Al tools.

Pandey (2024) reported that,in the realm of academia, upholding the authenticity and integrity of scholarly work is of
utmost importance. The rise of digital advancements has made it easier to disseminate information, but it has also
opened the door to an increased risk of plagiarism. To combat this issue, anti-plagiarism software has emerged as a vital
tool, providing robust mechanisms to detect and discourage academic dishonesty. This research delves into the role of
anti-plagiarism software in fostering academic integrity, exploring its effectiveness, implementation, and the ethical
considerations that come with its use. By conducting a thorough examination of existing literature, this study
emphasizes how such software enhances the quality of education by encouraging original thinking and safeguarding
intellectual property. Furthermore, this paper acknowledges the limitations and potential biases of these tools,
advocating for a balanced approach that combines technological solutions with educational strategies to cultivate a
culture of honesty and responsibility among students and scholars.

Khositashvili (2024) the aim of this study was to explore the current practices for plagiarism prevention in Georgian
higher education institutions. For this reason, recent institutional and study program accreditation reports were
analysed, and 32 semi-structured interviews were conducted with academic staff representing different fields of study.
The report analysis revealed that most academic integrity practices did not fully comply with existing accreditation
standards, leading to specific recommendations for universities. The interviews with the academic staff confirmed that
the perception of plagiarism differs among the different groups of professors. It was observed that the link with
experiences in the Soviet Union still exists. Moreover, some instructors are only focused on detection. The findings of
this research showed that the culture of academic integrity is still in the transition phase in the Georgian higher
education system.

Satyashree and Lakshmisha (2023) this paper mainly focused on the effective use of plagiarism software from the
Government First Grade Colleges in Karnataka. The objective of the study is to find effective use of various plagiarism
software. It also covers the contents such as awareness of plagiarism software, plagiarism checker facilities available in
the colleges, if available what software they prefer to use for duplicate checks and the methods they use to increase the
knowledge about plagiarism software and also freely available anti-plagiarism then most used documents for plagiarism
in their particular colleges.

Dhanavandan (2022) in their paper surveyed the respondents' Awareness and perception of Plagiarism among the
Faculty members and research scholars of higher educational institutions in Dindigul District, Tamil Nadu. The 600
questionnaires were distributed among the participants, 556 questionnaires were filled and returned for usable by the
respondents and remaining not replied. The responses rate is 91.2%. Further among 222 Male respondents, 11.18% of
them are having Aware, 10.75% of them in Learning, 10.53% are with Fair and 76(16.23%) of them are Expert.
Similarly out of 234 Female respondents, 16.45% of them has No Idea, 7.02% of them have Aware, 10.09% of them in
Learning, 8.99% are with Fair and 8.77 the response rate was 91.2%. Among the 222 male respondents, 11.18% were
"Aware," 10.75% were "Learning," 10.53% had a "Fair" understanding, and 16.23% were "Experts." Similarly, out of
the 234 female respondents, 16.45% had "No Idea," 7.02% were "Aware," 10.09% were "Learning," 8.99% had a
"Fair" understanding, and 8.77% were "Experts."% of them are Expert.

II1. OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY
The main objective of the present study is:
e To find the awareness of plagiarism detection tools among research scholars;
e To explore the use of plagiarism detection tool among research scholars;
e To find out their familiarity with citing methods and reference styles;
e To identify the problem or challenges faced by research scholars while using plagiarism detection tools

Copyright to IJARSCT DOI: 10.48175/IJARSCT-29759 480

www.ijarsct.co.in

7 1ssN W)
| 2581-9429 |}

&\ IJARSCT ¥
Q




Kf IJARSCT
4 \

[/
xx International Journal of Advanced Research in Science, Communication and Technology 1\

IJ ARSCT International Open-Access, Double-Blind, Peer-Reviewed, Refereed, Multidisciplinary Online Journal

ISSN: 2581-9429 Volume 5, Issue 2, November 2025 Impact Factor: 7.67

IV. NEED AND SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY

The increasing availability of online resources, research papers, and academic publications has made it easier for
researchers to access information, but it has also heightened the risk of plagiarism, both intentional and unintentional.
With academic success often tied to the originality of research, maintaining academic integrity is crucial in preserving
the credibility and value of scholarly work. Plagiarism not only undermines the researcher own credibility but also
disrupts the scholarly community by misrepresenting the true sources of knowledge.

