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Method Clone Detection Using Text Mining Techniques

Abstract: Code clone (i.e., code fragment that has identical or similar fragment in source code) is one of
the major problems for software maintenance. Software developers can increase the maintainability and
the readability of source code by merging them (e.g., create library, pull up method). At present, a lot of
techniques have been done on the detection of code clones in source code. However, most of them focus
on structural similarities. Moreover, the detection techniques that focus on semantic similarities lack the
scalability for large-scale source code. In this study, we propose a technique to detect method clones using
text mining techniques (i.e., data mining technique intended for natural language text). In our approach,
we generate feature vectors for each method by weighting words in identifier and syntactic keyword based
on the important degree of them. And then, we detect method clones based on the similarity among the
feature vectors. We believe that our technique can perform the scalable detection of similar method clones
from source code.
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Fig. 1 Overview of our detection technique

EIIHTENTES. LhL, 70T LORSEN R
PEICDOABZBH LTS8, for X9 while XODE ZHLZ &
WoleZ AT 4 Da— R7a—yOMmtizEiTS T &h IR
TH5.

2.1.2 EGMGELEICEER LEREFE

R BLIMEICER L TFEE LT, TudI LMdE
75 7 VTR [5], [6] %0, ATV N—ZDOMHF
W [7) B EDMEET 5.

TS MAF T T T VIt —)voREE L
T, %S MBAFE L7z Scorpio[5] B%IFHNE. T1ro
LRET S 7 80%, Tays LNOBEEMICIAAET 216107
B@REELIEARNT S 7D EREW®RT S, TOFET
X, V—AaA—Rh 570l I LMAET T TR L, M
I TGO 7o TR T A Lick>Ta— Ry
O— > O/ ZITS.

o, AEVR—ROMHFEDONREKLE LT, Kim 5
FAFE L7z MeCC[7] BT 5N 5. TOTFIETIE, HHfE
Wizfi5 it k> T, BFMEME T LIRERICEIT 3
HHRA7E AT OIKEZTHT S, ZLT, TNH5DIEE
DL 2T, I—F7u—2OmitZ2175.

INEDOFETIE, ZAT4ETOI—RI70—DMK
HWETS TEMNARETHS. L L, TabdsLkiEzr >
TERWETIETIE, 797 OHEEDEKERE 551,
Od— R a— OIS, £z, AEUXN—
ADTFHECBNTE, ATV DIREDTHIZETTS 2Dk

© 2013 Information Processing Society of Japan

RN I I K IR R S D 5

AWIZETIE, MR I TY —Aa— Ko
BAY w RERHIANR T MIVICERL, Thb OMELIEZFT
HIBTLICEoTRAT4FETOIA— R 70—V O/
w179, £z, DO UDREANT NV IS AR T
LTHLITEILEST, MEDORAT 4Da—R7a—
MR AR TEEAMRIE 2175 T LD A[RETH S.

2.2 TFRAMNRAZVY

TFARIAZVTEIE, TFART—=2EWMRIC LT
T—=RAIAZ2T DT THS. TFAIYZVI TR,
FEAEEINTOVERW R a0 AV SOEF D & HIRSEET
DFHEZEHVTHERD Y L—XIcn#IL, Zn5 0B
[ SORHBEREIR i B C LI & - TH AR S
% [8).

Uramoto BlE, TFARIA T TV, HWICH
PILENADELHENTVS RF a2 XV hOpEfT-
T3 [15]. TOFETIE, BARSIEUHENT 2115 C
WK&->T, ERFa AV ILSEHEOHMEPEITS. R,
HEEDOHBSEEDH D IICEDNT, RFa Xy McE
HI BEHFBICH LU TEEEOREAI 2T, ZNH0
EERMEL UTERF 2 XA NERMART MVICZEH
5. TLT, X7 MVBEOELEREIHET S LI
EoTC, HWICHAMELILIZRFa AV DI T ARY
VI EITFOTVS.



BIRVEF RIS
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

® 1 #plFHONEIG

Table 1 Examples of segmentation of identifier
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Table 2 Evaluation of detection accuracy using benchmark set

RAT 1 EAT2 EAT3 XAT4
NVF—7 3 4 5 4
T RS SR 3 2 5 4

VU DREEIREIX O(dn? logn) ERENSD. —J, &X
Vo FICH UTRENZ FVIBIOBIEIE 251 R4 25550
REMIETRE R O(dn?) &75%. > T, KRT YT THH
MUDHT T AR T RITV, 7a—2R7T EKD 1550
Wiz s T LIick > T, MILERICHD 2RI A b 7Z2H
BTEBHLEADNS.

