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Empirical Study on the Distribution of Object-Oriented Software Cohesion Metrics
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Abstract: The distribution information of measurement data is important for understanding and using object-oriented software metrics.
However, there is no research on the distribution of objectoriented software cohesion metrics except the CK metric LCOM. Unfortunately,
existing studies show that LCOM is not a good metric for class cohesion of object-oriented software. Therefore, it is necessary to
investigate the distribution of other cohesion metrics. Based on 112 Java open-source software systems, the distribution of measurement
data of 17 cohesion metrics, including those lack of cohesion metrics (e.g. LCOM1, LCOM2, LCOM3, LCOM4, LCOMS5),
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connectivity-based cohesionmetrics (e.g. TCC, LCC, DCI, DCD), and similarity-based cohesion metrics (e.g. CC, LSCC, SCOM, SCC),
are investigated empirically in this paper. The results show that the data of non-normalized cohesion metric can be fitted into log-normal
distribution and power law distribution, whereas the data of similarity-based cohesion metrics should be fitted into log-normal distribution
only when excluding those special class with at most one method and without field data, and, for connectivitybased cohesion metrics, the
data of their corresponding non-normalized cohesion metric follow log-normal distribution and power law distribution. This study
provides important information for researchers to understand and use cohesion metrics, in particular, to identify thresholds for these
metrics using the approaches in the literatures.

Key words: object-oriented software; cohesion metrics; statistic distribution; empirical study
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B BE 5 (software measurement) 2 PP/ AR B B 4 o 1Y) B T B BOME BE B FR B (software metrics) s R
A P e T e 0 Y 50 3 Bt 5 (B AN S ) B 1 ) R K ik T A T A 2 A R R
PERI A BATTLE VR I 0 BE AR b b UAS 8] A A VP I R SR R R T R N R 75 BB T R R B R AR
3 105 A 125 JEL B0 5 B R AR 1) R0 B 2 2640 DA IX 43 00 R 08 1) O 20, ) Wb ol o 9 1 P8 s 000 11 20 A A
RN FH S R R b I O B

X1 TR G A, AATTAARTD R . ISR TE . RS R RGX 4 ANGEEAR T 2 B B B R R, R0t
EATTAE VI 4 ¥ 1 £ 5 45 (fault proneness). 5 A% 1 (change proneness)Z& 7y i (A 1E F k4T T Tz 187,
T I 2 55 B 6 b B A 43 A 7 THT tAFE VF 22 SZAERIE 724810 4, Succi 45 A St B RO T R0 S PR BT R AR AR

HIF A, 5 5 2 R R &5 J5 7 S 0 12 AN J3E B A 508 1 00 A 45 & et /0 A 0 Baxter 25 A7 7 Wheeldon
A1 Counsell 1ty A, A5 FH A 3 A+ X Bk 25 70 A A 2 550K Weibull 73 Aii %) 56 4> Java T R Gif) 18 5K
T RS AN A & BE A 5% B FE B R BOHE E AT IR B /s ol LA R B o 2 B SRR TR A O BE S
A Concas Xt — AN K Smalltalk k) 10 4% 1528 AR L R A 15 A4k K M 6 A 1 B (5 ) EAT 17 SEAIERIF T,
RIVEAN R A T 0 A1 B T S A2 5B 4038 A5 VF 2 238 0 1 55 28 I A . R J38 A G ) 1 SR (% ) AT
TRF A R B T A AT L SPEIE A A . B Pareto 43 & 75 A5 H AR 1% L 5 B R0 1 40 A B8 g
Destefanis 25 \{ii Fil 10 4~ Java FFIRE (4RI 10 4> Python BPEXT 9 A5 A MIBE . H8 & F5E F0 4k 2R R 5% B 1 A 3
o 10 o0 A BEAT 7RI 90, 3656 T 15 BN 1 0 A BB T Java SRR Python B i AS [ 1,

B, CUA B SK THD 1) 6 G 3001 B S 4 s B8 0 A1 I 8 T4 32 ZE o0y TR RS U BRI A8 & B B & 1 % T
REEE REFRLN CK EEE TN RERZE LCOM B 4, Hih £ BN B E A = 58350 Ak
SRRV . THI 1) 6T SR A4 1 P9 SR B = R FE R 2R 00 N SR A B S I R 2 ) B R T AR B, VT T 1) %o Rk
PR E R RN T VF 2 25 9 B 15 R B4R bRl 20 S e bRt B B i (2122 g A v R T
P 22— 5 PR TN 8 7, 0 I B 5 B g 5 T A 2 LA )49 41, Lanza A1 Marinescu s i 3% 4 3R 15 &
e kR TCC Fuill B (9 £33 (god  class)” i il 14 B i e B 121 70 4B 5 3 A B B4 b 55080 40 A A2 15 25 40 A 0 17
LR, LA TCCH/NF U3 1E A" B R E 2 — B4R LCOM FE & ¥ 3 A1 OV AT FH S WF 90, SR 11 AN /> SEIE A 78 3%
BB AS S 0 (1028 P9 R P RS AR T2 DR B AR AT 6 AR R 2 P R RS AR B 1 4 A 1 L

A3 KT Qualitas Corpus(http://www.qualitascorpus.com)H ) 112 4> Java JF 55 H 2%t 17 /4> 4 58 B i
T (R B 4 AT HE AT R 8, 49F 9 000 10 R - R A 8 P A 0 AT B B I A A AT BT 0L N R O RATTHE
{fi[Hl EasyFit(http://www.mathwave.com/products/easyfit. ntml) &4 5t 22 4> Py 58 5 5 5 30805 00 A1 175 DL 3k AT 41 25 wF
FUI LG b 108 F3X WP o3 AT HEAT VEQHBTE 70 H A0 SRR AR L R B R B AR bR HOE o A1 (R 7840 2 40 i X
PR 3 A R AT 100G T EL B A R R 2 I T AR R T R A A R A A TR A A AR
B TR A5 A7 W B UL () B R o0 A TE o P TR JEE R R R AR 40 A AT A B B R b FRAT e R E R P
IR L T 00 4T 3 408 AR 7 P K 2 R FE P AR A 4 HH 2

ASLE 2 AT A HIRATTRT P3R5 AR AT A R A BT B U7 92 58 3 1545 A X Quaalitas Corpus H 112
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A~ Java B ITUR T H B P IR RE R o0 Al B L G T AR AR A ST FU 45 R T SR SRR SO S5 RAE N
T JRE 2 6 I L P Aff R DA% B ] e 356 Py 2R P82 52 8 e 0 9 P B 0 e 4% T 60 2 9 20 e B AT SEAIE W 110 ) R
PE5F 4 FTRER AR TAE. 55 6 R L ELRM T — P TIERE

2 EEREIHOWNEE

AR ETRIET R F Java FHURTH H #35 Java R 1 P 5 8 R & i b B30 T R 1 43 AT RAE DG (R G v == A3
FFNATRE 2T Java IR BCEE ¥ P 5% RE B B AR 0L B A (4 BELAR, DA T T ) R R IR R A T B ] DASE At ik R S
P TR B AH R I FE R R b

BATRE A 4 5L FE B AR AR 0 T AT B IR 28 10 B 2 4 LA R R O A AT B E S R AT LS T
4 1 Kolmogorov-Smirnov ¥E B 4t 11 & (A Fk KS Giih &) AR 1 p 5.6 T RN B kUt FA B 6 hn 200
KS Gi il & /N, BAH R I p B8 K, 3% I B0 6 5 & B ZE90LA 1 40 A

R 5T [/ — A B B4R br, 2 T A I H B AR AT AR 20 p BT REA— R A IR/ T4
P14 S 2 7K T (AN T AH B2 1 2508 AN 795 & BT UL & B 400 ), A IR AT BB R T 45 € I KF N T8 3] — ML AR &
25 5 B AT P T A 73— R A P 25 A A PO R I R B8 p B T 2, S A — R R R AT T p
B KT BEKT TR SER.

ZERE 43 M POV — oK B T [R) — R ) 2 A IF 7 4 SR R R R & 45 SR 0 BRI A RIT 4 SR T DA
SEHGAF AT R R G AR K 2508 (effect) B ISCRL B0 1) p AE DA K 738 8 06 50 AR IKAE D6 R 5% X g A B2 B4R AR, — NI
H BIEOHE 1 T A A B SRS A A A S B — A p (E B N ANTUEH SRR p {68 PPy, Py B
MG &E RAC B R ERETIX N A p HE BT 2R EB S Ho(global null hypothesis) A % B 1] 2% 3% i 15
Hy RS p {H.

Hg' o N YR 56 1) B JE BB #0 Ay 0, A R A 100 () 5080 #0458 45 BT UL RO 38 2 A

HY TN YR 56 o A 1 46 306 30 9 B A8 RV AT 6 00 (¥ 550808 ASF 45 BT 45 1RO B 3 A

AL FH SRR [26] 71 A1 2B (1 Fisher J5 1544 53 A 406 10 p- B HEAT IE 8L 23 A, 3 b 7 V5 T IX R ¥ 3 5/ 42 =)
JEA B )T A 1 LR, AR R p (B A B ML AR BT — S0 400 BE LA e -2InP A5 & & BB 2 1 o2 43 A, 338 T
N AR 1A 2N 1 2 A8 B TR, 24 -2 In P i 1 B 2N FA 7 43 A1 D 100(1- )% 43 i 3 I
FHER TE R K o FR A A R SR AR %, 30— D b ] LR T AN A A AR I p e THHREN
N A A KT 23" InP .

