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(57) ABSTRACT 

A method and system provides an improved representation 
of merge con?icts in a three-Way merge operation of three 
sequences: Original, Versionl, and Version2. A merge pro 
gram ?rst compares the three sequences to identify a list of 
di?‘erence chunks of elements between the Original and 
Versionl, and a list of di?‘erence chunks between the Origi 
nal and Version2. From the tWo sets of di?‘erence chunks, the 
merge program creates an annotated list of chunks. Each 
chunk in the annotated list is identi?ed by a con?ict ?ag that 
indicates Whether the chunk is a part of a con?ict and if it is, 
What sequence(s) being merged it belongs to. A merged 
document is then constructed based on the annotated list of 
chunks, With the chunks identi?ed in the merged document 
With con?ict markers for vieWing by a user. 
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METHOD AND SYSTEM FOR PROVIDING A 
REPRESENTATION OF MERGE CONFLICTS IN A 

THREE-WAY MERGE OPERATION 

RELATED APPLICATIONS 

[0001] This application is a continuation of and claims 
priority to US. patent application Ser. No. 10/440,339 
entitled “Method and System for Providing a Representation 
of Merge Con?icts in a Three-Way Merge Operation” ?led 
May 16, 2003 to Livshits, the disclosure of Which is incor 
porated by reference herein. 

TECHNICAL FIELD 

[0002] This invention relates generally to computer data 
processing, and more particularly to methods and systems 
for providing an improved representation of con?icts iden 
ti?ed in the process of merging three sequences, such as the 
lines in three textual documents. 

BACKGROUND 

[0003] A merge operation is a common editing operation 
for combining tWo or more textual documents or other types 
of sequences together. The documents to be merged may be, 
for example, different versions of software source code With 
modi?cations by different software developers, or different 
versions of a Word-processing document edited on different 
machines. The documents to be merged typically contain 
some common parts and some parts that are different, and 
overlapping differences are vieWed as con?icts that may 
require the input of a user to resolve the con?icts, i.e., 
picking the parts from the right version to be included in the 
?nal merged document. For instance, if the documents are 
source code ?les containing con?icting changes, the user 
Would have to decide Which changes are the correct ones that 
should be kept. To assist the user in resolving the con?icts, 
the editing application performing the merge has to be able 
to provide a representation of the differences and common 
parts of the documents being merged in a clear manner. 

[0004] A three-Way merge operation, as indicated by its 
name, has three sequences of elements as its inputs. Typi 
cally, the three sequences include one sequence designated 
as an original version (“the Original”) and tWo versions, 
Versionl and Version2, that in many cases are derived from 
the original. For example, the three sequences may corre 
spond to an original source code ?le, a ?rst modi?ed version 
of the source code With changes made by one developer, and 
a second modi?ed version of the source code containing 
changes made by another developer. Conventionally, the 
representation of a con?ict in a three-Way merge operation 
of three textual documents involves an “original chunk” of 
text found in the original but not in its entirety in both 
Versionl and Version2, a “difference chunk” of text that is 
found in Versionl but not in the original, and a second 
difference chunk of text found in Version2 but not in the 
original. The user can then select, based on the con?ict 
representation, the original chunk, or either the difference 
chunk of Versionl or the difference chunk of Version2. 

[0005] One problem With this conventional approach of 
representing con?icts in a three-Way merge is that it does not 
provide su?iciently ?ne granularity in the comparison. For 
instance, it is common for the original chunk to share a 
substantial portion of text With either or both of the differ 
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ence chunks of Versionl and Version2. The different chunks 
of Versionl and Version2 may also share some common 
parts. The real differences betWeen any tWo of the three 
versions may be embedded in the con?icting chunks and 
require the user to closely examine the chunks to identify 
them. As a result, the conventional representation of con 
?icts in a 3-Way merge can be confusing to the user and does 
not fully assist the user in identifying the real differences 
betWeen the different versions in order to resolve the con 
?icts. 

SUMMARY 

[0006] In vieW of the foregoing, the present invention 
provides methods and systems for providing an improved 
representation of merge con?icts in a three-Way merge 
operation to enable a user to easily identify the common 
parts and differences in the con?icting chunks of elements in 
the three sequences being merged to resolve the con?icts. 
The three sequences being merged are designated as an 
“Original” sequence, a “Versionl” sequence, and a “Ver 
sion2” sequence. The sequences may, for example, be tex 
tual documents that have lines as their elements. In accor 
dance With the invention, the merge program ?rst compares 
the three sequences to identify a list of difference chunks of 
elements betWeen the Original and Versionl, and a list of 
difference chunks betWeen the Original and Version2. From 
the tWo sets of difference chunks, the merge program creates 
an annotated list of chunks. Each chunk in the annotated list 
is identi?ed by its source ?le (i.e., the ?le in Which it is 
found), its location in the source ?le, and a con?ict ?ag that 
indicates one of the following: (1) no con?ict (i.e., the chunk 
either exists in all three versions or can be automatically 
taken from either Versionl or Version2); (2) “Original” (i.e., 
the chunk is a part of a con?ict found only in the Original); 
(3) “Versionl” (i.e., the chunk is a part of a con?ict found 
only in Version 1); (4) “Version2” (i.e., the chunk is a part 
of a con?ict found only in Version 2); (5) “Original+ 
Versionl” (i.e., the chunk is a part of a con?ict and a 
common part of the Original and Versionl; (6) “Original+ 
Version2” (i.e., the chunk is a part of a con?ict and a 
common part of the Original and Version2); and (7) “Ver 
sionl +Version2” (i.e., the chunk is a part of a con?ict found 
in both Versionl and Version2). A merged document is then 
constructed based on this annotated list of chunks, With the 
chunks identi?ed in the merged document With con?ict 
markers according to their con?ict ?ags for vieWing by a 
user. Although the invention can be advantageously applied 
for presenting con?icts in a 3-Way texture merge on a 
line-by-line basis, it can be applied for 3-Way merge of 
sequences of other types, such as sequences of Words (rather 
than lines) in the text, sequences of molecules in proteins, 
etc. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

[0007] FIG. 1 is a block diagram generally illustrating an 
exemplary computer system-on Which an image pack ser 
vice of the present invention may be implemented; 

[0008] FIG. 2 is a schematic diagram illustrating a merge 
operation in Which an original document and tWo other 
versions are merged to generate a merged document; 

[0009] FIG. 3 is a ?oW diagram shoWing steps of a 3-Way 
merge process of an embodiment of the invention; 
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[0010] FIG. 4 is a ?oW diagram showing a method of 
generating a list of annotated chunks indicating con?icting 
and common parts of chunks of the documents being merged 
as part of the method of FIG. 3; and 

[0011] FIGS. 5A and 5B are a ?oW diagram shoWing a 
method of identifying common parts of con?icting chunks in 
accordance With an embodiment of the invention as part of 
the method of FIG. 4. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION 

[0012] Turning to the draWings, Wherein like reference 
numerals refer to like elements, the invention is illustrated as 
being implemented in a suitable computing environment. 
Although not required, the invention Will be described in the 
general context of computer-executable instructions, such as 
program modules, being executed by a personal computer. 
Generally, program modules include routines, programs, 
objects, components, data structures, etc. that perform par 
ticular tasks or implement particular abstract data types. 
Moreover, those skilled in the art Will appreciate that the 
invention may be practiced With other computer system 
con?gurations, including hand-held devices, multi-proces 
sor systems, microprocessor-based or programmable con 
sumer electronics, netWork PCs, minicomputers, mainframe 
computers, and the like. The invention may be practiced in 
distributed computing environments Where tasks are per 
formed by remote processing devices that are linked through 
a communications netWork. In a distributed computing 
environment, program modules may be located in both local 
and remote memory storage devices. 

