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Abstract: Copy detection has very important application in both intellectual property protection and information
retrieval. Currently, copy detection concentrates on document copy detection mainly. In early days, document copy
detection concentrated on program plagiarism detection mainly and now the most studies are on text copy detection.
In this paper, a comprehensive survey on natural language text copy detection is given, the developments of copy
detection is introduced. The approaches and features of a variety of existing text copy detection systems or
prototypes are reviewed in detail. Then some key detection techniques are listed and compared with each other. In
the end, the future trend of text copy detection is discussed.
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AN B ARG L, F M T B A Che&At IR I B R G a4 sk e R4 5 T IR T & R G R AEHL
REGFF,RE 48 H T AR A E AR e LG

KR AN R 5 AR T AR R Bk

HEE S ZES: TP309 SCRRFRINAD: A

S (copy  detection) SUFR S £ kil (plagiarism  detection), H45 AR by &l A K il (duplicate detection), A<
{H 2 S2 0 4018 7= AU LR 7 (intellectual property protection) H — Ff 25 22 T B, )2 # &= & KL & & (information
retrieval) B0 1) —Fh T Be i i8 & A I, B2 A — A SO I A R T2 TG EE BT 54— A e 2
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AN SO BT A A AT R AN B R, 3 G A X SR A R RS AR 4 . ) SR 4k DA B 0 9 TR AR 4 U7 3L

H 7 2505 SR A 3 AT A R R R i, — P B by, Sy — o R vk B v R A A n . K
EI1  HRp o 2 A S5 T 2 A 32 AR P 2 DA DL B A TERE 3l 3k Y6 3 R AT SCAE, AR R 9 1 SRR H B F A
B8 B . SCER[ 11 4R 1622 AT EAL 3 I N5 119 2 4 T A5 0 20, SCRIR [2 4 1+ 32 3l S 7 240 T % 27
DUJR SE 56 5 4 H 77 oK B AR A R 28 £ 4 1) 22 5 PR A%, T LA % 5 SCRY B AR P 5 i BB, 13k 5 7
HAT W] e Bl A FLARATAR B2 B R T BER B 1R AU A G2 R (OCR) & I piE AR A B Il 3 8L
DL“BH 1A i 58 R 1R S DR A P ] 75

FH R I3 CRA 0 R = A LB AR 1 - T R D0 ST A ] g 52 7 1, T A 2 5 0 T b 24 T A S
R A S ECE TG A W AR I T AR S I B G AT A I T S AU B T A SR U G
e <RI 0% (4 A o it e A SRR I 5 AR S AR B L 92 RN RS AN S A L6 ST R R R T Y A L AN e . 58
4 BE T L M LR A TR AL

S VRS I 5 AR T AR 1 B R R AR AR AE R A R FRAT LB A B R R B i A A > 3R [ 1 TG
FH P2 5040, — 55 Sk 7T LA pdf,ps,word,html 55 22 Fiaf sAAAE T 2 ASAS R W3l L M FRATTHE Internet |48 3R 3T
HR I AR AT AT 6 AN 22 A B ik R ] A 25 A IR 1) 485 SR S AR B VIR 9t I 28 0 905 RITAS: 22 W U050, R VR 9 S 2R 3 [P0k R i
5] AR T R0 25 A4 B R 5 1M T B (811 Google, Yahoo,Ei LA K TEEE 2% M3 [k 2 T ) # - 2 3% 1] 41
KEFFEEHAIP) LR MARMRIERI G RERS CHNAER. BARTELUSE MG B R Nz 5l
o s A

1 SFEMZARSE

HUET= M TR SO BRI, AUX 4 Fh R I A AR, S R AR LA rh A ORI S
PG IN 73 A P, — R P SRR, 75— 20t B AR TE 5 SCAR SR . SCHR[S1RIE 178 VST 8Lt
CAD SCA L ) SR (5 FCAE P 7R 7 3 5 R e A AR 0 SR AL R P S SRS U N B AR 5 SCAR SRR AT IR 2
D SR AL A TR RS 00 1 L e ) B AR UL 3 52 SR S A 52 4491 a2 S8 K% Wise T & 11 YAP3IOHL 2, — 3%
WA AR Z AL T BV SRR A 7™ 6 1T A TR B AR 5 SO AN STV BRI, 35 SOOI Y
BT BN AL AR L rh bR PR A4 FnT LA BE 8 e i 7 SOANAR (B AR 35 0 10 7 3 AN REAT RO G R PP I S R £
SN, 2 AR T AR 5 SOA I S5 MRS AR — BN W 2 2, ARV 5 SCAS S S DM 5 AR AT X Bt — 28,

