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Code Clone Detection: A Literature Review

CHEN Qiu-Yuan®, LI Shan-Ping', YAN Meng', XIA Xin?
!(College of Computer Science and Technology, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310007, China)
%(Faculty of Information Technology, Monash University, Melbourne VIC 3800, Australia)

Abstract: Code clone refers to more than two duplicate or similar code fragments existing in a software system. Code clone is a
common phenomenon during software development which can facilitate development and has positive impacts on software system.
However, research shows that code clone will also do harm to the development and maintenance of software system, including but not
limited to the decline of stability, redundancy of source code repository, and propagation of software defects. Code clone is one of the
most active research areas in software engineering. Therefore, various detection techniques are proposed to automatically detect code
clone in software systems, which help improve software quality. There are a lot of achievements in this area, and these techniques can be
categorized to text-based, lexis-based, syntax-based, and semantic-based categories. Current techniques have obtained effective results in
text-based clone detection, but still challenges in detecting other types of code clone. More advanced and unified theoretic and technical
guidelines are needed to improve code clone detection techniques. Therefore, in this paper, a literature review for code detection is
presented especially from the perspective of source code representation. In summary, the contributions of this study are: (1) current code
clone detection techniques are concluded and classified from the perspective of code representation; (2) the model validation and
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performance measures in model evaluation are concluded; and (3) the key issues of code clone research are summarized from three
aspects: scientific, practical, and technical difficulties. The possible solutions to the problems and the future development of the research
are elaborated, focusing on data annotation, characterization methods, model construction, and engineering practice.

Key words: code clone, clone detection, code representation
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AR 5 [ vh R AL T AR BIE T3k e, AN 4 A2 IR B3R IR VA SR B B AR 58 4 1 A GRS st A U A 75 725, 2 2
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(1) ARTE A BeAREY A Bt (clone fragement, fij#R CF) & IRARY 1) — &2, 8 W B &5 T8 & LiEH) R0
FBAT DRSS, R, B TR 45 SOAR IR I AR A B a3 — AN 75 B (K 7 4.

(2) RS 5 B 5w B X G SAXAS By L(CFL)AIARAS v B 2(CR2) I SCAS s TR VEBICH 15 SCREALA, TG o — A gk
BEARAE 57 — A B ARND 7 e I I 3 A — 2 BB 2R DA &S T 790 8 7T LA L, T RR 3 7 AN AR B o ot e
(CF1,CF2).

(3) FUREI:— AT IS — R T T I 4 T i IR — 2 R ORI, HL G IBE R X FR HLx 451
22 REBRMEIBE N

LI BIE FC AT A 50 B X SR AT A K 7025, B3 Bellon S5 A4RH T 4 FhACHS 7 B R 1) 5
SCBR SRS ) 58 SUAE SR 8L B S KA T A

(1) KA 1GEMERARIE):ER 7k R A A A B e 2 M TR A ARRG X

(2) R 2(HE e HIZHARINE):Br 7 REA . KA KA 2SN R B AR X

(3) KA BULTARIF B ACKD ) AT 4 T A G M, s T A RIIAR RS 307 ML g AR AE
B AE AR IRAR LA AR A X

(4) K7 AGE SCHALAAEE) A [7) h RE O 5 K A QRS 78 SOA B i i AN ARG (B 7E 78 SC A AR UL

N7 EMAN AT, 145 T 4 R SRAACRS SE R )T

[ BRI 1y
if{x!=0){
IHiEFE
=y/x;
else{
Iles o
=xX'y;
|
HARN JER2 HAI3 FiRl4
if(x!=0)} iffa!=0)1 if{x!=0){ switch(true){
LR IR case x!=0:
7=vix; c=b/a; =%, MiEER
o 3 o S e =z+y.} en =vyix;
GRSy B ']q . {C8s A EL2 [se! fLE% ) B3 St X% )5 Ete Py
clsey clsey clseq ASE X H
IERR2 I RR2
Z=x*y; c=a*b; =x*y; z=x*y;
i ) i
i | i