3.4 STEP4:##A~NYI MVOELEDHE

H12IC, STEP3 TROET T ARHPDRAY v FOXE
W LT, at A VEUEEZRANT I a—2 X7 TH 2B
ELOHEZITS. YA VL2t T FIVDSA
PEZHETZEDTHY, Xt d THDB 2 DORHEN
2 WV @, b OISR FORTET T LA TES.

d
- S a:b;
sim(d,b) = cos(d Lz b

(_" 5) ) \/zgzl aiQ\/Z?ﬂ bi2

TF-IDF IEOFMERN 005 X 51, FHBRIEFICED
iexdizd, VA EUEZ NS 1 OHIHEERS.
&L, a4 VFLEMSEEN LTHhNIE, Fh5E 2D0
AV R3ora—yX7Ths EHETS. AFETIE,
ML ORMMEE LT 0.9 ZFHLTVS

COXIC, FTFAMNIAZ Y THEMIZIGHAL TH A
Vo RICHEIT 27— R SR FIVOFHEZTTO,
INSOHLEEROZ T LICE ST, BATADRAY Y
R7o—2otpalGEL 5%, ATETR, &7o—r
N7 U THUERAE LTV 20, FHUEIC LS A
Vw Roa—r0OI5F VT ERETH D, iz, H
S UCDREANT SIVD T S5 AR VT =ITD, 71—
R7EROBEB MRS T EICE ST, Kb X
Vw Roa—2oOtzEFHETE%.

4. FHEEER

AFITIE, 3EHTHBRRZAY v R 7 a— 2R FEDRE
BRSOV TIRND. REFRTIE, XF—TZH0
TeMR RS EE ORI &, MRINIFR O 21T > 72, 4.1 Hi&
4.2 fiiT, ZTNENOFMIRFERT L L HERICDONTIANX
%. Fiz, 43HITIE, MeCC[7] &Lt#EZTT, AFERD
ELIT DOV THNS.

4.1 BHBEE
MK E ORI T, Roy HOXRYF<—7 [10] ZHW
TeRERE, 0SS \OEMHIERZIT-> 2. 5%, AV v R

© 2013 Information Processing Society of Japan

Vol.2013-SE-182 No.28
2013/10/25

® 3 RTINSO 0SS
Table 3 OSS for application of our detection technique
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Table 4 Evaluation of detection accuracy using OSS

0SS M7 o—2 78 | AR B
Apache Ant 474 A 0.92 0.62
ArgoUML 880 {1 0.96 0.55
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Table 5 Statistics of method clones by type

RAT 1 BZAT2 RAT3 KZAT4
Apache Ant 56 139 220 22
ArgoUML 222 219 371 33

O—2& UM SN2 FLUEORER, ATFEDT 7 +
JVIMETH % 0.9 ZFIH LTz
4.1.1 Roy SONVFI—9 & B A

AN, Roy HOXNYF—7 [10] 2 TR RGO
FMEERICDWTEHIAT . TOXRVFI—Z7 T, XA
TIDHEAT 4 TOHEEH16HD 7 00— X7 HHE
ENTHBO, K [7) OFMFERTERIHENT V.

K21, NUFIY—ITHEINTWR70—2XT7D
2A THOME L, AFETHRIETE R 7a—2 X7 D%
A THOMEBERL TS, fEHRELT, 21KT 16 fih
UHD 7 a— X7 2T 5T N TER. i, 241
T1, BAT 3, BAT 4B, ATFERZHOTET
DIA— XTS5 e ZERTER. XA T 4T
&, XOWTEEZ for X & while XORED R LALESZ D
EEWMIAMEET B 70— RXT7HBHARIN TV S D, &
FEEHAWSkicEk>TENDZO—FI/u—2e LT
MHT 2T ENTE.

—HT, ZAT27TE, 22070—2X7 O #T
ST ENTE ol TNHDI7a—2X71E, JTOE
BOHD 1 XFOT7IVT 7Ny MCEEEINTED, BEkr
TR WVEBBICERENT WY, ATFETEa—FR
sa—rELTHHTE R EEZLNS. LAL,
FERDYV T U 2 TR T, B EEKROTNEDIC
BT 255130 neEZLENS.

4.1.2 OSS \ODiEHA

K, Java SRBCIEIN/Z2 DD 0SS (F 3) ITHL
TARFLEZEHA L, Tempero 5DNVFI—7 [21] ZHW
THEARE HEEOFME 21T /2. EARIEERBHEFIC
HUT, XFI—VTEREGLHEINTVS 70—
VRTDEEGERLTVWS. Fiz, HERE, XVFI—
IO A= R7ICH LT, AFECK> TRt hiz



BIRVEF RIS
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

Vol.2013-SE-182 No.28
2013/10/25

private void fireTargetSet(TargetEvent targetEvent){

if (listenerList == null) {
listenerList=collectTargetListeners(this);

}

Object[] listeners=listenerList.getListenerList();

for (int i=listeners.length — 2; i >=0; i—=2) {
if (listeners[i] == TargetListener.class) {