BIG. E8. AUBR SO I B 5z 8 KT SOR SO, JL SO A R ETE B 745 th— FEELIZ LIS . BLR
BHERTIX 3 REBASCIFIEE T WA R A IE A TR IR R R 1T 5 WL, 2 AR SCA T A A A6 Bl 7
155 SCRSSCAT AR I T AT 25 BLIZ AR SO S 41 AT S VPIE 7T 2 UL SCHR[7~9].

2 EFRNE AR %R

2.1 BFEEHRMNERNER

I A AE 20 tH A0 70 SRR AT 27 38 W 9T B L U HE DURE 7 IR B R R 4. Ottenstein 75 1976 4 5 IR & H
T 5T T Bk (attribute counting) K I B 2 57 1) 7 vk B, B4l ) B MRV BUE AR T R MR P G
B PR 5 Verco M Wise!'W7E 1996 4F 45 H, 36 T A AN AT F J 2 T 503k (004G 00 45032 186 0 1) B 4 B 0 F A
A SO A 0 R St i T T s 1 e el I N ) 5 A A R, 45 5 45 M S (structure metrics, R A #23 Il
(control-flow )k #1257 B0 7E A I FE 5 52 30 J2 B &% Pl 7 vk 458 i M T O R )5 &6 b 5 8113 Parker 45
AU Clought 13 5 b3 FR1 4% Al AR 55 82 BRI 75 k1 7 VR0 I A BN TESR I A0 38 1 A HR Y P e 2 I 4% ok
Ky AL e 5 e
22 BARIBENXASEHHRNEARELZRE

B ARIE 5 SO S I AR B BLEL AR e R T 20 4E.1993 45, ARIZONA K24 /) Manber $2H T
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A sift VT H T AE KBS 2R 40 b 53 A A HIBLIR SR Sif T I A B 48 1 30T SCA S ARG AH
Jsif THARH T YT 4R 4 (approximate fingerprints)”, il & T 3 T 5 i UL IC (1 77 V5 A B2 12 ST 2 [ fR AR 4B
P XA TR AR 22 J5 R 1 SCA A2 SR I 2R 42 9T K L1995 4E, Stanford K 2% Brin Al Garcia-Molina 25 A\ 7E <}
PR TRE R R T SCA B LA COPS(copy protection system) % 4il'815 4 N 5% .COPS & 4:
HESE 0 LA ) AR TE 5 SCR IR I R G808 T 2, J5 R A Wl RAHELL 5 COPS K]/ . Garcia-Molina
I Shivakumar 2 A X 42 T SCAM(Stanford copy analysis method) )5 FIU* 231k COPS 2 45,1 T R BLAN R
B9 SCAM 4% 715 B R EA A1 (1 1) B 45 ) B8 (vector space model)! !, 4 F 35 T $5 45 o- 119 07 ok &
ESCARMIME S K Garcia-Molina il Shivakumar %5 A& 7E SCAM (8 Al B4 H) T dSCAM A5 222 48K il s
B BN U 50808 7 R 280 40 A1 20 50808 B L R 7 Web #5830 S A 52 41 1) 05 12123 [R) 40, DR 236 %5 () Heintze
JFR T KOALA RGPV TR L. KOALA RER 5 sif HeAA ] (#7710, 5 2 J M 5 51645 Broder %
A2 (R <shingling” 5 2% 753 B 1K 2211 Si A Leong 28 A 37 1) CHECK Ji 784 2S15% FH G a1 S 4371 (1) 7 vk 5k
o SCAAHAUE AR 2 CHECK R 488 AU SO S5 K9 15 B 51N B SCAAH AL B2 & H .21 T 2000 4K, Monostori 45
AN#ST T MDR(match detect reveal) il BP7=0 MDR FH J5 48 b (suffix tree) K8 5777 8 2 6] (i K TR 5
3k Monostori 25 A 42 )5 4% 1] & (suffix vector) /7 fif J5 X MBI T 2 Al K RIBPEANRD T
CDSDG(copying detection system of digital goods)Za 42, IX 2 o 7 M we K 7 il =1 v 2 B A7 1k i) J 7 T
{1 — AN 5 T A I A I s R R 4. 2R JE K2 Wise JTF K T YAP(yet another plague)l,YAP2,YAP3 % A
)YAP1 1 YAP2 & F FF2 7 S R 1) T2, Y AP3 A F R 52 Sk R U 1) %, R G P A2 o A A ) S A 52
il Glatt™ 45 30 5 557 (1) J7 755 A AN ), F5 BRI 2 5008 Glatt RS NHEE A SRR 65 1 KUk X A
B A RS sk T DA S e 80, 9 BLAEAS A L HA AN TES 2 B OIS 1 XU 9T LA, Glatt 75 Wilson Taylor’s (1953)
SEIE SRR P I R B N — AR 78— SO 2 b — 26 3] B H A 1L AR S U e N M e S A Y
T 2 VP AN B 5 AR XA 7V AR AN B B4k AT S