Fig.1 Original code fragment and four clone types
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© PEBEERKCEIFR  htps/www. jos. org. cn



MK SR A M AR R 965
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Fig.2 Research framework of code clone detection
B2 AR o e A i — i HE 22
(1) VERD TRAL B 5 4 e ARG T A B 14 25 GRS 8 ok I i SR AR e B, i AR e A6 78 P 4 A6 N0 ) 0.7, O
JUE T UL 6.3 A Z A HUAL BED BRI R i SR 7 B R AN AR 2 AR TR A S IR AR
JEHNIRARAD B0, FE % B AN T 45 B R, P W L 5 S LU B e, — Ok UL A SO 3B TTE L BRIk
TF46 45 AR ACRS B B 18 F) 0 1 LI i 7 DA LR e, PR AL B 78 — O AR 8 YR AR IS 2R A1 777 30k 5 1. e
Y, 5 T 175 1 55002 5 ZOREARAD U 23 D9 155 2 1 W8 1 75305 1 5 2 bR 7 A 55
(2) ARISRAL. X — 2 B AT ORI A R AE D9 SOA, B 3E — A0 M I A5 5 EAT 3RALE, BEIR AR AE T e
TR DR AR B 4 pi it AR VA R 45
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(3) ACRYAHALLEE LU AE X — B R p g — MU B o 5 HAR AR RS Fr Bk AT X b Sk 46 B ARSI v B B
Xof (10 225 SR LA e B xof 41 2 14 U7 25 00 HP AR AR B A 0 BEVE AR R AR FE b B EARAS R AE T s g

(4) AR pe P 45 Rk 38 I AR BT A HORER 75 23X — P BB B 0 B A D e I i R 1) AT v e o 9 7 vk
ALE N AT B 5 A R ok N4

(5) ARG v [ 45 RS X — AN B R SRR B LA 5 BRIRAT A ACRL 5 B R i 4 1) P A I S TG A S I DA
277 2B AR AL B, Utk s B S 5 A A B B 28 R 9 1 g AL FK) o 5 SR B A O o B ) B REHE BT R
NG EEEHAR.
25 RIBRERNIFNIERR

FEAHD 30 B — FONEZE 2 AN [RIAQRE) B B o 7 92 75 BEAR S AN [ AUAE . 54 . ZRASTE 5 IR RGEEAT A
I 1 5 i) 15 50k, O 7 S X FE R R SR, PR VA FE AR W] LA N 235 DL AR 3 O 1 Ak R st 1 U 1)

i 1 BE (precision) ¥ fiff 5 /2 8 5 I G 0 S50 I A 30 38 1 ik 26 A 5 o e 0 SIS e e 1) B 491
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B H 2K (recall): 73 [1] 2 2 5 TG Bl AS W0 81 100 1 Q A5 e g A o R AR AR o ot 250 1 L 49
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AT R AR T AT R AR AR K AR L 58 S MO A o8 AR M m I RN AR AR TE B A RIFSCRE
n,— e BT SCAR B 5 1 7 VE DR O 0T DAL T YmFRAE 5 R A R4 () T 8 2 TR v 1 O VR R B A VA
M, BT # AR M — M T 3 T HE bR 00 O 1R RS TR MO B B T v T A e R S AR R A BT DU T R A
Iz,

A AR P R A 2R R B R DU R R g b AT A O BT & B GBAT I | . N AFEE).

