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ABSTRACT

Most of the existing plagiarism detection systems compare documents to archived
sources in enterprise databases. The aim of this study is to develop an online tool to
detect plagiarism and cheating for students' assignments focusing on those who copy
from each others'. This tool provide an easy and automated way to enable lecturers to
evaluate students' solution for a given assignments. Online Detecting of Assignments'
Plagiarism (ODAP) integrates the Longest Common Substring algorithm (LCS) for
comparing strings of documents. ODAP has been tested and evaluated by academics
and students of Msc(Information Technology) of UUM, and it has wide acceptance

and satisfaction of its functionalities and outcomes.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 BACKGROUND

Assignments are so essential for educators in evaluating students' work throughout
class life. The submission of assignments by computers opens the chance to students,
and eases the way to copy each others solution (Harris, 2001). Many students
duplicate their answers in their homework by copying and pasting parts or even entire
solution.

Plagiarism is the “wrongful act of taking the product of another person’s mind, and
presenting it as one’s own” (Gibaldi, 1999). It is considered as a growing problem for
the scientific society in general and universities in particular (Clough, 2000b; Culwin
& Lancaster, 2000). This trend is appeared to be prevalent and in so many countries.
Including US (Park, 2003), Finland (Seppanen, 2002), and South Africa (Weeks,
2001).

Intentional or substantial plagiarism however, may be grounds for failing an
assignment or class, receiving disciplinary action, and being suspended or dismissed
from the university (Gibaldi, 1999).

Beyond that, a survey of 149 of undergraduates in the US, concluded that 87% of
students thought that, those who used to cheat in the academic life will be more likely
to do such behavior again in work (Morgan & Foster, 1992). Universities ignoring or
even tolerating the problem imperil their reputation for honesty and faimess.
Therefore, detecting the plagiarism of students' assignments among each others is a

major concern for all lecturers. Lecturer requires to find those students who cheat and
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