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[57] ABSTRACT
A system to control the use of an informational product

is disclosed. The informational product is stored on a
storage medium and executed by a first processor. The
informational product is operatable in a plurality of
modes. The system comprises three manufacture mod-
ules. The first manufacture module, executed by the

. first processor, generates a registration code for a user
of the informational product, the registration code
being a function of the identity of the first processor, the

~identity of the user and the identity of the informational
product. The second manufacture module, executed by
the first processor, accepts as input an authorization
code, verifies the authorization code and, if the verifica-
tion is successful, changes the operational mode of the
informational product. The second manufacture mod-
ule also stores a user record in the informational prod-
uct. The third manufacture module examines the user
record each time the informational product is activated.
The third module determines the operational mode of
the informational product as a function of the opera-
tional mode stored in the user record and the identity of
the processor on which the third module is executed.
The third module returns to the informational product
the user record.
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METHOD AND SYSTEM FOR DECENTRALIZED
MANUFACTURE OF COPY-CONTROLLED
SOFTWARE

FIELD OF INVENTION

The present invention is directed to a computer based
method and apparatus to control the distribution of
information, and more particularly, a method and appa-
ratus whereby a user of computer software becomes the
primary agent of manufacture and distribution of the
software under the direct monitoring and control of a
centralized control point.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

Traditionally, - computer software is manufactured
and distributed through a system where a developer
creates software (by designing a solution to a problem
and coding that solution), manufactures the software in
mass at a production facility, packages the software and
then distributes it to the consumer. The software, in the
form of computer code, is stored on a secondary storage
device, such as a disk. Software products are generally
manufactured by copying the computer code to the
required number of storage devices. In a normal distri-
bution chain, the consumer, who may be a purchaser or
licensee, generally acquires the software (i.e., a storage
device containing a copy of the computer code) from
wholesale or retail dealers who in turn have acquired
the software from the manufacturer.

A problem with the traditional system for the manu-
facture and distribution of computer software is that
each software developer has its own substantial produc-
tion, packaging and transportation costs, plus fixed
overhead costs for facilities and personnel. When added
to the initial investment required to develop software,
such costs often make the launching of a new product
prohibitive for the developer, especially where the de-
veloper is an individual or small corporation. Produc-
tion and distribution is costly, and these costs are passed
on to the consumer by way of higher product prices or
fees. Additionally, the developer, where demand for a
product is uncertain, may not know how many copies of
a piece of software to manufacture and distribute. Pro-
duction of too many or too few copies results in lost
profits.

One approach taken by a segment of the software
industry in order to reduce the inherent costs associated
with the traditional manufacture and distribution of
software is to invite consumer participation through the
concept of “shareware” software. Shareware is soft-
ware available for copying by consumers free of charge
or at nominal costs from electronic bulletin boards ac-
cessed using modems or through mail order catalogue
services. If, after having had an opportunity to use the
software for a short period of time, the user decides to
keep the software, the user is then under a good faith
obligation to register the software and return a fee to
the developer or distributor. In practice, the consumer
participation in copying and distributing the available
software is good, but the honorarium is rarely paid. As
a direct consequence of the poor returns to shareware
developers in general, the quality of products and level
of support is low.

Another and very significant problem facing the
manufacturer of computer software is the unauthorized
reproduction of software products. Computer software
is expensive to design and code, but the duplication of
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an individual piece of software can be done swiftly and,
relative to the initial production costs, at minimal cost.
For example, by using operating system commands, a
user can simply copy a program from a storage device
such as a disk using one of the user’s disk drives to
another storage device. This illegal copying of software
duplicates, on a small scale, a developer’s manufactur-
ing process. However, the unauthorized copying of
computer software cannot be controlled by the manu-
facturer and the distribution of authorized copies can-
not be traced.

The software manufacturing industry is placed in an
unfortunate position. The purchase price of software is

- relatively high to reflect the cost of design and coding.
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The consumer is often averse to paying a high price for
software, especially for software that cannot be evalu-
ated before purchase (because the manufacturer will not
allow access to the software before the purchase to
prevent pre-purchase copying), and when the consumer
is faced with a low risk of being detected and prose-
cuted for copying software, there is a strong incentive
to make an unauthorized copy of the software. In effect,
unlicensed, pirated software competes directly for the
same market as legally manufactured software. The lost
revenue to the manufacturer is passed on to the con-
sumer via higher purchase prices, further increasing the
incentive for piracy. With the current trend in the in-
dustry to develop software which has an intuitive,
graphical interface, not requiring manuals to operate it,
this problem can only increase as users do not require
access to difficult to copy instruction manuals and tuto-
rials. Further, pirated software can be quickly and
widely distributed over telephone lines using modems.

One approach the industry has taken to improve the
return on investment in the manufacture and distribu-
tion of software is to attempt to decrease the amount of
software piracy. Software developers have used vary-
ing copy protection schemes. These schemes generally
prevent a user from copying software or using an unau-
thorized copy of software. Schemes include “dongles”,
“code-wheels”, storing the software on difficult to copy
storage devices such as copy protected disks, using
enabling access codes provided in user manuals or by
the developer that must be entered before the software
will work, or using hardware specific validation codes
that allow a piece of software to operate only on one
identified computer. Alternatively, a software devel-
oper could use a hardware copy protection scheme
where an access code is supplied by a unique or difficult
to copy hardware device able to be attached to only one
computer at a time. Typically, when licensed software
is not given an access code, the standard practice is for
the software to refuse to operate. See, for example, U.S.
Pat. No. 4,562,306 (Method and Apparatus for Protect-
ing Computer Software Using an Active Coded Hard-
ware Device) and 4,748,561 (Method of Protecting
Computer Software).

Copy protection schemes have not been effective in
stemming the tide of piracy, mainly because there are
many specialized anti-copy products available to “un-
lock” the copy protection. Further, some copy protec-
tion schemes prevent consumers from legitimately mak-
ing backup copies of the software for use when the
authorized copy fails or is destroyed.

Another approach to prevent piracy of software is to
require the authorized user, upon the first start-up of the
software, to input the user’s name (which is then stored
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in the software’s code) such that the user’s name will
appear on the initialization screen on each successive
re-use in order to identify the user to whom the soft-
ware is licensed or sold. This practice is intended to
discourage authorized software users from allowing
their software to be reproduced, knowing that they can
be identified readily from an unauthorized copy of the
software. However, as the software producer is unlikely
to know when the software is illegally copied and is
unlikely to be able to track down unauthorized users,
such a scheme does not discourage copying. Further,
there is no identification of users who pirate pirated
software.

An approach to reduce piracy prior to purchase but
to allow a potential consumer to test a piece of software
is to distribute demonstration software without the full
functional features of the software program. This per-
mits the user to sample the user interface and certain
features of the software without having to purchase the
software product ‘“‘sight unseen”. If the user likes the
software, the user can contact the developer or distribu-
tor for the fully functional software upon registration
and payment of a license fee or the purchase price. The
problem with such demonstration software is that twice
the number of software products have to be produced
and distributed. One or more storage mediums contain-
ing software must be produced and distributed for dem-
onstration and one or more storage mediums containing
different software must be produced and distributed for
full function operation. This increases the costs of pro-
duction and distribution. Further, the user is inconve-
nienced by twice having to contact or visit the distribu-
tor and is delayed until the full function software is
obtained.

One solution to the problem of having to obtain addi-
tional fully functional software is to initially provide to
the user the full function program but to have only
certain files active for demonstration purposes. Then, if
the user wants to enable the full function, the user must
contact the developer or distributor for registration and
payment of the license fee or purchase price in return
for an access code. However, once the access code is
revealed, unauthorized copies can be made and the
access code can be passed on with the unauthorized
copy of the software. Therefore, this is not effective
protection. Typically the process also requires the over-
head of serializing each individual software copy at a
central point of manufacture.

As a result of the high overhead costs of the tradi-
tional means of manufacture and distribution of soft-
ware, and the significant level of unauthorized repro-
duction of software, there is a need in the software
industry for a system that takes advantage of the soft-
ware consumers’ ability to manufacture and distribute
copies of software using their own equipment while at
the same time controlling access to the software so that
the person who designed and coded the software re-
ceives fees for its use. In other words, there is a need in
the industry for a method of manufacture and distribu-
tion that invites rather than restricts consumer partici-
pation in the manufacture and distribution process but
does not reduce the incentive of the original manufac-
turer to create the software.

Software is not the only product that suffers from
these problems. Other developers and distributors in the
information industry, such as developers and distribu-
tors of databases and other informational products, also
have difficulties controlling access to their product
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where it can be loaded onto a user’s own machine. They
have a product that individual users find easy to copy
and distribute, but which is costly for the developer to
initially design, make and efficiently distribute. Devel-
opers and distributors of information products desire to
harness the user’s ability to copy and distribute their
product but only where they can obtain a fee for their
initial involvement.

