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Abstract: Incremental code clone detection attracts much attention in the last few years. In incremental
detections, code clone detection results (or their intermediate products) persist by using databases, and they
are used in next code clone detection. However, no incremental detection technique has been proposed for
PDG-based detection, which requires much more time to detect code clones than line- or token-based de-
tection. In this paper, we propose a PDG-based incremental code clone detection technique for improving
practicality of PDG-based detection. A prototype tool has been developed based on the proposed method,
and it has been applied to open source software. We confirmed that detection time extremely shortened and
its detection result is almost the same as one of an existing PDG-based detection technique.
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*1 " Incremental Code Clone Detection
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1: int fibonacci(int n){
2 int value = -1;
3: if (n<=0) {
4 System.out.println(
"Illegal parameter");
5 } else if (n==1 || n ==2) {
6 value = 1;
7: ) else {
8 value = fibonacci(n - 2) +
fibonacci(n - 1);
9: }
10: return value;

11: }
(a) 7 1 K v FEI &
BT Ay R
1 PDG ofil
Fig. 1 PDG example.
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Fig. 2 Overview of the proposed method.
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PDG edge trees
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Fig. 3 Edge trees generated from a PDG.

FORBEICHFETDLIRTO ) —Fe 1 ELr72ESLR
WHDTH 5.

RIZ, Tyoy)—bwifilwr— s eid .

EHES (TyoylU—) ToIv)—0/)—Fi&, 7
077 LMMKAE7 77 g={e1, e, ,en} THERT BT v
VTHY, V)= Yy VT IOy VEOBEEER
Thb. T/, vV )—DO/—=FEEITFrI770xy Y
BrELW (F797H00TRTCOTy V% /) — e LTH
D). KThr7-0MKIIEE R, 2% 0, PDG M
rEUAE, 1201y VY1) =2, PDG v VOB
FIRDS T RTHNA Z L3\,

K 3iEry ) —DffiEaflZEL TS, 2O
WRT LI, 12D PDG »HHEBOT Yy V) =ik
WENI A, [M3ETy Ve 2RETE3IDODT YUY
J—%FELTWL, ZOLHZ12DTy IV —=2FTX
TOBHEEFREFEIL TWEDITTIEZ W,

R, TydY)—DEEEERTD.

&6 (T VY)—0DESE) TREES(g)E, 7107
TIMEAFET T T g HEREN) D2TRTOLY VY1) —
DELETHA.

¥, 22T, TydY)—LORKEERT .

EET (Ty oV Y—LOREK) treepath(t,e)ld, T
YN —=tIZBWT, WAL - FeFTORKTH L.

EFRAEERTRHCLE, EH1IIIHWATH L.

EHE1L e 2Ty VY U—tORETLE, FRlOAN
%Y 370,

treepath(t,e) € PATH (e,,e)

F72, #5777 T, PATH(eqe) # ¢ lZDRICHE L
Th. 2%, DALY INLMOEEDOL Yy I ~OREHK
B 1D ET S, 2F Y, W77 706134
HLED 1DDZy TV —=HERINS.

XKz, 777y DRMERERY €5%T 5.

EE8 (V77T v VORMERER) 2001y Ve =
(v1,v2,t1) & ea = (vs3,v4,ta) DEMERIFRIL, TFRLONTE
‘N5,

€] = ey = (tl = tg) A (’01 = Ug) VAN (’02 = U4)

e1 & ey DIKTFRABROIEHE S E L\ e 2t =t 3FER

603



BEIEF=EmEE Vol.53 No.2 601-611 (Feb. 2012)

H.ovp=wld, 3= Frzuo—UHEOIRIIZIE L7 Esk
EIXRETHALH. 72821, BERICFHPEFELVWI— N
DHAEIA—Fru—r e LTHIBLZWEEE, /— Fuy
Loy ART LT A EHRILBEITRETH L. 72, Hb
BEOFED AL T L2, e 2o1E#1b
WMHE AT 72512, BT RETH 5.

EFSEHWT, VI —/ — FHORKDFREMGE T E
#35.

