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Abstract: Plagiarism is an academic crime of pilfering the ideas of others without appropriate credit. This study aims to identify the dominant type of 
plagiarism and determine the percentage of plagiarism committed by the CMU undergraduate students using Grammarly, find the reasons why students 
plagiarize, and examine the effects of the Plagiarism Intervention Program. The study employed content analysis, interview, and focus group discussion 
to substantiate the results. The analysis of the 328 samples shows that copying without citation is the dominant type of plagiarism, followed by 
unintentional plagiarism, patchwork plagiarism, and copying with citation. Furthermore, the overall mean percentage of plagiarism is 8.28%. Moreover, 
15 out of 328 samples do not show any plagiarism. The students plagiarize because of time constraints, lack of knowledge, and confidence in not getting 
caught. With the Plagiarism Intervention Program, the incidence of plagiarism was eradicated after the second phase. With the implications of the study, 
I propose the application of the Plagiarism Intervention Program in the writing courses to eliminate the incidence of plagiarism. 
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——————————      —————————— 

 

1 INTRODUCTION              
Plagiarism has become a pressing issue in the academic 
community (Boyd, 2010), most especially in tertiary 
education. Many students resort to copying and pasting 
information from various sources without proper citation, 
paraphrasing ideas without mentioning the source, and 
creating ideas that do not exist (Department of English at the 
University of Pittsburgh, 2019; Heckler, Rice, & Hobson-
Bryan, 2013) which is a form of ―academic dishonesty‖ 
(Bowdoin College, 2019). Plagiarism needs to be avoided 
because it is ―unethical, illegal, against all academic codes of 
conduct, and robs the plagiarizer of important skills‖ (Stevens 
Institute of Technology, 2019). In the academe, it is highly 
challenging to identify whether a person has committed 
plagiarism without using a plagiarism detector. Because of 
this problem, various software and website developers have 
created plagiarism detectors that evaluate whether a person 
has plagiarized from various sources (Bensal, Miraflores, & 
Tan, 2013). One of these plagiarism detectors is the 
Grammarly. Grammarly generates a plagiarism percentage or 
similarity index, and it does not only reveal plagiarized items, 
but also checks spelling, grammar, fluency, conventions, 
conciseness, and clarity (Grammarly, Inc., 2019). However, 
these features are available to premium accounts only 
(Grammarly, Inc., 2019). Moreover, the University of 
Louisiana at Monroe (2019) classifies four significant types of 
plagiarism, namely: copying, patchwork plagiarism, 
paraphrasing plagiarism, and unintentional plagiarism. 
Copying occurs when someone claims an idea from 
somebody else without credit; patchwork plagiarism happens  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

when someone combines different sources into one 
paragraph without proper citation; paraphrasing plagiarism 
appears when someone ―paraphrases or summarizes 
another’s work without citing the source;‖ and unintentional 
plagiarism emerges when someone mentions a different 
source for the idea he/she has cited (University of Louisiana 
at Monroe, 2019). There have been various researches that 
evaluate plagiarism in the written works of the students. For 
instance, the study of Culwin (2006) entitled Either my 
Students are getting Naughtier, or the Tools are getting Better! 
evaluated the plagiarism in the written outputs of the London 
South Bank University students using the Google-powered 
OrCheck system within four years. The study shows that in 
the first year of investigation, 20% of the students have 
plagiarized 50% of their work. After three years, statistical 
tests showed very significant differences between the 02/03 
data and both of the other years. There was no significant 
difference between 03/04 and 04/05. Furthermore, the result 
shows that as the students’ year level increases, the 
plagiarism percentage decreases. Moreover, the study of 
Badge, Scott, and Cann (2006) entitled A Roll-out of the JISC 
Plagiarism Detection Service with Biological Sciences 
Students identified plagiarism in the two pilot studies in the 
School of Biological Sciences at the University of Leicester 
using TurnitinUK. The study shows that in the first pilot study, 
14 out of 513 students’ outputs indicate plagiarism. In the 
second pilot study, 10 out of 1060 students’ outputs display 
plagiarism. Many students are knowledgeable in conducting 
researches, but some are not competent in writing. Some 
students are proficient in writing researches, but some fail to 
paraphrase and cite their sources properly. Furthermore, the 
researcher has found few studies on plagiarism, most 
especially in the Philippines. 
 With the existing body of 
knowledge in the field of plagiarism, plagiarism detectors, 
plagiarism technology, and intervention programs to 
overcome plagiarism, I propose a writing pedagogy named 
Plagiarism Intervention Program to overcome the incidence of 
plagiarism in the academic papers, specifically research 
papers, of college students. To construct this proposition, I 
evaluate the plagiarism in the research papers of the 
undergraduate students of Central Mindanao University, 
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investigate the reasons why students commit plagiarism, and 
examine the effects of the Plagiarism Intervention Program in 
the research papers of the students. I conclude this paper by 
citing the Noticing Hypothesis of Richard Schmidt (2010). 
 