As a result, there is a significant and substantial need
in the information industry to allow developers to sell
their information product to the full potential market
efficiently, that encourages and takes advantage of con-
sumer participation in the manufacture and distribution
of the information products yet has centralized monitor-
ing and control, that permits consumers to evaluate the
product prior to the purchase decision, that effectively
combats piracy, and that permits developer profit for
funding of support and update services.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

The present invention provides a method and appara-
tus that monitors and controls the use of information
stored on a storage medium. The information, in ma-
chine readable form, can be, for example, a computer
software program or a database. In the representative
embodiment, the information is a software product.

According to the present invention, the software
products are created by software developers capable of
being operated in two modes. The first mode is a full-
function mode, where all the functions and features of
the software product are available to the user of the
software product. The second mode is an evaluation
mode, where only certain functions, decided by the
software developer, can be accessed by the user. The
evaluation mode allows potential users to try and evalu-
ate features of the software product. Each software
product is stored on a storage medium, in the represen-
tative embodiment, on disk. On each disk (or set of
disks) the software product is capable of being operated
in both modes. However, each software product oper-
ates in only one mode at a time.

The present invention, in the representative embodi-
ment, involves two computers. A first computer, the
user’s computer, executes the software product. A sec-
ond computer, belonging to a Central Authority, con-
tains a database that stores information about software
products recognized by the Central Authority and
about the users who are authorized to operate software
products in full-function mode.

When a new user obtains a disk containing a software
product, the software product will operate in the evalu-
ation mode. The new user can freely operate the soft-
ware in the evaluation mode and make other copies,
which will also be in the evaluation mode. If the new
user wishes to use the software product in full-function
mode, the new user contacts the Central Authority to
obtain an authorization code. It is expected that the new
user will pay a fee for obtaining the authorization code.

To obtain the authorization code, the new user will
conduct, on the user’s computer, a registration process.
A Get Registration Code Module, a separate executable
segment of the software product, produces for the new
user a registration code. The registration code is a code
made by the Get Registration Code Module based
upon, inter alia, the version and identity of the software
product, the identity of the user’s computer, the identity
of the previous user (if any) and data about the new
user. (The data about the new user had previously been
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entered by the user as requested by the software prod-
uct.)

The new user transmits the registration code to the
Central Authority. At the Central Authority, an autho-
rization process takes place. The registration code is
decoded by the Central Authority and from the con-
tained information, an authorization code is made. The
new user provides user information to the Central Au-
thority, plus a fee, and obtains the authorization code.
The new user then enters the authorization code into
the user’s computer to become an authorized user and
the software product will operate in full-function mode.
In some cases, for example, when requested by the
software producer, the authorization code is able to be
used on later versions of the same software product.
Thus, the authorization process and conversion to full-
function mode takes place at the user’s own site. Details
of authorized users and from whom authorized users
obtain the software product are stored in the Central
Authority’s database.

After the user enters the authorization code, a Save
Ownership Details Module modifies the executable
code of the software product. The modification ensures
that the software product will operate free of evaluation
mode limitations on the user’s computer upon which the
registration process took place.

Further, a Prime Backup Module ensures that every
authorized user holds a backup copy of the software
product. The backup copy is in the evaluation mode,
and so can be freely be copied for distribution to other
potential users, who can register themselves as autho-
rized users as described above. However, the backup
copy is such that if the registered user’s software prod-
uct fails, the backup copy (or a copy of the backup
copy) can, using the previously obtained authorization
code, be converted to full-function mode.

Each time a user starts the software product, a Get
User Data Module checks what mode the software
product is operating in. It does this by examining an
ownership details record stored by the Save Ownership
Details Module. If in evaluation mode, the user can
access only designated features of the software product,
as discussed above. If in full-function mode, the Get
User Data Module will check to see if the software
product is being used on the user’s computer upon
which the registration process took place. If it is not, the
software product will automatically revert to evalua-
tion mode. When in full-function mode, the authorized
user’s name is displayed on the screen.

The four modules above, namely the Get User Data
Module, the Generate Registration Code Module, the
Save Ownership Details Module and the Prime Backup
Module are what are referred to as Manufacture Mod-
ules.

When the software product is created, the software
developer inserts four “dummy” developer modules
into the code of the software product. This is called the
priming process. The developer modules simulate the
operation and interfaces of the Manufacture Modules
for testing and development purposes. The developer
modules are made freely available by the Central Au-
thority.

As the next step in the creation of the software prod-
uct, the software product containing the developer
modules is transferred to the Central Authority. The
Central Authority performs a Franking Process on the
software product whereby the four developer modules
are replaced with the four Manufacturers Modules. The

6

software product is placed in evaluation mode, copied
and distributed in the marketplace and to potential us-
ers. Details of the software product are stored in the
Central Authority’s database. In performing the Frank-
ing Process, the Central Authority is not given access to
the software product’s source code or object modules,
preserving confidentiality.

The Manufacture Modules contain computer instruc-
tions that encrypt the registration code and decrypt the
authorization code which allows the vser to operate the
software product in full-function mode. Further, com-
puter instructions allow the detection of whether the
software product has been tampered with. In the Au-

_thorization Process, the Central Authority checks for

tampering of the software product to prevent the prolif-
eration of copies of software products that have been

corrupted or tampered with.
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Many software developers can create software prod-
ucts that contain developer modules and that are capa-
ble of being used in two modes. The Central Authority’s
database is capable of storing information about various
software products and various authorized users.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 is a block diagram of an exemplary computer
system incorporating the information distribution sys-
tem of the present invention.

FIG. 1A is a data flow diagram illustrating the over-
all process of the present invention.

FIG. 2 is a flow chart diagram of the operation of the
Manufacture Modules of the present invention and their
interaction with the host software product.

FIG. 3 is a flow chart diagram of the Authorization
process of FIG. 1A.

FIG. 4 is a flow chart diagram of the Get User Data
Module of FIG. 2.

FIG. 5is a flow chart diagram of the Generate Regis-
tration Code Module of FIG. 2.

FIG. 6 is a flow chart diagram of the Save Ownership
Details Module of FIG. 2.

FIG. 7 is a flow chart diagram of the Prime Backup
Module of FIG. 2.

FIG. 8 is a flow chart diagram of the Franking pro-
cess of FIG. 1A.

FIG. 9 is a flow chart diagram of the Developer
Modules of FIG. 1A.

FIG. 10 is an example table structure of the Central
Database of FIG. 1A.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Referring now to the drawings, and initially FIG. 1,
there is illustrated in block diagram form an exemplary
computer system incorporating the information distri-
bution system of the present invention.

A user’s computer processor 10 is coupled to a mem-
ory device 11 and an input/output device 12. A second-
ary storage device 13 contains a copy of an informa-
tional product 14. In the representative embodiment,
the informational product 14 is a software product, such
as a computer program, and the secondary storage de-
vice 13 is a disk. The computer program stored on the
secondary storage device 13 is loaded onto the memory
device 11, or is coupled to the memory device 11 and
accessed by the user’s computer processor 10. The com-
puter program is executed by the user’s computer pro-
cessor 10.

A Manufacture Control Agency operates a second
computer processor 15, coupled to a Central Database
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112. An operator (not shown) at the Manufacture Con-
trol Agency accesses the Central Database by means of
a second input/output device 16 coupled to the second
computer processor 15. An Authorization Process 109,
as illustrated below in FIG. 1A, is conducted using the
second computer processor 15.

The user and the Manufacture Control Agency com-
municate with each other. In a representative embodi-
ment, the communication takes place via a telephone
line 20. The user’s computer processor 10 is coupled to
a modem 18 which is coupled to the telephone line 20.
A second modem 19 is coupled to the second computer
processor 15 which is also coupled to the telephone line
20. A registration code (1092 FIG. 1A), as determined
by the informational product 14 operating on the user’s
computer processor 10, is communicated to the second
computer processor 15 which in response returns an
Authorization Code (1086 FIG. 1A). The Authoriza-
tion Code is used to enable the informational product 14
to operate in a fully functional manner, as described
below.

Referring now to FIG. 1A, there is illustrated a data
flow diagram showing the various processes of the
present invention. The data flow of the present inven-
tion is shown in the context of software manufacture
and the distribution. However, the present invention is
not limited to the manufacture and distribution of soft-
ware. Other informational products, such as databases,
could be the product that is developed and distributed.
The diagram shows each component process of the
present invention and the inputs and outputs of each
process. Each process is shown as an oval labelied and
numbered. The inputs to and outputs from the processes
are shown as directional lines labelied with a number
and a letter.

As input, there is the initial informational product 14
by a developer 101. The informational product 14 could
be, for example, a software product, such as a computer
program. The software product could be one developed
for use and execution on any type of computer and
could carry out any application or utility. In a represen-
tative embodiment, the informational product 14 is a
software product (“the host software product”), which
is input as source code into a Priming process 102 of the
present invention (102a). The host software product, in
the representative embodiment, is stored on the second-
ary storage device 13 being a disk.