FLRER B AR 4 FhEEY 0 A0RE bE B R R VEAN — AR Ba B TR 0 EE B AR AR B Rk ARE TR A T
BN 5.

o B R AN [R) BV A [ AR R B, LR AR AT i b . RS T b, AT L. TR AR R R TR
IR T 0 7 e A T 53 430 3 1 i e L BORE B e S P 37 R R R

&k L 5L AG I B B 45 SR o MRS T T B, L B K RE AR A 2 W R G b AT v R E B b,
NICAD L5 B AT 45 B0 S I, 3105 T K7 45 SR8

3 mERNPRBRIESRR

FEAR DD 5 R A oy JEAR RS AL T7 30k g 7 % U5 ARAD A5 S5 il DR A b IR, 2 vk S A 077 92 ) FAL B 7
Ao BB BE T AT IR e 2 45 L A0 R AR RS SR AE D SO, L TRIAL B A D 2
(0 i R ), L U R T DUR F SCASRBLER) — R 510 75 925, RE W A I 281 SCAS AR ALL F) A5 e g ; T 2 SR 3RALE
ISR W B B L R 7 B A I 2 5 ML B SR B 2 B T AR LA RE S A D BRI R
ARG v . DR e AR 2R A T 2 AR I A ) ) S i 0 %

SR, 140 A A HF 78 A LA RS 2 HEAT #A A0 70 oo e A 00 ol R, A 2 T AASE A 119 7 v T B PR g A
W AG . L o, Rattan 55 A B TR UK A0 T 22 ORI Tl o Wic gk 1 213 TR AT e BB R AR 55 S0 2, BRI 58
BRI AR DGR AR A VDN 1, R 7 PR 5 e AR P A JB8 175 158, A 28 7 AR B I 3 8 A DX 4 00 K i A AT £
ARG TR A0 AR AS I B AR 3T 39T 78 AR L 2 ) Ak e R A A 18 B, LA R AR RAL T7 SR AT
V.5 AT A AR [, A SCERON YRR T AR 5 e A6 0 o AR R AE 7 2 7E BN AR (B g 18102 R AT
AR AT XA B F T 76 A o A, A 0 o YA RS 5 S AR AN ()R IR B8 e 3R AE T a7 9 SOAS S i 1Bk i
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3.1 ETXAREFANTAR

e T SCATRAE 77 2K ARG DI 52 AR VAR 5 41 SCAR G5 559, 1) FH — 2R 87 SCASAR DL FRE B3 SRSy I A QRS v o S0 A
FRAKAPEARRD & TR AL R A v R 26 20 1 BT 2 AT v e 3% 1 o 1 8 T SCARRAE T A e B A I B3R
HLRAREAEDY, 3R ARG 5 QAT () 5 b SR HEAT R ) 7 92348 b BRI 6 AL 1 (AR o e (B b AT L)
N — S FEA I SRS 2 ARG 5 e (IEAT — e i B 10 FOUAh 38, S 2 A0 o 44 48 ) AR B AT ARSI 1) 5 S DA /R SO
b B 2 TR KB AR 2, BT DASE T SOAR B RAE Ty A A JRAC S £ B IR P B I, il o 42 T 28 LAY R IR

Table 1 Characteristics of text-based clone detection approaches
R T SOR AR 5 B AG I ) BOARRFAE
w77 i T4k B 5 v PEALED R AETT K AEALKE G ik R o R SRR

Dup®” FHEMAER  SRUTHELR S TRAR ORI BRI 2 et
K )
Duplocl*  ERERMZAH  SCAH HRIDAT A AR ] 4 BT 22 z% ; A3
FHERERE,  FERECCA _ o ;
[38] ’ IS = i T {7 Pl % s
NICAD WL A (B9 177 51) f KA R 31 (LCS) i T fR R A z%g e B X
SDDI*! Eecl AR N AT REEAE G TR
SRR i ST SR IR zya 7 e Xt

