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INTRODUCTION OBJECTIVE

« Similarity checking software in journal publishing can generate startling This case-study analyzed the similarity report
reports of similarity index, casting a doubt on the integrity of the publication. for our article from a journal to objectively

verify the extent of similarity and assess its

validity for consideration as plagiarism.

CONCLUSION

We propose that the metrics of similarity software
be substantiated with human intervention for
verification, to avoid an oversensitive judgement

of plagiarism.

« Passing the plagiarism check can be challenging, particularly, while
developing a secondary manuscript, which has a previously published
primary article or congress abstracts of the same study.

* It's Imperative to understand the difference between text 'similarity' and
plagiarism. The similarity index could capture innocent terms/phrases from
the huge database of sources; such 'over-sensitive' detection can distract
the focus from the major scientific content.

Q METHODS

Analysis of individual

Journal submission . .
sections of the manuscript

How a high similarity-index impacts us
» Shocking and demotivating. “‘ K Phase 4 manuscript 5. (9 Journal shared » Number of hits
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* Dilemma of what a-nd ho-w much can be modified without copy/ paste)
compromising the integrity of the reported content.

Proposed Recommendations

./ /. Analyze the report and discern plagiarized
vs required repeated text

Q RESULTS

Categories of Similarity

The Similarity report (34%) captured hits (range, common terms VTS . - = Abbreviations/ Acronyms/ Definitions:
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In body text In tables and figures
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Congress abstract Supplements The safety profile of XXX was consistent with the reported randomized-controlled global studies week 24 visit. All values are e:{pressed a5 mean (SD:}: Assessments were

nging from 0 to 10, where 0 represents productivity not affected at all/no

1 9%: From Cross-ref American College of Rheumatology (ACR20) luctivity affected very much/the worst pain imaginable unless until specif
Fﬂllege of Rheumatology 20% improvement criteria; AS, ankylosing 5
pondyloarthritis International Society 20% improvement criteria; BASL
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None of the TEAEs led to discontinuation of the treatment

a higher proportion of patients achieved ASAS20 response at week 24 1n this study
No deaths were reported
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