The software developer, before releasing the host
software product to users, performs the Priming pro-
cess 102 on the host software product. The Priming
process 102 involves combining the host software prod-
uct 102¢ with a set of four Developer Modules 103 in
object code 1025, that are supplied by a central Manu-
facture Control Agency, using an indusiry standard
“Linker”.

The Manufacture Control Agency makes the Devel-
oper Modules 103 in object code 1025 freely and widely
available to all developers for inclusion in their host
software products 103. The Developer Modules 103 are
incorporated into the code of the host software product
by the developer. The developer is supplied with a
specification of the interface of the Developer Modules
103 so as to be able to carry out such incorporation. The
unencrypted nature of the Developer Modules 1025
does not compromise the security of the subsequent
manufacture and distribution process as the modules are
overwritten in a Franking process 104 with a set of
encrypted Manufacture Modules. A more detailed de-

8
scription of the Developer Modules 1024 is provided
below and shown in FIG. 9.

The resultant software product 1044, after complet-
ing the priming process 102, is then tested thoroughly
before a copy is sent to the central Manufacture Control
Agency where the Franking process 104 is conducted.

Franking is a process whereby the Manufacture Con-
trol Agency modifies the primed host software product
provided by the developer 104a by overwriting the
Developer Modules therein with a set of four specifi-
cally created Manufacture Modules to create an evalua-
tion mode copy of the host software product. A more
detailed description of the Franking process is provided

. below and shown in FIG. 8.
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The Manufacture Modules created during the Frank-
ing Process 104 comprise the software instructions nec-
essary to control the steps of getting data about a new
user of the host software product and determining the
operational mode of the software each time it is used,
generating the registration code needed by new users
when arranging to convert their copy of the host soft-
ware product to full-function mode, performing the
conversion to full-function mode, and allowing the user
to make a primed backup copy of the host software
product. The Franking Process 104 generates Manufac-
ture Modules that are customized to each host software
product. The Manufacture Modules contain features
which provide security against tampering with or cor-
ruption of the code of the host software product.

Part of the Franking process 104 also involves the
storage of information 1124 about the software product
in the Central Database 112 operated by the Manufac-
ture Control Agency. The Central Database 112 can
contain information about numerous host software
products from numerous developers. Information 11254
is also captured into the Central Database 112 during
the authorization process 109 discussed below. The
information retained in the Central Database 112 serves
three primary purposes. Firstly, data held about each
specific host software product is used during the Autho-
rization process 109 when a potential user of the host
software product requests authorization to use the soft-
ware. Secondly, registration data is retained in the Cen-
tral Database 112 and is used to make payments to the
developer for new registrations and to provide the de-
veloper with a complete register of the authorized users
of its products. Thirdly, genealogical information, ob-
tained in the registration process 1125, is stored in the
Central Database 112. The genealogical information is
information identifying from which user the newly
registered user obtained the software. It can be used as
the basis for commercial arrangements which support
and encourage the process of duplication and distribu-
tion (e.g. through the payment of commissions). The
structure of the Central Database 112 is discussed below
and is shown in FIG. 10.

After the Franking process 104 is complete, the soft-
ware 105z can be returned to the developer or to an-
other party for “seeding” of the product into the user
community 105. Seeding 105 is accomplished by mak-
ing evaluation mode copies of the host software product
freely available to potential consumers. The distribution
of the initial “seed” copies (or distribution copies 106)
can be conducted through standard industry distribu-
tion channels 1064 such as, for example, electronic bul-
letin boards, Public Domain Libraries, direct mailing,
disk-based magazines and compendium laser disks. The
seeding process establishes an initial pool of distribution
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copies 106 of the host software product within the user
community.

The distribution copies of the host software product
in evaluation mode 106 that are placed into the user
community by the seeding process are made available
for evaluation purposes only. Copies of the software in
evaluation mode do not permit operation beyond that
level which is necessary for the software consumer to
make an evaluation of the host software product’s fea-
tures prior to making a decision to purchase. However,
the host software product does contain all the execut-
able code and ancillary files necessary for the software
to operate without any restrictions. That is, the con-
sumer is in fact supplied with a complete copy of the
software, but can not operate the software in full-func-
tion mode until after the registration process 108, as
discussed below, is completed.

The quantity and penetration of the distribution cop-
ies 106 within the user community increases as distribu-
tion copies 106 of the host software product in evalua-
tion mode (107a) are duplicated 107 and the duplicates
1065 are passed between users, each who can evaluate
the software and can duplicate the software using their
own equipment 107 and pass the duplicated copies 10656
to other potential users. This duplication 107 is a pro-
cess which all consumers of computer software prod-
ucts are familiar and can carry out using their own
hardware equipment 10 to 13.

As stated above, the distribution copy 106 of the host
software product is a copy of the host software product
first given to the user as part of the seeding process 105,
It is in evaluation mode. The user will usually copy the
distribution copy 106 of the host software product,
making an evaluation mode working copy of the host
software product. Because the host software product
may be stored on the secondary storage device 13 in a
compressed form, the user may have to create the work-
ing copy by decompressing the distribution copy 106 of
the host software product before the host software
product can be used. The working copy is a copy of the
host software product that the user runs and executes on
the user’s computer processor 10. For example, the
working copy could be loaded onto the memory device
11, such as the user’s hard disk drive, and is executed by
the user’s computer processor 10. The working copy
may be in either evaluation mode or full-function mode.
(A working copy is to be distinguished from a backup
copy of the host software product, which is in evalua-
tion mode. When the user performs a Recover Backup
option 225 on the backup copy, as explained below in
reference to FIG. 2, the backup copy (or a copy of the
backup copy) will be converted to a full-function work-
ing copy. The backup copy of the host software prod-
uct is created during by the Prime Backup process 700,
explained below in reference to FIG. 7.)

As people within the user community come into
contact with the host software product they will evalu-
ate the host software product and decide on its suitabil-
ity to their requirements. Should the host software
product prove satisfactory and the user wishes to make
further use of the host software product the user can
undertake the registration process 108 and register a
copy of the host software product 108z with the Manu-
facture Control Agency. The registration process 108
firstly involves an Authorization process 109 whereby
the user provides the Manufacture Control Agency
with the registration code 109z and receives from the
Manufacture Control Agency the Authorization Code
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10
108b. In an exemplary embodiment, the exchange of
codes can take place directly between the Manufacture
Control Agency’s computer processor 15 and the user’s
computer processor 10, which executes the host soft-
ware product, via the telephone line 20. The Authoriza-
tion Code enables the transformation of an evaluation
mode copy of the host software product 108a into a
full-function mode copy of the host software product
110. The registration process 108 also transforms an
evaluation mode copy of the host software product
108¢ into a backup copy 106 which can still be freely
passed to other potential users for their use in evaluation
mode. This transformation involves storing an identifi-

_cation number and details of the new user in the distri-

bution copy 106 of the host software product originally
given to the user, to make it the backup copy. Thus, if
the full-function copy 110a of the host software product
fails, a new full-function copy can be made by reactivat-
ing the backup copy of the host software product (or a
copy of the backup copy) using the same Authorization
Code (see steps 226 to 231 of FIG. 2). A more detailed
description of the registration process is provided
below and shown in FIG. 2, (steps 210 to 224).

Full-function mode copies of the host software prod-
uct 110 operate without any of the restrictions which
apply to evaluation mode copies. Each time the host
software product is used in full-function mode, the
name and address of the registered user is displayed on
a banner page.

Control over the registration process 108 is provided
by the Manufacture Control Agency during the Autho-
rization process 109 through the provision of Authori-
zation codes 1085. The Authorization process 109 re-
quires the new product owner to provide information
(including the registration code 109a) to the Manufac-
ture Control Agency (See step 216 of FIG. 2). The
Authorization process 109 also draws on information
10956 about each host software product which is stored
in the Central Database 112 and results in the storage of
information 1126 about the new user in the Central
Database 112. A more detailed description of the Au-
thorization process 109 conducted by the Manufacture
Control Agency is provided below and shown in FIG.
3.

It should be noted that the registration process 108
and the Authorization Process 109 occur in different
physical locations. The registration process 108 is per-
formed using the user’s computer processor 10 operat-
ing on the host software product. The Authorization
Process 109 takes place on the Manufacture Control
Agency’s computer processor 15 which accesses the
Central Database 112.

In the event that the user of the host software product
makes a copy of the full-function product available to
an unauthorized user 111, the Manufacture Modules
embedded in the host software product contain a mech-
anism whereby the unauthorized or illegal use 111 of
the host software product is detected and the full-func-
tion mode copy reverts to an evaluation mode copy
106d. A more detailed description of this process is
provided below and shown in FIG. 4, (steps 406 to 411).