EE9 (V) —/— NEORBORERER) 220V
J—/ = FHE O p = (e1,e2,-,6,) & po =
(fi, fo,- s fm) ICBWT, ZORMEERIE TREONTER
ENhab.

p1 = p2 = (Ip1] = |p2]) AVile; = fi)

oF0, V) =/ — MO p1 & po VRO / — F&
Fb, &£/ - FOXRTHEETHNIL, p1 & po EFEET
»5b.

K2, Tyov)—ORMEERE €% T 5.

E&Z10 (Ty V) —DORMERR) 20z v T
) —t, € TREES(q1) & ty € TREES(g2) 2BV T,
ZOFMERRIE FTRORXTEREING., B, /979D
Iy VE g LFET.

tlEtQ
7€|gl\)3(flaf27"'

Vk( U fet=an U {w}

1<i<|g1] 1<5<]g2|

Z:(|gl|:|gz‘)/\§|(€1,€2,~~- 7f|gz\)

= ga A treepath(ty, ex) = treepath(ts, fk)>

DFN, Ty IVVY =t Lt Ty VO ELL,
DIEFED ) — R RO L [FMERIIRIC & 5 K25 to
WCHFFELTBY, Dty DEED /) — P OO &
FIRERELRIC B BAEREDS £y IAFE L TV A IGAIS, FfEE
b,
FROBHEEFHVAZEIZE ST, 70— RTIERD
LI EREING.

EFE 11 (7O—2NX7) Turss2&E5E757 g &
Go LDV T 7T 7 51 & 5o I2BWT, TiROXPEIZR D
WEIl, 51 & s ldza—oR7ELRD.

clonepair(sy, s2) := (s1 N sy = @)

ATt13ts (tl ETREES(Sl) A tg ETREES(SQ) Nt = tz)

EEILOZ7O—XRT7TOPIEHTITLLEDOR VY
DPEFNTVE, F0XH)Ha—RFra—r 2R Ew
7EFEE DTICRT.

© 2012 Information Processing Society of Japan

EFFE12 (Bh&shsr70—>2~7)

outputclonepair(sy, s2) := clonepair(sy, sa)
A=3(s), s5) (clonepair(s), sh) A s1 C sy A sa C 8h)

PFERFHE T, outputclonepair X725 7 10— X728
mhshs,

3.2 FRATALIE

FENTALER D A & 1% DL IaRT.

AB v—=AT7 7 A VE

HA EHESny—ZA 77 A VDT 57Ty
B2 O FEISFETLEOMEZ R L T b, RITLET

X, UTOFIETITbis.

1. KV —A7 7 A VORGP L, i [ FEATLEE 2 4T -
7RG L T 5. BIRIORATILEIREZ] L D S L
FEHHE A A O 7 s AN EEHINEZT AL LI
A ZORBICXY, EHFINLT T ANVEHEES.

2. BATEY a—VITEFEINT 74 VLS PDG %
BREEL, ZhcEIhsy VoBREzy V7 —%
N—= 2T 5.

FNE2. TIE, §TIZZFDT 7 AIVDEHN—=T 3 v OF

WARAEEN TV AEEE, ZOHHEEKRL-0L, #

LWwwN—2 3 Y OIFHISEME N5,

3.3 1R

M LB Ay & & DT ISR,

AN a—Frua—-UEBHENEY —-RAT7 74V

HAh ABELTHERZbNT7 7 A VICHE S 70—
T DES

B2 OFEHITBULEOME LR L T 5. M Lsid
TROFIETITONS.

1. 2—HFRa—Fra—-CEBRHBLAZVWT 74 VEIRE
5.

2. MHEY2—-VR@ZZFDOT7 7 A VZE 7Y E LTIy
VF—= 7 R= AW EbE 5.

3. Ty VT INR=RE, 7TVDT 7 A NVHAIHIET
LIy VMY VHERIRT.

4. BEEY2—VIE, Ty VF—sRN=—A L) KEENT
Iy DBENS, 70— T R - PR
5.

ML 2 EB T 272012013, Ty VIS 70—
THERERTLZTIVIT) ALAPLETHL., £5, AV K
RANELT, ZOXAVy FEFBEOHL 70— RT D
EEEHDTHTNTY) X L% Algorithm 1 12/RT. 7
B, AV FEEEOHL 7 O—- 0 RT EIE, O
O—R7DIA—=RF7u—=rD) 4% Eb—HBZD
Ay RNICHFELTWA 70— X7 Thh.

