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Abstract: A code clone is a code fragment that has identical or similar portion in source code. While
various code clone detection tools and their applications have been reported, source code characteristics of
code clones in detail are not investigated. In this research, we have analyzed method calls involved in code
clones which are detected by CCFinder. As a result, code clones often involve the same “important method
calls” that likely implement a similar functionality in different source code locations.
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Ko —2 Lt LTHRHET S, 2ok, mokdoE
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THEHAELHD 3. Lokohy—Aa—KEza—R7
n—rE LTHRINLTWD D0, TORNFIZHET HHEEE
D eV, 7 u—r D FEEAMET 5 L THERH
ETHD.

ARHFFETHE, a— K7 a— 2B MEH SNzt 5
TeODFE—HE LT, AV y RONFICEENDL 2 — K
02— NZDWNWT, £ORAY Yy RO LIZAER L7-iiE s
1To7. BRIICE, a—FKza—rhicisli+ss TEE
Ay RIEFOMIL) ORA Yy KA THZ LT, 7
0N AYy RONH CTEERWIEZ a1 0
ThHHON, e ba CHERGE 2 RO e 5 sl 4
TERR L2 DO TH 200 E A L. HEOHHEE, Java
THEENTZ 6 DDA T Y =AY T h T DY —A
22— K5, CCFinder AfHL7za—R7 e —2Thsb.

PIF, 2 B TIEHAMEOEFIZOWTHFM L, 3 ETIX
A IEIZDONTIERS,. 4 BETITREOR R 2= LT
KT 2 BREEIRARD . FRICH ETIIARMEDOE LD L
St ORI HOW TR D .

de =
2. B=

2.1 a—FK&yOo—:
BRHANLRTE Y —Aa— RS IBREL EOEET
BR— T D eRITR< 4], Z<DHBE, a— K7 n—
VIFBAFRE N Y — A a— REBRMICER L CTHAIHT 2
ZLIZEoTAELD 3. RSNy —R=3—FiExoD
FEHEZD EFRO RN, T2 b 2ITEHKL 2 HR D
V—Aa—RIZHEDLELRE, Hx RiREN TS 5.
CCFinder[1] 1%, Y —Aa— ROEHLRA Y v REDE
B W - BfiliZefEIE A B8 L7z, Bellon H DTS ¥
A7 27 a—rERET5Y—LTh 5D [6]. DECKARDI[T]
D XD IeEXARE VDY — L, SCOANEZ 2 L,
Il Da—-FNEERbH-TChba—FKr7a—r& L TH
HT 252 ENTEDLD, RUFFETITRD 2 DOBH NG
MRt Gi% CCFinder M9 52— RKorm—r b Uiz,
e CCFinder (X h—72 > DFNZ LT B2, HDHa—
RROED h—27 2R, ioa—RKForo h—7 >
WG DT BN EMD ZENTED, bbb,
BHREE N Y —RAa—FRezab—L%IZER LR
b A#HiHEa— K7 o—ONENSHIETS 2 &
MTED.
o M7 Dk ERNWZa— K7 a— R odisE
L LT CCFinderX*' AR EHTEBY, miiahs
a— K7 a— BT 2 ES, R¥ERETITbn T
WD ER % 72 3 TR EN AL D ATREMED B 5 .

*1AIST CCFinderX,
ccfinderx-j.html

http://www.ccfinder.net/
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2.2 EEGAYVY FFUHL

Sridhara & [8] 1%, A Y v FOMWEEFIT 52 A
FORELLTSSDLYY) Tar I axxaiitiL, i
BaRXy MIERT LBIRERE LT, 7a /T L3002
Bex 72 b 0057, Sridhara HIELLF D 3 DO BRRILAE
BHEFTND.

o £ DAYy KT, ONOUEFEIT > THH I
DI Z FATT D72, A Yy RORRBICHELT 5
07T AIEETHS.

o FEYENEDILTNRND, RV EORD void Th 5
A Yy RIEOH LUE, Y AT Ak 2 EIVERH &
DIZOHETHD.

e AV y FLELBWROHENELZT 270/ T L3, 2L
Z1E compile &5 A Y v RKHITC compileRegex &\
) &9 El—DEEEFFOA Yy RO LIE, 523
DOFFME R L TWAHTDEETHS.