2   REVIEW OF LITERATURE 
 
2.1 Background of Plagiarism 
Plagiarism pilfers others’ original ideas without proper crediting 
the source (Langan, 2013; Miller, 2006; Murray, 2002; 
Szuchman & Thomlison, 2000). It is a type of ―academic 
dishonesty‖ (Office of the Dean of Students of Bowdoin 
College, 2019) that has to be eliminated in the academic 
community (University of Pittsburgh, 2019). Plagiarism is 
―unethical, illegal, against all academic codes of conduct, and 
robs the plagiarizer of important skills‖ (Stevens Institute of 
Technology, 2019). Students who plagiarize can be identified 
because of ―lack of citation, lack of bibliographic depth, 
changes in the tone of writing,‖ changes in the writing style, 
and the work is entirely different from their level (New South 
Wales Government, n.d.). With that, Szuchman and Thomlison 
(2000) emphasize different ways on how to avoid plagiarism. 
First, writers may use quotation marks in copying the idea of 
someone in verbatim with proper citation. Second, writers may 
paraphrase by replacing the words with their synonyms and by 
changing the sentence structure of the original information 
with an accurate citation. Murray (2002) highlights that 
paraphrasing involves the combination of different ideas into a 
more straightforward sentence. 
A writer must acknowledge 
the source even though he/she has ―put all direct quotes in 
quotation marks, changed the words used by the author into 
synonyms, completely paraphrased the ideas…and mention 
the author’s name in the sentence‖ (The University of North 
Carolina at Chapel Hill, 2019). The University of Oxford (2019) 
stresses that students must avoid plagiarism, most especially 
that they must uphold academic integrity. They must also 
display a level of scholarly work in their academic papers. 
 
2.2 Types of Plagiarism 
The University of Louisiana at Monroe (2019) categorizes four 
significant types of plagiarism, namely: copying, patchwork 
plagiarism, paraphrasing plagiarism, and unintentional 
plagiarism. Copying refers to a type of plagiarism once a writer 
claims an idea from somebody else without acknowledging the 
source; patchwork plagiarism takes place when a writer 
incorporates various sources without proper citation; 
paraphrasing plagiarism emerges when a writer ―paraphrases 
or summarizes another’s work without citing the source;‖ and 
unintentional plagiarism arises when a writer changes the 
source of information that he/she has used in his/her paper 
(University of Louisiana at Monroe, 2019). 

 
2.3 Acceptable Percentage of Plagiarism or Similarity 

Index 
Plagiarism checkers, like Grammarly, generate a numeric 
percentage of plagiarism or similarity index. Many scholars 
debate how much similarity index is acceptable. In a 
ResearchGate posted question, some scholars believe that a 
0% similarity index should be generated, most especially that 
plagiarism is against the principles of research. Other scholars 
believe that a 10% similarity index is acceptable. Some 
researchers also think that it depends on the adviser, panel of 
evaluators, or the university or organization.
 

 
2.4 Grammarly 
Grammarly, Inc. (2019) has created a plagiarism-detecting tool 
that examines a written output by comparing it with different 
websites on the Internet. It calculates a specific percentage on 
the extent of plagiarism that has been committed by a writer. 
Aside from that, there are other features available in 
Grammarly, namely: spelling, grammar, fluency, conventions, 
conciseness, and clarity. The setting can also be customized 
depending on the needs of a writer. However, only a premium 
account can access these unique elements (Grammarly, Inc., 
2019). 
 