[0013] The folloWing description begins With a descrip 
tion of a general-purpose computing device that may be used 
in an exemplary system for implementing the invention, and 
the image pack service of the invention Will be described in 
greater detail With reference to FIGS. 2 and 3. Turning noW 
to FIG. 1, a general purpose computing device is shoWn in 
the form of a conventional personal computer 20, including 
a processing unit 21, a system memory 22, and a system bus 
23 that couples various system components including the 
system memory to the processing unit 21. The system bus 23 
may be any of several types of bus structures including a 
memory bus or memory controller, a peripheral bus, and a 
local bus using any of a variety of bus architectures. The 
system memory includes read only memory (ROM) 24 and 
random access memory (RAM) 25. A basic input/output 
system (BIOS) 26, containing the basic routines that help to 
transfer information betWeen elements Within the personal 
computer 20, such as during start-up, is stored in ROM 24. 
The personal computer 20 further includes a hard disk drive 
27 for reading from and Writing to a hard disk 60, a magnetic 
disk drive 28 for reading from or Writing to a removable 
magnetic disk 29, and an optical disk drive 30 for reading 
from or Writing to a removable optical disk 31 such as a CD 
ROM or other optical media. 

[0014] The hard disk drive 27, magnetic disk drive 28, and 
optical disk drive 30 are connected to the system bus 23 by 
a hard disk drive interface 32, a magnetic disk drive inter 
face 33, and an optical disk drive interface 34, respectively. 
The drives and their associated computer-readable media 
provide nonvolatile storage of computer readable instruc 
tions, data structures, program modules and other data for 
the personal computer 20. Although the exemplary environ 
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ment described herein employs a hard disk 60, a removable 
magnetic disk 29, and a removable optical disk 31, it Will be 
appreciated by those skilled in the art that other types of 
computer readable media Which can store data that is 
accessible by a computer, such as magnetic cassettes, ?ash 
memory cards, digital video disks, Bernoulli cartridges, 
random access memories, read only memories, storage area 
netWorks, and the like may also be used in the exemplary 
operating environment. 

[0015] A number of program modules may be stored on 
the hard disk 60, magnetic disk 29, optical disk 31, ROM 24 
or RAM 25, including an operating system 35, one or more 
application programs 36, other program modules 37, and 
program data 38. A user may enter commands and informa 
tion into the personal computer 20 through input devices 
such as a keyboard 40 and a pointing device 42. Other input 
devices (not shoWn) may include a microphone, joystick, 
game pad, satellite dish, scanner, or the like. These and other 
input devices are often connected to the processing unit 21 
through a serial port interface 46 that is coupled to the 
system bus, but may be connected by other interfaces, such 
as a parallel port, game port or a universal serial bus (USB) 
or a netWork interface card. A monitor 47 or other type of 
display device is also connected to the system bus 23 via an 
interface, such as a video adapter 48. In addition to the 
monitor, personal computers typically include other periph 
eral output devices, not shoWn, such as speakers and print 
ers. 

[0016] The personal computer 20 may operate in a net 
Worked environment using logical connections to one or 
more remote computers, such as a remote computer 49. The 
remote computer 49 may be another personal computer, a 
server, a router, a netWork PC, a peer device or other 
common netWork node, and typically includes many or all of 
the elements described above relative to the personal com 
puter 20, although only a memory storage device 50 has 
been illustrated in FIG. 1. The logical connections depicted 
in FIG. 1 include a local area netWork (LAN) 51 and a Wide 
area netWork (WAN) 52. Such netWorking environments are 
commonplace in o?ices, enterprise-Wide computer net 
Works, intranets and the Internet. 

[0017] When used in a LAN netWorking environment, the 
personal computer 20 is connected to the local netWork 51 
through a netWork interface or adapter 53. When used in a 
WAN netWorking environment, the personal computer 20 
typically includes a modem 54 or other means for establish 
ing communications over the WAN 52. The modem 54, 
Which may be internal or external, is connected to the system 
bus 23 via the serial port interface 46. In a netWorked 
environment, program modules depicted relative to the 
personal computer 20, or portions thereof may be stored in 
the remote memory storage device. It Will be appreciated 
that the netWork connections shoWn are exemplary and other 
means of establishing a communications link betWeen the 
computers may be used. 

[0018] In the description that folloWs, the invention Will 
be described With reference to acts and symbolic represen 
tations of operations that are performed by one or more 
computers, unless indicated otherWise. As such, it Will be 
understood that such acts and operations, Which are at times 
referred to as being computer-executed, include the manipu 
lation by the processing unit of the computer of electrical 
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signals representing data in a structured form. This manipu 
lation transforms the data or maintains it at locations in the 
memory system of the computer, Which recon?gures or 
otherWise alters the operation of the computer in a manner 
Well understood by those skilled in the art. The data struc 
tures Where data is maintained are physical locations of the 
memory that have particular properties de?ned by the format 
of the data. However, While the invention is being described 
in the foregoing context, it is not meant to be limiting as 
those of skill in the art Will appreciate that various acts and 
operations described hereinafter may also be implemented in 
hardWare. 

[0019] Referring to FIG. 2, the present invention is 
directed to a method and system for providing a represen 
tation of con?icts encountered in a three-Way merge opera 
tion. The three sequences to be merged include one sequence 
that, for convenience of reference, is designated as an 
“original” sequence 70, and tWo other sequences 72 and 76 
that are typically different versions derived from the original 
sequence. It Will be appreciated, hoWever, that the tWo 
sequences 72 and 76 do not have to be derived from the 
“original” sequence 70, and the three sequences may actu 
ally be unrelated to and independent of each other. Each of 
the three sequences contains multiple elements. The three 
sequences may be textual documents, and in that case the 
elements of each document may be the lines of those 
documents. In other Words, the operation of merging the 
documents may be performed on a line-by-line basis. In the 
folloWing description, the merge operation is described in 
the context of merging three textual documents, and the 
three sequences 70, 72, 76 are hereinafter referred to as 
“documents.” It Will be appreciated, hoWever, the generation 
of a representation of merge con?icts in a three-Way merge 
in accordance With the invention may be applied equally to 
other types of sequences. For instance, the same technique 
can be applied for 3-Way merge of sequences of Words 
(rather than lines) in textual documents, sequences of mol 
ecules in proteins, etc. 