Referring now to FIG. 2, there is shown a flow chart
diagram illustrating the operation of the four Manufac-
ture Modules and their interaction with the host soft-
ware product according to the present invention. The
Manufacture Modules are incorporated into the host
software product during the Franking process 104 of
FIG. 1A. The modules are executed by a user’s com-
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puter processor 10 which has a computer memory 11
capable of storing the host software product and its
incorporated Manufacture Modules. The four Manufac-
ture Modules are: (1) a Get User Data Module 400, (2)
a Generate Registration Code Module 500, (3) a Save
Ownership Details Module 600, and (4) a Prime Backup
Module 700 (each depicted in FIG. 2 with double bar
sides). During the host product development and test-
ing phase 101 and 102, the functionality provided by
these modules is simulated by four equivalent Devel-
oper Modules 103.

FIG. 2 illustrates, without reference to any particular
coding language, the interaction between the Manufac-
ture Modules and the standard host software product.
In FIG. 2, the functions not provided by the four Manu-
facturer modules are provided by the host software
product. Thus, the developer of the host software prod-
uct must know the interface between the host software
product and the Manufacturer Modules as well as the
function of each module. The actual code used to ex-
press the function of the Manufacturer Modules de-
pends upon that of the specific host software product.
Minor error handling pathways have been omitted from
FIG. 2 to preserve the clarity of the illustration.

The Manufacturer Modules do not directly interface
with the user of the host software product. The Manu-
facturer Modules interface with the user only through
the host software product and thus are able to take
advantage of the user interface of the host software
product.

The initialization code of the host software product is
executed 201. The initialization code performs set-up
functions necessary for the operation of the specific
host software product, and depends on the host soft-
ware product.

After the execution of the initialization code 201, the
Get User Data Module 400 is called. A purpose of call-
ing this module is to obtain current ownership details of
the host software product for subsequent display on the
host software product banner page 205. If operating in
full-function mode, the Get User Data Module 400
returns an ownership details record containing current
ownership details. Once the Get User Data Module has
completed its function, control is returned to the host
software product. The operation of the Get User Data
module is illustrated in FIG. 4.

The Get User Data Module 400 always returns an
indication as to whether the host software product is
being used by an authorized user. When the Get User
Data Module 400 detects unauthorized usage of the host
software product, as described below, the host software
product will transparently revert from full-function
mode to evaluation mode 408 of FIG. 4.

If operating in evaluation mode, the Get User Data
Module 400 returns an ownership details record which
indicates that the host software product is operating in
evaluation mode. In the event that the process of revert-
ing to evaluation mode will be prevented by write-pro-
tection of the storage medium on which the host soft-
ware product is stored, an error status signal is returned
(412 of FIG. 4), and the host software product takes this
signal 202 and advises the user to write-enable the host
software before proceeding 203. Once the user complies
with this directive, the Get User Data module is called
again.

The operational state of the host software product is
saved 204 for future reference (i.e. at step 232). The
operational state, as discussed above, of the host soft-
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ware may be either evaluation mode or full-function
mode.

After storing the operational state, the banner page of
the host software product displays information such as
the host software product name, version, a copyright
notice, and the operational state of the host software
product 205. If the operational state is full-function
mode then the name and address details of the current
authorized user are displayed; otherwise the banner
page indicates that the user is running an evaluation
mode copy of the product. The host software product
next provides the user with a number of options 206
including (1) executing the host software product (ei-

. ther step 233 or 234 depending on the mode), (2) termi-

nating the host software product’s operation by select-
ing an “exit” function 207, (3) selecting a “new registra-
tion” option to enable the user to obtain an Authoriza-
tion code to operate the host software product in full-
function mode 209, and (4) selecting a Recover Backup
option 225 for re-activating the host software product if
it becomes necessary to restore from a backup copy.

If the user selects the exit function 207, the operation
of the host software product including the Manufacture
Module is terminated 208 and the user is returned to the
operating system environment.

If the user is operating the host software product in
evaluation mode and decides that the host software
product suits the users requirements, the user may “pur-
chase” the host software product. The user does this by
selecting the new registration option 209. A message is
displayed advising the user that they are to use a copy
of the distribution copy 106 of the host software prod-
uct 210, and the user must confirm that this has been
done 211. (That copy becomes a working copy, which
is in evaluation mode.) Without positive confirmation,
the Registration process does not proceed. The user is
requested to input new user data, such as the user’s
name, address and telephone number 212.

The new user data and a previous ownership details
record are passed by the host software product to the
Get Registration Code Module 500 to create a registra-
tion code for use during the Authorization process (see
FIG. 3). However if the new user has failed to provide
the requested information, such as the new user’s name,
address and telephone number (501 of FIG. 5), an error
status message is returned (503 of FIG. 5). The host
software product acts upon this error status message
213 and a message advising the user to reenter the re-
quired information is displayed 214 and the process
continues from step 212.

If valid user details were entered 213, the Generate
Registration Code Module 500 (as explained below in
reference to FIG. §) will return a registration code to
the host software product which is displayed (on the
input/output device 12) by the host software product to
the user 215.

The registration code displayed 215, together with
new user’s data, address and phone number is communi-
cated 216 by the user to the Manufacture Control
Agency (via, for example, telephone, facsimile, modem
18 and 19 or mail). Subject to satisfactory commercial
arrangements, such as, for example, the payment of a
fee, the new user will receive an Authorization code.
Upon receipt of this Authorization code from the Man-
ufacture Control Agency, the user then inputs the Au-
thorization code 217 using the host software product’s
interface. Input of the Authorization code enables the
full functions of the host software product by convert-
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ing the operational state to full-function mode, as ex-
plained below.

The entered Authorization Code 217 is passed to the
Save Ownership Details module 600 (See FIG. 6). This
module stores within the host software product details
of the new owner so that when the host software prod-
uct is used in the future on the same hardware, it will
operate in full-function mode. If the Save Ownership
Details module 600 completes successfully, a new own-
ership details record will be returned to the host soft-
ware product.

The process of updating the new owner details may
not proceed if a) the Authorization code is not entered
correctly or b) the disk is write protected. If the Save
Ownership Details Module 600 returns an error indica-
tion 218 (and 612 or 618 of FIG. 6) then the user is
advised to ensure that the disk is write enabled and to
carefully re-enter the Authorization code 219.

Upon the successful operation 218 of the Save Own-
ership Details Module 600, a message advises the new
owner to insert into the user’s disk drive the distribution
copy 106 of the host software product. This copy (typi-
cally in archived and compressed form) will be in evalu-
ation mode as it is the copy from which the current
working copy was created and has not been processed
as described above 220. This operation is done so that
the host software product stored on the newly inserted
disk can be primed to become the backup copy in case
the need to restore from the backup media arises. The
user is also advised to physically record the Authoriza-
tion code for safe keeping, as this code will be needed as
part of any future recovery process.

The user inserts the distribution copy 106 of the host
software product, as advised and records the Authori-
zation code for later reference 221. Control passes to

the Prime Backup Module 700 (as explained in detail in .

reference to FI1G. 7). (At this stage, it is still the code of
the host software product that is executed by the user’s
computer; the backup copy is modified but not run at
step 700.) On invocation, the Prime Backup Module 700
is passed the new Ownership details record as returned
by the Save Ownership Details module 600. The Prime
Backup Module 700 transfers the full details of the new
ownership to the backup copy. These details are stored
in the executable code of the backup copy. However,
the backup copy is left in the evaluation mode, and
consequently, the user may allow other potential users
to copy the backup copy.

The Prime Backup Module 700 may fail if the disk
containing the copy of the host software product was
not inserted correctly or was write-protected 222. If the
prime backup process does fail, an error status is re-
turned (see FIG. 7, 707) and the user is advised to cor-
rect the problem before trying again 223.

The host software product’s operational state in
memory is converted to full-function mode 224. The
flow of control continues from step 206.

If at some future time the executable image of the
software product is lost or becomes corrupted, the user
will need to restore the host software product from the
backup copy. The user will first create a copy of the
backup copy. This copy, which will be used as a work-
ing copy, will be in evaluation mode. In order to restore
the working copy to full functionality, the user will
need to select the Recover Backup Option 225. If the
user selects the Recover Backup Option 225, the user
data of the registered owner is displayed 226 and the
user is asked to confirm that these details are correct
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before proceeding 227. If the user data is not correct,
the flow of control continues from step 206. The display
226 also advises the user that recovery is best performed
when using a copy of the backup copy.

After the user confirms that the user data as displayed
on the input/output device 12 is correct and that a
working copy is being used 227, the user is asked to
enter the Authorization code 228. This is the same au-
thorization code obtained at step 216.

The Authorization code as entered 228 and the own-
ership details record are then passed to the Save Owner-
ship Details Module 600. If the disk containing the
backup copy is write-protected or if the Authorization
code was entered incorrectly, the Save Ownership De-
tails Module 600 returns an error indication 612 or 618
of FIG. 6 and the host software product decides 229 to
advise the user to correct the problem 230 before trying
again.

The operational state in memory of the backup copy
is changed to full-function mode 231. The flow of con-
trol continues from step 206.

If the user does not select any of the options 207, 209
or 225, the host software product determines 232 what
mode it is to operate in by examining the information
passed to it by the Get User Data Module 400. If in
evaluation mode, the host software product is then run
in evaluation mode 233. If in full-function mode, the
host software product is then run in full-function mode
234.

