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REPORT OVERVIEW

Executive Summary

PlagiarismSearch.com analyzed approximately 87.24 million anonymized plagiarism checks conducted
between 2018 and 2025. The expanded dataset includes 17.35 million checks from 2025 and provides
a platform-observed view of how detected matched content changed across submitted documents over
time.

The most important finding is not simply that the observed plagiarism rate changed. The larger insight is that
plagiarism statistics are becoming harder to interpret without context. A lower observed rate can reflect changes
in writing behavior, but it can also reflect broader routine screening, different document types, new institutional
clients, and changing academic integrity workflows.

' Key findings

® The report is based on approximately 87.24 million anonymized checks from 2018 to 2025.

® The 2025 dataset includes 17.35 million checks.

® The platform-observed weighted average plagiarism rate in 2025 was 9.73%.

® Observed plagiarism rate is not the same as plagiarism prevalence.

® A lower observed rate does not automatically prove that plagiarism became less common everywhere.

® Country-level data is interpreted through confidence tiers, not country rankings.

Throughout this report, observed plagiarism rate refers to detected matched or
potentially non-original content in submitted documents. It does not refer to the
percentage of students, authors, or institutions involved in plagiarism.
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DEFINITIONS FIRST
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What This Report Measures

This report is based on anonymized and aggregated plagiarism checks performed through the
PlagiarismSearch.com platform. It measures the average detected share of matched or potentially

non-original content in submitted documents.

The report does not measure the percentage of students who plagiarized, the intent behind matched content, or
the overall prevalence of plagiarism in any country or education system.

Observed plagiarism rate

Observed plagiarism rate refers to the average detected share of matched or potentially
non-original content in documents submitted for checking. It is not the same as the
percentage of students, authors, or institutions involved in plagiarism.

This report measures

Average detected matched content in submitted documents
Platform-observed trends over time

Aggregated, anonymized checking patterns

Country-level data coverage where sample size allows

Changes within PlagiarismSearch.com's submitted-document dataset

Methodology

This report does not measure

The percentage of students who plagiarized
The true prevalence of plagiarism in a country
Student intent or confirmed misconduct

The quality of a country's education system

A universal global census of plagiarism
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LIMITS AND SAFEGUARDS

Methodology and Data Limitations

The report uses anonymized and aggregated plagiarism check data from PlagiarismSearch.com. Personal
identifiers are not included. The results reflect platform-observed patterns among submitted documents and
should not be interpreted as a direct measurement of plagiarism behavior across all students, institutions, or
countries.

Country-level results are interpreted with caution because submission volume can be influenced by platform
usage, client composition, document type, language mix, institutional policy, and checking workflows.

For this reason, the report avoids ranking countries by plagiarism behavior. Country-level check volume is treated
as a coverage indicator, not as evidence that plagiarism is more or less common in a country.

' Methodology principles

Methodology

All data is aggregated and anonymized. ® Observed plagiarism rate refers to detected

matched content in submitted documents.
Country check volume reflects platform usage and

sample coverage. ® | ow-volume country data is not used for strong

. . ) , individual conclusions.
Country-level interpretation uses confidence tiers.

® The report avoids claims about student intent,
institutional misconduct, or national behavior.

The value of plagiarism statistics is not in simple rankings. Their value is in helping
educators, institutions, and researchers understand patterns with the right context.
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DATASET SNAPSHOT

Key Numbers from the 2018-2025 Dataset

The expanded dataset combines the previously reported 2018-2024 analysis with 2025 anonymized
checks. The earlier reporting base covered 69.89 million plagiarism checks, while the updated
2018-2025 dataset covers approximately 87.24 million checks.

87.24M 17.35M

Total checks analyzed Checks included from
across 2018-2025 2025

9.73% 2018-2025

2025 weighted average Reporting period
observed plagiarism rate

Metric Value Interpretation

Total checks analyzed 87.24M Full dataset across 2018-2025

Previous reporting base 69.89M Checks from 2018-2024

2025 checks 17.35M New annual data added

2025 observed plagiarism rate 9.73% Weighted average detected matched content
Country-level confidence method Sample-size tiers Used to avoid overinterpretation

Dataset
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OBSERVED RATE

Global Observed Plagiarism Trend,
2018-2025
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Platform-Observed Average Plagiarism Rate, 2018-2025
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Note: Observed plagiarism rate measures detected matched or potentially non-original content in submitted documents, not the
percentage of students who plagiarized.