[0020] For ease of reference, the three documents 70, 72, 
and 76 involved in the merge operation are hereinafter 
referred to as the Original, Versionl, and Version2, respec 
tively. In this regard, it should be noted that the terms 
“Versionl” and “Version2” are used only for the purpose of 
distinguishing the tWo derived versions and do not imply 
that the Versionl document is created or modi?ed before the 
Version2 document. An example of the application of a 
3-Way merge operation in accordance With the invention 
may be the scenario in Which an original version of a source 
code ?le and tWo later versions of the source code developed 
by tWo different developers are to be merged together to 
form one merged source code ?le. The merge operation is 
performed by a merge program 80 Which compares the text 
of the three documents and identi?es the common parts and 
differences among them, and generates a merged document 
96. The three documents may contain some common por 
tions that are found in all three documents, as Well as some 
different portions that may exist in one or tWo of the 
documents, but not all three. Some differences can be 
resolved automatically, and some differences are con?icts 
that have to be resolved by a user. To enable the user to make 
decisions as to Which of the con?icting portions should be 
kept in a ?nal document, a representation of the con?icts has 
to be formed and presented to the user The representation 
may be included in the merged document 96 generated by 
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the merge program 80. Alternatively, the representation may 
be displayed in a user interface screen on a video display 98 
to alloW the user to interactively resolve the con?icts While 
the merge program is running. 

[0021] Generally, the 3-Way con?ict identi?cation rule is 
as folloWs. If no changes happened to Versionl ’s piece (i.e., 
the Original’s piece equals Versionl’s piece), the merge 
program takes Version2’s piece; else if changes happened to 
Versionl ’s piece, but the Original’s piece equals Version2’s 
piece (i.e., Version2’s piece Was not changed), the merge 
program takes Version l’s piece. If changes happened to 
both Versionl’s piece and Version2’s piece and the tWo 
pieces are identical, then the merge program takes either 
one. Otherwise, different changes have happened to 
Versionl’s and Version2’s pieces. In that case, the merge 
program determines that a con?ict exists and may provide a 
representation of the con?ict to a user to alloW the user to 
resolve the con?ict. 

[0022] The conventional Way to represent a con?ict is for 
the merge program to present the entire con?icting chunks 
to the user. The con?icting chunks, hoWever, may have 
common parts intermixed With different text lines. For 
instance, the con?icting chunk in Versionl may be substan 
tially similar to the con?icting chunk in Version2. The 
conventional representation ignores this aspect and does not 
separate those common parts from the different lines. As a 
result, the different lines may be embedded in the common 
parts, and Would require the user to carefully compare the 
presented con?icting chunks in order to recogniZe the dif 
ferences. This signi?cantly reduces the usefulness of the 
con?ict representation. 

[0023] In accordance With a feature of the invention, a 
signi?cantly improved representation of con?icts in a 3-Way 
merge operation is provided by identifying components in 
the con?icting chunks that are common to tWo of the three 
documents being merged. Speci?cally, the merge program 
80 in accordance With the invention identi?es common parts 
of the chunks of the Original and Versionl, the Original and 
Version2, or Versionl and Version2, and indicates that those 
parts are common to the respective documents in the con?ict 
representation. 

[0024] To illustrate the bene?t of the neW con?ict repre 
sentation of the invention, an example is provided here. The 
contents of the three documents being merged in this 
example are shoWn in Table 1. 

TABLE 1 

Exemplag documents in a three-Way merge. 

Original Versionl Version2 

Subject: Thank you Subject: Thank you Subject: Thank you 
Thank you all. Dear Joe, Dear Sam, 

Thank you for Thank you for 
your participation. your participation. 
A $2 check Will be A $2 check Will be 
sent to you. John Smith. sent to you. John Smith. 

[0025] If the 3 documents are merged using a traditional 
approach to represent the con?icts, the resultant represen 
tation Would be: Subject: Thank you 
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>>>> ORIGINAL ++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 

Thank you all. 
==== VERSIONI ++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 

Dear Joe, 
Thank you for your participation. 
A $2 check will be sent to you. 
John Smith. 
==== VERSION2 ++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 

Dear Sam, 
Thank you for your participation. 
A $2 check will be sent to you. 
John Smith. 
<<<< END ++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 

The part between “>>>> ORIGINAL” and “<<<< END” 
markers is a merge con?ict that may be resolved manually 
by the user, and con?icting chunks from the versions are 
listed separately. However, as can be seen, the con?icting 
chunks of Versionl and Version2 actually have a substantial 
portion in common. It should also be noted that in this 
example each chunk of text is a collection of textual lines. 

[0026] In contrast, in the new representation of the con 
?icts in accordance with the invention, the lines can be 
separated into a distinct chunk identi?ed as common to both 
Versionl and Version2: Subject: Thank you 

>>>> ORIGINAL ++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 

Thank you all. 
==== VERSIONI ++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 

Dear Joe, 
==== VERSION2 ++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 

Dear Sam, 
==== VERSION1&VERSION2 ++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 

Thank you for your participation. 
A $2 check will be sent to you. 
John Smith. 
<<<< END ++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 

It can be seen that it is much easier for a user to see in this 
con?ict representation how Versionl really differs from 
Version2. 

[0027] To facilitate an understanding of the method of an 
embodiment of the invention to generate the con?ict repre 
sentation in a 3-way merge, several terms that will be used 
in the following description are de?ned here ?rst. 

[0028] 1. A ’subsequence” of a sequence is a sequence 
that can be obtained from the original sequence by 
deleting one or more elements from it. 

[0029] 2. A“common subsequence” of two sequences is 
a subsequence of both. 

[0030] 3. A“longest common subsequence” (“LCS”) of 
two sequences is a common subsequence that is not a 
subsequence of any other common subsequence. 

[0031] 4. A “snake” is a subsequence of an LCS that is 
sequential and contiguous in both sequences. 

[0032] 5. A “piece” is a sequential subsequence of a 
sequence. Thus, a “snake” contains two “pieces,” one 
from the ?rst sequence and one from the other 
sequence. 
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[0033] 6. A “difference chunk” is a pair of “pieces” in 
the corresponding sequences between “snakes” or 
before the ?rst “snake” (if not empty) or after the last 
“snake” (if not empty). If there are no snakes, then the 
difference chunk spans both sequences (if not empty). 
A difference chunk does not contain elements that are 
common in both of its pieces. 

[0034] A merge con?ict may contain several common 
parts between difference chunks (i.e. Original-Versionl, 
Original-Version2, or Versionl-Version2). Although the 
concept of the invention does not impose any limitations on 
which common parts are separated into chunks (which 
should not be confused with the “difference chunks”), in a 
preferred embodiment the following requirements are 
applied: 

[0035] 1. Only one common part is separated into a 
distinct chunk (the longest). 

[0036] 2. The common part should be either at the 
beginning or at the end of the difference chunks. 

[0037] 3. The common part should be long enough. In 
one implementation it should be longer than Z/3 of the 
longest of the participating chunks. For instance, if the 
common part is between the Original and Versionl, 
then the common part should be longer than Z/3 of the 
longer one of the Original and Versionl. Nevertheless, 
this ratio can be easily changed so it can be made 3A or 
some other value. Alternatively, some limit on the 
absolute length of the common part can be imposed. 
For instance, the common part could be required to be 
longer than 32 lines. 