Bk 7 Fisher J7iE5t AL &R 20 p ERATIC R T Z A0, BATIEAE % SCMR[9]F #+T FE & NOC
DIT (¥ EUHE Y8 Bl 1 7 6 — A BE A8 AR 6 N ST H B0 1 4 A 06 p (K T 48 8 B /K=& 2 MR 5
AT 755 R 56, B0 %o 1 454 B B 4 e A0 56 40 T (R 4

HE 6} B AR AR U AT - A 0B 13 B p B K T4 € B K ar MR /NT5T 0.5.

HY 0} B AR AR U AT A A 051 20 p (B K T4 € B E Ko AR KT 0.5.

St FAFA B BARAR SR AT LA N AN T EH B NAS p E PPy, Py ARTE R S5 10 B8 gt o
NTRET ar it Pi=l,.. N I E0K ARG 2T I A v S

resn-SG) 1) 30

# P(X<K)/NT55T 0.05, M FRATLL G2 /K1~ 0.05 4 48 _Fak JFU R i HY, 145 32 6 G AR 1Y, BIACA X FE
B AR AT DA E BN p (RT3 KT o O B DA 5E — DR OKH e TEFF XS N
T H BEAT AT E AR RN p AHA T 55T omax KB K V57 22 PXSKinay) /N T35 T 0.05. 898, i 18K, 3
AT 2 b A A5 1% L R AR AR B AT & P UL A B R AT

Ja T BAT A L3 77 i3 T 23 B AR B B KB e/ IME LR B 0 (9 20 #7490 T A B R AR
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PR N ASTRE B EHE, 2 590 G814 00 E 2% B e iR S M B2 R 2B L A 45 B N AN LLBIE 7,
S F A TARK U0 T %

Hi o FE AR AR SO B ME 28 5 LR F 45 e R T IR /N T45F 0.5.

Hy AR AR AR I/ ME 2R LR F 45 B T MR KT 0.5.

Gttt N ANHBHE .o m¢¢$£? AEBIE TISE AN KR PXSK)/NTF 2T 0.05, AT A CAFE
SR AR A B /IME R H PR T 45 8 BRE T(H /N T %5 T 8 58 5 W3k — 25 b, w8 — AN 85 oK n] R A
Tinaxe THAF /N T 5T ZBME Trax B0 H AN Kiax V575 2 (X Kiax) <0.05.

3 AREEESHHLIEMRER

31 AREE2IEHR

Har MO & hir £ 2R N R EE B bs. 57 & Chidamber FI Kemerer 75 1991 42 H 28 R B =
FE R LCOML, € SCNAN 5] FAE [E 7 B i 5 i 0 3 B JG SR IX W A 3 7R3 K AERT I H B IE A5
A ) 7 B B 7 256 5 51 FH AR IR = B 5 6 4 B 2 22 5 R LCOM2, 8 B 7k LCOM.CK JE = 4RI 52K 1)
AT 5 WMC, 5t R IFI RS & B CBO. K TT{E4 RFC. 1250 40 NOC FI4k K DIT 255 B 485, 2 240
REFECAT 2 Wt AR B 2 BTH 1) %6 SR A B AR AR E.

BARKNRE R SR LCOM2 ) i Al i (ELBIF 7026 W, B I AN 2 47 A0 780 3R 5 13 418240 g DA\ T
R T VF 2 A IR B AR b Briand S A\ 1998 4E 45t T — N A0 0 5 A SR 3 P B AE 2 8 R T kR 1 Y R
J3 1% Bt Al-Dallal % A JLAF (F 72 U 45 1 1998 4 DL 2 H 925 o 3R % 1 52028300 38 4112 5% Briand 25 A\ %4
T 1 X 5 P R T R A, A B VA X P R R A SR A 0T 2028 e 17 N AR R Bz
FUH P 58 T AR ARAE N SHIERT ST B

(1) LCOM1. LCOM2, LCOM3. LCOM4 FI LCOMS #fi3& T J7 vk 2 [ 2 75 51 FAH F 2 B S IF M
Fﬂz%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁtk%%%mw % B R Coh J2& LCOMS [¥11& TE MU AR, B (VB 0K, 2% B Py 58 P8 bk v

J% e i 5 B LCOMS 1 Coh J2& FI v A0 5 &, B A fi K AH Al 3 /MA . LCOMS ()i K AR 2 2,f/ME 2 0,Coh 13K
R B3 /ME T 43 531 2 1A 0.

(2) CAMC. NHD F1 ICH M %+ 77 v: S HER B s S B B0 AT V5, e AT TS & Ak R 2

(3) TCC. LCC. DCD #iI DCI MjZ&T J5 x5 B 1) 51 F 2 R A7V 18] )8 F R R e RIS T ik 2
ORI (L), SR 5 TE B DRI U7 v %o B0 o e g R i L R B SIS P B R b 3 2 R e R Sy B T 0%
P4 1 P4 5% /& & (connectivity-based cohesion metrics)?2ix 4 Ay B S JE B AR, 40 TR R A S 1 7 0 5
TR BEAT FVE Ak (R B DL 5 5 550, )R] 45 313X 4 A & f JE S AL R4S, BATT i F TCCp. LCCp. DCDp 1
DClp 73 AR 7RIX 4 AR bR ARG A hi AR

(4) CC. LSCC. SCOM Fl SCC #P =2 My 4k B 5, AT ARt 2 2 T 5 vk 2 B %) 51 F RN 7 12 2 T F) i
KRR MEAT VBB 25 B0 R 0 7 3 2 1) I AR AU DR I B R Sl R AR UL EE 1 P9 3R FE E & (similarity-based
cohesion metrics)?Y.

RLBETHRNFFANNREERIRIROERS S H P ERIBAS P75 p (9#2IAT A SCHER
O SRR TR T R ERTEAIIRAE R M FE bR 1 X 8y 585 B S 4R AR b A7 T M 8040 28, 96X B AT 2
B IRIEACHEAT T FRiE.

RIS AT 1D 2 P TR B P R AR AR 7 VA BRI 51 ik I AR Ok R FE R A 2 (B R
B B R R RN 2K 5 T R B B T T 2 — 491 B, Lanza F1 Marinescu {3 [l TCC &« b 75 287X F ik
P8 B a2 Al-Dall 1 Briand {3 LSCC 3 0 W — Fh 5 1002 5 % M 3 P RS Bk (B B B 77 725 B #4) (move
method refactoring)):# — AN ZRESFRFEAN 555 I 9 B B LSCC 1 L AR B 31X AN J7 50 1) LSCC B 3E K [13E, B4
AN 7T LA R R,
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Table 1 Software cohesion metrics used in this study
1 ORMANREEERG LS X
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EIER A X

&
=2
b
e

LCOML KN SR wh = B, AN 51 FH A Al 2 B I 7 vk 5 4 B
LCOM2 |2 |4 58 JB i 22 J3 AN 51 FH A ) == B 7 25t 55 5| R AR ) 2 BR T vE vt e 2 22
LCOMS3 | A5 iy THL A, 19 7 92 51 P A IR0 7 B3 U7 320 g s P40 1 T 1 322 36 4 52 3
LCOM4 | LLJ7 ¥ A T A, 96 7 ¥ 51 FH A TR] - B A 1 FH 96 2 DU A S04 o TG 1) R ) 46 3 ) S 80
LCOMS (2T 5| F =7 B 7 0 50, 5 T (7 8- 5| 7= BCF 3 7 VR 301 (O 1 8-1)
LCOM1p |LCOML/J7 ik} s %k
LCOM2p |LCOM2/J7 %t E %L
Coh  |R:T 51 B EEGHA, 51 7 B 38 7 50 7 3

TCC (BT Ukl 5 L 7 Bk A TH5L A R R I7 B0 BUT7 i3] 248

LCC | T-J7 ik ml 55 51 HI 3L IR 7 B ok AR (944 3 A LT 50,4 9% 8 07 300 B0 77 0] 1 4

DCD |4 T U5 ¥k 5| H 57 BOM 7 i I 26 3 H 550 5% R 73 B 05 0 s 4L

DCI |3 T-J7iklal £ 51 F1 7 BRI 73 1 5% 2 00 4335 P B 153, 55 R T ik X B/ 75 90 i 4
TCCp |2 T Jrikinl 5] LR 7 Bk R UHEL A R R U7 R 4L

LCCp |3 T Uy iklal #5 51 FIIE [ 7 B ok AR i A% 3 AL 1 55,76 26 R 07 0 4
DCDp  |F&-F-J7 v la] 4% 51 = BN 7 i F 9% R UH 5, 55 R 5 0 4