Many scholars may not be fully aware of the plagiarism detection tools available to them, or they may lack sufficient
training on how to effectively use these tools. This can result in inadvertent plagiarism, which might negatively impact
their academic reputation and careers. Understanding the role and significance of plagiarism detection tools in academic
research contributes to broader conversations about the future of scholarly communication, the ethical responsibilities
of researchers, and the technologies that hope research practices. Promoting Academic Integrity: The study will shed
light on how plagiarism detection tools contribute to upholding academic integrity among research scholars. By
understanding the level of awareness and use of these tools, the research can help academic institutions create better
policies and training programs that encourage ethical research practices. Improving Research Quality: Ensuring that
research is original and properly cited is vital to the quality of academic work.

V.STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM
The research problem for entitled as “USE AND AWARENESS OF PLAGIARISM DETECTION TOOLS AMONG
RESEARCH SCHOLARS: A STUDY”.

VI. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
The data was collected using questionnaire based survey method. The study used random sampling method. A well-
structured questionnaire was prepared and 110 questionnaires were distributed to the scholars of Mangalore University.
101 completely filled questionnaires were received back from the respondents. The questionnaires were analysed, and
tabulated with SPSS.

VII. DATA ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION
Figure 1: Gender Wise Distribution of Responses
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Figure 1: Gender Wise Distribution of Responses
Figure 1 presents, the gender wise distribution of the responses. It is pretty clear that, Out of the total respondents (101)
examined for this study, 64 (63.4%) of the respondents are Male whereas 45 (39.1%) of the respondents are females.
Among the respondents, Male are dominated through distribution and response of data.
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Figure 2: Disciplines-wise Distribution
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Figure 2:Discipline-wise Distribution
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Impact Factor: 7.67

In the presents study included scholars from four different disciplines such social science, commerce and management,
science and technology, and education. Most of the respondents are from science discipline (42.6%) followed by social
science (24.8%) whereas only 12 (11.9%) are from education discipline.

Figure 3: Stage of research
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Figure 3: Stage of Research

The stage of research plays an important role in research work. The investigator has identified broadly three stages in a
research process, viz. initial, middle and completing stage.
The responses presented in Figure 6.5 depicts that, 45 (44.6%) of the researchers are in middle stage, followed by
20(19.8%) of them in completing stage.
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Figure 4: Awareness about different types of Plagiarism
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Figure 4: Types of plagiarism

Plagiarism involves using someone else's work or ideas without proper attribution, and it manifests in various
forms. Understanding these different types is crucial for academic and professional integrity. Figure 6.9 illustrates that
all the respondents are aware of self-plagiarism. 76 (75.2%) of the scholars are aware of mosaic plagiarism, followed by
73 (72.3%) who are aware of unintentional plagiarism, whereas 45 (44.6%) of the scholars are not aware of direct

plagiarism.
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Figure 5 Mode of Awareness of Plagiarism
Awareness about plagiarism is crucial for maintaining academic integrity and ethical research practices. It involves
understanding what plagiarism is, its various forms, and the potential consequences. Promoting awareness can be
achieved through educational initiatives, workshops, and the use of plagiarism detection tools. A question was raised to
the respondent’s means through which they got awareness about plagiarism. Majority 91 (90.1%) of the respondents
opine that, they acquired knowledge from the internet followed by teachers/professors (83.2%) whereas only 50
(49.5%) of the respondents obtained through workshops seminars.

Figure 6: Awareness of Plagiarism Detection Tools
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Figure 6 Awareness of Plagiarism Detection Tools
From Figure 6 it is clear that, 96 (95.0%) of total respondents are aware of Urkund plagiarism detection software and
only 38 (37.6%) of the respondents are aware Drill Bit.
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Figure 7: Information sources used to write research paper/thesis
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Figure 7 Information sources used to write research paper /thesis
Figure 7 shows that 93 (92.1%) respondents consult periodicals while writing articles or theses. Additionally, 57
respondents (56.4%) refer to theses, and 44 (43.6%) respondents consult dissertations. Meanwhile, 40 respondents
(39.6%) use textbooks as a reference source during their writing process.