K14 BT SCAR AR 775 Roy Al James 42 1) NICAD J73EB8ILL K Lee %5 N4 Hif) SDD J5 %ML
NICAD {3 F 7 P Fh ARG I 28 2 1 303820 3 [ AR T 33K 19 ol 5 AR 43 1) A 5~ SO A 1) AR 2 1700, 193 5 T LA
FUSZAE F R BARAN A AR.NICAD 4308 3 MBS H T — /M@ #5(Turing eXtender language, f#i#% TXL)
NG ARAD B 23 F) AT SR J5 I FH — S 350 0 W) SR 08 47 8 460, 236 T T (09 1 1) m B ol AT B i 44, B JE R L B
25 A5 QT oK 8 2 B A 19 A TR 9 7 2 B1.NICAD 22 Jit LARE S R I 3 2R A 3 1 T 2 A 7 i — = 75 o
L4 (percentage of unique strings, FFR PUS) 4 fill #ar I A2 bt &, an S A D 0%, W P9 B ARAS 2 2 1 se A= A,
WHR FLAE 0% 2 3 AN B (8 2 1, TS W 1 £ 285 SR 2 70 2 sl 2578 3.NICAD REAE AR AD BT o $ker 52 30 47 46 4R
1 5 I, T2 A 5 T v FAOKS F9 E A  [B] R ECLNICAD T B8k JL 78 20 B T i 2 B v M IR B R [0 4 4 (R L R
FA ST AAT ) AT HE AR 1) LA, BT DL & — N 35 - SO BRG4GB 90 2 R 2 2R P RN U B30 2R FE it
AT KB R G H

SDD J&—> Eclipse i {4, ' g % 75 K B8 2 Gt HP iy A5 ARG 0 A 0 o g i A 1 R P 2 5 T SOAR g 3R
fE 77 2.SDD T RIHEZR 5UR n i A8 50k 78 BRSBTS e g SR HE R 51T DA 20k b i 18] T4, AT
TERBYERA R G0 = 802 A, B R F LA IDE B A A A T b

Dup J7 ik T JE SR B3 K TR A RS S AR B 2 A T AU 1 50 7 L g v i UG T e o R
JE (A B R AL B8, L AG W0 25 B 4 Do A% i UG T AN 2 501 DG T 455 ) G B s 5 4 4 0 0 R AR A gk AT DT BEAG I, 2 34k
VEFC A B T A8 5 44 A [R] 0 AR T AL B2 5 33047 DT T, B 40 K BT A 728 5 5 0 Bl F) — 2 135 B IR P SO AR 5 VR 28 T 9
TR A3 K% B T SCAAT HEAT RO, BE A AG I B 28K 1 F2R A 2 R4 v

Duploc J5 vEAH F 57 4F B B X A AT JEAT T 167 BRL 1) Tl Ak B, 9K /5 {607 FH 2k AR 1) 2 95 B D 2 Sk Aar M e K A R
T B MR RE, T 4l S AR 77 Uik Duploc JE 7 b 2% Bk & 112 40 M 28, 30 B0 (0 T B 1 4 O T AR R
MAEIE AR R BR ) 7 A A RS 57 B 25 A . Duploc — B BE IS A S AL 1 A2 AY 2 ACRY T b,

A SC AR AT YR AR AL (RS B AR L7 22 o ) 380 3 A 72 S K IR ARRD ot e, BT bk i ik P32 AR v TR 2D 23
TR BE 22 (5 1= MR AR ARG 5 B R ) i v B ). DR Dl M SR 77 T 28 g I P R A1k T ARk T R AT 5 3058 A
AR, T E RSO, R SR AT 0 R MR B B TR 0 s T 4R 4 B ORI I 1) 42 4% BB Eb A1 R B 8 A i AT
JR BR 1, E B R LA VAR AT B AR DASC A T A G A (B A2 I AR R A 1V S A 2 ZE AR U b o S U S AR T s
ATIRAREE RAE, S8R K EAE B
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3.2 EFRLRIERRNIHAR
2 1] T RS I R I R 3 45 5 (tokenn) RS U B A 3 Fh BRI T AR AT 3 K AR RS 7 R 57 41,
SR G X e 75 7 9 2=k 1 R AT 5 IS ) i 5 g X B A5 5 21 B I ) 1R AT B R T RNC M O VAR A T A
B o PR R B 55 7 50 AHRARIEAS B T Sk — 20 R A BT DA I 2 B T BB Al 3 T SCAR IR A E IR
F 2 JEIR T TR I ow B A DU 4 R B FL oD IR P REAE 0 44 1) B TR 1 o BE AR T R Kamiya 25
3R H 1) CCRinder™M ATt xof K MUAR 1 511 3L 1 43 45 3019 D-CCFinder™ Ll Li %5 A 32 Hi 119 CP-MinerB712%,