Referring now to FIG. 3, there is illustrated in flow
chart form the operation of the Authorization process
109 of FIG. 1A. These operations, performed at the
Manufacture Control Agency, register a new user of
the host software product. In the representative em-
bodiment, the Authorization process 109 is executed by
the Manufacture Control Agency’s computer processor
15.

When a new user contacts the Manufacture Control
Agency in order to register a product, an operator at
the Manufacture Control Agency records in the Central
Database 112 data about the new user 301. The operator
will enter via the input/output device 16 the Registra-
tion Code 302 as displayed to the user at step 215 of
FIG. 2. The registration code in the representative
embodiment is in an alpha-numeric format suitable for
communication between the new user and the Manufac-
ture Control Agency (e.g. AAA-995-AAA-999-AAA).

The registration code can be in a format to allow it to
be checked for errors. The following is an example of
such an error checking process. The registration code
as entered at step 302 is converted to an underlying
packed array of bits. Some bits contain a checksum,
which is extracted and compared with a newly calcu-
lated checksum of the bits 303. If the registration code
checksum as calculated do not match 304, this indicates
that the registration code has been entered incorrectly
304. In this case, the operator is advised of the problem
305 and given the opportunity to re-enter the code.

If the registration code checksum values as calculated
do match 304, bit values which represent a Product/v-
ersion Identification Code are extracted from the regis-
tration code 306.

The Product/Version Identification Code 306 is then
used as a key to retrieve the details of the product being
registered (such as, for example, host software product
name, Product Identification Number, version number,
a software product specific encryption/decryption key,



5,291,598

15
anti-virus checksum, latest version number and price)
307 from the central database 112.

Using the software product specific encryption/de-
cryption key code as retrieved 307, the registration
code is decrypted and then unpacked into its compo-
nent fields 308. In the representative embodiment, the
fields include a user data cross-reference code, a hard-
ware identification code, an anti virus-checksum, and a
previous Owner ldentification Number.

The user data cross-reference code as extracted 309 is
the checksum originally calculated (505 FIG. 5) from
the owner data as entered by the user during the regis-
tration process (212 FIG. 2). A second checksum based
on the user data as entered via the input/output device
16 by the Manufacture Control Agency operator is also
calculated 309.

The user data cross-reference code and the second
checksum 309 are compared 310. If these do not match
it is an indication that the User Data as entered by the
Manufacture Control Agency operator 301 does not
match the User Details as originally entered by the new
user at step 212. There is also a possibility that the mis-
match could have resulted from a mis-entry of the Re-
gistration Code 302. In the event of a mismatch, an
error message is displayed 311 and the operator given
the opportunity to correct the data entry problems.

If there is a match 310, the anti-virus checksum as
originally calculated during the Franking process (810
FIG. 8) retrieved from the central database 112 is com-
pared with the checksum of the host software product
as calculated in the process of generating the registra-
tion code (507 FIG. 5) and derived from that registra-
tion code 308. If these two checksums do not match
312, it indicates that the host software product has in
some way been deliberately or accidentally corrupted.
In the event of such corruption the operator is warned
312 to advise the user 313 that the host software product
is not suitable for registration and the process is termi-
nated 314.

If the anti-virus checksums match 312, the details of
the product (e.g. host software Product Name, Version
Number, Price and Latest Version) are displayed 315 so
that the Manufacture Control Agency operator can
confirm these details with the new user 316.

Next, a new Owner Identification Number is allo-
cated from the next available number in the Manufac-
ture Control Agency’s database 317.

After the Owner Identification Number is allocated
to the new user 317, an Authorization code is generated
318. The Authorization code is generated using a four
step process. In the first step, an authorization record is
assembled which contains, in the representative em-
bodiment, the owner data checksum, the host software
product identification code, the latest product Version
Number, the hardware identification code, the newly
allocated Owner Identification Number and a check-
sum of the authorization record itself. During the sec-
ond step, the authorization record is packed into a bit
array. The mapping between the fields of the authoriza-
tion record and packed bit array ensures that the mini-
mum number of bits necessary to represent the informa-
tion content of each field is used. The third step pro-
vides for the bit array to be encrypted using the soft-
ware product specific encryption/decryption key. Fi-
nally, in step four, the encrypted bit array is encoded in
a format suitable for communication, e.g. “AAA-999-
AAA-999-AAA”.

45

50

55

60

65

16

The Authorization code is then displayed 319 on the
input/output device 16 and the Manufacture Control
Agency operator communicates it to the new user 320
and 1085. If the version of the host software product
which the new user is registering is older than the latest
version of the product which is available, this fact is
highlighted to the operator on this display so that the
operator can advise the new user that the registration
number being provided will also be useable if the user
subsequently obtains a copy of a more current version.

To complete the Authorization process, the Manu-
facture Control Agency updates the Central Database
112 with details of the new registration: e.g. date, name,

_address, phone number, allocated Owner Identification

Number, product identification number, latest product
version number, and previous Owner Identification
Number.

Referring now to FIG. 4, there is illustrated the Get
User Data module 400 of FIG. 2. The Get User Data
Module 400 returns an ownership details record to the
host software product. The Get User Module 400 is one
of the four Manufacturer Modules.

Retrieving the ownership details record enables the
host software product to determine the proper opera-
tional state (evaluation or full-function) for the use of
the host software product. The ownership details re-
cord is also necessary so that the name and address of
the current registered owner can be displayed on the
banner page of all full-function copies 205. This acts as
an important deterrent to unauthorized duplication.
Further, the ownership information also allows the
Owner Identification Number of the previous owner to
be tracked when new product registrations are made.

The first step is to load an encrypted ownership de-
tails record 401. (The ownership details record is en-
crypted (at step 806 or 615) using the software product
specific encryption/decryption key generated during
the Franking Process 104 (as discussed below in relation
to step 803). The ownership details record is stored as
part of the host software product’s code segment (at
step 616 FIG. 6).) The ownership details record con-
tains, if operating in full-function mode, details of the
registered user. However, if this is the first use of the
host software product, an initialized ownership details
record originally created as part of the program code
segment of the host software product (806 FIG. 8) is
loaded to memory. The ownership details record indi-
cates the mode of operation of the host software prod-
uct.

The ownership details record is decrypted into its
respective fields (e.g., owner name, address, phone
number, hardware identification code, Owner Identifi-
cation Number, and an operational state flag which
indicates if this copy of the product is evaluation mode
or full function mode) 402 using the software product
specific encryption/decryption key.

If the host software product is in evaluation mode
403, the ownership details record is returned to the host
software product 404 and control returns to step 202 of
FIG. 2 405. When the host software product is in evalu-
ation mode, the name, address, phone number and
Owner Identification Number fields of the ownership
details record will contain information about the previ-
ously registered owner. (If this is use of a copy of the
host software product which has not previously been
through the registration process 108, the ownership
details record contains initialized data and sets the mode
as evaluation mode: see step 806.) These details will not
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be displayed on the banner page but are stored in case
needed when restoring from a backup copy. The previ-
ous Owner Identification Number is used as part of the
process of registering a new owner.

If the operational status indicates that the software
product is authorized to operate in full-function mode
403, further checking is necessary in order to ensure
that the software is stifl being used on the hardware for
which it was authorized. A current hardware identifica-
tion code is generated 406. The method of generating
the hardware identification code is different for each
type of computer hardware, and is known in the art. If
the hardware provides direct support for a unique ma-
chine number then this is used as the basis for the hard-
ware identification code. Alternately, where a unique
machine number. is not available, but the hardware is
operating in a networked environment, then the hard-
ware identification code can be based on the local area
network (LAN) address of the computer. If neither a
unique machine number nor LAN address is available,
then a relatively distinctive hardware identification
code is calculated as a checksum ranged over the ROM
BOIS of the computer hardware.

After the hardware identification code is generated
406, it is compared 407 with the hardware identification
code which was recorded in the ownership details re-
cord at steps 614 to 616 of FIG. 6. If the hardware
identification codes match, the full-function ownership
details record is returned to the host software product
404 and the module returns control to step 202 of FIG.
2 405.

If the hardware identification codes do not match
407, this indicates that the specific software product is
being used on computer hardware for which it is not
authorized. The operational state of the host software
product is changed to evaluation mode 408 and a copy
of the resultant ownership details record is re-encrypted
using the software product specific encryption/decryp-
tion key 409.

After the encrypted ownership details record is gen-
erated 409, the host software product is opened for
writing at an offset calculated during the Franking pro-
cess 804 FIG. 8 and the new ownership details record is
written to the storage device, in the representative em-
bodiment being a disk, containing the host software
product 410.

If this is successful 411 then the module returns an
evaluation only ownership details record to the host
software product 404 and exits 405.