TNIT) XALNDEELRIRG % FHHT 5.

604



BEIEF=EmEE Vol.53 No.2 601-611 (Feb. 2012)

Algorithm 1 detect (m)

Input: m: XV v F
Output: C: AV v Fm IZB#ET 5 70— RT7DES
1: C—¢
2: for all e; such that e; € m do
3 for all es such that es =e; Aex # e; do
4: C — C Ucreate(er, e2, ¢)
5 end for
6: end for
7: return C

178 HWHT270—rXT7OESRRETLIERC %
2L TUILT 5.

278 ANELTHZONIAYVY Fmil&EIRbTy
Va1 DOFTOMoTLD (ZOZyT%e ET5).
B, TOMMIE, AV FID#TCIC LT — 4% X—
ANOBERTEHFLTCVE, AT LTH 2N
AV ROV —=AT— FPHTF S N5 DI TlE RV,

3TE T N—AMBEEHNC, Ty Ve LM%
Iy (ZDT YT %e &T5H) 12920 -T
5.

4178 T v Pe Le ZBHIEELT, 7T XA create
HWTIZ O = R7EREMEL, CIZMR 5.

Algorithm 2 create (eq, eq, U)

Input: e1, ex: TV VORT, U: TTIIF v 7 Loty VOES
Output: (S1,52): w1 € S1 22 us € S2 Th 5 outputclonepair
¢ (81,82) < ({ex}, {e2})
U —UU{er,e2}
: for all e, such that incident(ei,ez) Nex € U do
for all e, such that e, = ey A incident(ez,ey) Ney & U
do

(Sz, Sy) « create(eg, ey, U)

(51,52) — (Sl NSz, S2N Sy)
end for

—_

=W N

end for
return (S1,52)

KIZT VT X L ereate (Algorithm 2) AT 5. 2
DTNTY)ALIE, Ty IVORTEATELTZITRDY,
FOLy VEELI/A— 2 RXTEMITSH. LUFIZ create
TN T XLDOERELRG % HHT 5.

117 B TH AN 26Ny VORT (e &
er) N TAHIO—VRTDOEFE (S, L S,) £T 5.

2178 FIMTHEAONZ220DTy VkF =y iR
Iy VEGICMA 5.

3TE e LHEMERICHY, FFzv TR
WLy V% 1292 -TLA (ZOTyTke, &
T5).

417H e LBEERICHY, 72T v 7 ENTELHT,
ep EEMiR Ty VE1IDTOM-TL D (ZDZY Y
e, T5).

578 ex, ey, BLXOIINFTIZFzv s L7zTy IO

© 2012 Information Processing Society of Japan

EEEFIBELT, 7VTY XL create & FHCIFONH
L¥5%.

6 TB SATHOMREON, 70— RT 2T T
VOELEE S L Sy IR A.

4., FEi#

R—EFFAY -V E LTHERELZ, HEILH 10,000 47
TV, PDG ORI VER Y — A0 — FEFICIE, &
%5 O 7 )V — 7 THI% LTw 2 MASU [13] 2 FI I L
72, BEOEZ A, WEEiE T Java DA TH L)Y, V—A
a— FH5 PDG 2T 2 Y 2 — L 2 EES T, b
OTATTIVTEEISTLTOEAT A ENTES.
F/z, 77 N—A|21E SQLite FIH L T35,

4.1 PDG / — RORMERER
RETHETIE, PDG / — FORMEERIZOWTIdESR
LTWwhiwie, EELLY—-ILVTIE, DTOERE W
TW5h,

E# 13 (PDG / — FORERER) s L sy x78BS
FTLOEFEEL, v L ldEN6%ET PDG O/ —F
ET B L, [AMERRIZUTORTERSNS.

v1 = v9 := normalize(s1) = normalize(sz)

normalize \FIEBALILIR 2479 B CTH Y, RV 77

VETROL—VTEHRILZTD .