Table 2 Characteristics of lexis-based clone detection approaches

2 BT AR s AR U A B RRAE

IR T 7% BRI FRAE TR AN Lk WHEE | MRA | AR
CCFindert T RO EUFAIU R T RANT  mEad b KM 1 AT
AT B SHULIE S IR REHPN KM xR
. R LITE F bR R T o vy 3 T N
CP-Minerl®” ! WL o B HAMRE  ETIURERA  EEMANTR ZM 7 B
o FA 1
Boreas!*™ WLREEAMTRI  REMEREN o mma  mmmiig %m0 e
I U 5 AT E UL AL o 3
FRiscl  EHAML ERMRE o n s mmmam f%; A
T eI 2 e S = St i : ZM e K
coswio IR DREARRE o e g gy STI-Waterman . o e f%i e et
WA S JE B CBE O Alignment Brige R MRV S8 "
TN R xH1
XIAQE wontn, G MBS SAEammAE wEREEE O BEmREE XKH2 T X
HATS 5B e 3
FEmay ol
CCAlingnert®! R FAG R ZE B R ,\*ﬁﬁg;m;%% 2 e X
p) AR %@3
BTl
B2 i : . RIS K 2 .Y
CCLearner 3l % A\ (word embedding) FEAE [0 T L TR 7% S 3 e XF
KM4
CCFinder FIFIAZ BN 4 AN e Je M8 VR W 28 A AT BN 75 5 2 91 91 R BR A S FERE SR G

55 7 A& 1 — 8 AL AN AT A5 T, 3 AT 2808 el b 1R 5248 BORR IR 19 755 B2 UG T AG T B B A 5
5% 0% WTC PEC B v A0 U ) AR o o 0 AR o P 288, A 5 - AR o o 990 47 B A3 B YR AR RS SC A . CCRinder A 1
— AR FR B SR AG W 7 O ARHD o B PR AR K R . BRSO AR N, R R SR IR E
AR L e Ak T RARTE AR e 1 R DAY TSR 4 B .CCFinder BB AR BE NS 30 A5 5 1 A [01 36 (L2 ME A SR E1 AN
SR N — et H B 52— Fh g FE S S RGN

CP-Miner 7T I K 7 2 45 b O AR e e LA B2 15 AR 5 B A K FA) B0k 2 e, 2 4 PR A0 5 T4 4 3T B R
KL F) X — H §.CPMiner B JaAf F T 28 KK IRARTD AL il — AN 17 B (4R &, 72 Ak — AN 8 1 Sk R AR — B R
ARG, SR J5 18 FH 502t (4 CloSpan 55315315k 35 Bl ik 1) 451 < S0 F5 40 1) 140 583 FRE 1), 05 i (140 485 SR K5 2 5 TR Al R4 4% 1)
SRS UG AR B, f JE 2 A 2 A A0 AR B SR AT i DR 15 31 e 4 i AR e B A DU 45 SR A LL T CCFinder,CP-
Miner &e % fif 3 5 w5 i A 22, (R i 73 [B] 238 AN 22 T [ K 25 (L G 1] LAE T 1R S 1ff 5 A0 U2 88 AR ) B
TSR, ) 1 FE RS M ORI 2 B R AR 2 115 B R AR AU