DClp |k T J7 ikl 2 51 Fl 52 BoAn 75 V4 8 F 5% A 4% 336 P TH 550,48 5K R T VEXT 4

T
48

CAMC (B8 BUE IR 1 B S BAERE e R B8 S HCERT j B T7 i | S EU SO B P =1

NHD (773065 it B BE B AN/ 77 V08 A 28, T 77 1258 W B 0 2 e 10 S 45 BUAEL R X 2 AT TR 1 B O AN oA
ICH  |Jrf A5 B A, 5 VA 15 B U2 T v i 22 38 ELE R H 70 VA B9 2 B B AR 8O8 B AU

HT
ZH

cc VAP 7 12551 FH 3L IR 7 BB 51 R <7 BUS BOE SCR B SRR LU 880/ 7 0] 5 8
SCOM | LAPIT7 i (51 I3 1R 7 B/ 51 7 B3 7 BEBO/ (51 5 Bos U2 5 BUR M0 78 SCH Bk
LSCC | AW 75 7% 51 FI 3 7 52 B 0 28 5 B i B0 SRR B AR AL 5 A0/ 77 92 0 e

SCC |2 TJ7 ki HIAE B AN - B R B U M AR BT 0 V- T ik . F BB FBCITIE S A R RO BCT- 3918

T
HAAL
s

AU Ho A | oS A AT T T TS Al AL Ao | o do A O T Y |

32 EEHRUWE

FATLL Qualitas Corpus ] QualitasCorpus-20130901r A Fh it 1 112 4> Java JFIRIR H A SZUEHF 7T 5 4,
X LT H AUE IR R AT 2 & Eclipse, i & H 1IN FH IR 45 2% tomceat, UML 1 B 2 1) 8 4 argoumll,
Wik freecol, B 2> ¥ T. B jmeter. emma. findbugs, X} % 3¢ R BLHE SR hibernate, 535248 F & weka 2555, K%
HOTT VR A LE RH I 10 )8 P 40033 Hh B LA AR 4 1) A 2 M. Quialitas Corpus H 4 35 B 88t 2 3 4 SR Vi 2 4 SR Bk A

B SEUERF FCRT AL A e 41473,

® 24T Bid 112 MIUHB(FILE). & HI2EE(CLS). Tz K #(TopCLS). A H I 4T H(ELOC) FA
ARG SCAATE(LOPT) M3 A G 1T 44 WU B AMA . 01 AL Qs BRMH. A T ZEF K 2 TRLEF,
X 112 A0 H S SLEEE 11 T2 A 12 T2 A R E 10 71 2 A2 28,8 ZRABAT £08 i 1 400 75,400
AT T 2 600 HAT.OX 112 ADNIH BB AT AR T, SO 21~18990 AN, AT AT HUN 2150~
2428342, 5 T IX L 100 H i 5 #4145 B 7] 2% Qualitas Corpus 1™ 7T (http://www.qualitascorpus.com)(AutoBVT).

Table 2 Descriptive statistics for the studied open source Java projects in Qualitas Corpus

% 2 Qualitas Corpus H' Java JFJR I H #)E: A i

EEELZD fME O T4k 0s S ONEh B Ji % J5g
FILE 21 189.0 473.5 1035.0 18 990 1035.54 2267.70 115981
CLS 26 198.5 513.0 1108.5 20 267 1154.14 2675.55 129 264
TopCLS 16 159.0 416.5 910.5 16 030 894.21 1923.73 100 151
ELOC 2150 21436.0 512225 112 103.0 2428 342 131 440.93 305 165.57 14 721 384
LOPT 2709 34 383.5 90 446.5 222 818.0 4106 988 237 326.25 533 941.15 26 580 540

BAVEH Java B S5 THRIE TR 112 ANTH P UUZ R E 250 B 7 L4 B W R EEER iR
A EWCEE T SN 7 VA S (IMPMTHD) AT 75 B 1 2 B £ (FLD) BA B K I A BUARIBAT (ELOC)IX 3 AN
A5 B 5 46 s () 00 2 S LI VR 8 E X AN R T VR AR I O R BRATTHE T 2R 0 N R B R 2R ST
T3 VAT B ) BUEL (S 26 S SR kAR ) 7 VE R B) W TR B B 1A SEBLT IR B R A — P S 7 I R ik

%6, ATHRYE Al-Dallal (FIF 781280k 15 i i SRRk 28 1 Py 5% FE FE RS A .
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LR R 112 NEEE R BN EEE R — DI T TUZE SR B S AT B AR
— N RAEA R FE B b (K UE, B O R — S8 T — AN R IR AR X AN IUE P &N R HUE, 2 XA
JEEARR I — N REAREE A B AR ARE T 112 AFEAEUE. T I ERA T UL A B R AR — MR
BT8R B2 % B B R AR AE — AT H &S SRR HUE
33 EERES MM

XA B AR AT B FEA RS, FRAE T R BAHHE 5 L poweRlaw £ £ 1) BR Hions JL EAT JR A 40 A1 A 2
IEA&M H AT BB A 1 KS Goitf, 36T EARBLE p 83X p 87T T W7 & B SRR p (K
Tt B LA 15 T 5 B 4 4 40L& 00 4658 (goodness-of-fit test) 7 [¥) Kolmogorov-Smirnov 456 (f8F& KS H546)
ANFLFEFF B poweRlaw FTHEAT (40L& 2 5 F R R ABL O it T30 il T P T 40045 it 1) e e P98 20 A1 2 8, O A I
SCRFEESE AN RS BN AR A A BOES MG A B KS ke, 7R 2 53 4tk T Ee B i B A0 A
ZH 0 B RS TIES 5 A 0 & 0 B A 56

FATH HUABEE B IMPMTHD. FLD. ELOC M 2R EJZ & LCOM1. LCOM2. LCOM3. LCOM4. ICH f#
FH B RO A 43 A A B ORS00 IR 25 4 AT AR TR 3R AT 400, T R JEC At pAy 56 1 P 3 R TR A 20 AT AN TR S X HIE RS
AR AT A

34 th 1 I T R RS AR B AR AL 0 A Y HEAT LS N p (RSSO R B 2 S TR
BIRARIA R p (A2 — A EERIRFRAEREA T H 1SR FIBUE A BN T 8 I 0 AT 1005 WA 8, H
PRENTCRI A p .3 3 (058 3 FIAIEE 6 FI 25t | A EIRIR UG p (8T 82 K-F BI{E 0.05 FI5TH %,
54 FIFIEE 6 F45 T RS B B I iR K B3 K P BME

Table 3  Results of fitting into power-law and lognormal distributions

*® 3 BRI EEE ARG 1 p EST

TREEAT | vrg w s | TEEEAT | REAGDE | rm o] sere s o
peitibs | | B p ok | EESTH S pigher | p ik oos |BEDADE) ERAADE
0.05 {351 H #t HGme | R i) 351 H % max =P

IMPMTHD 112 111 0.948 926 7 1 109 0.860 5459 1
FLD 109 108 0.990 489 9 1 107 0.899 660 0 1

ELOC 112 112 0.954 3735 1 107 0.762 162 1 0.999 990 6
LCOM11 112 110 0.882 4195 0.999 8827 109 0.731697 8 1
LCOM2 110 110 0.922 180 6 1 108 0.776 783 9 1
LCOM1p 112 15 0.000 000 O 0 5 0.000 000 0 0
LCOM2p 110 49 0.004 5715 8.3411E-271 13 0.000 000 0 0
LCOM3 110 106 0.9557215 1 108 0.879 660 8 1
LCOM4 101 95 0.954 164 0 0.999 996 9 98 0.915 233 4 1

LCOM5 112 38 0.000 503 4 6.6322E-319 40 0.000 617 8 3.2848E-318
Coh 112 59 0.025883 1 3.5052E-144 $2 0.000 082 3 0
TCC 112 32 0.000 001 5 0 17 0.000 000 O 0
LCC 111 19 0.000 000 O 0 6 0.000 000 O 0
DCD 112 28 0.000 000 1 0 11 0.000 000 O 0
DCI 111 5 0.000 000 O 0 2 0.000 000 O 0
TCCp 111 109 0.840 506 5 & 110 0.783 658 2 1

LCCp 111 106 0.658 159 7 0.991 518 2 108 0.632 367 1 0.999 893 5
DCDp 112 109 0.845 408 2 1 111 0.786 2125 1

DClp 112 106 0.620 976 0 0.940 122 4 109 0.615 056 9 0.999 9717
CAMC 112 48 0.001 640 8 1.9368E-265 23 0.000 000 O 0
NHD 112 89 0.440 0519 5.5277E-36 11 0.000 000 O 0
ICH 110 110 0.950 587 2 1 108 0.844 074 4 1
cC 112 44 0.000 263 2 0 31 0.000 000 1 0
LSCC 112 49 0.003 687 5 3.2872E-285 30 0.000 000 3 0
SCOM 112 44 0.002 711 5 5.8298E-307 29 0.000 000 4 0