If, however, the storage device is write-protected,
then the down grading of the operational state will fail
411 and the Get User Data Module will return control
to the host software product 413 with an error status
signal which indicates that the host software product is
being used without authorization 412. In this case the
host software product will advise the user that the stor-
age device containing the host software product must
be write-enabled before proceeding 203 FIG. 2.

Referring now to FIG. §, there is illustrated in flow
chart form the process of generating a registration code
by the Generate Registration Code Module 500 of FIG.
2. The Generate Registration Code Module 500 is one
of the four Manufacturer Modules.

A registration code is used as a concise and reliable
method of transferring a set of information from a new
user to the Manufacture Control Agency in a manner
which is not readily subject to fraudulent abuse (see
302). The registration code also provides for a cross-
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check on the validity of other information provided by
a new user to the Manufacture Control Agency at the
time of registration (See FIG. 3). As illustrated in F1G.
2, this module is called by the host software product at
step 500. The information passed to the Generate Regis-
tration Code Module 500 by the host software product
is the new user data and the ownership details record.
(The Ownership Details record contains details of the
previous authorized user at this stage.)

The generation of a registration code begins with a
validity check of the user data 501 as entered 212 FIG.
2. The validity check comprises a simple test of the
address field to ensure that the new user has input a
suitable number of characters. If the user did not enter
at step 212 a suitable number of characters in the ad-
dress field 502, then an error status message is returned
503 and the registration routine exits 504. This is only a
simple first-line check which prevents the new user
from attempting to register a software product with a
frivolous amount of address information. A far more
rigorous check occurs at the time of registration when
the Manufacture Control Agency operator scrutinizes
the information provided by the new user and the user
data cross-check process is performed 310.

If the user data validity check 502 passes, a checksum
of the user data is created 505. This checksum will be
used during the Authorization process as a cross-refer-
ence to validate the user data as communicated to the
Manufacture Control Agency 310 FIG. 3. The cross-
reference can be a hash value based on only the alpha-
numeric characters in the user data. (All lower-case
letters are converted to upper-case and white space is
ignored before the hash value is calculated.)

Next, the hardware identification code is generated
506. The method of generating the hardware identifica-
tion code is the same as described in step 406 FIG. 4.
This code is passed to the Manufacture Control Agency
as part of the registration code 216 and returned as part
of the Authorization Code for use at the time when the
software product undergoes the transformation from
evaluation mode to full-function mode 22477 and subse-
quently every time the product is activated 407. This
ensures that the product is being used on the hardware
for which it was authorized.

After the hardware identification code is generated
506, an anti-virus checksum of the host software prod-
uct is calculated 507. This checksum could be calcu-
lated, for example, by ranging a “hashing” algorithm
across all the executable instructions of the host soft-
ware product’s code. When generating the product
checksum, however, that portion of the code where the
ownership details record is stored is excluded from the
calculations as this data is subject to change. This
checksum is used by the Manufacture Control Agency
at the time of registration in order to ensure that the
copy of the product being registered has not be cor-
rupted in any way. See 312 of FIG. 3.

A registration record is then assembled 508 which
contains the user data cross-reference code, the hard-
ware identification code, anti-virus checksum, and the
previous owner’s Identification Number. The registra-
tion record is then packed into a bit array 509 with each
field of the record occupying no more bits than is neces-
sary to encode the information content of the field.
After the bit array is created 509 it is encrypted 510
using the software product specific encryption/decryp-
tion key. Algorithms which pack and encrypt the regis-
tration bit array are known in the art. Any one of these
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many techniques, commonly known in the industry,
may be used.

The bits representing the Product/Version Identifi-
cation code are added to the packed bit array 511. A
checksum is then calculated from the bits in the array
and added to the packed bit array 512. This checksum

will be used by the Manufacture Control Agency to -

avoid operator data-entry errors 304. The Product/V-
ersion Identification code and the data-entry checksum
is added after the encryption process 510 as both these
details are needed by the Manufacture Control Agency
before the registration code can be decrypted.

After the final component is added to the packed bit
array 512, it is converted to a form suitable for oral or
written communication by the prospective owner to the
Manufacture Control Agency 513; for example “AAA-
999-AAA-999-AAA” and returned to the host software
514 for display 215 FIG. 2 to the user.

Referring now to FIG. 6, there is illustrated the flow
chart diagram of the Save Ownership Details Module
600 F1G. 2. The Save Ownership Details Module 600 is
one of the four Manufacturer Modules.

Once the user inputs into the host Software Product
the Authorization code received from the Manufacture
Control Agency 217 FIG. 2 it is passed to the Save
Ownership Details Module 600 and a new ownership
details record is created and stored. The ownership

_ details record is stored in the program code segment of
the host software product, overwriting the previous
ownership details record.

A function of the Save Ownership Details Record
module 600 is to check and fix any input error that may
have been made by the user when keying in the Autho-
rization code. In the representative embodiment, the
following scheme is used. Because many users may fail
to distinguish between an “0” (letter) and a “0” (nu-
meral 0) or between an “1” (letter) and a “1” (numeral
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one), or use lower case where upper case is required, all

characters are transposed to a canonical character set
601 which is not sensitive to such mis-entries. By way of
example, the Authorization Code is transposed into the
format “AAA-999-AAA-999-AAA”. All lower case
characters are transposed to their upper case equiva-
lents. Any numerical characters representing of zero (0)
or one (1) appearing in an “AAA” group are transposed
to the letter “O” or letter “L” appropriately. Likewise,
the reverse process is performed where a letter “O” or
“L” appear in numeric groups.

Once the Authorization code is transposed into a
canonical character set 601, it is converted to a packed
bit array 602 and decrypted 603 using the software
product specific encryption/decryption key.

After the Authorization code is decrypted 603, the
packed bit array is unpacked into its component record
fields: owner data cross-reference, the software product
identification number, the product version number, the
hardware identification code, the new Owner Identifi-
cation Number, and a checksum of the authorization
record itself.

The sub-fields of the Authorization code are then
checked for validity. The validity checks ensure that
the Authorization Code checksum matches a freshly
calculated checksum 604 and 605, that the authorized
hardware identification code matches the freshly gener-
ated hardware identification code 606 and 607, that the
authorized product identification number matches the
actual product identification number 608 as recorded in
the specific software product during the Franking pro-
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cess 608, that the authorized product version number is
greater than or equal to the software version number
609 as stored during the Franking process, and that the
authorized owner data cross-reference corresponds to
the owner data entered by the user 610 and 611. If any
of these validity checks fail, the module returns to the
host software product 613 and 218 with an authoriza-
tion error indication 612. (See 218 and 219 of FIG. 2) If
the Authorization code validates, a new ownership
details record is constructed 614 comprising the new
owner data (such as, for example, name, address and
telephone number), the newly calculated hardware
identification code, the new Owner Identification Num-
ber (as obtained from a sub-field of the authorization
record), and an operational state field having the value
“full-function”.

After the new ownership details record is created
614, it is encrypted 615 using the software product
specific encryption/decryption key. The encrypted
record is then stored in the host software product’s
program code segment at an address which corresponds
to the load address where the ownership details record
is stored 616. The offset at which the new ownership
details record is written is that determined during the
Franking process 804.

If the update is successful 617, control returns to the
host software product 621 at step 218 with a success
status and the new ownership details record 620. If the
storage media which contains the executable code is
write-protected then the update process will fail and
will return to the host software product 619 with a
failure status 618. In this case, the host software product
will advise the user to write-enable the disk 219 before
proceeding.

Referring now to FIG. 7, there is illustrated the
Prime Backup Module 700 of FIG. 2. This module is
one of the four Manufacturer Modules.

The Prime Backup Module 700 modifies a copy, for
example, the distribution copy 106, of the host software
product (to create a backup copy of the host software
product in evaluation mode) so that it is suitable both
for duplicating to make sample copies of the host soft-
ware product for other potential users, and for future
use in recovering a working copy of the product if
necessary.

The Ownership Details Record stored at step 616 of
FIG. 6 is used by the Prime Backup Module. The first
step is to modify the ownership details record as passed
by the calling host software product to set the opera-
tional state to evaluation mode 701.

The resultant evaluation mode Ownership Details
Record is then encrypted 702 using the software prod-
uct specific encryption/decryption key and written to
the distribution copy at the location of the ownership
details record 703 as calculated and stored as part of the
Franking process, see 804.

If the update operation is successful 704, the Prime
Backup Module 700 returns control to the host software
product (more correctly, to the backup copy’s copy of
the code of the host software product) 706 with a suc-
cess status 705. If the update operation fails for any
reason 704, the Prime Backup Module 700 returns 708
an error status 707. In the case of an error return, the
host software product will advise the user of the prob-
lem 223 and give the user an opportunity to correct the
problem.

Referring now to FIG. 8, there is illustrated in flow
chart form the Franking process 104 of FIG. 1A.
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The Franking process comprises steps whereby the
Developer Modules (preinserted by the software devel-
oper 101) are overwritten with Manufacturing Modules
by the Manufacturing Control Agency.

