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Abstract: This paper analyzes 10 kinds of typical bad smells in 4 aspects to recommend a resolution sequence:
causes, symptom, influence and resolution. The resolution sequence has also been validated by a questionnaire
survey and two experiments.
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Table 2 Priority of bad smell solution
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Table 3  Analysis of questionnaire statistics

x3 WEBHAESEE S HrasR

B

£ A AEE | wEE | Switch | SPAT4E | ddpal | R | R Ko | gex K5
s | A0 | EA | RER | Bk | ks | B TE M sk
1 REERI 4 0.83 1.0 0.95 0.93 1.0 1.0 0.92 0.96 0.99
) CW-EAM T 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.99 1.0 1.0
Switch ) 0.86 0.82 0.94 1.0 0.83 0.86 0.84
SFATAR AR R 0.53 0.81 1.0 0.80 0.85 0.85
3 [ N 0.66 1.0 0.83 0.97 0.90
FEAEAK A 0.99 0.80 0.84 0.84
4 K ARk 0.54 0.85 0.81
K7k 0.78 1.0
5 K%K 0.85

KS 8%

3.2 EMIHEES

321 BHURE

SEG A FH A B0 2 2R T eclipse B 7 b A A7 (T 2009 “Ei@ i Eclipse Usage Data Collector W 4E 95T
F P AE T eclipse T HJF 2 T H A D7 52808 ™ A5 4 S A4 7 3P4 %% :UserID,Event,Kind,Bundleld,Bundle
Version,Description A1 Timestamp. s % ¢y 2L ) 3 I5i:UserID I3k X 43 #E #4) ] 7, Description JH Sk ik 2k
%I Timestamp JTJ i b5 W] 55 04y I} 6] £ 35 75 41:160853, “executed”, “command”, “org.eclipse.jdt.ui”,“3.4.0.v20080603-
20007, “org.eclipse.jdt.ui.edit.text. java.rename.element”,1230367679294. 3 +1,160853  FJ LA A 1R A4 ) T 1 28 [l
executed F 7~ & 42 (T4, command F7-28 8 org.eclipse.jdt.ui /& 1454 i1 R 1K, 3.4.0.v20080603-2000 % 71 1% 4
-4, () A 5 org.eclipse.jdt.ui.edit.text.java.rename.element J& %1% 1 (1) B & $i3R 1230367679294 K 7= 4
e HE R TR) AR VR S8 B SR 4 F 2008.12.1~2009.12.31, 34+ 219 779 47 7 48 eclipse T EL X B4 St T4,
Kl 5 829 932 4.

AR SR 1 Jo ok 15 2 A 8 o 7 P 2, AT b BAAT T 56 b T g 4 A AR KR 38 73 e 5 A X I ) AR ) S
R (94 70 30 0 A 5 2 S SR [2] 0 AR IR IR 5 SRR IR OC R 45 H DU AR SRR 5 H 3 B M A 2 TR 1)
KEME 4.

Table 4 Mapping relationship between bad smells and refactorings

F 4 AR R AR RO K R

IMEENS T FE AR
1 Nepraiified CINTEAYRrS
2 AR R E
3 Switch &) PRI Tk
4 FEAEM S IO TBOTE. EHiK)
5 SPAT Ak AR AR R BT (HiR)
6 T B BTk (k)
7 R AL $RIK
8 Kk U %
9 K%k O
10 KSH% SINSH %

S0 K Vvl S B TR SR T A 5 AR SRR AR S 2, 8 0 38 5 B o T A4 4 - 18] AR AA T IBURE, 7T A3 A
X I AR IR WA b LR 5 ) WY 53 A R 2 R S5 e b 5 s S A0 2 D v A OE AR A 167 A0 B L5, P DA 36 A AR SCH H )
AR IR W Ak BP0 56 2% 1) 5 BRAE.

== The Eclipse Foundation. Usage Data Collector Results, June 12th, 2010. http://archive.eclipse.org/technology/phoenix/usagedata/
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_ _count(AB)
support(AB) = P(AB) _—count(A& B)

count(BA)
support(BA) = P(BA) =W
Hrp,
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o support(BA)4 BA 13 KF I, R R /e A HEAE A B W ILITEOL B 5E T A A%,
o count(A&B)Jy FEIIAE A B A8 S H B 4K
BT Pk 20 58 AT T R AR I AR S A R, LR 5.

Table 5 Priority probability of refactoring
F5 EMBAEICME

B
A Eav ik RO TR REBCGE RIED 5IASEES
CINTEAWRrS 0.802 0.875 0.983 0.990 0.997
PRI 0.605  0.947 0.949 0.986
% 0.874 0.876 0.934
FRHE 0.630 0.882
PRI R 0.75
SINSH %
PR M4 3 5 Mt AR SR ok L5 T A B 2 1 27 ot 13 R P o ] 1 s,
Graznie) [
N

il

| s> ie) |

Fig.1 Mapping relationship between bad smell priority and refactoring sequence
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SR (KA S8 5 W AR UCHE B, Bl v 0 32 e o A R ARk g X I 14y 2 2 A J5 A 2 TR) ) S BB A IR
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HORT DU AT ERA R AR R 56 05 )5 5 S B R AR AR I IR Ak B0 S G AR — BB 3 TR ) B 2 B A
LR PAT I LA A ). A I ) BLAE A7 VR O N R SR IO VR R R L AR LR T — 4K
A XL, 505 G 85 AT ORI 22 AR I V530 J B 4 FiACRD IR ok T S A0RY . Switch TE ) AR AN Ty i,
T LIRS G0 U e T AL B AR Y 1 EE AR | Switch T AR AE AR 2 5 ] T T T E A 29
g 3:102,
3.3 EMMREIE
331 SN

T VEAG AR SCHR 1 AR DR IR Ak SLNGE J Xof R ) 255 S 15 0 R SO U T AN % Bl S 56 o 2 2 A R A 4y
G 2 R A 7 25 A% G 1) A 7 AT SRR R L.

