Electrical and Computer Engineering Plagiarism Exercise KEY

Results show that the total call blocking rate (CBR) is not as sensitive to the call blocking probability
(CBP) threshold of each BS when the load is light, rather than heavy.

Almost everyone agrees that this is plagiarism because the wording is almost identical to that of Chu and
Lin and, in addition, there is no citation to give credit for the ideas.

Results show that the total call blocking rate (CBR) is not as sensitive to the call blocking probability (CBP)
threshold of each BS when the load is light, rather than heavy (Chu and Lin, 2006).

Almost everyone agrees this is plagiarism because, even though the citation gives proper credit for the
ideas, the wording is almost identical to that of Chu and Lin.

Some experimental "results show that the total call blocking rate (CBR) is not as sensitive to the call blocking
probability (CBP) threshold of each BS when the load is light, rather than heavy" (Chu and Lin, 2006).

Almost everyone agrees that this is not plagiarism. However, it is an improper quotation because
thewords in quotes are not identical to what Chu and Lin wrote. Another point worth discussing is that
quotes should only be used when the wording of the original author is so important that the information
can not be conveyed in the writer's own words. Quotations should not be used as a substitute for
understanding!

When the traffic load is light, rather than heavy, results show that the total call blocking rate (CBR) is
much less sensitive to the call blocking probability (CBP) threshold of each BS.

Almost everyone agrees this is plagiarism because there is no citation to give credit for the ideas. Most
readers also recognize that the writer has only reversed the order of Chu and Lin's 1st and 2nd clauses.

When the traffic load is light, rather than heavy, results show that the total call blocking rate (CBR) is
much less sensitive to the call blocking probability (CBP) threshold of each BS (Chu and Lin, 2006).

Most experienced writers consider this plagiarism because, although a citation gives credit for the ideas,
the wording is only a slight modification of that of Chu and Lin. This example is worth discussing at
length because inexperienced writers sometimes consider acceptable the rearrangement and substitution
of words and think that such modification makes a sentence their own. It does not. Note that it was not
necessary to understand what Chu and Lin wrote in order to write #5.

Traffic load has been proposed to correlate with call blocking probability of base stations.

Depends: Not plagiarism if this information is common knowledge. Plagiarism if not common knowledge
because no credit is given for the ideas.

Traffic load has been proposed to correlate with call blocking probability of base stations (Chu and Lin, 2006).

This is not plagiarism. Note that, to write examples 6, 7 and 8, the writer had first genuinely to understand
what Chu and Lin had written.

Experiments have shown not only a correlation between base station failure, total call blocking rates, and
traffic load but, furthermore, that heavier loads cause less variation in the blocking (Chu and Lin, 2006).

This is not plagiarism. The writer clearly understands the passage from Chu and Lin and is expressing it
in their own words.

Comments in red are mostly the words of Charlotte Bronson, Iowa State University, adapted slightly by G. Comstock, NC State
to apply to this exercise.