AT Internet _FiRA7 —SU4R A [ AR5 5 SCA S IR0 AR 55 1) 199 28 R T L 451 41, Plagiarism.org™ L EVE2U
i A1 WordCheck P45 41 5 4 Tplagl* I MOSS(measure of software similarity) [ 3B 714 A 75 52 kS I I 25 .
T L [ 3ty VAT A A 2 B AR PR R W AR BRI P IR 45 R T it % R £ O T L IR 45 R A ) PR 2 L
L HR[38~40].

3 BRESXAEHRN A LA B R

3.1 A B /R
3.1 FRESREUT S0

SCAR SRS DO P A 4o P 25 sl A2 A DRI 8 e S T R A A A T () oy, T 45— AN B PPN AN B AT
A AR A A AR A AR B 8K, SCAS TR TR) 5 43 18 22 5 AL JRE J /N, SCAR T [ 4 e 2 2 1T 2 DAL, A 3 33 ) A 1 1 S
RGeS AR TGT; JUAT 24 s SCAS B AL B K FEA™ BRI, A B a0 s by S0 67 1 B SCARARBL B I, 17 9 7 22
FEMSCA HRFAE.

AR B X SC AR AE (1 7 2, BATTHE SCAS 52 IR W 7 7243 g W 28 — 2R P 28 T 7 45 o LA 1) g vk Bk Oy
T (syntactic) 9 777,101 sif, COPS,KOALA shingling, YAP3,MDR 3% % J7 ¥ #5 % sk ST RS b i L — 28 7 4 3,
XL R YRR R <8 B0 (fingerprint). A% J5 {0 FR SUHL 1] Hash &9, — AMRECH N — AN T I 5 401 Hash £
FFORE [ (98 808 B L 261 Sy SCAS AR RE (0 4l 1 53 ST AR FRABLRE B e 556 bR B0 R 22 Bl 3 T B0 RO B AR A R
A F(A)RTN IR A WHREUEE, F(B)R7n 3R B INFRSUEE,S(4,B) KR 3R 4 A1 B (WAHALRE, S 1 Aok sk s BCh

SKAyB):\FKA)ﬂfKB)L
|[F(AUF(B)|
52 PSR ECh

S,(4,B)=| F(A)NF(B)|.
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AR TG IR W P SR bR BB S(A,B)=S(B,A). 53— SCA ST IR I SR T3l S e v (1 07 ¥k X RO VA RR
1B X (semantic) 1 /592, Wl SCAM,CHECK,CDSDG. i 4l 4t 117235 T~ 15 S AT R 352 A A |19 1) 4t =% ) 482 78 (vector
space model), M2 b, 1% = 3B WAL T A R 2R I LAt R X 8 5 1R S S G v R SCRY A 1]
(10 b U R 50, AR I AR A P AT A B SR R AT o e 0 S SR OB R 9 AL o A A SR P R A 1)
b, DA AR by SORSARABLEE [ 1< 4