((TargetListener)listeners[i+1]).targetSet(targetEvent);

1

}

— QWX NaRWN

—_ —

}

(a) Z8D null F v 7HD

private void fireTargetSet(TargetEvent targetEvent){
Object[] listeners=listenerList.getListenerList();
for (int i=listeners.length — 2; i >= 0; i-=2) {
if (listeners[i] == TargetListener.class) {
((TargetListener)listeners[i+1]).targetSet(targetEvent);
}
}

e U e

}

(b) 2D null F = v 7ML

2 ZAT3DAVy Rrua—20f (ArgoUML)
. 2 Examples of detected type 3 method clones in ArgoUML

&
&

public void log(String message,int loglevel){
if (managingPc '= null) {
managingPc.log(message,loglevel);
lelse {
if (loglevel > Project. MSG_WARN) {
System.out.printin(message);
Jelse {
System.err.printin(message);
1

]

—~ 09O AR N

}

—_ =

(a) if 7% W TS IR

public void log(String message,int loglevel){
if (managingPc '= null) {
managingPc.log(message,loglevel);
lelse {
(loglevel > Project. MSG_WARN ? System.out :
System.err).printin(message);

ahRhoen

24
—

~
—

(b) ST T2 U TSRS

3 ZAT 40Xy R7a—20Of| (Apache Ant)
Fig. 3 Examples of detected type 4 method clones in Apache
Ant

Ia—RTDEERERLTVS.

FERZR 4 1ORT. EROXGHE Lz 2 DD 0SS ITxf
U CHERIZ 6 BpiTH 2D, MARIIEEZBZTE
D, BRHZIZEALEEET AV Y Ra—22mtid 3
TENTET.

IHIC, RBKEORHMITIEffESGEHE Lz n—>
RT7 ZFEETE2A T L. ek 510R7.
CORNEDMNDBE I, AFEEHVWSZLICKST,
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1: | private boolean isValidEventRemove(PropertyChangeEvent e){
2: boolean valid=false;

9: Collection col=(Collection)getChangedElement(e);
10: Iterator it=col.iterator();

11: if ('col.isEmpty()) {

12: valid=true;

13: while (it.hasNext()) {

14: Object o=it.next();

15: if (lisValidElement(o)) {

16: valid=false;

17: break;

18: }

19: }

20: lelse {

(a) while 3072 W72 D IR UL

1: | private boolean isValidEvent (PropertyChangeEvent e){
boolean valid=false;

9: Collection col=(Collection)getChangedElement€;
10: if ('col.isEmpty()) {

11: valid=true;

12: for ( Object o : col) {

13: if (lisValidElement(o)) {

14: valid=false;

15: break;

16: }

17: }

18: lelse{

(b) for 7% 7z # 03k LALEE

K4 2147 4DAYVy F7u—20f] (ArgoUML)
Fig. 4 Examples of detected type 4 method clones in ArgoUML
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F v TMTONTVED, K 2(b) TE THONTVARL.
COFIDEL S, AFEZANT null F v Z7iwhia L,
AEBCEREDZ XYy R/u—rZRliTtEs L%
MR T E 7.

Fiz, MHENIZA T 4DAYy Rrya—2 & LTS,
NOMOHEEA, if & =TGR O T2 56 LB D
EEHZ, for X & while X2 WD R LA O X
Wz EDEVDFHET B AV Y Rya—27ziie s
EWTE. 3, 4 ICAFETHRIE LIz AT 4 DA
vV R7a—rofERT.
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Table 6 Evaluation of detection time

0SS s MHIRE OST A—=%G1HE4) B OS5 A—XG1Ew)
Python 435KLOC 294 83
Apache HTTPD | 343KLOC 213 7 68 #»
PostgreSQL 937KLOC 447 196 #

B3 1%, FEMDIEEEDE E D > TV AHITHS. K
3(a) Tl if-else 32 W THEEAER ) EAEAE L 5 — ) D5
PR IR 2 5225 LU T 2 0, X 3(b) Tl =IHEE 7
AW TE AR 2 IEE LT 5. K4 1E, 0 U
FRNE Z D > TV BHITH 5. K 4(a) Tl 13-1917
H T while XEFAWWTHED R LA ZIZEL TV 50, K
4(b) Tl& 12-1717H T for XZHWTRL[A—D#EDIKL
WHZFEE LTS, ThHDFIDX S I, RFEEHAV
T, A—FZBHELL TR UEEREL TV BICE D
59, M EORENRIZZ AV Y R/n—VERETE
5T LR TET.