Upon the receipt of a host software product by the
Manufacture Control Agency from a software devel-
oper, the first step of the Franking process carried out
by the Manufacture Control Agency is the recording of
details about the host software product in the Central
Database 112: for example, name, version and accompa-
nying commercial details (e.g. product price, developer
name and address etc.) 801. The host software product
is assigned two identification numbers 802. The first
number, a Product Identification Number, uniquely
identifies the product and the second, a Product/Ver-
sion Identification Code, identifies the specific pro-
duct/version combination. If an earlier version of the
product has already been manufactured, a new product
identification number is not issued as the former prod-
uct identification number is retained. The identification
numbers together with the product details are stored in
the Manufacture Control Agency’s central database 112
for later reference. In particular, it is during the regis-
tration process 108 that the product identification will
be used by the Manufacture Control Agency as a key
when automatically retrieving other details of the spe-
cific software product being registered by a prospective
user 306 and 307.

After the assignment of the product identification
numbers 802, each host software product is assigned its
unique software product specific encryption/decryp-
tion key 803. The software product specific encryp-
tion/decryption key is computer generated at random
and cross-referenced with the Manufacture Control
Agency’s Central Database 112 to ensure that no dupli-
cation of keys exists. If a duplication of key occurs, a
new key is generated and again cross-referenced with
the database until there is no duplication with an exist-
ing software product specific encryption/decryption
key.

Once the software product specific encryption/de-
cryption key has been generated 803, the host software
product is scanned to locate a signature sequence of
bytes existing in the executable code of the developer
modules 804. Locating the signature sequence of bytes
in the executable file permits the Manufacturing Con-
trol Agency to determine the relative location of the
Developer Modules and, therefore, the target locations
to overwrite the Developer Modules with the Manufac-
ture Modules and the target location at which owner-
ship details record is stored.

As the host software product can be distributed in a
compressed form, it may also be necessary to locate the
future position of the ownership details record within
the compressed distribution copy of the host software
product for use during the Prime Backup process 703.
To achieve this, the host software product is com-
pressed on a trial basis and the offset within the com-
pressed output stream which corresponds to the start of
the ownership details record is recorded.

The contents of the ownership details record are
initialized 805 to a state which is suitable for inclusion in
the initial seed copies of the host-software product. In
particular, the operational state is set to indicate that the
host software product is not yet authorized to operate in
full-function mode. The operational state, stored as part
of the ownership details record in the host software
product’s code, is used at step 403, as discussed above,
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to determine the mode of operation of the host software
product.

Once the initial ownership details record is generated,
it is encrypted 806 using the software product specific
encryption/decryption key and written out as high
order language source code in a series of data definition
statements for inclusion within the subsequent compila-
tion of the Manufacture Modules 807.

The customized Manufacture Modules are generated
from source code 807 which is parameterized to accept
variable definitions for the following data: the host
software Product Identification Number, the Pro-
duct/Version Identification Code, the version number,

_the software product specific encryption/decryption

key, a target offset within the host product’s executable
of the Manufacture Modules, and the target offset of the
ownership details record within the compressed distri-
bution copy, and the target offset of the ownership
details record within the uncompressed working copy.
The Manufacture Modules’s source code is compiled
with the supplied parameters to create a single object
module. That object module is then linked with a stan-
dard skeleton set of host modules to create a donor
executable image 808.

The Manufacture Modules and the Developer Mod-
ules contain certain assembly code instructions, the
purpose of which is to ensure that (1) both the code and
data of the Manufacture Modules are stored at adjacent
memory addresses within the code segment of the host
software product; (2) the entry points of the four mod-
ules which are directly callable from the host software
product are at the same memory addresses in both the
Developer Modules and the Manufacture Modules (this
is typically achieved through the use of a jump table);
and (3) the Manufacture Modules are self contained in
that they do not call any functions or subroutines within
the body of the host software product.

It is also important in the generation of the custom-
ized Manufacture Modules that the resultant code as
inserted in a number of different host software products
does not contain common instruction sequences which
could act as a signature sequence around which hackers
might base code to defeat the security of the system.
Accordingly, the sequence in which the component
routines of the Manufacture Modules are combined to
produce the object module is randomized and the mod-
ules themselves are periodically re-written while pre-
serving the underlying algorithm.

The donor executable image as generated in step 808
contains the Manufacture Modules at a known location
within the image. The executable image is then opened
for reading and positioned at the beginning of the Man-
ufacture Modules. The specific host software product
to be franked is opened for writing at the beginning of
the Developer Modules as determined earlier 804. The
bytes of the Developer Modules are then overwritten
809 with the bytes of the full Manufacture modules. The
Developer Modules contain sufficient bytes to ensure
that the overwriting process does not encroach beyond
address space reserved by the Developer Modules. Any
space within the Developer Modules is padded out with
random data. Upon completion of the overwrite of the
Manufacture Modules, the files are closed.

A compressed version of the host software product’s
executable image can be created. The compressed ver-
sion is created with specialized software which com-
presses the executable image using a compression for-
mat well known in the industry. The format must be one
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which supports uncompressed sequences of bytes
within the compressed file. The specialized software
ensures that the bytes of the executable image which
contains the encrypted ownership details record are not
stored in a compressed form. This is to make sure that
the Prime Backup process can simply write the new
ownership details record to the distribution copy 106.

An anti-virus checksum is then calculated 810, for
example, by passing the host software product’s execut-
able instructions through a “hashing” algorithm. The
host software product checksum is calculated across all
executable instructions of the host software product’s
code. When generating the anti-virus checksum, how-
ever, that portion of the code where the ownership
details record is stored is excluded from the calculations
as this data is subject to change. Code within the Manu-
facture Modules themselves will re-calculate this code
checksum at the time of the Registration process (507
FIG. 5) so that the Manufacture Control Agency can
confirm that the host software product has not been
deliberately or accidentally corrupted.

With the calculation of the anti-virus checksum 810,
the Franking process is completed by recording the
product checksum 810 and the software product spe-
cific encryption/decryption key 803 in the Manufacture
Control Agency’s Central Database 112, for later use
during the Authorization process (FIG. 3).

Referring now to F1G. 9, there is illustrated the De-
veloper Modules 103 of FIG. 1A.

The Developer Modules 103 are provided to allow
developers to simulate the operation of the Manufacture
Modules during the product development and testing
phases 101 and 102. The Developer Modules are not
complex. Unlike the Manufacture Modules, there is no
bit packing and unpacking, no encryption and decryp-
tion, and the complex process of updating the execut-
able image is avoiding by the simple expedient of stor-
ing the ownership details in an ancillary file. The Devel-
oper Modules reserve sufficient address space for their
subsequent replacement by the Manufacture Modules
and the Developer Modules also contain a signature
sequence by which their placement within each product
can be located.

The Get Ownership Details Record process is simu-
lated first by reading the ancillary file which contains
the ownership details record 902. If the record is read
correctly 903 it is returned to the calling host software
product 904. If the record input fails 903 a blank
“evaluation-model” record is created 907 and written
back 908.

The Save Ownership Details module 600 is simulated
starting at entry point 914. The developer can simulate
the incorrect entry of an Authorization code simply by
including a predefined error code, such as a “Z”, when
entering the code. Thus, if a “Z” is included 915, an
error status 917 will be returned. Otherwise a “full-
function” ownership details record based on the owner
data supplied is created 916. The ownership details
record is stored in a separate file 908. If the update to
the ancillary file is successful, the ownership details are
returned 910. If the update fails, an error status is re-
turned 912.

Simulation of the Prime Backup Module 700 starts at
the entry point 906. An “evaluation-model” record is
created from the ownership details supplied 907. The
ownership details record is stored in a separate file 908.
If the update to the ancillary file is successful the own-
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ership details are returned 910. If the update fails an
error status is returned 912.

Simulation of the Get Authorization Code starts at
the entry point 919. The developer can simulate the
incorrect entry of user data by simply including a code,
such as a “Z”, when entering the user address field.
Thus, if a “Z” is included 920 an error status 917 will be
returned. If the user address field does not contain a
“Z”, an Authorization Code will be returned 921 to the
host software product. However, as this is only for test
purposes, the code returned is always the same.

Referring now to FIG. 10, there is illustrated an ex-
ample table structure of the Central Database 112 of

. FIG. 1A. The Central Database 112 is operated by the

20

30

35

45

50

55

65

Manufacture Control Agency and is accessed by the
Manufacture Control Agency during the Franking Pro-
cess 104 and the Authorization Process 109.

In the representative embodiment, there are five ta-
bles, 1001 to 1005, namely, a developer table 1001, a
product table 1002, a version table 1003, a license table
1004 and an owner table 100S.

The developer table 1001 contains information about
each developer of host software products recognized by
the Manufacture Control Agency.

The product table 1002 contains information about
each host software product received by the Manufac-
ture Control Agency, recorded at step 801.

The version table 1003 contains information about
each version of each host software product and is ac-
cessed by the Manufacture Control Agency at step 307.