3.2 HETARE A LRI ik

Sif, KOALA FI shingling [ 77 V5 A AH [F],COPS W& A [A).HT — & #5245 o F5 SO BE T J5 A FR 8K B
AN 5 Sifl' I S My 3 — AN AT A P AN G R FR il (anchor). 8 i 38 HC— N, T R 2 S L S0 AN Y
() R b — AR KOALAPIANTE ZEAE 4 FJ 55 35 9 S0 1008 — A oof i, AR 5 M SCRY g B — 28K 3 0 ol
FFH (KOALA Al 30~45 F4F LR A3, 20 ANF 05 S ) 1 4 SCRY R S0 Shingling 7 1PV w AN 34 42 1 i)
Bl —A shingle, SR J5 M SCRS T L — & ¥ w(7E shingle 775K 2 4, w b 10 A 5037 ) K[ shingle #4) f 32 kY
T U5 .COPS! AN PR 5z F5 40 1A K B, T A2 DA SCARY H 1 — AN ) 7 A 2 — AN AR, T o] F s — AN ) 1 S 17 4
o EIAEAE 18] DR A £ 5 (O AN H BAE f 7 5 SR At HE B 455 55 ] 2 I bl A e (55 KRR il 4 1 o — L6 4%
JIFRECIT LA, R T 42 RS B ,COPS Bk T 45 SU4E Hh (¥ i 5 1 A J A1) 7. )F FL,COPS F— R SCRY IR 8Lz Ml
B, B EHE BORS BB AR I T R 5] 23 ).

YAP3 5 MDR [ 75 1 28 4bL. 3 05 2 T 3ok 455 s DG P B2 4 A VA e SR w9 5 e K DE i 7 4 L AR 5 4
THUCIE 45 B3 4 b AR ABLRE 4R 95 YAP3 Mg il RKR-GST(running-karp-rabin greedy-string-tiling)———# # 2% 1{,
TR H UG B 5 A R SR (1 e KT S 74 HS MDR P S 4t 4% 32k SRS R 3 R — MR G 4R (suffix tree), 8%
J5i 18 I VE R 4811577k (matching statistics) EL#2 7 RS I SCARY A 3 $ 8 R DUIE 755 . MDR ) J5 24 75 ZEAR K 11
14k 25 18], T AL 5 K Monostori 45 A SCHE Y J5 4% 1) i (suffix  vector) £ il Jm 2 PR 45 17 i 5 260 3 1
(K147 10 JE R B (DAG) [ — Bl A7 figs 75 3. i 2% i 2t rh SUBRAE T B B AN R AZ 1 2R 51 bR SO 135 B R T LA
W KM T 2510,

3.1.3 AT G T ik

SCAM (W73 3 T 5 B R H AR I 78 . SCAMU 2V E 4 G4 SRS rp AN i Aa] HY B0 I B0 3R ) 4% R A
SR P H T B S ) R 51 A7 i Wk (inverted index storage) f7 il SRS 5 i A4 B % S5, SCAM 2 ¥ fia) £ 4% [ 41
(vector space model)i i T AH AT AR A (relative frequency model), H LA EE 5 SCRY AFALUPE . ) 78 2 (RIS AL — R
FH RURR B 4 5% 2 2R B2 S ABLE 7 AH DG A 3 BT 3L S 0 A 9% 2 AT 17 e gy, ik TRl it v SC AP 52 ARG WK
¥4 D IRk SR, 0 F R A I (B AL UD) SO, F(D) R 7R SO DRSS ) & F(Q) R 7 SCR O 1R 1] A3 )
i, o R A4 (B 1) 28, I VM T 4x 5% 28 sCTH S A AHABURE S(D,Q) A

LA "W
S.(D.0) = @ - F(D)-F(0) '
28 @ m)-Y o)
BAR,8(D,0)=S,(0,D).RFM 15 43¢ X T — I 4E (closeness set)c(D,0), H T HSCARY D Al Q Hf H B AH T
fh 23] A2 B, (D, Q) L S FA B S D R O TR R R I EL AL T A
F(Q) F/(D)

o, e=(2",00), 2 — A P AT RIS ECR G ZTHS D X Q PSS EH % ¥ Subset(D,Q),
2o cetrn® F(D)F(Q)