4.2 R

FHIRIORA & LT, AKERTIE, MeCC[T] DR —
FEUT 4 DFMETHWENTWS C FiETHEI N
3 DM 0SS (Python, Apache HTTPD, PostgreSQL) I
MNUTHEMAZTo 7. 758, REBRILITOT—I XT7—
va YO RTiroTk.

e OS: Windows 7 64-bit
e CPU: Intel Xeon 2.40GHz
e RAM: 16.0GB

MR ZR 6 IR . KPDIRT A—HEIHR LI, FEAN
VDT ZAZY T THHLTWS E2LSH ICXd %
LD TH5. E2LSH 1 LSH D785 A— 2 & HEIICIRE
T HEEEZFFD. COMREIZT—X% Yy hOofhH <D
WOT—R7%5 A LNERL, ZOEOE 7z R Y
BINT A—27 HEICEGES 5. (E> T, 1 DOwEHXS
FUTKH L TRT A—2 Dffiz—EatFH X, ZDH%ROM
HICBWTELZDMEZHAIT S EMNHETH B EE A
5NM%.

FERE LT, NI RA=XERZIT I HAICHBNT, 500
LR TAY Y Roa—2ZzBIHTES T e 2R T
Te. iz, NI RA=ZEFRZITOEVERICEVTE, &
TD OSSITH LT 200 HELFTRAY »w K m— 72
TEBHLZ2MERTEI.

4.3 ER
AREROBREL LT, AFEABRICZA T 4DAY Y R
ra—r otz HNE T % MeCC[7] & Lzt 7z,
MR EOFMIICIBNT, ATIETIE, Roy H5ONYF
<=7 2 VT2 F8 T 16 A 14 D 7 o — 2 X7 2 F
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TBHTENTER (£2). Ffz, 0SS \DJEMHFETILE
BRNIBI EEENMETHZ T Ebholz (K. —
5 MeCC Tl&, Roy 5OV FI—7 %MW T2HERT 16
il 15 M7 a— X7 ORI KL TWa. LHL, 3
DO 0SS I L TCHEAFBRZIT> TV EH, MEHRIEET
9 ERAG & AR TFHEICHER TRV, ATFETRENORSGE
BTHBAVY Roa— 2K S FEEICIRRT ST N
HINTH 728, HEERNENT EIZIEFHICEETH 5.
Mo T, AFEOMIEKEETRNEFAS.

F 72, BRI OFM T, LSH 7bdY RLDIRT
A =R RS 255 T 500 HLLT, 789 A—X D51 FH %
fIDEWVIBEICBWLTIE 200 # EBFEWERRITAY v R
Ja—VEMRHTE SRR TE (F£6). MeCC
IZ B % MR & A TEORTEREIZEZ > TWBH,
MeCC Tl& 3 DD 0SS Ik U TEHINIRITIC 1 B
MBI, AFEREEICYZ a— U275 T AR
ThHdEEAS.

7272 U, AREBTIIHBHEREOFMGIC, Java Sk CHE
TN 2D 0SSICHLTORHERAZIT>TVE. ZTD
2o, MOFETIEEIN/Z 0SS IR L TEEAL, K
RS ORI 21T REND . £z, MR OFHGC
DNTE, IBITHBEANKE 0SS I LTl ZiT,
AT D DD B .

5. FELHESERDRE

KHETIE, TFA A THZISHALUIZAY Y
Fr7o—URBHTFEOREZ T 1. AT, V—XA
O— RID& T — RICH LT TF-IDF % W CEAEET
BHL, ZTNOZREE LTHEAY Y RO MLz
AT S, ZULT, A7 VOIS AZFHET S C
LICE T, EMRINCEENAMNELILIZAY v F7o—
YOt EITS. iz, LSH 7V XLEHWTH LN,
CDRART MIVD IS AZY) VT R{TH T LICE-T,
IR XYy R 70—V O EEB L.

FHSEER T, MIREEOFME LT, Roy bONVF
=7 & Java S CEEINTZ 2 DD 0SS ITx LT
TV, BOBETRETES L 2ELIE. 561,
0 R DAL S I VB D SEEE N T > TN B 2 A
4DAYy Ron—2OMMZTd Bl cEi. £t

SRETTHIEI N 3 DD 0SS ISR U THHIRE- O R
ZITV, BHFEFEICHATERICA Y v B a— 2z
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TEBH LR TE k.

SHROBEE LT, LUFNEFENS.

o HBIRO{EZN EEELL0ENH S, BRI,

HEESMMBOMBRZ AW — RO 7S A21)
IR, T—FOMGAIC K BEAFFZITH T LICE-
T, VA—LMTONIGEEDRAY v R 7 u— 20O
iz L EE 5.

BURTIE Java 53k & C/CH+ERBICOHMIGL T
50, FihziikE ¥ T COBOL & EMID FFEICE X,
IS BREND B .

flid OSSIcH L CHEMH L, BHFFEE IR LANDS
AFEOH M2 508N H % .

SEE AW JSPS BHFE: 25220003, 21240002 DB

K2Rz DTHS.
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