[0038] The rationale behind the requirements is that addi 
tional common chunks, if too many, might clutter the view 
and complicate manual con?ict resolution. The requirements 
are a simple heuristics that turns on the new con?ict repre 
sentation only when it is likely to simplify manual con?ict 
resolution. The requirements #1 and. #2 guarantee that the 
representation of a con?ict can have at most 4 chunks of text, 
and there are 7 possible con?ict combinations as listed in 
Table 11. 

TABLE 11 

Possible con?ict combinations. 

I. Original 
Version1 
Version2 

II. Original + Version1 
Original 
Version1 
Version2 

III. Original 
Version1 
Original + Version1 
Version2 

IV. Original + Version2 
Original 
Version1 
Version2 

V. Original 
Version1 
Version2 
Original + Version2 

VI. Original 
Version1 + Version2 
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TABLE II-continued 

Possible con?ict combinations. 

Versionl 
Version2 

VII. Original 
Versionl 
Version2 
Versionl + Version2 

[0039] It is possible that in alternative implementations the 
requirement #2 will be relaxed, i.e. the common part may be 
allowed to be separated into a chunk for the representation 
even if it’s in the middle. In such cases, however, the 
requirement #3 may be stricter, because if a common part is 
in the middle, the merge con?ict contains 6 chunks and the 
common part should be really long enough so that folding it 
would justify adding 3 more chunks to the con?ict. 

[0040] Referring to FIG. 3, in a preferred embodiment of 
the invention, the 3-way merge operation generates the 
con?ict representation from two sets of difference chunks: 
difference chunks between Original and Versionl and dif 
ference chunks between Original and Version2. To that end, 
the merge program 80 ?rst calculates (steps 81 and 82) a 
longest common subsequence (LCS) of each of the two 
given textual ?les (as sequences of lines) and presents the 
output as a list of “snakes.” As de?ned above, a “snake” is 
a subsequence of the LCS that is contiguous in both input 
sequences. The two lists 85 and 86 of difference chunks for 
the given two documents (Original-Versionl or Original 
Version2) are then generated (steps 87, 88) from the lists 83 
and 84 of “snakes,” respectively. 

[0041] By way of example, for two given sequences 
{0,a,b,5,6,c,d,3,e,f) and {a,1,b,c,d,2,e,f}, the LCS is {a,b,c, 
d,e,f} and the list of“snakes” is {a}, {b}, {c,d}, {e,f}. In this 
implementation, a “snake” is represented as two pairs of line 
numbers (0-based): the ?rst pair is the line numbers of the 
?rst element of the “snake” in the ?rst and the second 
sequence correspondingly; and the second pair is the line 
numbers of the element just behind the “snake” in the ?rst 
and the second sequence correspondingly. Thus, in the 
current example, the list of “snakes” is {(1,0)-(2,1)}, {(2, 
2)-(3,3)}, {(5,3)-(7,5)}, {(8,6)-(10,8)}. The algorithm that 
produces a list of “snakes” is based on the algorithm 
described in Eugene W. Myers, “An O(ND) Difference 
Algorithm and Its Variations,” Algorithmica #2, 1986, 
1:251-266. 

[0042] One addition made to the algorithm described in 
this reference is that the list of “snakes” is always “brack 
eted.” If the ?rst “snake” is not at the beginning of both 
sequences, i.e., its ?rst pair is not (0,0), then an empty 
“snake” of {(0,0)-(0,0)} is added at the beginning. Further 
more, if the last “snake” is not at the end of both sequences, 
i.e., its second pair is not (length1,length2), then an empty 
“snake” is added at the end. In the current example, the ?rst 
snake is not at the beginning of both sequences, so an empty 
snake is added at the beginning. There is no need for an 
empty snake at the end in this case, because the second pair 
of the last snake is (10,8) which corresponds to the ?ll 
lengths of the two sequences. A bracketed list of snakes for 
this example is {(0,0)-(0,0)}, {(1,0)-(2,1)}, {(2,2)-(3,3)}, 
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[0043] Given the list of “snakes” for the given pair of 
documents, a list of difference chunks for the pair can be 
easily calculated. Difference chunks, as de?ned above, are 
the lines between the “snakes.” The “bracketing” as 
described above guarantees that the leading and tailing 
difference chunks are also enclosed between snakes. For the 
current example, the difference chunks is {(0,0)-(1,0)}, 

[0044] Returning to FIG. 3, after the merge program 
generates the lists (85 and 86) of difference chunks, it then 
executes a 3-way textual merge algorithm (step 90) that 
generates a list 92 of annotated chunks from the two lists of 
difference chunks for Original-Versionl and Original-Ver 
sion2. Each chunk in the annotated list is a quadruple 
[source ?le, {start-end}, con?ict ?ags]. The source ?le can 
be one of the “Original”, “Versionl” or “Version2.” The 
con?ict ?ag may be one of the following seven labels: 

[0045] 1. “No con?ict”, meaning that the chunk is either 
found in all three documents or can be automatically 
taken from either Versionl or Version2. 

[0046] 2. “Original”, meaning that the chunk is a part of 
a con?ict found only in the Original. 

[0047] 3. “Versionl”, meaning that the chunk is a part 
of a con?ict found only in Versionl. 

[0048] 4. “Version2”, meaning that the chunk is a part 
of a con?ict found only in Version2. 

[0049] 5. “Original+Versionl”, meaning that the chunk 
is a part of a con?ict found both in the Original and 
Versionl. 

[0050] 6. “Original+Version2”, meaning that the chunk 
is a part of a con?ict found both in the Original and 
Version 2. 

[0051] 7. “Versionl +Version2”, meaning that the chunk 
is a part of a con?ict found both in Versionl and 
Version2. 

Of these seven con?ict ?ags, the ?rst four have been used 
in conventional representation of con?icts in a three 
way merge, while the last three con?ict ?ags are added 
as a result of the invention. The resulting merged 
document ?le 96 is created (step 94) from the annotated 
list of chunks by reading the lines from ‘start’ to ‘end’-1 
from the appropriate source ?le and writing it to the 
resulting ?le for the merged document. Con?ict mark 
ers for the chunks may be written into the merged 
document according to their con?ict ?ags. 

[0052] For example, the result of the 3-way textual merge 
algorithm applied to the sample documents in Table 1 is an 
annotated list of chunks that reads: [“Original”, (0-1), “No 
con?ict”], [“Original”, (1-2), “Original”], [“Versionl”, 
(1-2), “Version1”], [“Version2”, (1-2), “Version2”], [“Ver 
sionl”, (2-5), “Versionl+Version2”]. 
[0053] Referring to FIG. 4, in a preferred embodiment, 
the 3-way textual merge algorithm performs steps described 
below. For convenience of reference in the following 
description, the variables in a difference chunk are named as 
the following: 

0054 Ori inal-Versionl: g 
(EndOri g 1 ,EndVerl )} 

{(StartOrigl ,StartVer1)— 
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[0055] Original-Version2: 
(EndOrig2,EndVer2)} 

0056 Ste 101: Initialization: P 

[0057] 
[0058] get the ?rst di?ference chink betWeen Original 

and Versionl; 

{(StartOrig2,StartVer2)— 

set OriginalPosition to 0; 

[0059] get the ?rst di?ference chunk betWeen Original 
and Version2. 