2.5 Plagiarism Intervention Program 
The Plagiarism Intervention Program is a personalized 
plagiarism pedagogy formulated by the author. It involves an 
in-depth process of evaluating and reviewing academic papers 
using Grammarly. It follows the following procedure: 

1. The professor discusses synthesis paper writing; 
2. After the students submit their draft, the professor 

runs Grammarly Premium to evaluate any committed 
plagiarism; 

3. The professor returns the corrected paper with the 
plagiarism results; 

4. The professor introduces the Plagiarism Intervention 
Program, where it teaches the steps on how to 
overcome the plagiarized items, namely: underline 
the keywords from the source, replace the keywords, 
re-arrange the order of the keywords, formulate a 
new sentence, cite the author/s and year using 
proper in-text citation, and cite the sources in the 
Reference section; 

5. After the students re-submit their improved draft, the 
professor runs Grammarly Premium again to detect 
plagiarism; and 

6. The program stops until a 0% plagiarism result is 
generated. 

 
3   THE ETHNOGRAPHIC CONTEXT
 
Central Mindanao University (CMU), located at University 
Town, Musuan, Maramag, Bukidnon, is one of the top 
universities in the Philippines, carrying the banner as Center of 
Excellence in agriculture, biology, forestry, and veterinary 
medicine, and Center of Development in environmental 
science, mathematics, and teacher education. Also, it has 
produced topnotchers in the fields of accountancy, agriculture, 
chemistry, civil engineering, electrical engineering, forestry, 
mechanical engineering, nursing, nutrition and dietetics, 
teacher education, and veterinary medicine, including a 
consistent 100% passing in the fields of nursing and nutrition 
and dietetics. 
 
As one of the core functions of the university, CMU adheres to 
a standard culture of research practices. However, there are 
occurrences that students plagiarize ideas from others without 
appropriate citation. With this complicated concern, I 
formulated the following research questions: 

1. What is the dominant type of plagiarism committed by 
the CMU undergraduate students in writing their 
research papers? 

2. What is the percentage of plagiarism committed by the 
CMU undergraduate students? 



  INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF SCIENTIFIC & TECHNOLOGY RESEARCH VOLUME 9, ISSUE 02, FEBRUARY 2020                     ISSN 2277-8616 
 

5414 

IJSTR©2020 

www.ijstr.org 

3. Why do CMU undergraduate students plagiarize? 
4. What are the effects of the Plagiarism Intervention 

Program on the research paper of the CMU 
undergraduate students?
 

 
4   METHODS OF DATA GATHERING AND 

ANALYSIS 
I considered 328 college students enrolled in GEC 15 
Purposive Communication last First and Second Semester of 
A.Y. 2017-2018. As part of the students’ major requirement in 
the course, they were required to construct a research paper 
relevant to their degrees. To gather substantial data, I 
employed content analysis (using Grammarly Premium to 
generate plagiarism results), interview (face-to-face), and 
focus group discussion (conducted during our classes in GEC 
15: Purposive Communication). 

 
5   FINDINGS 
 
5.1 Dominant Type of Plagiarism Committed by the CMU 
Undergraduate Students 
Table 1 shows the different types of plagiarism committed 
by the CMU undergraduate students using the 
Grammarly application. Based on the findings of the 
study, copying without citation obtained the highest 
number of occurrences on the type of plagiarism 
committed by the CMU undergraduate students with 1715 
or 41.25%. 
 Figure 1 shows an example of copying 
without citation as the author failed to mention the source 
of information regarding the background of rice. 

 

 
 

Fig. 1. Copying without Citation Example 
 
Upon checking the website given, which is the USDA 
ARS, Figure 2 displays that the information:  
produced from irrigated-lowland rice systems. The 
anaerobic soil environment created by flood-irrigation of 
lowland rice creates a unique and challenging 
environment. The efficient management of soil and 
fertilizer nutrientsfrom the said website matched the idea 
cited by the student. To avoid plagiarism, the student 
needs to state Fageria, Slaton, and Baligar (2003) as the 
source of information and paraphrase or use quotation 
marks upon using the author’s idea. 
 

 
 

Fig. 2. Website Comparison for Copying without Citation 
 
Unintentional plagiarism got the second-highest number of 
occurrences with 1746 or 35.50%. Figure 3 displays an 
example of unintentional plagiarism because the author 
misquoted the source of information. The student cited ―(N.K 
Fageriaa. 2003)‖ as the source. 
 