SCC 112 92 0.496 100 1 2.3048E-16 79 0.154 4110 1.1975E-65

Al LA E:
(1) AR e bk IMPMTHD. FLD F1 ELOC H# oK &2 /K T R {E 48 2 %% KT 0.5, H. Fisher 53
1) p AT 1,1 B 3 28 52 5 R 1 A T00 H 00008 0B v PR e 0 AT e T X BOE S A A 0L 5
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(2) JAEMTEACHI PR B 4R AR LCOM1, LCOM2, LCOM3. LCOM4, TCCp. LCCp. DCDp. DClp
ICH 5% K i 3 /K7 BB #5855 3% KT 0.5, HL Fisher #2561 p (B350 1, Ui 3 26 7% B4R AR (10 BT 350 H $idfs
1,340 B T A5 FH A 4 At R A P X BROE S A

(3) FEVEALI N 2R FEE i 4 AR NHD Fl SCC R HUIE 25 43 A #UL & 55 K I 2 /K SF U K T 0.4,{H Fisher K56
1 p {BIZE/NT- 0.05, Ui X W AN 1 b B AR AN REAS B A7 35T H A1 mI A FH 0 U OE 25 73 A7 P06 (H2 2 500 H GBI 65
ANTIE ) ST BOE RS S A A 1 p KT 0.4.484% SCC IR A 0 A K 35 KRB 015, R R & 11
Z R0 H B R A LA p KT 0.15. 485k 2 UE, X T NHD il SCC, 1 & 34 75 & 6 BB 45 40 A (B A
A R HOE A S A ) SO H I, T SCC D J3E 5 5008 A4 4 T A 4 A1 1 17 100 A L A A

(4) Bx NHD 1 SCC LAAM I RLTE A Py 58 B2 B 45 A (9 A 23 A1 400 60) B e KA 28 /K1 R #8z /h T 0,05, 35
B T e B2 B i s 1) 50 B A B A FH R 20 At A BB A R BOE S A AT L

T T2 A ) A 582 B2 8 415 A 0 AN B Ao P X 80 I 25 70 A e AR A 3 b = R 0 A HEAT UL B W22
I b R I, AN H EA A D R I S B S AR bR O B g ER B s KR AN FE R AR AR
/I\Iﬁj E E@éﬁ%,ﬁ'ﬁgﬁl‘f% Rmin %l] Rmax-

_ BUH PR R R AR MERRA

R
" I H R B

R - DUE AR AR bR BRI R
e 20 H R '

T 112 DNIUH B Rin A1 Rax A BB T=10%3E 1T 755 1 56

Hymn %300 H 2B FE AR B ) Ronin K T 45 € BME T IMEZE N T4 T 0.5.
Hy s B T H PR AR (K Royin (K T 45 % BU{E T IBEH KT 0.5
Hym : %350 H L AR B ) R K T 45 € BME T IS T55 T 0.5.

H{fre B I L RAR AR B 1 Ronen R T 4072 BUAE T BB K T 0.5,

3 A TE S R AT BE R BB Tonax A1, (1SN FAZBRME Tinax I B AN Kiax T35 2 P(X<K)<<0.05,H1 N=112,
BAVEF] Knan=4T7.

Table 4 Ratios of classes with minimal or maximal values in normalized cohesion metrics

4 AL A IR R R bR B f ME ROEL R o S R B B DL St it

=K k- by Rmin>10%ﬂ<] Ruin %j(q k P Rmax>10% Rmax %j(m‘

E‘f =20 Rmin ig'fﬁ Rumin 71 %2 Iﬁ H ﬁl ﬁélﬁﬂ'fﬁ Tinax Rmax t’/]{ﬁ Rmax /7 22 E/‘J Iﬁ H ﬁ ﬁﬁ IEEJ 1E T
LCOM1p 0.188 1 0.103 4 97 0.1550 0.252 3 0.1015 108 0.2196
LCOM2p 0.476 8 0.108 5 112 0.442 3 0.091 9 0.066 3 39 0.069 1
LCOM5 0.105 8 0.060 7 58 0.085 2 0.0810 0.0721 25 0.0559
Coh 0.188 6 0.098 5 94 0.154 3 0.099 8 0.058 3 50 0.0799
TCC 0.2513 0.1015 107 0.2195 0.1931 0.102 8 99 0.160 0
LCC 0.2513 0.1015 107 0.2195 0.256 9 0.1071 107 0.226 3
DCD 0.1491 0.078 9 82 0.1250 0.216 6 0.102 7 104 0.186 9
DCI 0.1491 0.078 9 82 0.1250 0.3813 0.116 4 112 0.3496
CAMC 0.047 7 0.052 9 14 0.027 2 0.097 6 0.077 3 38 0.0729
NHD 0.1931 0.1130 93 0.149 4 0.0456 0.047 2 11 0.028 9
cc 0.258 3 0.1037 108 0.227 6 0.1511 0.097 2 77 0.118 3
LSCC 0.249 2 0.104 2 106 0.218 6 0.1398 0.085 6 73 0.1103
SCOM 0.258 3 0.103 7 108 0.227 6 0.146 1 0.087 6 72 0.1154
SCC 0.183 9 0.102 4 94 0.148 1 0.039 9 0.028 4 3 0.031 9

R A4y A LB AR bR s B ME i KB R 5 S R B DL B BE it Heh 58 2 SIS H T Rowin 7£ 112 4
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T H S, T AR B, LCOM2p B T A B 5 X1 1] #1112 N T00H P35k A ik 409% 1) 288 B £ /)M B (RE
0),TCC. LCC. CC. LSCC HI SCOM 548 Anth#i A #il VY 43 2 — B R B /ME.IX AR 4 IS H T Ruin
KT 10%19 35 H £, 7] LLE 2,6 T 4541 LCOM2p, BT A T H B /ME 1288 5 L #5Eid 10%, R HIE 5 HIA T
Runin (155K W] REBREL, 8 A7 LCOM2p iR K AT e BB HCH 44.23%, X HAE RA 47 MTHM R BN T T
44.23%, BRI 65 NI H I Roin 18 KT 44.23%, 1% /> G AIAH 24 w8, b BA T 7] % S22 7E LCOM2p FE A B i
/ME O BB AR 2% L. TCC. LCC. CC. LSCC 1 SCOM ZE38 KR Ruin B K TT BE BB #4853 209%, 15 9 1
[ X6 A I A X B R b IR /IMEL O 155 ot LU L

R 4 W55 FI~58 8 FILAH T TH AN GRS Se bR b U KA B L, 7T LLE B FEFR DCI I Rinax
) S5 1 B¢ K AT R R 5 H I 30%, 3 W A FE AR DCI B KA 1 A% DL AR H WL, 3X 2 A DCI 3 T 8] 48 7 v
WA AN ) o B | TSR 00 A R A AR A D I P B P IR B R BB B 14847 LCOM1p AT LCC 1) Rax 11
IIAE R f K T R ) L A R i 209, 7% BA 28 7E 3K 9 N b B s K AR 1015 0 L A AL

AR, AN B B b I B A AR A S /M 1 08 A B B R 22 I 3R AN B 1 23 AR AN T R A S BUE RS
YA B AT T2 B — PR, U-BY 4 A0, 3 b 3 AT 1R S 1 2 v 1 B A, B R B U-B A 9 3R
JE B B4 A AR 3R B A 0 AR 25 — AN 2R 00 N TR TR 75K R KA. A B, Y — A SR e b ) B8 U K
B B /IMEL R B8R AN B L 55 22 16 2% B R s 1) IX 43 66 0t 52 B R ), e KG9 IX. 43 8 o B gt K {1l e /M {1 1) 36
L6 5 1) P 5 B2 Al Dallal )85t 2 8, DCI Al LCC f X 43 B b DCD 1 TCC 241K, T LCOM2 [ X 43 B Lt LCOM1
RO L i th %% B DCI A LCC F % ¥ B 5t /I B KA A 9] Lk DCD AT TCC i 22 v 3k M KE bl £ 3 fi R
T EATZ B X 43 FE 22 3.

Xt T B A B — T VA B T B G AR MR R, A TR AL Dallal (B 70 P84 e i SR R 2 1Y

R R AR E. T IX S Rp R 2R AT 4R € I W R EEFR bR B4 R B /ME 0, B4 R J KA 1, IRk, i (675 N R FE E

SR I 73 A5 BT R T U-Z4 90 A 4% B8 AL Dallal [ 400, 1X FRe R 2K AT RETE — AN I H 1 2298 30%, 7E AT 35 5211
112 AT H 23k 100 151 A28 A 25 926 /NMIXFE IIRFIRSS, & HLik B 25.9%. 73 T H K& Bk 28 o bl /b B
H 2 jpf-1.5.1,43%8 93 MK 5 AMRRIR S, &7 5.4%, 5% £ 112 jgraphpad-5.10.02, 4= 291 MK 192 MRk
5,15 HEA 65.9%.112 AT F 4RSS G L T8 2 25.19%, T IR AR I RO 2 o5 A R K ER A

9T TR L M B A P SRR FE O R A AR O RAT TN AT E B AR RS (BT ESOR T 1 B BECR
T 0 IS R HEAT S 0. 38 5 45 i R RV Ak P 5 B P B 4 b A e o 288 (1 B0 B /ML R KB 26
AR R BB LI S G ih 53R 4 M L, AT UG 3 HEBRRE IR 2K 2 J5 18 & 4R AR B AIMEL AN o R AE I AR R R 28
LE 35 N B IX R B R R R N AETE 2 S EUEA M R R UE B U-TY A I R R AR 5 AT BUF F,
BRI HERR R R 25, 48 4% LCOM2p B /ME 0 BI2E 5 Lb s8I 30%, 484 DCI Bl K{E 1 (38 5 btk i
30, 1. BH 1 7 ™ FBE B Fi5 A P 8 A7 AE B .