Sl alFAD)
BARD X Q MEEEL O X D MEEEAR—FE R Subset(D,Q)#Subset(Q,D).Jit LL,RFM I & [AAHLUE S(D,Q)
. S,(D,0)=max{Subset(D,0Q),Subset(Q,D)}. 11 & S.(D,0)>1,M1% S(D,0)=1.34 NG S(D,0)=S(0,D).Jl REM
5 1% AT DA S A 0 A 3 A, 9 L R, 2 7 ke 1 A SCRS HR A L 16 7 R K (E S I O SR 1
VEECHL 4 th 2 10K, B IE R 22 (false  positives) Bl K ;i /)y, 1F 58 22 8k /N (5 & A8 U /N R 5 o 45 SCRS 1 fE )t e

Subset(D,Q) =
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/N.SCAM I A 78 — A 3E 1) of B MHZ NN =25 55T P48 37 1) 303 L 6 0.
CHECK 7 ¥4 (1 5 KA s R SCRY S K45 I8 5 TN T SCAR S A I o .CHECK 75 B b A — o SR, 3R 43
L 45 M REPE (structure characteristic), 777 AN J3 M 203 22 o .CHECK 48— f5 SCRY 3 AL TS . 4. BRIESA R —
AR SRS AR AR T AR 9 A A R SO, At AR ORI — A B A R B I R I T AR ARG,
18 TG SR BB o DG F ] B2 H 1) 7 3% AR ] ATUHE EDORE A SRS 1) S8 iA). 1 T CHECK JR 28 BURY I Latex SC#Y,
1M Latex SCRS b3 47 4% 2045 B 9T L CHECK 7R S HUG B ] I 8 SR H 17— 46 5 & 2 L f1, CHECK. A Ay i 46 A4
FFIUKRL A0 17 B0 ] — 5 0 A% R 32 1 ML ] T LA 3 A P 3] S 4 G S 1) 1T D 12 30t BT % £ /b 4% T 3k ,CHECK
SGEUE AT A ) SR )Y A A — A OO I A UL T R b 0 L A A L B R Hh kA
TR IRIRRY sl 73 A 2% SR 1) 45 R R
CHECK 1F LG58 P i SCRY I e JROER FE 10 508 LG8 1 s SR 5 A e 2 0 R V25 s, B SR AT AR DG i, D 45
MRS D FO A e, T UE TR Y s Bl 2R A g ATARLRE A 4. CHECK AR5 P AN 1% pii S Bt 1] 1) k) ARABLRE SR 4 58 5
AR A VG 2 R G S T o A AR KT A B, A S v 1 R UE A, 75 A AL L. .CHECK. F AR v 506
1] ) AR LR, A 5 R
IR]
SV V)= \R\l:] e
DRI
e V0,V 43 5 SCRY A,B W JR5RE 8] B R=V, U Vi S — A5 7% ) B, x5 53 R G20 VA — AT V7, Vs A 4]
) H— 1 A

Xy Xpi

0, ﬁu;ﬁam eV,
Yai :{WAJ, ﬂl]%a“ =a,, ev,’
b w2 R a 7E1% 1 SIBCE.

CDSDGPH i CHECK J7ykdEw Al e b R se R i we . Y. BeS RN ) (0L 41 20k — AR 45 b
W88 5 5 CHECK J7¥—FE3RIFAREAN 1T s SCHE 1A 1) 5 (CDSDG Bk Ay 3 R [ 20 ) FAH Y. P9 1) A3 ) 2t (HL 2 7R DL
FCPIASTT SH ,CDSDG B 7 B2 5t P AN 1 a5 IR S B B, O A e A ) S R O ST A B A 1R A ) o
HIARALBE , AN i ,CDSDG JF A KA S BE RZ A MERHTE SCAM — R ER AKX TSt
CDSDG H 5 — L FE (1) 18 SCH & B i .

