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Abstract The similarity analysis of the software is to protect the intellectual property rights of software, This algo-

rithm will not strengthen the program to increase its ability to resist the attack, It compares two or more than two pro-

cedures ,to determine whether each contains, This algorithm includes clone detection, software forensic, software birth-

marking and plagiarism detection. The most essential operation is the source code or binary executable file of the pro-

gram, Program is converted into a more easily processing representation, in order to determine the similarity between

two (or program fragments) programs,or one of programs (in whole or in part) contains the other, Finally the general

form of the algorithms was summarized and the corresponding analysis of each algorithm was made,

Keywords Software similarity. Similarity algorithm. Clone detection. Software forensic. Software birthmarking . Plagia-

rism detection
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