Sridhara O FEE, ZNHOEGETRIINZT 1T T
AL HFATTDHIDICME T — 2 2 W[ T 570 7 T A
SCRFATHIE S B [FIRFICHhH L, a2 A BT 5,
70 7T LSRR A SCRIMAIER b S EL D
2, FRLIEI A MIRBRESND Z DR, AV YR
FFOH L2 ERHEHRIEE L TR TV 5.

ARGETIE, ZOFETHHIND 2V y RoOBE%
MAT LA FORNRLELTSEIDLWV A Yy RIE
MU%, TEHERAYy RIERHL] EFES. 23— R a—
s THEERAY y RPN L) 2%<at—L, Z0%
FHAHLTOWL2ONE I DERFETHZ LT, 7r—r
WAV FNOBHBERUHZ 2 —LIEbDTHD D)
e bR UHliEESE 2 RN B 2B A2 ER L= b 0
ThHLHLONEREMNIT 5.

HERA Yy FEOHLOBIEZR 112577, 20RO 4
17 B @ addElement(input) 135 0 EAFIH S Tuhigniz
W, ZOAYy RTETINDIREMOLORIEHEZH-
TW5h THBERA Yy FIEOHL) D, Fz,
@ 6 17 H ® append(result) |% returnPressed A V> FOR

WCHTDID, ZOAY v FBRREIIZET LT
bVl ARETD THERAY v FEOH L) &
5. LT, ZOAY vy RN LOGHEIZfEDITH
L8 8 result ICBAT 27 — 2 KFRAGREZ WS &, 5ITHD
evaluate(input) FFOMH L DB D A3 result IZARA S LT
LTl Ihb THERAY y RIFHIL] &5,
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ARBFFECIX, CCFinder A L7z — K7 m— 2o
WT, BLTFD 2 2OEEMIZET 20 21T 72
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RNELDHZ L 13H D00
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a— K



BHRNEZSATHRE
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

1 void returnPressed() {

2 Shell s = getShell();

3 String input = s.getEnteredText();
4 history hddETenent aput) ]

5 String result =[evaluate(input);|
6 s .|aEEend(result) ;|

7

}

1 ending, void-return, data-facilitating ™ =— K [8]
Fig. 1 An example of ending, void-return and data-facilitating
method calls [8]

TWAHE Sy Za bt —Li=b D THDHDN

3.1 REXZ

FERSRLE L TTFa s T IV EE Java Trolk Sz
6 DDA —T V=AY T Ny =2TEBRINLT, 23— kK7
72— O HIZFER L7z CCFinder ®/3N— 5 13 7.2.4.0
Ths. mIHO/NT 2—2139 T CCFinder OF 7 4 /L
METHYV, 30 h—2 YU EOEEDa—FKr/ua—r%
EExtG e L=, 7272L, CCFinder B L7za— K7
n—y®5hH, a—Kra—r A K27 ZRNR[9] OfEAH
0.5 LA FERB 7 a—2ty NERHARNSEN LRI TN
%. RNR L1 32— ROV LEFOZLETHY, a—FK
A CAF OO0 I LEZ N E, ZO@EMEL 725, RNR
DIEDME = — BB DU if 3072 E OFIEISC Ofk Y
ELIZ > TWDHZ ENEL, BFEEICZE o TUTHEBEN 72
WHDONRZNT L RRBRIIC Do TWBT0, irkts
PHBA LT, HESRD 6 DOV T by =T OELEY
7 b =T OB, Hmitshizz n—2ty o, RNR
DI KD 7 4 NZ Y o T mA TN T AT 2 12
n—rty NOEAER 1ITRT.

3.2 BAFOLEE

CCFinder IZ x> THttianba—Kr7rn—23a— 1R
TED N7 UEPRELL, £l =2 L OREEOIDE
—HT D ENRAENTWAEYD, AWz a—
2o TnDHa— RHET TR UNEICAAET D) 28k
ETED. 2O [FUNEICFET DHB 1) OL4mZE T
Rz xlz, ya—rty NNOTRTOa— R THEIN
T BHE, ZOWINFIE [REREES LTV,
ZNLSOEAET TARINELINTWS] LEXRTH.
BB FBA Y » RIFOH L TH D0 E 9 3% Y — A
T 7 ANDRELRIZE > THW 5 Z LR TELDOT, [H
UAEIZAFET B A Y RIFOH L) O4TTZ 5 2 &
T IHARIAERE ST RN A Yy RIERH L, TR
BEHRINTHDEAY Y RIFOH L] 2XKBIF5. filé LT,
2hpa—R1 ta—F2R37u—rt L THEESH
AT, b 2 o0 a— RIZEEN DA ZNEEIC
i LTk Lo R 2 R 2 1SR T.
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x = getX(); y = getY();
z = 3; z = 3;
n = getN(x, z); n = getN(y, z);