The license table 1004 contains information listing the
authorized users for each host software product. It also
contains information as to from whom the authorized
user obtained the host software product. Each entry in
the license table 1004 is made at step 321.

The owner table 1005 contains detailed information
about each authorized user recognized by the Manufac-
ture Control Agency. Each entry in the owner table
1005 is given to the Manufacture Control Agency at
step 301.

What is claimed is:

1. A system to create and control the use of an infor-
mational product stored on a storage medium, the infor-
mational product operatable in a plurality of modes
including a first mode and a second mode, the mode of
operation being stored in an ownership details record of
the informational product, the system comprising:

a first processor ascertaining if the mode of operation
of the informational product is the first mode or the
second mode by accessing an ownership details
record stored in the informational product each
time the informational product is activated, the
ownership details record initially set to the first
mode, and when them ode of operation of the in-
formational product is ascertained to be the first
mode, generating a registration code for a user of
the informational product, the registration code
comprising a previous user part to identify a previ-
ous user of the informational product; and

a second processor, accepting as input the registra-
tion code, allocating a unique user code to the user
of the informational product, and generating a
unique authorization code, the authorization code
being a function of the registration code and the
user code;

wherein, the first processor, responsive to accepting
as input the authorization code and thereafter de-
termining the validity of the authorization code,
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and if the authorization code is valid, changing the
mode of operation of the informational product
from the first mode to the second mode.

2. The system of claim 1 wherein the registration
code further comprises a first processor identification
part, a user identification part, an informational product
identification part and a check-sum part.

3. The system of claim 1 wherein the registration
code further comprises a firs processor identification
part.

4. The system of claim 1 wherein the registration
code further comprises a user identification part.

5. The system of claim 1 wherein the registration
code further comprises an informational product identi-
fication part.

6. The systemr of claim 1 wherein the registration
code further comprises a check-sum part.

7. The system of claim 1 wherein the authorization
code is further a function of the identity of the first
processor, the user description part, the identity of the
informational product and a version number of the in-
formational product.

8. The system of claim 1 wherein the authorization
code is further a function of the identity of the first
processor.

9. The system of claim 1 wherein the authorization
code is further a function of the user description part.

10. The system of claim 1 wherein the authorization
code is further a function of the identity of the informa-
tional product.

11. The system of claim 1 wherein the authorization
code is further a function of a version number of the
informational product.

12. The system of claim 1 wherein the first mode is an
evaluation m ode and the second mode is a full-function
mode.

13. The system of claim 1 wherein the first processor
further comprises means for creating a reproduction of
the informational product.

14. The system of claim 13 wherein the reproduction
of the informational product is stored on the storage
medium in a compressed form.

15. The system of claim 1 wherein the first processor
further comprises means for storing in the informational
product the identity of the first processor and the user
description part.

16. The system of claim 1 wherein the informational
product comprises means for selecting evaluation mode
if the informational product is not executed by the first
Processor.

17. The system of claim 1 wherein the informational
product is a computer software program.

18. The system of claim 1 wherein the storage me-
dium is a disk.

19. The system of claim 1 further comprising a central
database coupled to the second processor, the central
database to store the identity of the informational prod-
uct, a user code and a previous user part.

20. The system of claim 1 wherein the first processor
is coupled to the second processor by a modem.

21. A programmable processor to authorize the use of
an informational product stored on a storage medium,
the informational product including a user record and
operatable in a plurality of modes by the programmable
processor, the operational modes comprising a full-
function mode and an evaluation mode, the operational
modes being stored in the user record, the informational
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product initially operating in the evaluation mode, the
programmable processor comprising:

means for examining the user record each time the

informational product is activated;

means for determining the operational mode of the

informational product as a function of the opera-
tional mode stored in the user record and the iden-
tity of the processor on which the informational
product is executed;

means for generating a registration code for a user of

the informational product when the operational
mode of the informational product is determined to
be the evaluation mode, the registration code being
a function of the identity of the programmable
processor, the identity of the user and the identity
of the informational product;

means for accepting the registration code as input at

a second processor;

means for generating an authorization code at the

second processor;

means for accepting as input the authorization code;

and

means for performing a verification function to verify

the authorization code, and if the verification is
successful, changing the operational mode of the
informational product to full-function mode, and
thereafter storing in the informational product a
user record comprising the identity of the user, the
identity of the programmable processor and the
operational mode.

22. The programmable processor of claim 21 further
comprising means for accepting as input the registration
code and thereafter generating a unique authorization
code as a function of the registration code.

23. The programmable processor of claim 21 further
comprising means for creating a backup copy being a
copy of the informational product in evaluation mode
and for storing therein a user record.

24. The programmable processor of claim 23 further
comprising means for receiving from the user the autho-
rization code and for inputting the authorization code to
enable the backup copy of the informational product to
operate in full-function mode.

25. The programmable processor of claim 21 wherein
the informational product is 2 computer software pro-
gram.

26. The programmable processor of claim 21 wherein
the storage medium is a disk.

27. The programmabie processor of claim 21 wherein
the programmable processor is coupled to the second
processor by means of a modem.

28. The system of claim 13 wherein the first processor
further comprises means for setting the mode of opera-
tion of the reproduction of the informational product to
the first mode and storing the mode of operation in the
ownership details record in the reproduction of the
informational product.

29. The system of claim 1 wherein the first processor
further comprises means, activated after the first pro-
cessor accepts the input of the authorization code, for
decoding the authorization code to obtain an owner
identification number. _

30. The system of claim 1 wherein the first processor
further comprises means for storing the mode of opera-
tion in the ownership details record in the informational
product.

31. A method to authorize and control the user of an
informational product stored on a stored medium, the
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informational product being executed by a first proces-
sor and operatable in a plurality of modes including a
first mode and a second mode, the method comprising
the steps of:

at the first processor, providing an ownership details

record that includes the mode of operation of the
informational product, the ownership details re-
cord being stored in the informational product;

at the first processor, accessing an ownership details

record stored in the informational product each
time the informational product is activated;

at the first processor, ascertaining if the mode of

operation of the informational product is the first
mode or the second mode by examining the owner-
ship details record,;

if the mode of operation of the informational product

is the second mode, enabling a user to operate all
functions of the informational product at the first
processor; and

if the mode of operation of the informationa! product

is the first mode, enabling the user to operate a
predefined set of functions of the informational
product at the first processor so as to evaluate the
informational product and, if requested by the user,
(i) generating, when requested by the user, a regis-
tration code at the first processor, (ii) at a second
processor, accepting as input the registration code,
(iii) at the second processor, allocating a unique
user code to the user of the informational product,
(iv) at the second processor, generating a unique
authorization code, the authorization code being a
function of the registration code and the user code,
(v) providing the authorization code to the first
processor, (vi) at the first processor, accepting as
input the authorization code, (vii) at the first pro-
cessor, determining the validity of the authoriza-
tion code, and (viii) at the first processor, changing
the mode of operation of the informational product
from the first mode to the second mode if the au-
thorization code is valid.

32. The method of claim 31 wherein the first mode is
an evaluation mode and the second mode is a full-func-
tion mode.

33. The method of claim 31 further comprising the
steps of:

making a copy of the informational product;

inserting the ownership details record in the copy of

the informational product; and

modifying the ownership details record so that the

copy of the informational product operates in the
first mode.
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34. The method of claim 31 wherein the registration
code comprises a previous user part to identify a previ-
ous user of the informational product. )

35. The method of claim 31 wherein the registration
code comprises a check-sum part and at least one of: 2
first processor identification part, a user identification
part, and an informational product identification part.

36. The method of claim 31 wherein the authorization
code is further a function of the identity of the first
processor, the suer description part, the identity of the
informational product and a version number of the in-
formational product.

37. The method of claim 36 further comprising the

_steps of:

determining if the informational product is being

executed by the first processor; and

setting the mode of operation to the first mode if the

informational product is not being executed by the
first processor.

38. The method of claim 31 further comprising the
step of storing the mode of operation in the ownership
details record.

39. The method of claim 31 further comprising the
steps:

decoding the authorization code to obtain a user iden-

tification code; and

storing a user identification code in the ownership

details record.

40. The method of claim 31 wherein the informa-
tional product is a computer software program.

41. The method of claim 31 wherein the informa-
tional product is a database.

42. The system of claim 13 wherein the first mode is
an evaluation mode and the second mode is a full-func-
tion mode, and wherein the first processor comprises
means, if a reproduction is made of the informational
product, for causing the reproduction of the informa-
tional product to initially operate in evaluation mode.

43. The system of claim 42 wherein the first processor
further comprises means for retrieving ownership infor-
mation from the ownership details record of the repro-
duction of the informational product, causing said own-
ership information to be displayed on an input/output
device coupled to the first processor, and means for
accepting as input the authorization code and thereafter
determining the validity of the authorization code, the
first processor changing the mode of operation of the
reproduction of the informational product form evalua-
tion mode to full-function mode if the authorization

code is valid.
* * * * *