Caption: Platform-observed average plagiarism rate, 2018-2025. The rate measures detected matched or potentially non-original content

in submitted documents, not the percentage of students who plagiarized.

The 2018-2025 trend shows that observed plagiarism rates can move in waves rather than in a straight line. The
2025 rate is lower than the previous years in the PlagiarismSearch.com dataset, but this should not be interpreted

as a simple universal decline in plagiarism.

Observed rates can be affected by many factors, including who submits documents, what types of documents are
checked, whether checking is used reactively or routinely, and how institutions integrate originality screening into

academic workflows.

The 2025 rate should be read as a platform-observed signal, not as a standalone
measure of global plagiarism behavior.

Global trend
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REPORTING BASE

Annual Dataset Size, 2018-2025
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Annual Dataset Size, 2018-2025
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Dataset size is shown as reporting context. It should not be interpreted as a measure of plagiarism
prevalence.

Caption: Annual number of anonymized checks included in this report. Dataset size is shown as reporting context and should not be
interpreted as a measure of plagiarism prevalence.

The number of checks included in each year provides context for interpreting the report. A larger dataset can
support broader platform-level observation, but it does not mean plagiarism is more common in the world or in
any specific country.

Changes in dataset size can reflect platform adoption, institutional workflows, client composition, and how often
users or organizations submit documents for checking.

More checks do not necessarily mean more plagiarism. They may simply mean that
originality checking is being used more widely or more routinely.
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CONTEXT MATTERS

Why the 2025 Plagiarism Rate Needs
Context

At first glance, a lower observed plagiarism rate may look like a straightforward improvement.
However, plagiarism statistics are not that simple. When originality checking becomes more common
and more institutional, the dataset may include a wider range of ordinary, low-risk documents.

As a result, the average detected plagiarism rate can fall even when academic integrity remains a serious

concern. This is why the 2025 number should be read as a platform-observed signal, not as a universal statement
about student behavior worldwide.

Possible factor How it can affect the observed rate

Routine institutional screening Adds more ordinary, low-risk documents to the dataset

New large clients Changes the composition of submitted documents

Different document types Essays, reports, theses, drafts, and articles may show different rates
Pre-submission checking May reduce similarity before final submission

Academic integrity policies Can change how and when documents are checked

Student adaptation Better citation and paraphrasing practices may reduce detected overlap
Platform usage by country Affects sample coverage, not necessarily plagiarism behavior

A lower observed plagiarism rate does not always mean plagiarism became less
common. It may also mean that plagiarism checking became more routine.
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CHECKING MODEL

Why Plagiarism Rates Can Fall While Checks
Increase

(@ PiagiarismSearch

Why Observed Rates Can Fall While Checks Increase

A broader checking workflow can change the dataset, even when academic integrity remains important.

8 ™
Reactive checking Routine screening
Suspicious or high-risk documents Many ordinary documents checked
.], workflow shifts ,l,

Narrower dataset b Broader dataset
Higher average observed rate Lower average observed rate
Often used after concern or suspicion Used as a regular academic workflow
. >

Explanatory visual: a lower observed rate may reflect broader routine screening, not only less plagiarism.

Caption: A broader checking workflow can change the dataset. When checking expands from suspicious or high-risk cases to routine
screening, the average observed rate may fall because more ordinary documents are included.

Large-scale plagiarism checking data can be counterintuitive. A platform may process more documents while
showing a lower average plagiarism rate. This can happen when checking expands from suspicious or high-risk
cases to routine review of many ordinary documents.

In that situation, the dataset becomes broader. It may include drafts, pre-submission checks, institutional
screening, and documents from users who are already trying to avoid plagiarism.

Interpretation
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COVERAGE, NOT RANKING

Country-Level Data: Coverage, Not Ranking

Country-level data is useful only when it is read with sample-size context. A country with more checks
in the dataset is not necessarily a country with more plagiarism. It may simply be a country where
PlagiarismSearch.com was used more often by individuals, institutions, or organizations.