return n; return n;

a—R1 a—R2
K2 =—FzZa—rof

Fig. 2 An example of code clone

3.3 EEL AV Y FHEUH LORH
[EF/RA Yy RFEOH L) 1, TR0y 7 h o«
TDEAY y RERENTT 52 L THOLALS. Sridhara
OB DEFRLICEHER T 1T ALOHEITIE, Java YV —
A a— RO T Tl e—, F—% 70—
WRBETHDHZ Lnb, AWFIETIE Java /S ha—F
fEHT & AV C, Sridhara & OEFRICHE - 7=l O FEZ LA
ToLolTFEEL-.
F9°, T EROA Yy RIZH LT, HH7e—r7 7
L7u 7 ME(EZZ 7 (PDG) [10] 2454 5. 72720,
Java D34 b a— RFEBEICANT FRAY vy ba—7
WERD 2TEEM D720, 7 —2EFRERIE, X7
VRAF 7 EFEBH LD L, a—VERERE L
Loz L THHE LT, fHonkrs 7 72T
ending, void-return, same-action &V 9 3 DDA YV v K
FEOVH L DA Z LT O X 5 IcHhiiti 4 5.
ending Y — A3 — RIZBWTA Y v RKEDOID, re-
turn ORIV EORITEEE T D A Y v RIFOH L
MEOEE. N ha—FTi, RVEZRS 2N
RETURN 5 OEANZ D DAy, 253 EE S
RETURN @5 BEEEZ LR E LT, Javafifi~ D
AH o 7 BRI Lle T — 2RFBRFR A% A E 2l o
TEFERRERFMICH D A Y v RIEOH L d OES
L%,

void-return &V EAMEDIL TR, R D EORN
void THDH A Y v RO L DES. N ha—
RTIX, EVENEHINRWES, A Yy RIEOH
LB OEZICE Y EEHIET HmanfAIhD 2

= 2 2 Da— K7 a—lEENDHHHTF
Table 2 Identifiers involved in the code clones of Fig.2

a—K1| a—Fk2 FE IS DA I
x y BH »Hb
getX getY AV RFEOMH L HY
z z B 2L
3 3 DAl i L
n n A L
getN getN | AV v FIEEOMEL 7L
x y B »HY
z z T 2L
n n 2 L
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X1 #FEARoOY 7 =T BN ENT r—r by MK

Table 1 Analyzed software and their code clones

Software Version #File LOC  #Method | #Clone Set  #Analyzed Clone Set
Derby*! 10.9.1.0 1,445 549,911 21,653 2,302 1,384
h2*2 1.3.168 500 135,114 7,184 1,315 569
jTunes*3 (2009.12.12) 519 134,243 7,296 1,324 675
Tomcat**  7.0.27 1,242 348,856 16,916 3,518 1,962
XXL*5 1.0 633 178,230 7,914 832 509
zk*6 6.5.0 406 77,772 4,851 338 229
EEFIHLT, 4452V y RIFOH L OES facilitating 4% 45 B3 L AT T~ 5 S0 iz >

T A2 N TE S,

same-action POV L TW5D A Y » R4 % CamelCase
D= TG > THEERNIZ B L2 5E812, 0%k
SHEGEDRIT RGO A Y > K& —F$ 25 XV » RIED)
H Lan S DEA.

22l FOFREOWTNNICE TITED A Y v R
OH LA IXEZE TRV Sl LR 5.

e void-return & same-action A > v RFEONH LD 9
B, AVANT I X, ZHID get & DWW set D HIFE
BHAY R, SUFHNOMEIZERH S5 StringBuilder
7 7 2% L O StringBuffer 7 7 2 append A Y > N
WX 2RO LA,

o filsh Ny BT OHIZFEIR SAL TV D REONH LAns.

o HLAEKNnll THDHZ L, £/l null TRNWZ LR
FATRIEE 2D K D72 A Y » FIFOH LAnas.

o BX LV IURBSMLEIZEIET S L EDbNDS A Y v R
FEONH L. $72b b, A Y v RA4IT log, trace, error,
debug, exception, close 23& £iLD A Y v RFEOH L
.