[0060] Step 102: If there is no more di?ference chunks, 
goto step 107. 

[0061] Step 103: If there is no more Original-Version2 
di?ference chunks or EndOrigl is less than StartOrig2 
then generate 2 resulting chunks: [“Original”, (Origi 
nalPosition-StartOrigl), “No con?ict”], [“Versionl”, 
(StartVerl, EndVerl), “No con?ict”]; set OriginalPosi 
tion to EndOrigl; get next di?ference chunk betWeen 
Original and Versionl; goto step 102. 

[0062] Step 104: If there is no more OriginaliVersionl 
di?ference chunks or EndOrig2 is less than StartOrigl 
then generate 2 resulting chunks: [“Original”, (Origi 
nalPosition-StartOrig2), “No con?ict”], [“Version2”, 
(StartVer2, EndVer2), “No con?ict”]; set OriginalPosi 
tion to EndOrig2; get next di?ference chunk betWeen 
Original and Version2; goto step 102. 

[0063] Step 105: If StartOrigl=StartOrig2 and End 
Origl=EndOrig2 and lines (StartVerl —EndVerl) in 
Versionl are the same as lines (StartVer2-EndVer2) in 
Version2 then generate 2 resulting chunks: [“Original”, 
(OriginalPosition-StartOrigl), “No con?ict”], [“Ver 
sionl”, (StartVerl, EndVerl ), “No con?ict”]; set Origi 
nalPosition to EndOrigl; get next di?ference chunk 
betWeen Original and Versionl; get next di?ference 
chunk betWeen Original and Version2; goto step 102. 

[0064] Step 106: OtherWise there is a con?ict. In this 
case adjust the di?ference chunks so that StartOrigl= 
StartOrig2 and EndOrigl=EndOrig2 then generate the 
chunk [“Original”, (OriginalPosition-StartOrigl), “No 
con?ict”]; and then generate the con?ict resulting 
chunks; and then set OriginalPosition to EndOrig2; get 
next difference chunk betWeen Original and Versionl; 
get next di?ference chunk betWeen Original and Ver 
sion2; goto step 102. 

[0065] Step 107: Generate one resulting chunk [“Origi 
nal”, (OriginalPosition-OriginalSize), “No con?ict”]. 

It can be seen that step 106 of the 3-Way merge algorithm 
is Where chunks common to the documents are identi 
?ed. This step, referred to hereinafter as “step 106 of 
the 3-Way merge algorithm,” Will be considered in 
greater detail later. 

[0066] To facilitate an understanding of the operation of 
the 3-Way merge algorithm, an example of a merge operation 
Without con?icts is provided here. In this example, the three 
sequences to be merged contain the folloWing elements: 

[0067] Original: {a,b,c,d} 
[0068] Versionl: {l,a,c,d} 

[0069] Version2: {a,b,c,x,d} 
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[0070] The di?ference identi?cation operation betWeen the 
Original and Versions returns the folloWing bracketed list of 
“snakes”: {(0,0)-(0,0)}, {(0,l)-(l,2)}, {(2,2)-(4,4)}. The 
corresponding list of di?ference chunks is {(0,0)-(0,l)}, 
((l,2)-(2,2)}. The di?ference identi?cation operation 
betWeen Original and Version2 returns the folloWing list of 
“snakes”: {(0,0)-(3,3)}, {(3,4)-(4,5)}. The corresponding 
list of di?ference chunks is {(3,3)-(3,4)} (i.e. only one 
di?ference chunk exists). 
[0071] Initialization gets the ?rst di?ference chunks of the 
2 di?ference chunk lists: {(0,0)-(0,l)} and {(3,3)-(3,4)}, 
Which means StartOrigl=0, StartVerl=0, EndOrigl =0, End 
Verl=l, StartOrig2=3, StartVer2=3, EndOrig2=3, EndVer2= 
4; and sets OriginalPosition to 0. EndOrigl (0) is less than 
StartOrig2 (3), so step 103 of the 3-Way merge algorithm 
Works, and tWo resulting chunks are generated: [“Original“, 
(0-0), “No con?ict”] and [“Versionl”, (O-l), “No con?ict”]. 
OriginalPosition is set to 0 (because EndOrigl=0); and the 
next di?ference chunk betWeen Original and Versionl is 
retrieved, Which is {(l,2)-(2,2)}, meaning that StartOrigl =1, 
StartVerl=2, EndOrigl=2, EndVerl =2. Again EndOrigl (2) 
less than StartOrig2 (3), so step 103 Works and 2 resulting 
chunks are generated: [“Original”, (O-l), “No con?ict”] and 
[“Versionl”, (2-2), “No con?ict”]; OriginalPosition is set to 
2 (because EndOrigl=2); and there are no more Original 
Versionl di?ference chunks. As there are no more Original 
Versionl di?ference chunks, step 104 of the merge algorithm 
Works, and tWo resulting chunks are generated: [“Original”, 
(2-3), “No con?ict”] and [“Version2”, (3-4), “No con?ict”]. 
OriginalPosition is set to 3 and there are no more Original 
Version2 di?ference chunks. As there are no more di?ference 

chunks, step 107 of the merge algorithm Works and one 
resulting chunk is generated: [“Original”, (3-4), “No con 
?ict”] Where 4 is the siZe of the Original sequence. As a 
result, the resulting chunks listed in Table III are generated. 
The merged sequence generated from this annotated list of 
chunks is {l,a,c,x,d}. 

TABLE III 

Exemplary annotated list of chunks resulting from operation of 
3-Way merge algorithm. 

Chunk Corresponding subsequence 

[0072] Before going into the detailed description of hoW 
step 106 of the 3-Way merge algorithm is carried out in a 
preferred embodiment, the de?nitions of some variables 
used in the operation of that step and the reason of Why they 
are used are provided here. In a preferred embodiment, a 
simple and e?fective algorithm for extracting common parts 
at the beginnings and ends of the sequences being merged is 
provided. The extraction algorithm requires comparison 
only of one pair and only in the case Where no adjustment 
happens. This extraction algorithm is based on the folloWing 
understandings: 

[0073] a. If an adjustment of one version happens at the 
beginning, then the only common part at the beginning 
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of the chunk is between the adjusted version and the 
Original. Moreover, it is the longest at the beginning. 
Symmetrically, if an adjustment happens at the end and 
there is no joining With next different chunks, then the 
only common part at the end of the chunk is betWeen 
the adjusted version and the Original. Moreover, it is 
the longest at the end. 