T BRI ECERETANPAESING. BPFELT
HoTH#E) BRUTE ) TAIER S NG,

UFZIb ) F IO IR RPN HESNS.
RIS CCh UL, flEiANE-> T Td A U)o i
SNhas.

4.2 F—Aa~N— &K

V= VDT —=F N=2ZE 5 2DT — T VHIFIEL T
. T/ LICENDS ZRT. NTLILCHAS Loty VI,
Iy VT —TNWICEHEENS,., KLy VICOX, FOIy
VaEb AV Y FID, #ONy ¥ afl, tREOTEE ID, #
BEOEEID #84k3 4. BT, oy ¥ afl
AN TT = X= A0 5 D%l T v ¥ OFFSIR AT
bish, FEELZYV—NVTIE, Ny vafizxRkOLrTNVT
JAAELTMDS 2HWT WS, E3% 2 IIRT X912,
KL TIE, Zv¥eld (vi,v,t) TERHLTWES, Lo
T, ey vaflilZv, vy, BEWt ZFEAELIZNA B
FIO MD5HE LTRD A, 615/ — R T/ — FIZ ID
WEEFEEND, L, Fl—D/ — FEBEBIUREL
LTHOTy VDD > T, FT—IN—2AH 4 A% K
ELLBWEODOTRTHAE. /— FOFRIZ ) — FF7—
TIVIBAEENTBY, /—FID &% — & LTFDIEH
YRS TE 5.

605



BEIEF=EmEE Vol.53 No.2 601-611 (Feb. 2012)

K1 F—IR—ADT—T)I—E
Table 1 Tables in database.

T=7 V% BN

vy AV oy FID, Ny affi, fHmo/ —FID, #mEo/ —F 1D
J—=F J—=FID, AV v NID, B, #%& 7H0E
774N T7ANID, 774N (77 AN~ SA), BHFEEG
Xy K XYy FID, *V v F%

xR 77 4NVID, AV v FID

F72, 77 ANDIEREBFGFTA0DOT—TVDH Y,
T7ANVID, 77 ANVEG (77 AIVOHMINA), TP
DEEEENDL., COF—TNEHCLIEIZEY, HE
ENFZZTT7ANVDT 7 ANVID ZHRT 5.

T7ANERXYy FOFIEER (EO7 7 4 )VoH|IZE
DAYy FHFEL TV D) T, ﬁﬁ@%%—TW’ﬁ
fFENs., —HO7 7 A VPHEFEINGEITE, 774
w%—7w&ﬁm@%r—7w%mw1,Eﬁéﬂt77
ANWIZHB AV FOID 2HUSL, TRxHwTLy ¥
T =T NVIEFRSNTWAHEEFEN T 74 VDdnry
JIEHREHIET 5.

5. &

RETIE, MEFHELZFEMT 572012470 2 FERBRIZO W
TiERL., ZOFEBILDTD 2 ODFERNG % 5.
FBR A RETEOWMMEE LS 2 720 0FEER. &)=

B3 —F7a—UFBHETETWL00E) 2%l
BT 5.

X B REFTLOBRINEE 20T 5720 0FER. PDG
VR E LT, BERSEYTH L0
DRSS

nB, ZOFERL, TRIORTHEOT -7 AT -3
YEMHWT T
CPU Intel Xeon E5405 (quad-core, 2.0 GHz)
Memory 8GB
OS Windows 7 Enterprise (64 bit)

FEBASRIL, Ant THAH. Ant 2 EFFSHE L-HHZ

FLIZRT .

o Ant ¥ Java SiExHWTHBEBIN TS, BHfED L
Zh, RETFELEFEELLY - VPRIELTWEDIR
Java SiEOATH 5.

o Ant DRI Y a Y OBBNFK 20 HiTH Y, F7-
A B4R & B GBI L LTk 7z0

5.1 3B A M HEBSRE O
COFEETIX, Tit? 2 20HHIZOW T2 7> 72

BEH1 AntOTXRTOYE Y a VIZHLTEIII— N2
0 — AT, TORMEZEELZ. 2089k
LY, T— N7 o — VICBRT S IF3E CHEEIC

© 2012 Information Processing Society of Japan

ThbiTwa, FfE, I— 70—y OfAENSEDFE
V7 by 2 TR ZE L TV SO0 & T
BRBDAITONT WS (8], [11], [12]. F72, a—F7~
O — > OEEERETHALT 2 FELIRFESNTY
%2 0L BZETIE, WO RKTEY WS
LIk oT, BEFEMICHRELIEEZITZ S,

BEH2 HLa— FAPONTelE LSEL, 20—
FHETI—F27a =2 2> TWAESFIZOWVTD A
FEONT R D2l T 52 2T L, AIHH
TEZDIH) KN EBELT, 51207 714N
PRRESNEEIL, ZTNEa—-Fr7u0—2ilhoT

BT 5 DI E LR 2 JET 5.