PLEDFNE TR D72 ending, void-return, same-action
DAYy RBEOH LICxt LCT — & 289~ 2 08, 917
Z il 540 %2 data-facilitating & controlling & L CLA
TOEITEETD.
data-facilitating A Y > RFEOW LICXF L CT —4 %

k32 2 V> RIEON LS O%EA. ending, void-
return, same-action \Z& £i15H X Y v REEOH Ly
FOBENENERERE LT, AT RRZ v
&7 =2 ARG EILY, o= VERICET S
T HRAFBMR A 22 LS (e 7T A
DT —ZKFBRICHY T 5), EHIcALT U RXR
Sy 7K T — 2 IKAFBR A > TRETE 5§
FIicdhD A Yy REOW LS a3 5. 72720
void-return 3 £ O same-action (Zxf L CI{T> 72D & [A]
Rz, a0 A NI 7%, AN get & DV IEset 1D
WEDAY Y R, XFHNOKEITET DAY v RFED
H UGS, oM LRI 5.

controlling ending, void-return, same-action, data-
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T, 2O&EMRITEDIL TS (SO ama 5 A4
NT U RRE Y VT 5T — 2 KA BIR TRIE TR
REFAICH D) A Yy REOH LOEAZIY T
BARBZIE, SRR 7 BRI 2 -V T, XY v R
DIATERIE L T2 DT XTO (HEBH 7K A7 Bk %
Fo) REDEATEZIGL, D OSEMIEOHE
Wbz A Yy FIEOW Lam 2o 4. 22
ThH, get/set HED AV v RO LIXEEAD b BRI
T5.

Z O—HOMUILE TR DT, ending, void-return, same-
action, data-facilitating, controlling ™ 52D A Y v R
O LEBOFERD, REIIRD D TEERAY v R
FFONMH L &%, 23— R7r—ri@ Y —Aa—RIZHL
THEINADT, a—RK/a—VIlEENDA Y v R
OHLEAAS Fa— FICHBET DR L &1, TE 5L
AR K o> THISfHT 5.

3.4 AETHALNIIR

FKrnm—rky M LT, LFOBE#HEIEE L.

e /u—rty NNOI—RIZEENHTXTDOAY v
REEONH L%, B A Y v RFFOW L) & TEHEZET
WA Yy REEMH L 1253t 5. TEERAY v R
FEOH L) @95, ARINERINTND A Y v RIE
CH L oEIAEZ THEERA Yy R LOETES
(A)) &95. Fi, THETRWAY v RO L
DHL, FERICARINET ZNTND A Y v REEOH
LOEEGE [HETRNA Y v RIEPOH LOEEES
B) &£75.

e /u—rty hNOTRTHOAY v REFRH LD H
B, [HERAY Y RIFOH L) OFElG%E, [7r—r
Lo TnhHa— FOEERAY v REOH LOFEIG

*1 Apache Derby, http://db.apache.org/derby/

*2 h2, http://www.h2database.com/html/main.html

*3 jTunes, http://sourceforge.jp/projects/sfnet_
jtunes-online/

Apache Tomcat, http://tomcat.apache.org/

*5 XXL, http://dbs.mathematik.uni-marburg.de/home/
research/projects/xx1l/

zk, http://www.zkoss.org/

*4

*6
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(C)) &75.

o /u— Ty hOKEI—RNANGFELTNEAY v R
OEAZRMVIL, TRDICEEND A Y v RIEOH
LEFIZFET D (a—R7u—r% 1{TTHLEATOHN
WX, TDOXA Yy RiZ7a—0 BN FELTWE A Y v R
ET5). FOpT, THEERAY vy REECH L] OF)
G, 7= PHEELTVWDHAY v REKTOE
iR A Yy RIEOCH LOEIES (D)) &75.

7ok, THERAY v RFFOH LY X, Z7r—r&y A

DHHA— RN TIHFEETHH-TH, HOa— RFoxts

FTOHNEIZLH DAYy RFFOH L CIFEETRNE NS T

ERBDY HDH. Ll xE, BARENAY v RefkEabr—

LT, REIZ1IDAYy RKIFOH LEZEENZ 5L, X

KEIZH ST A Y v RBEOH LI, ending O 5MED 544

NTLEI. ZOEIRHEATH-TH, (A), (B), (0),

(D) @ 4 S>OEIXFHHR AR TH 5.