Figure 8: Type of research work published
Research scholars publish their work in various formats, including journal articles books chapters they may also publish
in popular magazines, newspapers, or online platforms.
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Figure 8 shows that 90 (89.1%) of respondents indicated they published national books and by 42 (41.6%) respondents
of international books published in edited books

Figure 9: Citing sources when using others work or ideas
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Figure 9 Citing sources when using others' work or ideas
The data shows that 54 (53.5%) respondents believe that citing sources when using others works or ideas, .In contrast, 2
(2.0%) respondents do not think it is necessary to provide references when reproducing others' works or ideas.

Figure 10: Opinion about plagiarism
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Figure 10: Opinion about plagiarism
Figure 10 displays the opinion about plagiarism detection tools. 81 (80.2%) of the respondents believe that plagiarism is
copying words from several sources and changing the sentences, and 73 (72.3%) believe that copying of idea or theory
without giving credit to source document is plagiarism.
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Figure 11: Steps to avoid plagiarism
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Figure 11: Steps to avoid plagiarism
Figure 11 shows that most respondents take steps to avoid plagiarism. A majority 94 (93.1%) believe accurate
referencing is essential, and 91 (90.9%) discuss their work with guides or scholars. Around 78 (77.2%) develop their
own ideas, and 72 (71.2%) use quotes when using exact words. while 58.4% focus on improving their academic writing
skills. Overall, these findings indicate that respondents are aware of and take active measures to avoid plagiarism.

Figure 12: Awareness of Plagiarism Consequences
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Figure 12: Consequences of plagiarism
Figure 12 shows that the majority of respondents, 83 (82.2%), consider ethical consequences as the most significant
result of plagiarism, while 18 (17.8%) recognize legal consequences as important plagiarism consequences.

VIIIL FINDINGS OF THE STUDY
Out of 101 respondents, 64 (63.4%) are male and 37 (36.6%) of the respondents are females.
There are 36 (35.6%) of the researchers are in initial stage of research.45 (44.6%) of the respondents middle of the
stage.
About 76 (75.2%) of the scholars are aware of mosaic plagiarism, followed by 73 (72.3%) who are aware of
unintentional plagiarism, whereas 45 (44.6%) of the scholars are not aware of direct plagiarism.
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Majority 91 (90.1%) of the respondents opine that, they acquired knowledge from the internet followed by
teachers/professors (83.2%) whereas only 50 (49.5%) of the respondents obtained through workshops seminars.

Vast majority 96 (95.0%) of respondents are aware of Urkund plagiarism detection software and only 38 (37.6%) of the
respondents are aware Drill Bit.

Vast majority 93 (92.1%) respondents consult periodicals while writing articles or theses. Additionally, 57 respondents
(56.4%) refer to theses, and 44 (43.6%) respondents consult dissertations.

Vast majority 90 (89.1%) of respondents indicated they published national books and by 42 (41.6%) respondents of
international books published in edited books

It shows that 54 (53.5%) respondents believe that citing sources when using others works or ideas, .In contrast, 2
(2.0%) respondents do not think it is necessary to provide references when reproducing others' works or ideas.

About 81 (80.2%) of the respondents believe that plagiarism is copying words from several sources and changing the
sentences.

Majority 94 (93.1%) believe accurate referencing is essential, and 91 (90.9%) discuss their work with guides or
scholars. Around 78 (77.2%) develop their own ideas, and 72 (71.2%) use quotes when using exact words.

IX. CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Plagiarism remains one of the most pressing challenges in academic and research environments, undermining the
credibility, originality, and ethical foundation of scholarly work. As higher education institutions like Mangalore
University continue to foster a culture of research and innovation, it is crucial to ensure that academic integrity is
upheld at all levels. Awareness, education, and the use of technology are key tools in combating plagiarism. Through
effective policies, regular training, and strict enforcement of ethical guidelines, institutions can cultivate a responsible
academic community that values originality and respects intellectual property. Ultimately, preventing plagiarism is not
just about avoiding penalties it is about promoting honest scholarship, critical thinking, and the integrity of knowledge
creation. Based on findings the study recommended that, academic institutions regularly conduct workshops,
orientation programs and seminars for students, faculty, and research scholars on plagiarism, its consequences, and how
to avoid it. It is advised t the concerned authorities to mandate the use of plagiarism detection software (such as
Turnitin, Urkund, or Drill Bit) for all submissions of theses, dissertations, and research papers. Promoting original
writing by designing assignments and thesis topics that encourage critical thinking, analysis, and creativity, reducing
opportunities for copying.
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