Table 5 Ratios of non-special classes with minimal or maximal values in normalized cohesion metrics

5 MTEAL N TR R AR AR AR IR S/ IMEL B KB R SR B DL e it

- " e | Rmin>10%0 | Ruin K] v e | Rma>10% | Reax KT

FEE% Ruin i/J'TE Rmin /7 % Iﬁ H i& ﬁ% |ﬁJ {E TR Rmax l/J{E Rmax /1 7 ] Iﬁi H @’l ﬁE I«“YJ {E Tinax
LCOM1p 0.119 7 0.076 5 57 0.096 3 0.146 0 0.0935 72 0.108 1
LCOM2p 0.326 1 0.100 8 112 0.3018 0.106 9 0.078 9 47 0.076 9
LCOMb5 0.059 3 0.047 8 13 0.0419 0.020 1 0.032 4 3 0.009 7
Coh 0.0431 0.048 0 8 0.024 0 0.059 2 0.047 8 13 0.0419
TCC 0.136 8 0.090 2 67 0.104 8 0.1335 0.077 3 74 0.107 8
LCC 0.136 8 0.090 2 67 0.104 8 0.218 5 0.0955 102 0.186 2
DCD 0.068 6 0.056 2 21 0.047 3 0.1555 0.081 6 89 0.1301
DCI 0.068 6 0.056 2 21 0.047 3 0.369 6 0.1195 112 0.3313
CAMC 0.029 9 0.0455 6 0.013 6 0.018 2 0.0335 4 0.008 1
NHD 0.079 4 0.066 3 26 0.057 4 0.038 4 0.048 7 7 0.020 5
CcC 0.146 0 0.093 5 72 0.108 1 0.078 4 0.061 7 19 0.056 8
LSCC 0.1358 0.0911 66 0.1021 0.063 0 0.048 4 15 0.0451
SCOM 0.146 0 0.093 5 72 0.108 1 0.0710 0.053 4 21 0.052 7
SCC 0.0757 0.056 5 28 0.051 0 0.008 3 0.011 7 0 0.003 0
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6 45 TR IUE SRR IS B 2 BRI AT LA R p ESTHE L, 5K 3 HUERTT LU B
(1) HOURSEPSE B AN Al RV A P 5 F8E 88 A7 ml ol P A AT AN X 80 IE 25 A A S B ik AT 0L 6
(2) fahx SCC WIS HUIER > A fl & 1Y Fisher #8364 1,1X 3R WA, 7l —FHhil A 112 AT H £ SCC U4 # 77
A RHEOERS A HAEAR SCC IR A & B4R Fisher #3611 p (/N 0.05, 8 & K 52 K FBIME N
0.498,1 KT~ 0.05, X B ZH Wi H ik 65 MW H)WESMUE p HAXT 0.498,4i B, 40 2R A % R RER
25,SCC HIEHE 5 A o> A0 1) 1 100 LU I

(3) HoAthE: T AL

TR A13E NHD. CC. LSCC FI SCOM [FIX] % IF 2540 15 B4 () 5 K I 2 K S

BB ARz KT 0.05, B, 40 SR R 25 8 AR IR IS 3K LE 4 b 1) 22 200 H Hes # mT A 0 ik 2 0 A L

Table 6 Results of fitting the data of non-special classes into power-law and lognormal distributions

&6 BRI AR R ISR RS 8 p E ST
TS | gy oy [TEEE A T] FEATIE |rere o] serm o o
it | | B p T |PEEEIE Ty poe| i oos (RIS | BiRIGRG
0.05muiFK | T | oy | mmER dmax | FIsher B
IMPMTHD 112 111 0.954 253 1 1 111 0.859 3240 1
FLD 109 109 0.992 203 4 1 108 0.909 526 7 1
ELOC 112 111 0.932904 4 L 109 0.785576 1 0.999 999 8
LCOM1 112 111 0.926 301 3 L 111 0.759 545 4 1
LCOM2 110 110 0.910 4233 1 109 0.776 784 0 1
LCOM1p 112 52 0.0009155 1.2348E-296 12 0.000 000 O 0
LCOM2p 110 54 0.016 9750 1.4786E-214 15 0.000 000 O 0
LCOM3 110 106 0.984 289 7 1 108 0.8903521 1
LCOM4 101 95 0.970242 4 0.999 998 1 98 0.942 1829 1
LCOM5 112 74 0.099 552 6 5.3226E-82 86 0.442 464 8 4.9779E-35
Coh 112 80 0.231 865 5 1.8182E-42 45 0.005 642 6 2.2058E-237
TCC 112 58 0.016 234 3 4.1526E-149 27 0.000 074 0 0
LCC 111 32 0.000 016 1 0 10 0.000 0000 0
DCD 112 48 0.004 1370 1.0680E-197 23 0.000 000 8 0
DCI 110 10 0.000 000 0 0 2 0.000 000 0 0
TCCp 111 109 0.846 710 7 1 110 0.742 0325 1
LCCp 111 106 0.658 948 1 0.977 356 6 108 0.613 3480 0.999 910 6
DCDp 112 109 0.818 024 7 1 111 0.763 7257 1
DClp 112 106 0.610 713 6 0.961 600 3 108 0.644 280 6 0.999 973 3
CAMC 112 62 0.033926 0 4.8020E-105 35 0.000 018 3 0
NHD 112 103 0.769 751 7 0.034 844 7 10 0.000 000 O 0
ICH 110 110 0.956 495 0 1 109 0.842 5117 1
CcC 112 90 0.281 7720 5.3163E-30 53 0.011 595 6 1.0847E-166
LSCC 112 91 0.428 716 3 2.5988E-21 63 0.028 493 4 4.2735E-161
SCOM 112 88 0.321 980 6 1.6577E-31 58 0.026 104 8 5.5577E-185
SCC 112 108 0.895 736 3 1 96 0.498 429 9 0.000 128 7

7 B 1 v, E HEBR R R S i, B 8 2 T AN P P 50 R B A b, 6 T AEACLEE () N B B B2 e FR b (.45 NIHD.
CC.LSCC.SCOM FlIl SCC) i) 4 W] <=1 [va) T~ % &5 1E 785 43 A, T 226 T 52 368 14 1) ) 5 3% B B 48 A (60 4% TCC.LCC.
DCD F1 DCI) AT A G A58 FH X B E 2 3 A BUR R 0 A AT L&

Bl 1ICE T & EEI A MmN E RS S E p KT 0.05 I H HOE o, i 26 A 3R T

H#0A 2] 65. 7] LA B, B R RUBEE 848 b A0 A3 I LV A P 2R 2 2 B 4 b 1) P A 20 R 25 18 Al R Rk 2R 10 4K
P BEAT PR A A E p (E KT 0.05 B30 H E#R Iz KT 6506 T HUVE Ak P 8 B B A b 2 & Al L T, SCC
IS 0 AT L& p KT 0.05 BT H £ #R K T 65,181 1, SCC 1) i 75 5 % H 1E 25 73 A 5l 20 A1 /0 ) BE
K.

P 20 1 % B B e R o A AU SO S A A p B AR AT RE BB (X R E UL & p (K T2 B
I H HU5 K T 55T 65) B L. AN 1B 2 7T DAFS 3 5 B 1 SR ABL 458, 10— 0 T DL 31,0 T 3 R RE B R T
FERUTE AL A 2R L B AR bR X BRI p (R T WA AT G p A, Ut B 1% L 48 1 2l 1 20 A S &
A P BOE S 70 AT A, T E SRS DL X AT B AR BRI 5, R 25 8 AR R IR 2 ) 2l ) 0 £ e 25 23 A
A BAT R RCR
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Fig.1 The number of projects with the fitting p-value greater than 0.05
K1 #EEHIES S p ERT 0.05 KT H HiE oLl &

1.2000000

1.0000000 |

08000000

06000000 +

FiA A S A A A
04000000 | —— TFASTRERIRIMIE S S A
— AR AL
02000000 | g EAFHAATRER AL A

0.0000000 \“JV% < S O G ol o
O .9 &F & IFL SRR & & SRR R O Q ¢
& S FARRSN RS IR I SEE % & & o
& Y LSS S L \@@60@00 SHENGREVRS o4 0(}3"% TS
g NNV W N