4. FEHKR
4.1 BEHAYY FEUHELEEETHNAY Y RIEY
H L) EEER

RQLICBALT, £, £V 7 bu=70 [EHERA Y v
RIEOMH L] NERESRTWARW a—rty bk %
DEIGER IR T. [EHERA Yy REOH L) NEAES
NTWRNa— K7 a— L 87.0% L 2> TEY, TT
DOFFRH L AZFE SN TWiana— K7 a—20 60.9%I
EEARTH@EWMEE 2> TS, [THER A Y v RIEOH L

£ 3 AVyRRRHLBAEREIh Ty a—rty ok

Table 3 Clone sets whose “important method calls” are not

modified

BHEARMPOH LOALETZL | RO LAET R L
Software | fE%k HE | HE
Derby 1,308 94.5% 833 60.2%
h2 570 79.3% 292 51.2%
jTunes 599 88.7% 501 74.2%
Tomcat 1,661 84.7% | 1,183 60.3%
XXL 423 82.9% 324 63.5%
zk 196 85.6% 114 49.8%
&t 4,639 87.0% | 3,247 60.9%

£5 (A) & (B), (C) & (D) lcxtd 2 Wilcoxon DAL FIffE
Table 5 Wilcoxon’s rank sum test for (A) and (B), (C) and

D)
(A) & (B) (C) & (D)

Software pfE IR p fiE i SO
Derby <0.0001  #H 0.0013 E]
h2 < 0.0001 FEH 0.0538  FEHIS 72\
iTunes 0.0057 A 0.0730 IS
Tomcat < 0.0001 HEH] < 0.0001 HEH
XXL 0.0032 FEH 0.4451 FEHI NN
zk < 0.0001 FEH 0.4197  FEHIS 72\
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DALRINERIND Z ENEHETRNA Y v REEORH LI
HRTORNWT L 2ERT D720, £7a—rtvy Fo [HE
PR A Yy RFEOH LOEFES (A)) & TEZETRNA

Yy REEONH LOEFTES (B) ) D420 T, Wilcoxon
DA IR EZEH L7z, Y7 hv=7d (A), (B) D
BEOEEMEER 4 1277, BEMRER 5IR-TD,
TRTOY 7 Y =72 W THEKYE 1% TR ERH %
FEHIL, 2BICENDD L ZHER L. 202 D
RQL IZxT 2% %1%, TEERX Y v RIEOH LOARTT
EEINDZ i3kl a—FRpar—sphTbzox
BN ED D Z &3P0 L) DI D.

I— R a—ORBEILICELIHANS O, [E
R AY y RIERH L] PEESATW RN m—rEy
NE& THERAY y RERH L] BRELEEIRTND Y
n—rty hEEnNENngY 7 FU =T 5 5 B8 30
B MAELICHIRY L, FEEica— R20% L GRE L

[EFERAY v REOH L] BDER IR TV m—
iy MTEEND A= RE~kER, 30055 22
B, TNy r—CoRIA 7 72 R TRl 7 ADE4A
Ay R 7L, BRICFE—TIERWE, HFET Dy
r=%, VI A%, Ay RADOWTARELLTH D
a—KRZue—rty bEloTnz. =& 201X, Tomceat
@, AjpNioProcessor 7 7 A D process A Vv K&, AjpA-
prProcessor 77 7 A @ process A Y v Rnvh THERA Y »
RIFOM L) BERE I T a—rty MRS
nTns.