[0074] b. If no adjustment happens at the beginning, 
then the common part at the beginning of the chunk is 
only possible betWeen Versionl and Version2. Sym 
metrically, if no adjustment happens at the end and 
there is no joining With next chunks, then the common 
part at the end of the chunk is only possible betWeen 
Versionl and Version2. Thus, there may be only one 
common part at the beginning and there may be only 
one common part at the end, and the “pieces” that 
constitute the common parts can be unambiguously 
determined during the adjustment part of the 3-Way 
merge algorithm. 

[0075] These understandings form the foundation for con 
structing a simple and effective method used in a preferred 
embodiment for extracting common parts at the beginning 
and at the end that requires comparison only in the case 
When no adjustment happens and only of one pair. For doing 
so, a “delta” variable is introduced for each of the beginning 
and end sides. Speci?cally, “StartDelta” and “EndDelta” are 
de?ned for the beginning and end, respectively, and Start 
Delta=StartOrig2-StartOrigl, and EndDelta=EndOrigl 
EndOrig2. When StartDelta is equal to 0, no adjustment is 
needed at the beginning. In that case, the common part at the 
beginning is only possible betWeen Versionl and Version2, 
so they are compared. When EndDelta is equal to 0 and no 
join has happened, no adjustment is needed at the end. In 
that case the common part at the end is possible only 
betWeen Versionl and Version2, so they are compared. 
When StartDelta is greater than 0, the adjustment is needed 
for “pieces” in the Original and Version2, so the common 
part at the beginning is betWeen the Original and Version2, 
and the absolute value of StartDelta constitutes the length of 
the common part at the beginning. Thus, in this case, it is 
possible not only to determine Which “pieces” have a 
common part at the beginning, but also to get the length of 
the common part Without any comparison at all. Similarly, 
When StartDelta is less than 0, the adjustment at the begin 
ning is needed for “pieces” in the Original and Versionl, so 
the common part at the beginning is betWeen the Original 
and Versionl, and the absolute value of StartDelta is the 
length of the common part at the beginning. When EndDelta 
is greater than 0 and no join has happened, an adjustment at 
the end is needed for “pieces” in the Original and Version2, 
so the common part at the end is betWeen the Original and 
Version2, and the absolute value of EndDelta is the length of 
the common part at the end. When EndDelta is less than 0 
and no join has happened, an adjustment at the end is needed 
for “pieces” in the Original and Versionl, so the common 
part at the end is betWeen the Original and Versionl, and the 
absolute value of EndDelta is the length of the common part 
at the end. Thus, by examining the value of StartDelta and 
EndDelta, it is possible to determine Which “pieces” have a 
common part, and in four out of six cases it is even possible 
to get the length of the common part Without any compari 
son. 

[0076] This discovery results in a simple and effective 
method for carrying out step 106 in the 3-Way merge 
algorithm described above. Speci?cally, the method 
includes the folloWing steps 106.1-106.12. For simplicity 
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and clarity of illustration, hoWever, only steps 106.8, 106.9, 
and 106.12 are shoWn in the ?owchart of FIGS. 5A and 5B. 

[0077] Step 106.1: Set StartDelta=0, set EndDelta=0 
[0078] Step 106.2: If StartOrigl=StartOrig2 and End 

Origl=EndOrig2, goto step 106.8 
[0079] Step 106.3: StartDelta=StartOrig2-StartOrigl. 

If StartDelta>0 then StartOrig2=StartOrig2-StartDelta 
and Star‘tVer2=StartVer2-StartDelta else StartOrigl= 
StartOrigl +StartDelta and StartVer2=StartVer2+Start 
Delta. 

[0080] Step 106.4: EndDelta=EndOrigl—EndOrig2. If 
EndDelta>0 then EndOrig2=EndOrig2+EndDelta and 
EndVer2=EndVer2+EndDelta; else EndOrigl=End 
Origl —EndDelta and EndVerl =EndVerl —EndDelta. 

[0081] Step 106.5: Peek at the next Original-Versionl 
difference chunk, and if the NextStartOrigl is less than 
or equal to EndOrigl (i.e. the next chunk overlaps With 
the adjusted current difference chunk) then fetch the 
next difference chunk and join it With the current, i.e. 
the StartOrigl and StartVerl are taken from the current 
difference chunk, but EndOrigl and EndVerl are taken 
from the next difference chunk. The joined chunk 
becomes current. 

[0082] Step 106.6: Peek at the next Original-Version2 
difference chunk, if the NextStartOrig2 is less than or 
equal to EndOrig2 (i.e. the next chunk overlaps With 
the adjusted current difference chunk), then fetch the 
next difference chunk and join it With the current, i.e. 
the StartOrig2 and Star‘tVer2 are taken from the current 
difference chunk, but EndOrig2 and EndVer2 are taken 
from the next difference chunk. The joined chunk 
becomes current. 

[0083] Step 106.7: If ajoin happened on the step 106.5 
or 106.6, goto step 106.4. 

[0084] Step 106.8: If StartDelta>0 then StartCommon 
Length=StartDelta, StartCommonChunks=“Original+ 
Versionl”; else if StartDelta<0 then StartCommon 
Length-StartDelta, StartCommonChunks=“Original+ 
Versionl”; else compare Versionl and Version2 and set 
StartCommonLength equal to the number of equal lines 
at the beginning of Versionl and Version2, StartCom 
monChunks =“Versionl +Version2”. 

[0085] Step 106.9: If EndDelta>0 then EndCommon 
Length=EndDelta, EndCommonChunks=“Original+ 
Version2”; else if EndDelta<0 then EndCommon 
Length=—EndDelta, EndCommonChunks=“Original+ 
Versionl”; else compare Versionl and Version2 and set 
EndCommonLength equal to the number of equal lines 
at the end of Versionl and Versionl, EndCommon 
Chunks=“Versionl +Version2”. 

[0086] Step 106.10: Generate the chunk [“Original”, 
(OriginalPosition-Star‘tOrigl), “No con?ict”]. 

[0087] Step 106.11: If both the start and end common 
parts are shorter than Z/3 of the appropriate longest 
common chunk, then generate the I. con?ict combina 
tion: [“Original”, (StartOrigl-EndOrigl), “Original”], 
[“Versionl”, (StartVerl —EndVerl), “Versionl”], [“Ver 
sion2”, (StartVer2-EndVer2), “Version2”]. 

[0088] Step 106.12: OtherWise, if both the start and the 
end common parts are long enough then take the longest of 
them so that there is only one eligible common part and 
generate one of the II.-VII. con?ict combinations according 
to Table IV: 
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TABLE IV 
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Con?ict combinations for eligible common parts. 