N
Fig.2 Maximal possible thresholds of fitting p-value

K2 S BRI AT p E RO AT AE R A DU

3 3 0 EL SRR T Ak 10 P 58 2 B R HE AR LCOM1. LCOM2. TCCp. LCCp. DCDp #I DClp LA K & A 1% i i)
MLYEAL P9 5 ¥ B 48 b5 LCOM1p. LCOM2p. TCC. LCC . DCD Al DCI B/ A0l & 15 50, BA TR B, AE R T4k
(1 P55 2 5 s B0 0 2 IR A 40 A B B I 25 40 A Il R 0 A AE RN Ak 1 B R 6 s KR IV AT W A 1) o AT
(FRATE ] EasyFit 0Fxd — SLT50 H X S48 b 10 8008 HEAT T IR R IC, A RO A& 1 20 A BRI 40 B X 4
e b (4% EasyFit BT SRR 50 2 F 4 A (& p (E #0378/ T 0.05), 173X S 45 b5 12 15 FH 7 7256 R 508 AT )
FEAL, 3 R 7 T B S A 2 AR RS FE AR R B R A0 1 E TR R R RN INEROR & B R A2 — P i,
VA SCHR R A /D 84 FE T B30 10 20 At 52 2 R 40 A, 2 70 10 A2 V5T SR 20 e R ASE 1) 20K %7 23K 4 2 7 K 1 5
43 A 7 T A5 3 — 25 R 1 19 1) .
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34 TIEMIRERELE

BATR 3 ANTRAF AT & DA T 21 AN 4 SR B i Fa AR (L 45 LCOML I LCOM2 Y REYE AL AR A, DL & TCC %&
EFEA IR AR)TE 112 A Java FHIE T H MR 5 SLIET T 2007 8 R R BAFR5 6 poweRlaw X A4 &
FE bR AR AN T E 00 50 {8 P B A S R o A RO B 2 A0 A R A T B S U S L R AT A A KS
Gt BT S 21 p E VP ILA IR AT A B AR AR 1 112 AT H BERA B 210 p BT TICE 5
Hr AEF Fisher J7vEAG 502 15 af LAAS 2 BTG T H 088 #8556 AT L& MBS 2 A, 0458 A 75 5 SR A I AN = 4R
T P B4 8 45 BT 400 A (0 B 20 A 2 75

A SRR BT,

(1) A MUASE R 0 B 08 T A58 P e o A RO 5 IE S o A B R AT H

(2) AEFLIEALHY Y B8 B 4545 LCOM1. LCOM2. LCOMS3. LCOM4 F1 ICH F %4 #5 ] fdi F S 40 A
R HOES S ARLA

(3) FRTEAL A A 3 FEE 4R b B0 400 4 A 3 3o %ok K 0 A o A R0 A 0 A UL & p (B Fisher #3536, A3, 75 5 46
96 (25 SRR W, B AR AR NHD A1 SCC 1 BIUHE 177 6 6 B50IE 745 40 A7 10 15 0 L e 8 L

(4) BMHTH FRFENZERNTET 1 sl BEET 0 MR S BORTEAL P9 3% B B 240 b 204
TEAEVE 22 MU I8 B /IME O B KA 1 928, BRATTE 3, 2 BOMTE A6 9 3R B2 FE 48 b B /IMEL 0 928 5 LU B i 209,
Horr LCOM2p HUf/IME 0 B9 5 bh B 575 B 40%, i f5 kR DCI HUR KAE 1 B35 5 b it it 30%;

(5) FATRHEBR R IR 2 J5 BN FE B R FR 008N TH I 08 AT A, R IR A R R B 35 A AR R
A 1y P 5832 B A MR T A 0 AT AN B IR S A AT S S Tl o Fisher fr 6, ifi B2 T AL 2 UK
PG AL B B85, A48 NHD. CC. LSCC. SCOM H1 SCC IS5 HE 745 £ %o H IE 25 23 A (155 100 B8 9 s I,
Horp SCC XX HUER Al A H = T iE s Fisher £r36

(6) FRAIX 3 T 1k 5 S A SR R BB b% TCC. LCC. DCD M1 DCI 43 Hr e AT AR 76 A i A (R AS
Bk DA 5 v 06 I 300 AN T E 088 B0 R o A RO BUE S A A LA L, R BUE TR LCOML, LCOM2 —#¥,
WA HEAT Tk, DU A A A0t B IE 25 0 A L& #F AT i 3 Fisher 656
3.5 SLIEMREGRERB

TR PE AR AR B 2 A5 G BT AT R R b 1 B AR A P 051 A 3 2R R A 1) E A b T A T
TR P B R e 5 A PR mlnT B P R (A AR R T AR SOk P R T R R A 3 A 1 SR A A R I L i
Y TE A 58 B i 5 R A1k 2 AR 0 02 8 - e R I P 8 B s 22 B T ) A0 282 1 Y

P TR P P R L U B R R R IR R O R BT R RN R B DA R R G O VR e A
TG v 77 v e FE R A 1) B AR R B 55 e A A A s (L (outtlier) 20l R T B R B0 X I B 5 A A 22 B
F o K e P, CUSE IR 1 1% 1.5 M85, 2 455, 3 bRk 22 (A N IR E, B DL 20%. 80% %) fir ¥ {F:
Sy B B S A 5t 2 B, 3 T B T 1 P S 10 2K A — 5 R A7 A8 1 5 4 I 7 T A — A A4 A B

BT S4B R o 25 - S5 IR T AR B O R E S A A, T SR T 2R B 2 RO A
Sy A BN B IE 5 43 A1 Shatnawi 2 A3 KR P B S50R 0T Bo2s i 15 R4 B A S Sl wiF e 0 2 i AL
R P P (1 B T AN R A R A SO BUE S A S, A EHERR T AU TS T LS B EE T oM
FERRE a3 T AR DU 52 SCAR P 5% 38 5 B PO 300 4 17 T 0 B0 265 40 A . DR Ik B AT D e 30, 6 Aok Y 0 i 2 45 Yty
PR R A R, B PR R Rt R A T T 35 T R AU S SLIR P SR P B4R FR CCL LSCC. SCOM
1 SCC,RZHERR A HUN T 2T 1 87 BT 0 HORRIR S, 1 5 T 3 3 @ 1k i S P 3R P2 |48 4 TCC
LCC. DCD #1 DCI, S iZ &t X B AT =l F A 1 76 b S48 24T 20 W7

LA ) P A T B X B DA SCRR[B]48 H 14 7 v A et T Rl A Sk 00 A A 400 B 1 B R R A

F M, 125 73 A I B LA/ T 5910t 25 7 £ 2B AN 980 A b E 22 Y T 22 41).
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PATI H JHotdraw-7.5.1 4, 3% 7 45 H FCARRFRR S (Y 4 AN FE T AR PN 288 R R B s b e 1) 2 A X AN 3 H
I 832 MR R R R R OTEEUN T T 1 T B T 0 28) 5 A 440 DK ER BT HAEXT KT 019
HHE O AR e, R R P2 B b 1A R S B (T AT 0 803 e ) B8 i) I A R R MBS O AL AR
Qg i KB BB RVbR 1 22 A2 2 T 0 $0 R 4 i ) B0t v 55 (B (3 T B AR, L 20 28 el 4% 2 4 [m] 38 i A0 92 Bl (D
0~1 Z[8]). "] LA 3,53 A 8 An Hibis it v Az 0 55 35 (B A0 AR 13230, 0t B 0ok 803 460 i ) 0 52 %0 R 20 A 2 v AR 9710
1B 1785 Y PR D8P A o 4 22 S50 O, BREL 274t PR 3 A e 22 B OB G R R 3R B AR v 2 1) B
SR BRI, SR J5 M BOR AR ). R B 178 /N T4 TBIE 17 A0SR A5, 8 27an /D T4 T3 fE 27
(A B o T S ek PO SR P SR R A A 1 28, 3 L A U SR e v 22 2 i e A A

Table 7 The distributions on similarity-based cohesion metrics in JHotdraw-7.5.1

7 WiH JHotdraw-7.5.1 FJE T ARALLYE A 5 R B2 R4 o Kt 1 90 A1 L I AE

R AR RAME O H £ 2 0s RO W bRdEE OBl R B2 K2

cc 347 00017 0.0605 01364 03181 1 0.1304 32439 00124 10  0.0038 3
LSCC 348  0.0004 0.0228 0.0556 0.2000 1 0.0621 47040 0.0028 6 0.000 6 1
SCOM 347  0.0008 0.0385 0.0944 0.3167 1 0.0959 42845 00052 13  0.0012 1

scc 404 00012 0.0306 0.0504 0.1074 0.6 00530 27575 0.0070 12  0.0025 3

MF 7 7 LLFE B JHotdraw-7.5.1 o SR ERAK 2B A K 2 5EBr b2 AR A 10 4, 6 4, 13 M1 12 A
Z7E CC. LSCC Ml SCOM BUE/NF“BIME 1", &1t R 31 M HIZEAEX 4 MR 3 — ek £ T ks T
“BME 1 MRA 6 MNMARIMRTER 4 ANMEFR 03— e 2 B dR A TBE 27,5 9,28 org.jhotdraw.color.
ColorSliderUl 7 CC. LSCC Hil SCOM #RH R H ¥ i /IMA,SCC fE 1 R A 0.039 8,7 LAt & i JLAFabrE
A ER B B AR I 28 B AR T RN Bt — P ok,

FATA T FCARTR H 1 P 5 R B B A AT T WD B R (L) T AL B R TCC AL TR
JE P 0 BT AT O B 3 A R A P T B A 40 A LB R ) B R B KL R B A B LR R LI
ARMERG 2 5(2) ST AR MU YE Ab B & A P 5 B S A R4 1 E RRME(F A RE A EN T 0), Rk, i F 52 %
POl O N R RIS ST A G T LCOM N RE G Z [E I8 R, EH T TCCp A TiEEME &
EELZNIVE | SRR AN

PR 5 5 BE R i (1 0B 330 O X JBE R i R B 1) 4 AT DA B AR B /MEL I 43 AT 38 T DU B, B B 1
Gi MR A R E B LCOM1 HL LCOM2 # 4 TCC t LCC %4 ,ifif DCI tt DCD ¥ i XA 4518 5 3L 1%
2P AT 2SI S AL, S A vETT DL Rt py 5 R B A 14 [X 3 i 77000 T A 8 M 45 AR — B A X P SR
FE AR AR EUR 1 2 A T AT R I, T AR AL E S P9 5 B B fR AR CC. LSCC. SCOM. SCC il AAH 1R
AN RS BSOS 1E, B Gn 7E 2 BOTUE L Rk SCC BRI A UM T 015, X MRE 2B A 2 Bk RS
AR/INIT SCC B, 1K TG 5¢ 42 5 M 1X BE 8 b 1) X 43 % 7.

