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The use of Open Source License is essential for enhancing interaction between software engineers and users because of the distribution of usage right and unrestricted accessibility (Årdal, Alstadsæte, & Rottingen, 2011). Besides, the use of Open Source License has gained traction among the software developer, organization, and users because of the distinctive attributes inherent in the design. Among the notable features of an Open Source License, including unrestricted access to source codes, free redistribution, derived works, and absence of any form discrimination, which can hamper accessibility by a certain cadre of users (Marin, 2015). Therefore, an effective review of specific models of Open Source License hinges on the availability of software free of loyalty, restriction in commercial development, and suitability for crowdfunding of the commercial products. Equally, other criteria critical to ascertain an Open Source License relate to the availability of a software in domestic or international markets and the existence of special condition to limit modifications. 
Model of Non-Loyalty, Free of License Fee, and Grant Patent License


A suitable model of Open Source License that incorporates the Free Redistribution principle is the Academic Free License (AFL) Version 3.0. The Academic Free License V.3.0 grants the users a copyright license applicable worldwide and free of royalty fees (Kevin, 2014). The sublicensing the copyright license is permitted in the Academic Free License V.3.0 because of the availability of the source codes, which characterizes the original form of the license and necessary documentation (Ibid). The non-loyalty and sub-licensing capabilities have been key attributes of the Academic Free License V.3.0 that facilitate the gain in popularity among the users and software developers. 

Further, another attribute of the Academic Free License V.3.0 necessary toward enhancing the popularity regard to the grant of a free-patent license. The patent license is applicable worldwide and grants exclusive control to the original work and the derived works among the developers (Kevin, 2014). The patent license also accords the licensee with exclusive rights to make, sell, and import both the original work as well as the derived works within the patented duration. Therefore, the free patent and copyright grants inherent with the Academic Free License V.3.0 demonstrates the adherence to the various principles of an Open Source License, which include Free Redistribution, Grant of the Source Code,  and Derived Work. 
Open Source License with Non-Restricted Commercial Products

Open Source Licenses strive to enhance the development of a commercial product using the principles of Distribution of License and Derived Work. However, individual licensors incorporate specific conditions when granting licensee with patent license and copyright license, which can create a form of discrimination (Laurent, 2013). The Apache License Version 2.0 is the most suited caliber of Open Source License because it has an elaborate component termed as the ‘Contribution Clause’ (ibid). The enactment of the Contribution Clause in Apache License Version 2.0 is an improvement from the previous model that improves the principle of Derived Work. The Apache License V.2.0 grants the licensee with access to source codes necessary to modify the original work or establish new contributions, which when the licensor accepts become part of the original work. 

Therefore, the enactment of the Contribution Clause in the Apache License V.2.0 facilitates commercialization of the product because it eradicates restrictions inherent to typical Open Source License. For instance, a licensee has an option to modify the original work granted in the copyright license, which is a common practice with the typical Open Source License (Laurent, 2013). Alternatively, the licensee has a leeway to make an application to create separate derivative works on behalf of the licensor that will be incorporated into the original work. The second option is critical toward commercialization of the Apache products because it eliminates restrictions because it entails elaborate statements about the use of the trademark, disclaimer of warranty, and limitation of liability (Årdal, Alstadsæte, & Rottingen, 2011). The three special provisions improve the commercialization phase because it outlines the scope, nature, and limits of the liabilities applicable to the licensor and licensee during the redistribution process. 

Suitable Open Source License for Crowd-funding Commercial Product

The internet crowdfunding has gained traction among the entrepreneurs because it enables them to capitalize on the personal networks established to source for affordable funds (Mollick, 2014). Consequently, the use of a Jabber Open Source License v.1.0 is an effective Open Source License because it enhances crowdfunding capabilities using unique licensing terms. The caliber of a copyright license is applicable worldwide, royalty-free, and non-exclusive right to the use of the third-party intellectual property. The licensee can modify the original work, sublicense, and reproduce derivative works that enhance crowdfunding functionalities. 

Similarly, the intellectual property provision is a distinctive feature inherent to the Jabber Open Source License v.1 necessary to enhance the crowdfunding capabilities of the licensee. The third-party claim provision mandates provision of a special text file represented as “LEGAL” during the distribution of the source code (Marin, 2015). Further, the intellectual property provision requires a representation module, which enables the licensee to acknowledge the authenticity of the modifications and availability of the right to access the patent license. Therefore, the provision for intellectual property principle as an additional component to the Open Source Initiative influences suitability in the use to bolster crowdfunding functionality. 

Popular Models of International Licenses among Engineers

The applicability of the copyright and patent license into an international market is a key indicator of an infective Open Source Initiative. The grant of license that has a worldwide access enhances the implementation of critical principles of Open Source Licenses that include Free Redistribution and Grant of Source Code (Marin, 2015). The notable Open Source Licenses that incorporate a worldwide license include the Academic Free License v.3.0, Apache License V.1.0 and V.2.0, MIT X-file License, BSD Licenses, as well as Jabber Open Source License V.1.0. The five models of Open Source Initiatives have a worldwide, royalty-free, sublicense grants to the licensee to influence free redistribution of the original work and derivative works, which is critical toward enhancing the universal accessibility of the commercial product from the contributor. 
Unique License with Special Condition Limitation 

The Apache License V.2.0 is a prototype of a special condition limitation Open Source Initiative because of a non-endorsement provision used to restrict the use of a trademark name ‘Apache’. The Apache License V.2.0 is a complex model because it incorporates two distractive provisions that regard to the nature of contributions from the licensee (Laurent, 2013). First, the Apache V.2.0 enables the licensee to submit an explicit permission to incorporate his or her modifications into the original work (ibid). The contributor can opt to accept the request and the new derived works form part of the original work, which receives protection from the former’s copyright and control. Secondly, the licensee has an option to develop separate derivative works, which are subject to the terms of the copyright and patent licenses. 

Concisely, the protracted innovation in the Open Source Initiative enhances the accessibility of licenses to bolster the development of numerous software. The availability of unique licenses that incorporate worldwide, royalty-free, and patent-free grants is a critical advancement that improves the developers and users experiences. Therefore, engineers need to maximize the special licenses that incorporate prominent principles including Free Redistribution, No- Discrimination, Grant of Source Code, and Derived Work to invent effective licenses that aim to nurture crowdfunding capabilities for the users. 
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