SEIG NG 0e — AL B R 48 EMS:Enterprise Management System(http://download.csdn.net/detail/alexgy/
3593675).EMS & — AN TR FR 40, H T rh /N BEAVo6 53 TR H A B CCAR AR T R EMS RGE5E T8
PR RN B TAR B SRS . A i T80 S LB IE B TR YIc S 52 50 4 108 )P TOUE 1-v%

WP BB S T R TR R R A R AT R AR R TR REAT Th R R LU A B 1K T KRR I R e (] PR,
B2 HEIA TAE HZHAT R EM R G AT D aed e B AR Se i i iR W i 2 .
il WK R) B
» EMS1 »  EMSI P MRS
A
(FiR)
EMS
A
(FiR) B K (R) IRZS
»|  EMS2 »  EMS2’ p| MRS
2 2(%F k)

Fig.2 Flow chart of refactoring scheme comparison experiment
Kl 2 FEMT7 RN SRR

SRR LR 25— B TF R LW FAERS 24 R R B 4 2442 W45y ) — 4155 1 20 (Groupl) % A SC %
HA PR AR T SR R Ak 2R G 5 T R AT FEA N S R TG E] EMSL 7EREEE A 6 R IEATY R LI )
fie R(EMSL).1E R Xt L5 2 41(Group2) ¥4 fe A% 4 i T 44 7 X0 0 B EAT AR IR A R4 19 2] EMS2, 15T
Uhd R R G BUR Ui fig REEMS2')(JIT T EMS,EMSL,EMS2,EMS1’ EMS2' 25 i 35 1] AW | R #™).
332 LA

EFEA L FEH ,Groupl B ILHAT I 30 ¥R, Group2 FLHAT A 26 IR TFF KB B IE EMS2 kAl BT H
J LS I Th g, — JLFEINT 11 AN /e EMSL [ 3EaE EHEATd R LLSEELH S g, — JLRERT O NN AR X+
FHT A EAEAE T 18%. A BT Rk R ERATT B R T R F A9, 4 — % S A& i H R4 3R.EMS21 0 HH 1) Bug %4
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Table 6 Comparison of two group refactorings
F 6 PAIEMX L

1973

et S 41 412
BringUpOperatel.java
AN IE (i 44 RecordOperateEditl.java

RecordOperateNew|.java

Shotgun surgery

BringUpOperateB.java
BringUpOperatel.java
PersonnelSet.java
AddUser.java

Feature envy

BringUpOperateB.java
BringUpOperatel.java
BringUpSelectedB.java
BringUpSelectedT.java
RecordOperateEditB.java
RecordOperateEditl.java
RecordOperateNewB.java
RecordOperateNewl.java

Inappropriate intimacy

BringUpOperateB.java
BringUpOperatel.java
BringUpSelectedB.java
BringUpSelectedT.java
RecordOperateEditB.java
RecordOperateEditl.java
RecordOperateNewB.java
RecordOperateNewl.java

Divergent change

BringUpOperateB.java
BringUpOperatel.java
RecordOperateEditB.java
RecordOperateEditl.java
RecordOperateNewB.java
RecordOperateNewl.java

Inappropriate name

IndexFrame.java
LandFrame.java
BringUpOperateB.java
BringUpSelectedB.java
BringUpSelectedT.java
RecordOperateEditB.java
RecordOperateNewB.java
RecordSelected.java
Data.java

Duplicate code

IndexFrame.java
LandFrame.java
DeptAndPersonnel.java
DeptTree.java
BringUpOperateB.java
BringUpOperatel.java
RecordOperateEditB.java
RecordOperateEditl.java
RecordOperateNewB.java
RecordOperateNew|.java
Timecard.java
AddAccountltem.java
CreateCriterionSet.java
CriterionSet.java
PersonnelSet.java
ReportForms.java
UpdatePassword.java
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Table 6 Comparison of two group refactorings (Continued)
F 6 PIAIEMXS L (LE)

E R
DeptAndPersonnel.java
RecordSelected.java
DeptAndPersonnel.java
DeptTree.java
BringUpOperateB.java
BringUpOperatel.java
BringUpSelectedB.java
BringUpSelectedT.java
Long method RecordOperateEditB.java
RecordOperateEditl.java
RecordOperateNewB.java
RecordOperateNewl.java
Data.java
PersonnelSet.java
AddUser.java
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e, T LIRS AN S8 1) i 44 A0 T SAX S P AR SRR AT T 8000 78 23 IO T 4. Group2 4% AL SR 1K) 7 i LA

NS

X X X X X X X X X X X X x| < |=

[N
ALY
jmas]
N

Shotgun surgery

L A | x X

XSG T ) W] SR S SRR
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AR S, A 0 T8 3 AR5 38 B AR A A5 ZE J5 AR AL LandFrame.java Fil IndexFrame.java A~ 43 AR
B S S AR A T2 SUH K A FRECh LoginFrame.java Fll MainFrame.java fig % EOUL b s e AR 1) 75 S

ot A AR AT T A Fel AT 11 R 3 A A A L (W sl 3 T vk A R T AR 1) 7 RO S 4 1R O A8
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java.sql.Date 2% A= ph 5 1M - Bk 5. Groupl X AEX AU AT TR I 3l o LEX AR S & 0 Bug, IR HEAT T 41 .
Group2 ¥ATBEAT AL AES BT A D BRI ELEEAL ) e 45 B iR S IN T Bug, S EUR AT Bug HO N k>
Bug £t H 1A LR A AF I TR A2 T3 .

BN T A A4
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