 

 
 

Fig. 3. Unintentional Plagiarism Example 
 
The student needs to mention ―(Fageria, Slaton, Baligar, 
2003)‖ to prevent unintentional plagiarism. The student 
misspelled the family name ―Fageria‖ and omitted Slaron 
and Baligar as authors of the said research. Figure 4 
verifies the said claim. 
 

 
 
Fig. 4. Website Comparison for Unintentional Plagiarism 

 
Next, patchwork plagiarism attained the third-highest number 
of occurrences with 699 or 16.81%. Figures 5 and 6 exhibits 
an example of patchwork plagiarism because the author 
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combined the ideas from Bellar Mart (n.d.) and NutraWiki 
(2019) in one paragraph without proper credit, wherein the 
latter is an unreliable source. 
 

 
 

Fig. 5. Patchwork Plagiarism Example (Part 1) 
 

 
 

Fig. 6. Patchwork Plagiarism Example (Part 2) 
 
Lastly, copying with citation had the lowest number of 
occurrences with 268 or 6.45%. Figure 7 demonstrates an 
example of copying with citation as the student forgot to 
rephrase the ideas of Sanchez and Richard (2013) which is: 
Organic matter serves beneficial functions, including 
minimizing soil temperature fluctuations, serving as a nutrient 
warehouse, buffering the soil to changing pH, and increasing 
the ability of the soil to hold nutrients. Additionally, soil structure 
can be improved along with the ability of the soil to hold water 
and air. Organic matter can also provide habitat for beneficial 
soil microorganisms. A soil with optimal organic matter content 
is better able to tolerate adverse conditions. For example, 
during drought conditions or when excess water is present, a 
soil with good organic matter content will rebound quicker than 
one with low organic matter content. The organic matter 
content of a soil can be analyzed as an additional test when 
submitting a soil sample to the Agricultural Analytical Services 
Laboratory at Penn State. 
 

 
 

Fig. 7. Copying with Citation Example 
 
Figure 8 shows the website of Pennsylvania State University to 
show the similarity of the said idea. 
 

 
 

Fig. 8. Website Comparison for Copying with Citation 
 
Based on the findings of the study, a majority of the CMU 
undergraduate students employed copying without citation in 
writing their research papers, specifically the introduction, 
review of literature, and review of related studies. This 
phenomenon occurred because many students copy and 
paste information from various sources and they mostly forget 
to credit the author/s. Furthermore, it can be noted that the 
CMU undergraduate students did not commit paraphrasing 
plagiarism. This phenomenon occurred because the 
Grammarly application could not detect this type of 
plagiarism, which is considered as a limitation of the study. 
Also, 15 out of 328 samples did not show any plagiarism. This 
phenomenon occurred because the Grammarly application 
was not able to detect any plagiarism, which further suggests 
that 15 undergraduate students paraphrased the ideas and 
cited the authors of the said ideas. Overall, the study shows 
that a majority of the CMU undergraduate students committed 
copying without citation which implies that most of the 
students copied some information from various references 
and did not acknowledge the source of information.  
 

TABLE 1 
TYPES OF PLAGIARISM COMMITTED BY THE CENTRAL 
MINDANAO UNIVERSITY UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS 

Type of Plagiarism Total % 

Copying (with citation) 268 6.45% 
Copying (no citation) 1715 41.25% 
Patchwork 699 16.81% 
Paraphrasing 0 - 
Unintentional 1476 35.50% 

 
5.2 Percentage of Plagiarism Committed by the CMU 
Undergraduate Students 
Table 2 shows the percentage of plagiarism or similarity index 
committed by the CMU undergraduate students based on the 
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computation of the Grammarly application. The findings of the 
study reveal that the undergraduate students from the College 
of Forestry and Environmental Science obtained the highest 
mean of the percentage of plagiarism with 10.56%. The 
undergraduate students from the College of Business and 
Management got the second-highest mean percentage of 
plagiarism with 9.53%. Then, the undergraduate students from 
the College of Engineering attained the third rank with 9.15%, 
then the College of Education with 9.10%, College of Arts and 
Sciences with 9.06%, College of Nursing with 7.78%, College 
of Agriculture with 7.62%, College of Veterinary Medicine with 
6.03%, and College of Human Ecology with 5.66%. 
Figures 9 and 10 reveal some examples of the percentage of 
plagiarism based on the computation of the Grammarly 
application. Figure 9 indicates a similarity index of 28%, while 
Figure 10 displays a similarity index of 22%. 
 