Lanza Al Marinescu {8 FF 2 Py % 2 J¥ B 645 TCC AR I« b7 3P0 e AR TE R G b B 2 e T — B 102K,
T AR HH K 22 IR B (TR Gt AR M v 9 PN 51 EE) A D & — PR 15 T BB . Lanza # Marinescu ¢ TCC &/
T U3 AR« b S A 2 — AR AR AR FRATT T 3 AT, IR AN BB R K TR S P R A B S R AT A 4R .
MFE 4 v LUE B, RATET R 78 112 NI E H A 107 ANIEE B TCC B /ME 0 B2 (5 S 28 bk id 10%. A4k
#| JHotdraw-7.5.1,532 N2 TCC ¥4 0.144 2, W EIHET 50%HI25H) TCC i/ T 1/3.Lanza M
Marinescu {52 TCC [ 4i¥ 2 1E 2520 A6 B AR IEFRATT L TH 1K 43 BT 3% AN B FEAS L.

] Ak R AT A 8 4 3R G v P T A ik T ARBLRE P P SR B R £, CC. LSCC. SCOM B SCC A T Har il #k
AR T SR B X R T AR AT SRR T00 P SRR R ) o0 A IS S b 58 S PN R T i K PR R (T A 2 [
B /3450 G, T 3 BB 5 o 5 e B R A BB A A R P 3K R A P B I AT A B S A IR
I3 AT GRAIE /N T 12 B AR 09 2 S B IR A 0 P R

TFE T B iPlasma(http://www.loose.upt.ro/reengineering)ffi i Lanza F1 Marinescu $2 H i 58 kS 0« b 7 347,
FATN HAT I H @)1 B JHotdraw-7.5.1 H [ 25 N EEAL 3 287 TCC{E A CCAHBEAT T WD 43 #:(1) ix ek
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i) TCC E¥I/NT 0.3, B PHARKMME N 0,4 KT 0 K925 ,2% org.jhotdraw.color.ColorSliderUl 3B & /)M )
TCC {H;(2) XL CC AP A /NF R 7 45 HHIMH, MIXH AN 20 TCC EHKT 0.25H
7% org.jhotdraw.draw.liner.SlantedLiner R 7 #5i% 1 N F B AR AT REH AR« L 2" R —Ft A 30 #
JivE 2 AN B TP M 4 RBATA N, N R & CC Ltk TCC B I& F Tl 9 5% B IR (125 24 4R,
] 398 R RN Y PR R U R A 1 T S B 0 T B ERA I a3 — 25 R A

3.6 SEIERAREVEBRME

S FRATT S BF 70 45 1 R 1) B 3 BEIR 2R 3 AT )R PE T H 48 ——Quaalitas Corpus,iX MEA H H AL
B Java FRURTI H 4R, B T > E0 LA T H AU H AR 2 Ak, 32 T v SRR /N BB [ Java AR R R X AN SR A R
BT H S 75 e 9 Java B 00 AR R T B — DB AL, {H Qualitas Corpus & H i A SEIE#F 72 TAE 1954
G WALISIT3I g e AN A op R I BEATIE R — E A B RATT I 58 X T % B A P I A R R S T
FoAt ¥ Java T0H JG 2 FARE S WITH G 206 /i — 25 H il RA DN A S T 18R & A AT
B 733 R [ B 0 B A RO A S B A S R AT 7 k25 n DA SRR A

Zhang % AXFECRIH B RHAUR . WARIE S . AEER. FFRAM. RAMEE. 2ETHE. RAT
HHOX 6 AR Z X ORI B A A A S AT T B S B IR e A () ) SR B 4L 4% LCOM. ICH, TCC #il LCC,
SIS AT P 58 B R B B ¢ K. Quialitas Corpus L& BT KA L K. BT T B R
TR 2% B3 A6 At 55 22 AN U Java B, BRI G AE B2 A A8 TR — AR M EE B EHT Android T & 1%
BN AR, XA EH BT 24T & RS E R . BATRERE S S A B AN ), R GRS Sy T A
AR Android P & B2 4 B4 4 BE DR 7E B py TR E O THD 55 A S BT REA [ 49 AN [7 7 FH AT S8 4 1 B
R 15 A LR 51— AT Bk — DA 5T 1)

BATTHI A M 3 T Java B A Y5 ACHD (7 A A2 BB AR AL ) Fr 55 2 B0 I B 0 4 AT BB A7 A8 1Y ] R — AN P I
WAETH RS S B G B AR B e, )\ GitHub B3¢ SourceForge R #: AT H (552 — L T BT H 40
Antantlr 25) [ JFEACTD A A AL A — S8 8 7R AR D (demo) . 51 1 2 7 (example) . W13 A 51l (test case) <% FAT1 3L F
Qualitas Corpus #2451 7o H 4 (meta data) HEBR 71X LeARAS, 7 H - Hr 0 H 8“8 0 AR AD.

JE B YR T B T 8 5 T SR 5T 500 IR RPE . B TR IR R SRR SCRT R AL i
5 R TG IR R 3R ATT 3 T Eclipse P & 3Rt A0 SR AE I AE AR Eh BE SR I T Java FE P X 2 ) 3R BT LI
DA oA Ax 22 FE B (0 HE RS 0% T R 4 7 B o ) 090 (0 SO 8. AR I B 2 1 B T e v 1, R T 12 T RL Ui
LR FATD M SE S Qualitas Corpus JCEIEIEAT T 5% Lb, R — 22 /N AR 3b 4T 7 N IR AE. & i X Ll A
W, FRATTIN N 12 T Bon] B B 0 1 AR e 1.

4 FExXIME

ATTHF A P B (B A AP P J5 ) 76 5 B 0P 1 23 A — B0 W 9, i - B 31 8 20 22 70 4E4X Knuth i
FORTRAN ifi 5 12 /7 (M SEUE R 7230 10 45K, b 5 5 2% 0 25 BRI [ 4 S, A AT B 482 4311 55 5 8 (heavy-tailed) 7
Hi R TBAFAE T AE A JEH R R 2%

Wheeldon 1 Counsell %} 3 4™ Java JTJ§ £ 4i(JDK 1.4.1. Apache Ant 1.5.3 £ Tomcat 4.0)(#) )7 BL 3k .
T, M TR AR R IA ) 5 MR A S R (MR . O, BA . S, R EIRANBAT T SIE
WP, RO B RS ME RS PR BRI B 8. B2 O SEBL RO SRA. R B O R B B
(BB A AR 7 B B R Gp 7 B (B BOR AR R BT 1 B R N B0 BAERINESHER. S
FONSAIM B B ISR IR B IS 2 1 5] A HORTIR [512 18 J7 v B S A0 R A TR o0 A A SCAS FE 1R1 A 4 A, 25
HTIX 3 ARG 12 AT A TR B S B A X T,

Baxter 5 A4 /& 1 Wheeldon #1 Counsell ) LAE {8 =70 A0 . X HOER 7010 FPE 2508 Weibull 437
%t Qualitas Corpus #% 7Y 4 1) 56 4™ Java JFIR R St 18 AN & (B 1 SCHR[L0] A% 22 ) B = 4h 38 .45 DO — A~
KRR DA KR Bei . DOiInv — AR I Z /DA SRR . AF HE. Braeadns
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RUH . 7T AT RN BB AT AU /s 3Rl &, R B b 4 B B S R R 40 A O #E 25 o A T

Concas %5 Axt—AN K% Smalltalk #ERIZETT LS Fehl B B, REES RN SR ER . KEHE
T BPTEJENBL LRI R L T AT TR REL JNEARAT L. AR AT R 2R
BABINRE « SR B R R YA 5 (4 BE SR 10 MM AT T B 98, R I B AT 9 & T e o A 0 B IE S 4
#il*3 7 J5 ,Concas % 2009 4E 2 F & 17 ] Qualitas Corpus #7(%) 100 4~ Java V5T H #1 (¥ 94 M(FHHF 6 MR A
byte code), LA & 53 #F 7 ASKRAS K Eclipse #4-F1 10 ASRRAS ] Netbeans #E47 T SEUERF 78, X JRARED AT 5 284008
BRI SRR B LA 6 A CK EERURT 9 ok A +L S 45 0 i 1 B 1FFE BB b 4T 7 e i R B e
A1 2 B4 & X BOIE A5 90 A7 SR 0 A, I BV AN R A0 ) — 13 B 3 B+ 4 el iy 3 AR T,

Ferreira % AXT M SourceForge T #1f 40 /> Java JFJR R 4, S H#id 26 000 MR HE& B T (COF). AF
FEBH . AHTTEE. LCOM. 4k AR B (DIT) LA AH 24 F 24K 81 N B2 (1) afferent couplings 1X 6 4™ & 48
b 5 4 ) EasyFit BC0F3EAT 40 A 006, R B DIT AT FTE AR 40 A S3EAT 3004 T e 4 5 AN R i 250308 U v i
F [RIRE 2 5 R 40 A0 W 2 8 Weibull 434 3055 Ferreira 45 AR 75 % 2 B8R 40 A0 LR b 3RS T 83
.