# Side Common chunks Resulting chunks 

II. Start Original + Version1 
“Original + Version1”], 
[“Original”, (StartOrig 1 — <StartOrig1 + StartCommonLength>), 

[“Original”, (<StartOrig1 + StartCommonLength> — EndOrigl), 
“Original”], 
[“Version1, (<StartVer1 + StartCommonLength> — EndVerI), 
“Version1”], 
[“Version2”, (StartVer2iEndVer2), “Version2”] 

III. End Original + Version1 
“Original”], 
[“Original”, (StartOrig1*<EndOrig1 — EndCommonLength>), 

[“Version1”, (StartVer1*<EndVer1 — EndCommonLength>), 
“Version1”], 
[“Original”, (<EndOrig1iEndCommonLength> — EndOrigl), 
“Original + Version1”], 
[“Version2”, StartVer2iEndVer2), “Version2”] 

IV. Start Original + Version2 

“Original + Version2”], 
[“Original”, (StartOrigI — <StartOrig1 + StartCommonLength>), 

[“Original”, (<StartOrig1 + StartCommonLength> — EndOrigl), 
“Original”], 
[“Version1”, (StartVer1iEndVer1), “Version1”], 
[“Version2”, (<StartVer2 + StartCommonLength> — EndVerZ), 
“Version2” 

V. End Original + Version2 
“Original”], 
[“Original”, (StartOrig1*<EndOrig1 — EndCommonLength>), 

[“Version1”, (StartVer1iEndVer1), “Version1”], 
[“Version2”, (StartVer2i<EndVer2 — EndCommonLength>), 
“Version2”], 
[“Original”, (<EndOrig1iEndCommonLength> — EndOrigI, 
“Original + Version2” 

VI. Start Version1 + Version2 [“Original”, (StartOrig1iEndOrig1), “Original”], 
[“Version1”, (StartVerl — <StartVer1 + StartCommonLength>), 
“Version 1 + Version2”], 
[“Version1”, (<StartVer1 + StartCommonLength> — EndVerI), 
“Version1”], 
[“Version2”, (<SlartVer2 + StartCommonLength> — EndVerZ), 
“Version2”] 

VII. End Version1+Version2 [“Original”, (StartOrig1iEndOrig1), “Original”], 
[“Version1”, (StartVer1*<EndVer1 — EndCommonLength>), 
“Version1”], 
[“Version2”, (StartVer2i<EndVer2 — EndCommonLength>), 
“Version2”], 
[“Version1”, (<EndVer1*EndCommonLength> — EndVerI), 
“Versionl + Version2”] 

It should be noted that the steps 106.8, 106.9 and 106.12 are 
included as a result of the invention. Without the invention 
the type I con?ict combination was always produced at the 
step 106.10. The simplicity of this method is achieved due 
to the restriction #2iwithout it the algorithm for calculating 
common parts would be more complicated and less efficient. 

[0089] The following example is provided to illustrate 
how this method works in a merge operation with con?icts. 
In this example, the sequences of the Original, Versionl, and 
Version2 are as follows: 

[0093] The operation of generating the differences 
between Original and Versionl returns the following list of 
“snakes” (“bracketed”): {(0,0)-(0,0)}, {(8,1)-(9,2)), {(10,3) 
(103)}. The corresponding list of difference chunks is 
{(0,0)-(8,1)}, {(9,2)-(10,3) The operation of generating 
the differences between the Original and Version2 returns 
the following list of “snakes” (“bracketed”): {(0,0)-(7,7)}, 

{(10,9)-(10,9)}. The corresponding list of difference chunks 
is {(7,7)-(10,9)). Note that there is only one difference chunk 
between the Original and Version2. The Initialization step 
gets the ?rst difference chunks of the 2 difference lists: 
{(0,0)-(8,1)} and {(7,7)-(10,9)}, which means StartOrigl =0, 
StartVer1=0, EndOrig1=8, EndVer1=1, StartOrig2=7, 
StartVer2=7, EndOrig2=10, EndVer2=9; and sets Original 
Position to 0. EndOrigl (8) is not less than StartOrig2 (7), 
so step 106 is performed. Speci?cally, 

[0094] Step 106.1: Set StartDelta=0, set EndDelta=0. 

[0095] Step 106.3: StartDelta=+7; StartOrig2 is updated 
to be 0 and StartVer2 is updated to be 0. 

[0096] Step 106.4: EndDelta=-2; EndOrigl is updated 
to be 10 and EndVerl is updated to be 3. 

[0097] (As a result of the adjustments, the current 
difference chunks look like StartOrig1=0, StartVer1=0, 
EndOrig1=10, EndVer1=3, StartOrig2=0, StartVer2=0, 
EndOrig2=10, EndVer2=9 and StartDelta=+7 and End 
Delta=—2). 

[0098] Step 106.5: NextStartOrigl is 9 and it is less than 
EndOrigl (10), so the next Original-Versionl differ 
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ence chunk {(9,2)-(l0,3)} is fetched and joined With 
the current Original-Versionl difference chunk: End 
Origl is updated to be 10 and EndVer2 is updated to be 
3 (accidentally they are already equal to 10 and 3). 

[0099] Step 106:6: There is no next Original-Version2 
difference chunk. 

[0100] Step 1063: Ajoin happened at the step 106.5, so 
goto step 106.4. 

[0101] Step 106.4: EndDelta=0 (EndOrigl and End 
Orig2 are both equal to 10 after the adjustments and 
join). 

[0102] Step 106.5, 106.6, and 106.7: Nothing to do. 

[0103] Step 106.8: StartDelta is +7, so StartCommon 
Length=7, StartCommonChunks=“Original+Version2” 

[0104] Step 106.9: EndDelta is 0, so the content of the 
Versionl and Version2 chunks needs to be compared. 
StartVerl is 0, EndVerl is 3 and StartVer2 is 0, EndVer2 
is 9, so the chunks look like: Versionli{l,i,2}, Ver 
sion2i{a,b,c,d,e,f,g,l,2} (accidentally the chunks are 
equal to the Whole ?les). The chunks have one common 
line at the end, so EndCommonLength=l and EndCom 
monChunks =“Versionl +Version2”. 

[0105] Step 106.10: Generate chunk [“Original”, (0-0), 
“No con?ict”]. 

[0106] Step 106.11: For the start common part the 
appropriate chunks are Original and Version2, Original 
has the length of EndOrigl-StartOrigl=l0; Version2 
has the length of EndVer2-StartVer2=9, so the maxi 
mum length is 10 and 7 is greater than Z/3 of 10, so the 
start common part is eligible. For the end common part 
the appropriate chunks are Versionl and Version2, the 
length of Versionl chunk is 3 and the length of the 
Version2 chunk is 9, so the maximum length is 9 and 
l is less than Z/3 of 9 and thus the end common part is 
not eligible. 

[0107] Step 106.12: Generate the IV. con?ict combina 
tion: [“Original”, (0-7), “Original+Version2”], [“Origi 
nal”, (7-10), “Original”], [“Versionl”, (0-3), “Ver 
sionl”], [“Version2”, (7-9), “Version2”]. 

[0108] As there are no more difference chunks, the step 
107 of the 3-Way merge algorithm Works and one resulting 
chunk is generated: [“Original”, (10-10), “No con?ict”]. The 
resulting chunks generated are given in Table V together 
With their corresponding sequence elements: 

TABLE V 

Annotated list of chunks for example of 3-Way merge With 
con?icts. 