5.1.1 1EH 1 OFHE

Z OWHH OFHMIE TREOFIMECIrbins.

STEP1 ®B#IO)VVY Va4 Frv 7755,

STEP2 BHDIVEYarrba—Fra—r &g
4. ZOSTEP T, §XTOYV—=A7 74 VIxfL
CIRNTALER & AR B LB S FEAT S 5.

STEP3 XkOVVYYarkbFzvyv 7w hTh,

STEP4 STEP3 CF v 277 hLEVEYa 25
a—Fru— UM EiT). ZOSTEP TIE, 7v 7
F— M ENZT 7 A NIZDNT DO RBEHIRDTFELT
N, $XTO7 7 AT LTI FE TSNS,

STEP5 b LXkDV VYT ariffiaEsdhnid, STEP3 I
R,

Z DM T, STEP2 & STEP4 DA R Z 51 L
2. FORER 5903V aryb 15 M2 Ta—
Fra— a7 TER VY 3 » L oiEH
# 4 1RY. /2, PDG ZHWw/za—F2u— Ui
v — )V Scorpio [6] ZFIH LT, H5HI TR W DRH %
g L7z, #amThRwiitTld, STEP2 & STEP4 128
WTC, ZOVEY a JIZEFINATRTDHOY—AT 74V
%715 Scorpio F HWTa— Fr7u— vk airo72. &
3300 VY ar% I HTHITTE2A, VAT L09KE
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PODMIZRZADIZHK 4 HEETL 7.
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HTHEF SN 7 7 A NVEERRIZE 2 H, SFEHEAT3.53,
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Fig. 4 FElapsed time to detection for every revision.

& 2 HH 2 OFEITHH

Table 2 Detection time in context 2.

o ST STEP3
h T e R
FATWH 35188 298 228 1288

05 1 15 2 253 354 455556 657 758 859 9510
AT ()

5 K77 AIVIIHT AR O 5540
Fig. 5 Frequency table of detection time for each file.
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LAt DL, V¥V a VETOEFENT A
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IR TS 128 TH Y, TH 2 DRI TERIIH)
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e Scorpio IIFEE L DML NV — T THEI NIV —
THY, MMOBRELFEEZRAL T D720, RETF
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F 72, RETP: & Scorpio D L7z — K7 o — iy
—H T HHED) DOHEIZIE, Bellon b 2524 L 72 good
il & ok fifi [4] Z FIVv 7z, good fE & ok [EDEFEIZ DV T
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0—2XT7 DA =Ty TOREZ 0%~100%DE & TH
THETHL. INHLDEEZHAVLEZEIZLY, REFE
WX D&z 70— 27 & Scorpio I & VKR E R
fera—rRTOF =Ty TORELFHIIL, BEL L
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BClE, ShODEOREEL LT 70%% H\wz.

804DV — A7 7 A )Virh, F-ETP:13 831 ff], Scorpio

607



BEIEF=EmEE Vol.53 No.2 601-611 (Feb. 2012)