Louridas £& A %f 4% J2SE SDK. Eclipse. OpenOffice. BEA Weblogic £57E 4 (7 Java %, LA K Linux. Tex.
Ruby %5 2% 25 ) 2 (R0 B A0 85 RN BEREAT 7 % 52, % IO 8 40 A 0 I 8 3 v 1 92 47 46 1% Zhang 25 A LA
Eclipse N SZIERF i % %, % %2 T Java SCEFIEARIDAT 50 LOC 1143 1, K LS 745 & b 4501E 25 40 45 14 Herraiz 25 AR
Qualitas Corpus [J 201011261 A 7 69 4~ Java F I H 1 6 A CK B 5 A 50 A B AR K AL Al TH(MLE) Fi
KS $0A 0 R 30 HEAT 43, /R I WMC ., CBO 1 RFC B 3& 4 i I WL Pareto 43 i 13 (/T FEAN BIE xnin I E0HE
AF X IR A 931 T K T 2 R (0 0 5 5 R A 0 A1), 1T NOC Al LCOM 3 & i Fi A 20 A1 4804 DIT BEANfiE
A5 P TR A 3 A A AR i A PR X 2 1 25 3 A 4L & T

I i/T,Destefanis 25 A\ f# [ 10 A>3k B Qualitas Corpus ] Java JFE B AEF 10 4> Python #4525 1A # L &
BRI SR 5 8. ARSI AR R R EEL. HiR R AN . ERATE BRI dhRMHERRE
X 9 A FE B AR 4> AT EAT T AL O E S BT RS TR R BB MUK 3 AR EERE A L T
Java K AEFT Python %A BN [R], R BIX 3 A BE 2 1 B4 410 ml {8 FR 6 00E 348 3 A 0L &, R R 43 A (A [ S 50m]
HF X 43 Java B A1 Python #f:7,

A DA 3, 4 5T B AR CAAFLEA D X TH 19 0] SR A FE B HR bR B 43 A1 (MR 72,1502 4 1k Bk T X 21 9 56
JEERZ B LCOM BUEUHE 53 A1 A W 50 2 4, % T 2 550 4 58 P8 i i s 50308 1040 4 A1 #1038 76 A DG I B 52 AR D 5
T[] o SRR A P B AE T SR By 4 . 5 AR VS T T SIE W ST AR W] LCOM(E 4% LCOM1. LCOM2,
LCOM3.LCOM4 1 LCOMS) AN L 1) P9 5% 2 B2 B 4 A, 181 0k, T 9 At P 2R 52 P52 8 48 B 8308 11 20 A1 15 AR AT
25 Al Dallal %5 % P 5% 2 2 & 5 47 109 7T 44 (applicability) 281, [X 43 /% (discriminative power) 24 3 4T 1 VR A HF
FU AR EN AT e 5 A 1 Py 5 R R AR AR HRE 1 23 A 15 Ol

AR TAERR T % P9 58 B B0 10 4 A AT B R 2 40, 5 IR FE B AR A A 1 LIS — AN AR AUk
2, FRATE I R B2 6, poweRlaw 144N FE 52 (85 AN T30 B A B0 13 F AR OR LR A TR A T B A S 80, DU
FH A% 2 B 10 5 B I 25 20 A FH R o AR A IR T 5 KS K56 et B J 3 p A8, I X AN FE R 112 AN 35T H 3
WG p B3 T 25358 R 1) p ARV 6 1) Fisher £ 56 3047 K6 56, LA R A8 I °F 5 B0 %t I H 800908 7°F & BT 40L& 1
B/ A 2 T T TR I FRATHIHT 58 AR E T H WA 1E Sy 2 ath, JE R 47 T 108 20 B, AT AT 3 52 44
&5 B BT AU R EE I 43 A 19 3 S TSR 45 1

5 ZR5RE

IR B R 0 93 A1 X T BRI P A R R S R ) R T P R R N AR I A o
I8 R R B ) B ML B2 25 (i A O 2 T 2 R A 228 () o 5 L0 T B (M A H AT SR AR AE VR
2 IR T THI 17 X G FASE L R P2 A0 25 7R A4 J5E 1% 1 P58 B K0 00 A ORI, T BRI, EAT R AR A 5 T 4 A
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BN B A AT, AS 0 B SR B R I 5 R AR T R O R A X R R A I AR T T T 1) 6
WA R AR DR CK EEH K LCOM #M P 5 RE & 5088 10 0 A 175 0, 1 LCOM AN /b Sk
T FEAIE B 5 A 2 47 F P 508 B85 18 s 36 e, DAL ML TR 70 O 22 £ R0 R B 1 o 0000 1 0 A AR A 0 .

FRATLL Qualitas Corpus H1 ) 112 A Java FFREARIUE /E R TR 7o R B R T RAFENRHRZ . £T
TP (1 P SRR AN T AR BA T 1) P R R S 20 A Py 5 B BE R e A AR 1 4 A 1 0 4 R AR P 6 poweRlaw
v RS H T DA B S B HOES A M AVE R AT L& R KS iR giit & KA p B384
P B 112 AT H S0l A1 p B 2520 1 p (EVE S0 Fisher K50 3E 17 k56, LLAA 78 2 75 Refif — St
WRETA T E HE 8 5 & BTt & 1B o A0 AN E R 112 DM IH SUE LA I p (B2 B K T4 e B K
0.05 75 S A6, AT 2 p 8 K T-45 58 B2 /K7 0.05 J& 15 75 X 65 H A 5 A% L

FATH 43 v 2 B AT H I BT 00 P 5 R R OUR T S, AR RV A 1 P B R A R A R A
T H50 T A5 43 AT HEAT 100G (E BG40 10 P4 5 52 2 4 %, ik NHD I SCC A i X B IE S 43 A #4189 p fE K T 0.05
BB 9 LA ARG A B2 B i b B 38 A B AR A G R 40 AT BN BOE A A0 R AT A T IR B4 S B
e R B0HE (0 BUAEL 1 O, R AR SR04 00 A I s e s B A /I B B R (B PR 13 LA 2 DL, R 32 LCOM2 B/
{HFN DCI U K AR B SEAE 46K 2 B0 H P40 & 52880 30% )5 & 40% L B i F 53U T4 T 18w BN 0
) 2 368 5 A G T e /M B e AL, BT I R AT T A T H P HE B I S R R 2K 2 S I A B O o A AT T
A R PRI T RIS i P S B R B4R AR (1945 CC. LSCC. SCOM A1 SCC)H#iE #8 i Fh 175 v T 8 451 1) -5 0 IE 76
A3 A FE T 8 1k A P SR R B4R AR (145 TCC. LCC. DCD A1 DCOEE AT A FF & % H1E 25 20 A7 3R A 40 A
T 25 M, FRATT 0 A A e T 5% P PN SR R A T R R A R AR I B AT T A R BB AT AT LA P Sk 4
TERS A A SRR A AT AT LS

BE T3 0 SR AT 5T 4 SR FRATVER U AE W T A R R A 1) BRI, 0 SRR R (1 U2 R B RUE B R O
AR AR, WS 3 T 0 1 A TR R B AR AR, I 2 o JH AR S A R AS B B HEAT 20 A, T T 3 T AR B
B PN B 2 T S b, I o B B R R 2 2 TS I B R AT o AT

TS TAERT W JUAS T T IT:(1) X5 2 MR T H RN EE 2 (1 9 58 8 B e AR adE AT SR AT 7L, 45 3l
AT 43I H B AR R AT SEAE T 7T, LLHE— 5 E SE A S 19 45185 (2) Qualitas Corpus 324t 77— 28 Java FFIR I H 19
ZANKRAR, A BT — AN H 2 AN AR AT 7P TR FE R AR O o A A () AU R S A I K £
ANTE BB B A ST R (U e K SR /MBS B M SR AT T AR, BT DA T £ 1 B R PR AR (SR T R B
FEE AR R ) B TE 2 B GE T i B PR BV SR BBI 5, DA S b 1 AR 6 B e s S5 40 AT B P
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