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ABSTRACT

Inspection of program products illegal reproduction is a significant field in deciding illegal recopy of
program duplication, reproduction, plagiarization and electronic information by expertized programmer or
specialist using computer science knowledge and technical methods. This is important for propelling the S/W
industry in the high value creating industry. In particular, social demands are increasing the conflicts of the
program products illegal recopy because of knowledge property problems. Therefore, legal and structural
methods have been inspection of the program products illegal copy and usage. This article describes the
existing problems of the inspecting of the program products illegal recopy and discusses the future directions
and developing methods for propelling and setting the knowledge property industry field such as S/W
industry.
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[Fig. 1] The Aim of Program Products Iliegal Recopy
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[Fig. 2] The Procedure of Inspection Program Illegal
Recopy
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[Fig. 3] Estimation Factors of Program Duplication
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