 
 

Fig. 9. Plagiarism Computation Percentage using Grammarly 
(Sample 1) 

 

 
 
Fig. 10. Plagiarism Computation Percentage using Grammarly 

(Sample 2) 
 
Furthermore, the overall mean percentage of plagiarism of the 
CMU undergraduate students is 8.28%.  In addition, 15 out of 
328 samples indicated a 0% plagiarism percentage. For 
instance, Figure 11 reveals that the said research did not 
commit plagiarism.   
 

 
 

Fig. 11. Sample Research Paper without Plagiarism 
 
This phenomenon occurred because the Grammarly 
application was not able to spot any form of plagiarism, which 
further reveals that 15 undergraduate students reworded the 
concepts and mentioned the authors of the said ideas. As a 
whole, the results of the study imply that 313 CMU 
undergraduate students plagiarized some ideas in writing 
their research papers.  

TABLE 2 
PERCENTAGE OF PLAGIARISM COMMITTED BY THE 

CENTRAL MINDANAO UNIVERSITY UNDERGRADUATE 
STUDENTS 

 
College Mean 

Agriculture 7.62% 
Arts and Sciences 9.06% 
Business and Management 9.53% 
Education 9.10% 
Engineering 9.15% 
Forestry and Environmental Science 10.56% 
Human Ecology 5.66% 
Nursing 7.78% 
Veterinary Medicine 6.03% 
Overall 8.28% 

 
5.3 Reasons for Committing Plagiarism
 
After the corrected first drafts were distributed, I conducted a 
face-to-face interview. Based on that interview, I found three 
factors why students commit plagiarism and these are time 
constraints, lack of knowledge about paraphrasing and in-text 
citation, and confidence of not getting caught. Of the 328 
students, 321 confirmed that time was a major element of why 
they plagiarized (Pennsylvania State University, 2019; 
Rochester Institute of Technology, n.d.). Aside from doing 
their research papers, they had other responsibilities at home 
and school, like exams to study, assignments to comply, 
dance practices, washing the laundry, cleaning the house, 
and cooking of food. It is best shown in the transcripts below. 
 

Student 12: I really don’t have enough time polishing my 
(research) paper because I had exams the 
following day. With that, I just copied and pasted 
information from the Internet. 

 
Student 25: During that week, our professors gave us a 

lot of assignments. With my limited time, I 
researched from the Internet, copy and paste, 
arrange, edit, then submit. 

 
Student 48: I don't have much time. We had a dance 

presentation on that day, so I was not able to 
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give time for my research paper because of 
our dance practices. Anyway, it was the first 
draft so I can still improve it next time.
 

 
Student 67: I was tasked to clean the house on that 

weekend. I thought I would finish it early. When 
I checked the time, I realized a huge problem – 
my research paper. I hurriedly went to the 
(internet) café and browsed various websites 
related to my topic. I just combined the 
different information from diverse sources. 

 
Student 81: I'm a working student. I have a lot of to-do-

lists – cooking of food, cleaning the house, 
washing the dishes, name them, I do them. I 
don’t have the luxury of time, so I just copied 
and pasted info (information) from the Internet. 

 
Based on the responses of the students, I deduced that the 
students lacked time management because they were not 
able to budget their time for their studies and personal affairs. 
On the other hand, 307 students attested that they plagiarized 
because they did not know how to paraphrase and use 
appropriate in-text citation (Pennsylvania State University, 
2019; Rochester Institute of Technology, n.d.). Even though 
these topics had been introduced in their junior and senior 
high school English courses, some students lacked the 
capacity to apply these important research skills in drafting 
their research papers. The transcripts below exhibit this 
occurrence. 

 
Student 7: Paraphrasing is challenging for me. When I 

drafted my first draft, it was a disaster. I don’t 
know how to paraphrase. I just copied and 
pasted instead. 

 
Student 34: It’s (Paraphrasing is) indeed tough. It was 

introduced in our junior high and senior high, 
but I don’t know how. As far as I can remember, 
my groupmates did our research paper before, 
so I don’t know how they did it.  

 
Student 41: We did not do any research paper in high 

school, so I don’t know how to paraphrase.  
 
Student 18: I am not aware of any in-text citation formats 

before, not until I took GEC 15. But, I did not 
apply it because I forgot. 