—J7, TEERAY vy RIFOH L] OETEEBEWY
n—rty NERERTE DA, HIBRESCE B K LRk L
TWha— IR HRINTZ. L, BEHEICLE->T
BlE N e Bon O/ n—rty N THDHN, M
DR LDV RNRICE ST A VX Y v 7 &
NigholztEZEzobnsd. B31F=2—FK1, a—K2L
\Z zk @ ConfigParser 7 7 AL SN/ a— RTHY,
ZD2ODaA— KRR ra—rty FERoTNSD. Z0f
UL, HAERESCA R D K LEBLILC, ERE I OHIEE SO
FCTRVEDRNA Y v REMORHLTWS., ZDOX Yy
RO Ui void-return @ [HE/R A Y v R L] T
HDH. DAYy RIFOH LTI LTS A Y v K
su—UMTRRD D, THERAY v FFFOH L) 0%
FEANELS 2> TND. ZD XKD, HlERE ST oMY I
LCilikESnizr m—rty MRS HHGR S, L
30 B I8 BIS ZAUCREY L=, F7z, Eovz 12 614 7 41
1%, RVEDZRNAY v R0k LIFOH L TnD 22—
RTohole. ZNHDa— K7 m—3RRE MR L
Wa— R7ua—rThDHAREMITEN. ZoZ enb, THE
Hp A Yy FIEOH L) OEFESGREWI m—Ey b
BT 4NE ) TTHIET, BREOMKO N — R
ru—rEBEEL, B0 — K7 a—r 245 R
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x4 (A) BLO(B) 0EENE
Table 4 Frequency distribution table of (A) and (B)

Derby h2 jTunes Tomcat XXL zk

A) B @A) B | ®B») @B (A) B @A) BB @)
[0.0 — 0.1] 1,308 886 | 454 368 | 601 567 | 1,662 1,430 | 423 390 | 196 136
(0.1 —0.2] 6 40 11 71 11 21 24 90 12 16 1 14
(0.2 —0.3] 4 23 4 24 20 16 19 76 15 13 2 4
(0.3 —0.4] 10 59 22 42 6 28 49 99 19 19 6 18
(0.4 —0.5] 23 47 27 19 7 9 70 85 18 24 10 9
(0.5 —0.6] 0 6 3 3 0 0 9 22 2 1 3 1
(0.6 — 0.7] 13 13 10 3 2 20 15 5 5 2 2
(0.7 —0.8] 2 3 3 1 1 2 7 12 0 2
(0.8 —0.9] 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0
(0.9 — 1.0] 27 307 32 30 26 30 102 125 15 39 9 43

e \ Tabt—SNTWDEEFRELRNWEEZBEND.

if (v != null)
config.setSessionMaxRequests(v.intValue());
v = parselnteger(el, "max-pushes-per-session", ANY_VALUE);
if (v != null)
config.setSessionMaxPushes(v.intValue());
String s=el.getElementValue("timer-keep-alive",
if (s != null)

true) ;

config.setTimerKeepAlive("true".equals(s));

a—F1

if (v != null)
config.setProcessingPromptDelay(v.intValue());
v = parselnteger(conf, "tooltip-delay", POSITIVE_ONLY);
if (v != null)
config.setTooltipDelay(v.intValue());
String s=conf.getElementValue("keep-across-visits", true);
if (s != null)

config.setKeepDesktopAcrossVisits(!"false".equals(s));

N

a2

3 [HIERE SOV IE L) O=a— 7 m—2Df]

Fig. 3 A code clone including repeated control statements

FemLZ EnHIfFEND.

4.2 yO—CBREIR—URNEFENDAY Y FLAKT
DAYy FIEUE LOLE

RQ2ICHOWVWTHET 7201, HY 7 hu=Thbkh
Haniz7n—rty Mo, [7ao—rbizoTn
La—ROEERAY v RIFOH LOEIEG (C)) & [
B—NFELTND A Y v RERTOEE /R A Y v~ R
CHLOFIA (D)) 28453 L, DMHICERHLNE > e
Wilcoxon DNENLFIAEIZ L W FRFE L2, & 5 I12R-3 &9
2, 62507 b7 4507 2T T, BE
ARHE 1% CTIRERELITIEA ST, (C) & (D) OOl
MHDHENHIZEFETERY. DFED, a—FK7 =N
ERREN DS, THEER A Y v RIFOH L) 2% < &0
9, ThRbBH A Yy RNOFEERLHNERISRIR S
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4.3 TEELGAYY FFEUHL] O
AWF5EDFHAENL, Sridhara ST L2 T A Y » ROME
EHHT L] A Yy RO LIZESFE LTV 5. Sridhara
O O [8] TIXH GRS~ 244 FAMEIC DWW T OFHM
T TON TN, EOXH7A Yy REEOH LS AR
HLZ THEZE R A Y » RIEO L) EHIES D 0NFEEL <
FLR SN TWARWY., 22T, F0kHkexyy KA THE
AV FIFOH L I2Xk o THFOH ER, Dk )7
Vo RS THETRWA Yy RIEOH L) 12 X o TREOYH
SNDLODNPTHEEITST-.
4.3.1 AV RDON5E