For this reason, this report does not rank countries by plagiarism behavior. Instead, it uses confidence tiers to
explain where country-level data can support directional interpretation and where it should be treated as limited.

Country check volume reflects sample coverage and platform usage. It should not be
read as the prevalence of plagiarism in that country.

Tier 2025 checks Public interpretation

High-confidence >=100,000 Suitable for cautious country-level discussion

Directional 10,000-99,999 Useful for directional signals only

Limited 1,000-9,999 Supplementary use; avoid strong conclusions

Insufficient <1,000 Grouped or excluded from individual interpretation

Technical / unknown N/A Included in total where appropriate, excluded from country analysis

Country-level data 10
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CONFIDENCE TIERS

2025 Country-Level Confidence Overview
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Country-Level Data Coverage by Confidence Tier, 2025

High-confidence - 18

Limited - 71

Insufficient - 75

Technical / unknown I 3

0 20 40 60 80
Number of country / territory rows

Confidence tiers prevent overinterpretation of low-volume country rows. Technical or unknown rows are excluded from country-level interpretation.

Caption: Country-level data coverage by confidence tier, 2025. Confidence tiers help prevent overinterpretation of low-volume country
rows and make the appendix more transparent.

The 2025 country-level dataset is divided into confidence tiers based on check volume. This helps distinguish rows
that can support cautious directional discussion from rows that should remain limited or grouped.

This approach is designed to avoid misleading country rankings. Submission volume reflects sample coverage
within the PlagiarismSearch.com dataset, not the national prevalence of plagiarism.

Confidence tiers make country-level reporting more transparent and reduce the risk of
overinterpreting small samples.
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CHECKLIST

How to Interpret Plagiarism Statistics
Responsibly

Plagiarism statistics can support stronger academic integrity practices, but only when they are
interpreted carefully. The same number may mean different things depending on sample size,
document type, checking policy, and institutional context.

® Check the sample size before comparing countries or groups.

® Separate observed similarity from confirmed misconduct.

® Do not treat check volume as plagiarism prevalence.

® Consider document type, language, assignment design, and institutional policy.

® Use trend data to improve prevention and education, not only enforcement.

® Combine automated detection with human academic review.

® Avoid ranking countries or institutions without clear methodological context.

Plagiarism statistics are most useful when they guide better academic integrity
practices, not when they are reduced to rankings.

Responsible use 12
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What Institutions Can Learn from Plagiarism
Statistics

Plagiarism data should not be used as a disciplinary shortcut. A single average rate cannot explain why
similarity appears in student writing or whether misconduct occurred. Its stronger use is diagnostic: it
can help institutions identify where students need support, where policies need clarification, and where
review workflows should become more consistent.

Question for institutions Why it matters

Are high-similarity documents concentrated in specific assignment types? Helps improve assignment design

Are students checking drafts before final submission? May indicate preventive use of plagiarism checking

Do rates change after citation training? Helps measure educational intervention

Are certain departments seeing repeated high-similarity patterns? Helps target academic support

Is manual review part of the process? Reduces false or unfair conclusions

Are Al and plagiarism policies clearly separated? _Prevents confusion between different academic integrity
issues

The most effective academic integrity strategies combine detection, education, transparent policy, and human
review. Plagiarism statistics are most valuable when they help institutions prevent problems before they become
disciplinary cases.
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SUMMARY

Final Takeaways

® PlagiarismSearch.com analyzed approximately 87.24 million anonymized checks from 2018 to 2025.

® The 2025 dataset included 17.35 million checks and showed a platform-observed weighted average plagiarism
rate of 9.73%.

® Observed plagiarism rate should not be confused with plagiarism prevalence.
® |ower observed rates may reflect broader routine screening, not only changes in writing behavior.
® Country-level data should be read through confidence tiers, not rankings.

® The most useful role of plagiarism statistics is to support better academic integrity practice.
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Full data hub

For the latest version of this report, methodology, charts, and any supporting materials, visit:

https://plagiarismsearch.com/global-plagiarism-trends-2018-2025

For questions about the report or methodology: info@plagiarismsearch.com
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