BFEIEL RS SHREN GBS MS,(R) A MS (S) HiE X EEE OoS A

7 3.1 YO 12 (R 12 G 7 oy
O0S(M 1, (R), M, (S)) = 2 . | Wyrm (S) fVM,;z(R)
s g, )

Hp WZ,ml(S) il W;,mz(R) DRERBFIEL S5 R FREAR G MRS MS(S) R MS,(R) ¥ 55 7
B G (S) RS (R) MUK W st (S) A 7 02 (R) FH15 1 A3 BT .3 7 11 B B9,

CDSDG = — 7 (14 45 #4) 5 28 S 3 A 791 s SRS v 6 5 B TR ST R i b 6 30 5 SO U 1IESC R
5 SRR GRS MO, (R) A M (S) MEEHITE S OoF 4
"ArcHeads(M,fz(R)) N ArcHeads(M, (S))"

OoF (M}, (R).M;,(5)) = [arctieads(, s

Horpr ArcHeads(X) 373 LASS 5 X TR I IR S5 SRR

$5 )i ,CDSDG 12 JEORLIRE K E1 /NI 38 0 LU e, O U 24 SCTE 8 AN S5 4 T 28 L350/ 145 3
AELINE 47N A1 5 DG S, BE N TR G a2 Bk i N R R T A B 95 28 U, DA 8 R R L IE R R
TRABATN.
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3.2 CAHREIRE

P s SCRY HEAT EU AT ARG W 1) 5 AR BB Ay SCAS B (chunk). S5 R P RS0 2 R A SR AR D — AN B AE 2 X
FERCREAS I HH 5E AR . — AN 2 (0 4 ST A, I Y G 0 R AT e 358 0 A 4 ST AR e A B BR A R 3R — AN R 1R R

AN PR AR XT3 S SO AT A AL B BER A BE R R SO S SOAR X AR AT I DL A

PR D= BN T ZH Z AL RBRNZZ K, & REA—FE.KOALA 1A 30~45 F-7F LU 438,20 A~ 4F
H {£.Shingle 716 £ 10 AN IELL BT, K EY 50~60 MF4F.Sif T HIEHUESE 50 AS5715 (K h sif i ZE H — ik
Tl SO, BT A BL2 74 2 B S DL 45 4 547.). MDR £ 60 A E 451 Ry Bt B2 .SCAM NI I\ BLAS L] | 5 AN I 42
MR 10 ANELL R A — M) F HE R ORI RS EG T — . CHECK 1 CDSDG #ff A —A™ $ 1] 45 h — A
B (R AR 45 M 15 BAE 2 AR RE B SORY REAT AR

M0 5y WL, B BE O 8 )RR /I, G 0 A8 158 PR BT 4 8K AR mT A 0 4 e A A S 1) SCRY ) oA 520 55 57 — T T B
JEE O BS5)BR K, 25 2R 23 SOARM IR 2 oK XA gl 25 381K 2 52 I SRR I 2.1 CHECK A1 CDSDG i 22 4k 1)
iz, W] LASRAS ST G IRDRS B R B T8 2/ R b 0 B8 LA, 75 248 22 1A A ) 1)

TE 16 B SCAS Y S 52 SCAR PR IK 1 F, SRS 2 02 5 5%, 5 A R G AR A [R].COPS e (15250 o,
L SCAS PR A DK 8 v T AR S SRR A RS B AR S SRR T 2 IR I ). I A e TR
B SCAHUIN 30 N 5 I Bk — AN S 1 R SC AR B S AT 4 5 SO RS BE AR SCAM. #EN T —FIA 7S
W1 i DI Bk (Hashed breakpoint chunking), il & 4 B — ™ B3] 71— A Hash {8 I CLUCAf @ SCARHeadn 5411 sif )
A5 P RR A i 00 75 R A DR SOAR B S AR I 3R A3 — N IE 9 5008 =B E R A HI AR 5

Sif,KOALA F1 YAP3 Ji itk BX 1) S0HS T i A2 A — AN 53 o ) 2 1) 72 40 R, T At R e 05 R FH B8 B AR 1
LA B3] Ay 20 B R SO0 T A R ) SR i S0 T, — R SO $5 K AT R 1 R 08 H gt 2 R B (R AR A A
TR S, 3 K TT RE I 48 SCE0H B2 R SCRS I A5 E B L e e ] D, SR Y B R i a0 SRT L FR SR . o
T sif TGN R SR I8 AR AR S B A R 1 R B LA sif B JGVE A SR Fe 8ol AR
33 RG4EH

