
Comparison of student assignments 

 

There are a suspicious number of similarities in the two students assignments. The sentences look 

very much alike. It seems like only a few words or expressions change from one assignment to the 

other.  

 

In one paper, a long sentence is using the word “so”[2] as a link, whereas in the other, the sentence 

is cut in two and the word “so”[1] is used to start the second sentence. Apart from this minor 

change, the content of the four first lines of both assignments is exactly the same. The second 

paragraph repeats the same method. In one assignment there is a long sentence whereas in the 

other, the sentence is cut in two. One assignment uses the verb “is”[2] whereas the other uses a 

synonym, “remains”[1].  

The last paragraph, which is more than 3 lines long, is exactly the same in both assignments, except 

for one word, which is “sixth”[1] in one assignment and “seventh”[2] in the other. When looking at 

the meaning of the sentence, it seems that node seventh should be eliminated to have a matrix of 

size 6 ∗ 6, so the word “sixth” [1] is likely to be a mistake. 

 

The notations for the variables have the same names in both assignments. Maybe the names for the 

variables were imposed by the problem and that would explain why the students use the names, but 

if it is not the case, then it is very suspicious.  

 

In one assignment, there is an attempt to follow the rules and italicize mathematical symbols in the 

text and equations. However, the use of italic for mathematical symbol is not systematical in the 

assignment and there seem to be no specific rule. There is one equation where the italic notation is 

not used at all and another where the italic notation is used only in one half of the equation. In the 

other assignment, the student did not bother at all to italicize the mathematical symbols.   

The important thing is that, in both assignments, the two equations are placed at the same position 

in the report, there content is identical and the students forgot to number them. 

 

After reviewing all these similarities, it is obvious that one student has been using the other student’s 

assignment and has only bothered to operate a few minor changes. There are only around ten words 

different from one assignment to the other, which is a ridiculously small number.  

I tend to think that the student who cut the long sentences and used the word “remains”[1] instead 

of “is”[2] copied on the other. Indeed, when reformulating an assignment, a student can easily spot 

the sentences that are too long and break them in two sentences. He/she is also likely to use more 

complicated words that are synonyms. However, this is just a personal guess and there is no way to 

know for sure.  

 

[1] Student Assignment- Example I 

[2] Student Assignment - Example II 

 

 

 

 

 



Comparison of scientific papers 

 

The first thing that strikes when comparing papers II and III is the first sentence of the abstract. The 

same words are used in a different order. When reading the introduction, the resemblance is even 

more obvious. If one takes “near real-time operational knowledge --- improve the damping of a 

dangerously low-damped mode”[2],[3] and again later, “estimating the shape properties---complex 

system model”[2],[3], the text is almost identical in both papers. What is even more worrying is that, 

in the last paragraph, the expression “as shown in this paper”[2],[3] is used by both authors. It is thus 

the whole point of the paper: “estimating the mode shape properties … [using the method] signal 

processing of time-synchronized measurement”[2] that is being plagiarized by one of the two 

authors.  

 

A similar analysis of paper I and III shows numerous similarities between the two papers.  

The first sentence of the abstract is very similar. All the index terms of paper III, four in total, are also 

present in paper I.   

The second paragraph of the introduction of paper I contains expressions that are also used in paper 

III : “frequency and damping --- mode shape”[1]. The expression “shape of the oscillation”[1], is a 

synonym for “mode shape”[1]. Then follows a definition of the notion of “mode shape”[1] which is 

not present in paper III.  

Surprisingly enough, the passage “near real-time operational knowledge---improve the damping of 

dangerously low-damped mode” [1], [3] is found once again. Thus, this part is similar in all three 

papers! 

 

Finally, similarities between paper II and I can be found in two sentences. In the abstract: “applied to 

both a simulated system and measured data”[1],[2] and the first sentence of the introduction. 

 

The biggest similarities are between papers II and III and between papers I and III. For this reason, I 

tend to think that the authors of paper II and I have both been plagiarizing the author of paper III. 

Moreover, some smaller similarities can be found between papers II and I so one of the two authors 

has probably been plagiarizing the other in addition to plagiarizing the author of paper III. However, 

this is only a guess. If one had the publication dates of the papers, it could be possible to establish 

with better certitude who has been plagiarizing who. Just by looking at the papers, it is hard to tell 

for sure who has been plagiarizing who.    

 

[1] Scientific paper – example I 

[2] Scientific paper – example II 

[3] Scientific paper – example III 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Find references 

 

Reference [1]  is a magazine’s article published in 2000 whose title is “Power education at the 

crossroads”. Reference [2] is a magazine’s article whose title is “Feeding our profession”. Both 

references probably deal with the “phenomena … identified … during the early 2000’s”[9]. Thus, I 

would insert them after “Although this phenomena was first identified as an important issue during 

the early 2000’s”[9]. 

 

The document states that “earlier reports … of shortage were limited to North America”[9] and [3] is 

a report from the National Science Foundation, a US government agency. Thus [3] is probably one of 

the mentioned earlier reports and I would insert the reference after “While earlier reports of this 

kind of shortage were limited to North America”[9]. 

 

Reference [4] is about the European Union’s labour shortage as a consequence, I would insert it after 

“including the European Union”[9]. 

 

Reference [5] is about Australia’s electrical power engineering so I would insert after “and 

Australia”[9]. 

 

Reference [6] is a report issued by the Commons of the United Kingdom in 2009 and according to the 

author, such a report states that “40% of National Grid’s workforce will reach retirement age over 

the next 10-15 years. The UK faces a “crucial skills shortage from 2015 to 2025 that will make power 

supplies less reliable and more expensive” [9]. As a consequence, I would insert [6] just after this 

citation.  

 

Reference [7] corresponds to the “press release from Nordic Energy research in 2008”[9] since the 

paper is available on a website named “nordiceenergy” and was released in 2008. Thus, I would 

insert [7] after “for every new power engineer who completes his/her education, three power engi-

neers are retiring”[9]. 

 

Reference [8] is about “Preserving knowledge legacies”[9]  and in the last sentence the author talks 

about “appropriately transfer [of] knowledge”[9] so I would insert [8] at the end of the text.  

 

[9] Missing references 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Correct citation 

 

The thesis of Richard M. Stallman in “We must talk about freedom” is that, though more and more 

users are attracted to free softwares, they are not taught the philosophy of the community based on 

freedom, which leads to an inability to cope with the community’s challenges and threats. 

I had a look at essays of Richard Stallman so as to understand which challenges and threats he is 

talking about. In order for the free software community to keep developing, one should raise 

awareness of some issues among users. For instance, users should choose to use hardwares that 

have open specifications and free libraries [1]. If new users are not aware of the consequences of 

their choices, the development of the community is indeed threatened. That is why I support Richard 

Stallman’s view when he writes “we need to spread the idea to the new users as they come into the 

community” [1].  

 

[1] Richard M. Stallman,” Free Software, Free Society: Selected Essays of Richard M. Stallman”, GNU 

press, United-States, 2002 

 