TP, HY TP 2TOY—Aa—RPETES ST
DAYy K&, WICEERA Y v RFEOH LIZE > THEY
HENZDHD (TRTOMREOH LS TEER A Y v R
CH LI ThdHHO), FWIZHETRWA Y v RIFOH LIC
FoTPUOHEND (TRTOFFOH Loy [EE TR
AV RIFOH L] THHHD), ELEL05 RSN
HH0, —ELIPFOH IV OO 4 FIEICOELT-.
I TOMHTREE, VAT ANLANDA Yy REHRB
FORA Yy RIEQRH LOATHD. D7, fEFTxIgL
DI =TI ENBIEOH S5 LIRS T
DAYy RiZ T—ELERH SR I, Y
T U7 ZEORRER 6 1RT. BT, ThENY
HENTAY v FO¥kERT. £6nbbrs@y, [

x6 AV ROHH
Table 6 Category of method

WICHE  IHELDLD —Eb
Software | #iICEE T2 OIS OH ISR
Derby 4,930 5,126 1,312 16,064
h2 4,142 6,663 1,995 7,568
jTunes 2,162 4,131 647 3,781
Tomcat 4,202 7,435 1,645 9,158
XXL 1,938 2,963 691 4,303
zk 1,411 1,845 538 2,875
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WCHEZE, MFICEETRY] A Yy FIZHR TEEL01 5
HIEFRH S D] A Yy ROEIID R o TWNAH. ZD
iDL, TEERAY y FEO L] & TEETRNA
Vo REEOH L) BRERENEOHT A Y > Riddb AR
BEERS N TND EHER SRS,
4.3.2 AV FRICERAINDIEEORE

Wiz, TEICESE R A Y v R LICE > THROH S
51 Ay RE FFICEETRWAY v RKIEH LIC X -
TR END ] AV v R, ZRENDAY v R4 TEL
FHENTWDHEEBICOWTHEZIT-7-. HikL LT
1%, AV v R4 % CamelCase [ZHEVWVEGEIZSE|I L, SEHET
RSN TWHHEZER L CHEIEICIE 2528 T
E L. ks, AT 2 OISEE D BA7 10 HREE L7,
FPFNL THICEZE LAY v RIEOH LIZE > THEORH S
51 AV R, FFICEBETRWAY v RIEH LIZE - T
MO END ] AV y RERENOBREZR TIRT.

TTERADL get Ris R EOHTENRELHIZHEENT
W5, —HTORLMEHINDHFEZRT D, [HICE
Eiﬁ)‘ Yy RIEQH LICE > TR EN D A Y v K&

WIZHEETRWA Y v REEOYH L ’otoTD?U“Hj b

Ay RTHE L TFEET 2 BB [—) &5, 72
B, ZZTo [HiE Lfffﬁémajti VAZ NS
TRECNE I DEEBE LR, 2L 20E, HEERAY Y
REEOVH L Tomeat @ 10 T H & EHE TRV A Y » RIE
CHLD zk D 9FRIC do &V ) HEENFHET S, Zo Xk

INCEAL Y7 by THTCHET D HFELREOMR L
5. BT OHEERWEHEDORERD L, EE/RA
Y RREOVH L2 61 write <° remove, BEHETRWA Y v
REEONH L2513 close, to 72 EMEEO Y 7 v o =TI
WL TW5A. write ° remove (%, [EXHT) RET S
EVIHOBMETREVEEFINT S Z L3,
WM T D2 ENZNTOETER A Y v RIEOH LIZER
7-EHEI D, told, toString R ED X HITH BT
T =R ERNOINEHIZERT DAYy RTHEHAINST S,
BEWEOT—ANREVEE LTRSS TWi2) TEHE
A Yy RIFM L) B9, HETRNA Y v RIER
HULlcERn EHEHIE NS, close 1%, 3TECERLIZLD
IZZOHEFERMEDNTZ A Y FOFFO LT ending BLSH
Tk TEERAY v RIEOH L] OFEMbRESND -
W, TOLLN [HETHRNWAY v RIEOH L) &S
N, EETRNAY vy RIFRH LIZENTZE B2 6N 5.