sif (K] B (A2 75 R SO 2R G0 rhorsr W AH AL SO (45 — 0 SCR), YAP3 1R 2 H (12 A R 52 a3 v 2 %o
R RO W ST S AS A T3 Ak B AR Al FH BI85 4 U CRE ) AT SORY . At 28 495 38 S T 1) S0 S 2 SR W 1) R 45 6 A1)
M RF LK AN 5, #5 B F COPS RETH KU A 158, REH —ANMa & KBEIR A7 T S A1 SCA
s LR, R G — AN, G T A B S N AR AL I SN 5 R R SO BEATE DRI D A B — A R
D AFEELA H B e o A e . 03] A AR ER . AT 25 A D IR S IR LR AR R A bR
e T2 A ER A T AR AR AR I SCRY AR R I B R 1) 5 B b N R SR EE AT FE R, I 4 AL, PR R L
S A2 A 58 RO R AR i R R WU 45 SR I 4 HH A DG e

FA RGBT RS I () s i i N SCAR A XA AR ] HL 2 o 28 #8645 Dy ASCII SCAR.COPS Jii 21 2 e A il
[P SCAHE 2\ Tex(345 Latex),DVItroff Al ASCIT 3L A.SCAM J& 74 v LU Il HTML,ASCII F1 postscript 4z )
SCAF.Shingle /7 & % R HTML M txt SCA SO T 92562 KOALA JsU R UL postseript SC 4. MDR J5 !
L1 — AR, ST IR WL SCRY R (140 PS,PDF,MS WORD,HTML)#; #t il ASCII SC 4. MDR 1 J5i 46
ASCI STt E A4, DL 48 2 R I8 A #F.CHECK J5i 28 UKLl Latex SCRY.CDSDG JR ! & 48 HUH HTML il txt
SO SR

34 B

FRATTHE H A A0 A8 b SCAS RGN 2R S 1) 1 2 P 4% SRR A I ) ] SR A AE R 1 A,
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Table 1 Summary of text copy detection system

R SURERIRIN ARG S

System Feature extracting . s

(Method) Developer (s) Year method Algorithm of similarity Text chunk

Sif U. Manber 1993 String matching Number of common fingerprints 50 bytes after anchor
S. Brin, . . . . .

COPS H. Garcia-Molina, ef al. 1995  String matching Matching ratio of fingerprints Sentence
N. Shivakumar,

SCAM H. Garcia-Molina 1995  Word frequency RFM Word

YAP3 M.J. Wise 1996 ~ RKR-GST, the longest o/ oping ratio

matching string
KOALA N. Heintze 1996  String matching Matching ratio of fingerprints 20 characters

CHECK A. Si, H.V. Leong, ef al. 1997 SC and key words Cosine function and matching Word and variable

ratio of section granularity
Shingling  A.Z. Broder, et al. 1997  String matching Matching ratio of fingerprints 10 words
MDR K. Monostori, et al. 2000 Sufﬁx. tree, t'he longest Matching ratio 60 characters
matching string
CDSDG Song Qin-Bao, ef al. 2001 SC and key words Overlap of semantic and overlap ~ Word a'nd variable
of structure granularity
4 & ®

2 PRSI B AAE 0 R B G RIME SRS ZR R A A B 0 N R T AR A 20 4D 70 SEATT AR BIEIT K JE.
A3 393 1 52 ARSI B A P T R Je T B A DI R P SR DA (R R e S ARG D S S e M MR 45
R 55 4 73 T RO B SCAS S s N s 3 % P S s N, P LA, SCAS S AASr N BR B 21 20 HH28 90 EARA HY B 3L
A SR A P RIEA IR I T i, — SR B T A7 8 BB 7 1k, 53— IRk TR AR GE v (0 07 1. SCA AR
IRT DA S SR R AR 22 770, B VSMLILS FHHE - 55 49 1) SOAR AH AU IR 45 45 A SCAS ST TRIRS U vh 5| N 54
6, LA S B 2 RS ) A 418 v A UK R 1) A T T B e R (0 SCAS S A A Uy 3 I A R e B2 A A s 92
LSRR AL i B2 8 g PR P T AR R 25 R SCAAABLAE 8 A b, B2 RS I AR T A A SR SR A
R b BT B S U R 52 RS I S AT A3 R IR R BOR S B 2 R RE.
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