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Academic misconduct relating to images and corresponding
countermeasures//YE Qin LIN Hanfeng ZHANG Yuehong

Abstract  With the deterioration of academic misconduct many
automatic detection tools have been developed against plagiarism.
However these tools have difficulty in identifying the image

manipulation falsification/fabrication and duplication. In this
study we collected various cases of academic misconduct related to
images and carried out a systematical analysis and classification.
We also studied the development and application of new tools for
detecting manipulation and duplication of images. In order to guard
against image fraud and protect academic achievement and
copyright we suggested that the editors should set and enforce
guidelines for authors on the proper handling of images.
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