Chunk Corresponding subsequence 

[“Original”, (04)), “No con?ict”] <nothing> 
[“Original”, (0*7), “Original + Version2”] {a, b, c, d, e, f, g} 
[“Original”, (7A0), “Original”] {h, ij} 
[“Versionl”, (0*3), “Versionl”] {1, i, 2} 
[“Version2”, (7*9), “Version2”] {1, 2} 
[“Original”, (l0il0), “No con?ict”] <nothing> 
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[0109] The merged sequence With embedded con?ict 
markers generated from the annotated list of Table V is then: 

[0110] In vieW of the many possible embodiments to 
Which the principles of this invention may be applied, it 
should be recogniZed that the embodiments described herein 
With respect to the draWing ?gures are meant to be illustra 
tive only and should not be taken as limiting the scope of the 
invention. Therefore, the invention as described herein con 
templates all such embodiments as may come Within the 
scope of the following claims and equivalents thereof. 

1. A system, comprising: 

a set of documents including at least a ?rst, second, and 
third documents, each of the documents having com 
mon text and at least tWo of the documents having 
different text; and 

a programmed application con?gured to generate a 
merged document that includes the common text and 
indicators of the different text betWeen any of the at 
least ?rst, second, and third documents. 

2. A system as recited in claim 1, further comprising a user 
interface con?gured to display con?icts of the different text 
betWeen any of the at least ?rst, second, and third documents 
such that the con?icts can be resolved interactively While the 
programmed application generates the merged document. 

3. A system as recited in claim 1, Wherein the programmed 
application is further con?gured to automatically resolve 
con?icts of the different text betWeen any of the at least ?rst, 
second, and third documents. 

4. A system as recited in claim 1, Wherein the programmed 
application is further con?gured to request a user-provided 
resolution to a con?ict of the different text When the ?rst, 
second, and third documents each have a different version of 
the different text. 

5. A system as recited in claim 1, Wherein the programmed 
application is further con?gured to automatically resolve a 
con?ict of the different text When the ?rst document is an 
original document having the different text and When the 
second document has the same text as the third document, 
the con?ict being resolved such that the merged document is 
generated to include the same text from either the second 
document or the third document. 

6. A system as recited in claim 1, Wherein the programmed 
application is further con?gured to automatically resolve a 
con?ict of the different text When the ?rst document is an 
original document having the same text as the second 
document and When the third document has the different 
text, the con?ict being resolved such that the merged docu 
ment is generated to include the different text from the third 
document. 

7. A system as recited in claim 1, Wherein: 

the ?rst document is an original document; 

the second document is a ?rst revision of the original 
document; 
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the third document is a second revision of the original 
document; and 

the programmed application is further con?gured to auto 
matically resolve a con?ict of the di?ferent text When 
the original document has the same text as the ?rst 
revision and When the second revision has the di?ferent 
text, the con?ict being resolved such that the merged 
document is generated to include the di?ferent text from 
the second revision. 

8. A system as recited in claim 1, Wherein: 

the ?rst document is an original document; 

the second document is a ?rst revision of the original 
document; 

the third document is a second revision of the original 
document; and 

the programmed application is further con?gured to auto 
matically resolve a con?ict of the di?ferent text When 
the original document has the same text as the second 
revision and When the ?rst revision has the di?ferent 
text, the con?ict being resolved such that the merged 
document is generated to include the di?ferent text from 
the ?rst revision. 

9. A system as recited in claim 1, Wherein: 

the ?rst document is an original document; 

the second document is a ?rst revision of the original 

document; 
the third document is a second revision of the original 

document; and 

the programmed application is further con?gured to gen 
erate a ?rst list of di?erences betWeen the original 
document and the ?rst revision; generate a second list 
of di?erences betWeen the original document and the 
second revision; and determine the di?ferent text from 
the ?rst list of di?erences and the second list of 
di?ferences. 

10. A method, comprising: 

determining common text in a set of documents that 
include at least a ?rst, second, and third document; 

determining different text betWeen at least tWo of the 
documents; and 

generating a merged document that includes the common 
text and indicators of the di?ferent text betWeen any of 
the at least ?rst, second, and third documents. 

11. A method as recited in claim 10, further comprising 
displaying con?icts of the different text betWeen any of the 
at least ?rst, second, and third documents on a user interface 
such that the con?icts can be resolved interactively While 
generating the merged document. 

12. A method as recited in claim 10, further comprising 
automatically resolving con?icts of the di?ferent text 
betWeen any of the at least ?rst, second, and third docu 
ments. 

13. A method as recited in claim 10, further comprising 
requesting a user-provided resolution to a con?ict of the 
di?ferent text When the ?rst, second, and third documents 
each have a di?ferent version of the di?ferent text. 

14. A method as recited in claim 10, further comprising 
receiving a user-provided resolution to a con?ict of the 
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di?ferent text When the ?rst, second, and third documents 
each have a di?ferent version of the di?ferent text. 

15. A method as recited in claim 10, further comprising 
automatically resolving a con?ict of the di?ferent text When 
the ?rst document is an original document having the 
di?ferent text and When the second document has the same 
text as the third document the con?ict being resolved such 
that the merged document is generated to include the same 
text from either the second document or the third document. 

16. A method as recited in claim 10, further comprising 
automatically resolving a con?ict of the di?ferent text When 
the ?rst document is an original document having the same 
text as the second document and When the third document 
has the di?ferent text, the con?ict being resolved such that 
the merged document is generated to include the di?ferent 
text from the third document. 

17. A method as recited in claim 10, Wherein: 

the ?rst document is an original document; 

the second document is a ?rst revision of the original 
document; 

the third document is a second revision of the original 
document; and 

further comprising automatically resolving a con?ict of 
the di?ferent text When the original document has the 
same text as the ?rst revision and When the second 
revision has the di?ferent text, said resolving the con 
?ict such that the merged document is generated to 
include the di?ferent text from the second revision. 

18. A method as recited in claim 10, Wherein: 

the ?rst document is an original document; 

the second document is a ?rst revision of the original 
document; 

the third document is a second revision of the original 
document; and 

further comprising automatically resolving a con?ict of 
the di?ferent text When the original document has the 
same text as the second revision and When the ?rst 
revision has the di?ferent text, said resolving the con 
?ict such that the merged document is generated to 
include the di?ferent text from the ?rst revision. 

19. A method as recited in claim 10, Wherein: 

the ?rst document is an original document; 

the second document is a ?rst revision of the original 
document; 

the third document is a second revision of the original 
document; and 

further comprising generating a ?rst list of di?ferences 
betWeen the original document and the ?rst revision; 
generating a second list of di?erences betWeen the 
original document and the second revision; and deter 
mining the di?ferent text from the ?rst list of di?ferences 
and the second list of di?ferences. 

20. One or more computer readable media comprising 
computer executable instructions that, When executed, direct 
a computing-based device to: 

determine common text in a set of documents that include 

at least a ?rst, second, and third document; 
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determine di?‘erent text between at least tWo of the automatically resolve con?icts of the different text 
documents; betWeen any of the at least ?rst, second, and third 

generate a merged document that includes the common documents‘ 
text and indicators of the different text betWeen any of 
the least ?rst, second, and third documents; and * * * * * 