void-return

4.4 RERRLTOEZM

AHFIENCIT DR D Z LI OV TR T R A% 8L

TlicE LD,

o ARWFITIL Java TReik Sh7z VY —A 32— RIZ DN TOH
HEEIT -T2, SUERRO R DO SFECILE- -
BEAR SN G Livey., AEREREEZ L
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RLEDOLTHIOIL, HROSFHEZHECTLERDS.

o AV y RO LD TEEENT) L)L, =
DAFOBTHRLTEY, AV vy R&ANRFE—TH-
THEBROAEILN R 2 WHEMEIC SV TEEE L T
W72, Java OEHE A BETH L, 200D Y v
REFONH LS MBE—D A Y v REFIZOHTZ &
T EMECITHIE TE iz, KRR TIIARIO 2%
FAT-.

o ARHFFETHZICLTm2— K7 m—2%, CCFinder 73
Mg e LTS IEHEL b—2 VAR —ET 5
V—RAa— R Thd. hoa—RKr7a— il
VLB T a— Ry a— s onTlE, AR
DFRERNHTIEE D EITR S 720,

o RHFFETHRIZLIZa— K7 ua—20%, RNR 20
27 4NZ ) THEOLDTHS. RNR OfEN/NE
Wa— K7 a—r0D%  ZBREICE > TEWRS RN
a—R7a—rThdEEbILTWnaNn, TOHHEIC
BT~ 5 A IR SEIZILE TR,

o KWFFETIE, 6 DDA —F V=AY T T =T &5t
BICEBRE{THT2. ZNHDY 7 b =T I13%EER R
AL VTR LTNDEBZTNDLN, Bl RAAL Y
DY TRy zTR, BETHBEINTWAY 7 b=
7T, BRI ND ATREEN S D .

o 41HICIH, Y7 My zTDa—Rr7a—yinbiy
TVERYH L CHREAITo 72, o7 o,
HDHNNEY T b =T OERIZL ST, BRNEDS
ATREMEIE S 5.

o [EHE/RA Yy RO L) ot 5B, SCHk (8] %

BEICLUTHAIER LI LD TH D, SCHk [8] TRE
SN TWDHEER A Y v RIEOH L & X5EEDZER
WL DEWRNTFIET D REER S 5.

5. F¥&H

ATl a— R a—r 25T D a— R OF
MEREST D720, TOA NI 7 AEFHL, SEiT-
7o, ZORER, TEHERAY v RKIEQH L X% 5 TRV
A Yy REEOH LICEERTARTOEENNZ bl <,
CCFinder THiH&hiza—F 7 o—r 0<%, Moy
ZRITHDD, TOMBUIETHLA Y v ROFTHYE L
TWAEERMILONRITIH E VLD LN LR
7o THERAY v KEOH L] AEFE IR TRV a— R
7a—rD% AL, Ry r—IWNE, HoHWIFEELL
TARIO 7 T AR EICHBILTRY, FEDWEEY 7 F A
M, 2V v FEITEAET 2 HERLOTZDIELRTWD
DiZEBEZ NS, —J7, [EHE/RAY v RIEOH LOZE
HEA] OFmba— K7 a—i3flEEE o A Hic L5
LDOTHDHEZEZLNDAN, [EHERAY v REEOH L) 2
EHREINTWRWI— K7 a0 — 3860 87%% Hb T
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RT7 ITHICEERAY Yy RO LIZ K> TR SIS A Y v K], [BIZEETRNAY v
RIFOH LIZ X o TR EN D 2 YV v K] ORI DI S HEE
Table 7 Words in method names which appear in “important” calls and “not impor-
tant” calls
MHICTET] A Y FCHEH FEICHE TRV A Yy FCHEM
Derby h2 jTunes  Tomcat XXL zk Derby h2 jTunes Tomcat  XXL zk
1 get get add get get get get get get get get get
2 | update add decode add write add set set set set set set
3 is is get is read is close close ereate is close is
4 read read ereate remove  update parse is is is close is to
5 init write paint ereate open remove nEW add name ereate to add
6 add check remove write remove on setup  ereate contains find has aewW
7 write remove is ij has render has debug close log print  resolve
8 check parse draw parse is newW to read add to read  append
9 set init install run add set make log to read index do
10 bind ereate init de next has find to read ade size parse
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SHBOFEE LTL, MG Y7 N U= T OO &
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