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Comparison of Investigation Methods about Influence of Code Clone

on Software Maintenance

Yui SASAKIF, Keisuke HOTTAT, Yoshiki HIGO', and Shinji KUSUMOTO
1 Graduate School of Information Science and Technology, Osaka University

Abstract It is generally said that code clone affects software maintenance and there are many studies about
relationship between code clone and modification. However, various investigation methods or target software may
cause different results. In this study, we measured under various conditions such as types of modification, code
clone detection tools, and granularities of investigation, and then compared results for the same software. The
study found that it often happens that we obtain different results under different investigation methods.
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