 
Student 26: In-text citation? What's that? [The 

interviewer reiterated the lesson on in-text 
citation.] Oh, I was absent at that time. Sorry, 
Sir. It was not discussed in high school because 
we did not write any research papers back then. 
I have to ask my classmates. [The interviewer 
stressed that this topic could be found in the 
book.] Ahh okay, I have to read the book then. 

 
Moreover, 305 students affirmed that they plagiarized 
because they assumed that their professors would not catch 
them plagiarizing (Pennsylvania State University, 2019; 
Rochester Institute of Technology, n.d.). They anticipated that 
their professors would manually check their papers, not 

knowing that their professors might use plagiarism detectors 
like Grammarly. This incidence is best portrayed in the lines 
below. 

 
Student 33: I thought my prof (professor) would just 

manually check our papers. I know Grammarly, 
but it never came in my mind that he would use 
it. 

 
Student 91: I am not fully aware of that technology. 

Maybe I have to paraphrase then because I 
have to maintain my grades. 

 
Student 116: I have to accept the fact that I would get a 

low grade for my first draft. I assumed that Sir 
would just check our papers manually. Bad 
thing he used Grammarly, so I will do better in 
my next draft.  

  
Based on the findings of the study, it is a huge challenge 
college professors and instructors to overcome plagiarism 
because there were students who lack the necessary 
research skills since there were a few students who did not 
experience writing research papers during their junior and 
senior high school education. Also, some students needed 
further guidance and instruction to cope up with their 
classmates who had prior experience in writing research 
papers, specifically paraphrasing and in-text citations. Finally, 
students committed plagiarism because of wrong 
expectations – that is their professor would not use a 
plagiarism detector. 
 
5.4  Effects of the Plagiarism Intervention Program 
After the first phase of the Plagiarism Intervention Program, it 
is noteworthy to mention that the incidence of plagiarism was 
reduced from 313 to 48. After the second phase, the 
occurrence of plagiarism dropped to 0. The research papers of 
the students improved as they applied what they had learned 
from the program. It was taxing, time consuming, and 
demanding, but the results were outstanding. I conducted a 
focus group discussion after the program and asked the 
students about the improvements in their paper. The select 
responses of the students justify the positive effects of the 
Plagiarism Intervention Program.
 

 
Student 14: After the first phase, thankfully my paper 

passed the plagiarism scrutiny. It becomes 
easier for me to revise my paper because I only 
need to paraphrase those with red underlines. I 
also double-checked my paper manually.  

 
Student 35: Thank you, Sir! Thank you, Grammarly! 

From 38% to 0% plagiarism percentage, the 
program helped me a lot.  

 
Student 57: In my case, I got a 15% similarity index in 

my first draft. With the results from Grammarly, I 
became aware of the items that I have to 
paraphrase and cite using in-text citations. I 
also manually checked my work if there were 
sentences or paragraphs with no in-text citation. 
The program, indeed, helped my paper and 
myself. I learned how to paraphrase and use in-



  INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF SCIENTIFIC & TECHNOLOGY RESEARCH VOLUME 9, ISSUE 02, FEBRUARY 2020                     ISSN 2277-8616 
 

5418 

IJSTR©2020 

www.ijstr.org 

text citations.
 
 

6  CONCLUSION 
I end this paper with the concept of Richard Schmidt (2010) 
about the Noticing Hypothesis, which focuses on second 
language acquisition, wherein language learners acquire the 
linguistic features of a language through conscious attention.   
It may not be applicable in this context because it does not 
focus on second language acquisition, but there is a similarity 
between the two as the program emphasizes the ―conscious 
attention‖ of the students towards the plagiarized items found 
in their research papers. The Plagiarism Intervention Program 
brought a positive impact to the research papers of the 
students because they were given a copy of the Grammarly-
generated plagiarism results, which made them aware of the 
items that they have to apply paraphrasing and in-text citation. 
With the right application of technology, specifically 
Grammarly, plagiarism could be avoided which is critical in 
writing academic papers like research papers, thesis, 
dissertations, and others. Even though there are limitations on 
the use Grammarly, specifically identifying plagiarized items in 
books and other published documents, it could benefit a lot of 
educators for them to check their students' papers and aid 
many students for them to apply paraphrasing and in-text 
citation in drafting their academic papers, and eventually, 
eradicate plagiarism.
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