50: e = replyTolList.elements();
51: while (e.hasMoreElements()) {

52: mailMessage.replyto(e.nextElement () .toString());
53: }
+ 54: e = toList.elements();
+ 55: while (e.hasMoreElements()) {
+ 56 String to = e.nextElement().toString();
57: try {
58: mailMessage.to(to);
+ 59: atLeastOneRcptReached = true;
+ 60: } catch (IOException ex) {
+ 61: badRecipient (to, ex);
62: }
63: }
++- 64: e = cclList.elements();
++- 65: while (e.hasMoreElements()) {
++- 66: String to = e.nextElement().toString();
67: try {
68: mailMessage.cc(to);
++- 69: atLeastOneRcptReached = true;
+- 70: } catch (IOException ex) {
+- T71: badRecipient (to, ex);
72: }
73: }
+ -74: e = bcclist.elements();
+ -75: while (e.hasMoreElements()) {
+ -76: String to = e.nextElement().toString();
77 try {
78: mailMessage.bcc(to);
+ -79: atLeastOneRcptReached = true;
-80: } catch (IOException ex) {
-81: badRecipient (to, ex);
82: }
83: 1}

6 HE%FikL Scorpio T

L aholza—Frza—rofl

Fig. 6 Mismatched code clone between the proposed method and Scorpio.

%3 RETHEOMHE L HAHE
Table 3 Precision and recall of the proposed method.

FHEE good ok
A% 0.922  0.970
HI%E  0.990 1.000

724D 70— X7 EfEM L7z, & 3 &, Scorpio 2%

ML L7270 — 2 RT7OEELTERESL LIZBED, 7
RFIOMEFRLBHHFELFRL T 5b. Scorpio 2 Lt
70— RT DEE%E Sscorpior ERTHEDOMIMAER R 12
FNb 20— R7TOEE% S(R), ok HE T L7z
@O 70— X7 OEE%E S(R) N Sseorpio, good fiEi %
VT L7227 8= RT70%EE% S(R) N9°°? Syorpio
L9758, BHEITRONTEEINS.

IS(R) N°* Sycorpiol

|Sscorpio|

Recall i (R) :=

)
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‘S(R) ﬂgOOd Sscm"pio|

Recall jo0q(R) := 1
7 d( ) |Sscorpio| ( )
F7o, HWAFE, TroATkaEns.
|S( ) ne Sscorpi0|
Precision.; (R ,
= )
o |S(R) Ngood Sscorpio|
Precisiongeeq(R) := 2
B, |AlIEE AL aiﬂ%?m PRTOBEFET.

2F 0, HIEZEIL Scorpio BWHEH L7270 -2 X7 %2 ED
BERETEIRE L2202 2EL, BARIIIRETEN
o770 —rRT70H 5 EOREDN Scorpio IZ&oT
bR SN TwWzorgd k. £3 L), #EELFBIE
FEDITTITEWETH O, FERF LD Scorpio
DORHFER LTS ERg0s,. DF 0, RETPIINMNR
D PDG & v 7ziitih A R A E bO T T 2
FEERA LEBRBOKR LD, REFLIERD PDG %
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i Code Fragments in CP 1: CP1.CF 1, CP1.CF2 |
i Code Fragments in CP 2: CP2.CF 1, CP2.CF2 E

A1 good fE& ok fHOH
Fig. A-1 Sample calculation of good and ok values.

610



BEIEF=EmEE Vol.53 No.2 601-611 (Feb. 2012)

L b, BUED 0.7 DY, 0.7<2 THEHI0, 22007
O—rX7IE—H¥ 5.

B Bt (ExH)

PR 14 R BOR A TR G okt
SRR, SR 18 AR KB
LA T, S 19 FERRFR
g ety S I ST, B e 7
AELEH. L (EREE). v —
A= FoHT, Bl a—Frua— 5
M) 77240 7RI T 20510 E . BT
WESS, HAV 7 b =744, IEEE £48.

tEH =L

SR 13 4B A T2 R
SRR, T 15 AR R
LRSI T, BIE, T
RIS HHITIR. fE25th, 3— K7 u—
¥R ORRZE I HE .

g iR

PRk 21 AR R BRI okt
SRR, TR 23 KRR T B
LRI T, R, a2
O — 2B A5 fE .

AR BEZ  (ExH)

A 63 4F KPR FILAE TR, F
1 3 4 R R AE B AR R, [
SRR TS T, Tk 8 4[]
FERT. SR ERB IR, R 14 4F
[F R KT B SR i Fe R B %
VR 1T AR, B (1), v
N = 7 DA REVERR S O E RAVFEM B B IFZR I fE .
" HHEES 4%, IEEE, IFPUG £48.

© 2012 Information Processing Society of Japan 611