W HHEE T 455 1 )5 28 Wang 28 A3 H 19 CCAligner 77 08 7245 U5 AT AT AL L 2 J5 AdA 1 T —
MWW E DS O R R RAR AT 7 A, B 3ET 2 B0 L, AT TE £ & B 00 3 Bl P A I 204K B B
[ .CCAlingner Xt A 8K ARG 2R AL 3 B3 7 JEH AN AR, o b K (ARG AR AD v B 2 484005 A Bt 1(CFL)AT
M5 0 B (CF2)AT B At /b T 8025 F 0.7 B4R S v B BH,
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Li % NI CCLearner TAESRH T ¥R FE % > 5 vE oK 21 75 J2 THI A ARS 45 .11 ] BigCloneBenchl™
PR INGRREA T T Feh 7 iR N A5 5 P 91, — > 2 e e £ D00 24 00 of 048 mh b 110 e e 0 I v e
XFEEAT IR, 5 23 I Le g L I A RS o . 5 BE0E R 102, D 1 de v {2 A PR B A AT Tt ik BB T 94 2 il
FARVER (A5 B REAT I 25, A A R AR ) 3 A

Wit 2 4h,Boreas J7 A8 I 17 A% 52 AH AU E A — T4z U A5 A AR 8L 1) 7 R R R AR e B s Murakami 55 A 42

A0 5 i A B e P R 5, CDSW 4 i 7 Smiith-Waterman S92 SV A AT 5 e, L vk 1t 155 52 31 B0 v (1 5 500
S, HA ORI 3. XIAO i 17 55 CP-Miner UL 140 1 7 1154 (0 ARG S BRI B NN T 58 22 1 4 A B
R B IAR Y 7 [, R 1 ) R A1 AL A8 S A5 T OB R BE AT EUASE A I 0 2R 45t v O AR S e

FER T 2 T SCAR ARG AL T 3ok e, 5 T 31V i AR AS 2 AIE 77 3 RE % UL C B VF 2 ACRD 45 A (015 2 A
Jot b 2 TR A AR RAE T3 305 SO — RS2 7 I IO 3R AL J5 1%, R A XA I A AR B A PR I, e

(1) 2 TN A AR R AL T7 3B 25 8 BACRD AT I 5, dn SR AR e [ 0 1 4 i 2 17 AR e B s AN 2
WA F].

(2) 2T IRNCAARS R AL T7 2006 T3 25 1 445 5 AO4XAT A5 0 BEBCRURK, 5 2 s A6y S 240 19 22 ) 1) KR
TEIE.

(3) ZTAAE A AR AL 7 AR R B AT 78 20 A FHIREACHS 1045 2, b e & B s P ARG b 1 a5 4 15 2.
3.3 ETEARMEARNHAR

FeTARVA ARG R AE Ty 2 5E 2 25 8 3 7 YR AR 35 V2 00U, AT BE 08 of b 28 2 5 B AR A B T
TEVE B AR R AE T 3 32 AT T VE R ) 75 VR R T 4R 6 1475 72

i ST VL (AST) 2 IR AT R A 1) — F R BT 20, B2 g IR ARRS 1) — A v 1) 45 31, AR 9 T8 R & 17U
ARG R VR AR 2 AR AR T AT I i, 25 R 1K) 5 92 2 R A AR A it G VA AR i — 20 I AL B F T4
WOy T HEAE A, & 3 IR T — B A B i AR e 40 T ol 10 ik R T T, A I 8 1) AR e, AT DA R L
PE 485 SFE HEAT 5B 1A BB e TR TR S AR [R] B R AR 2T 1 AR AR g 8, T R s 49 o G A R B
AT — SRR I B (191 4, 228 2R J P4 S T 00 19 ), 0 R A 4 5 M AT PR, e A S AR T B
LiZigmellED

fhgusiLR

Top level

IR AHACED )Y B
while (b!=0){ condition

a=a-b;

) iE [\farlgblc;l lconshmm;l | branch |
else! conditio if-body else-body:
H

[\-'arigh]c:‘ [\fari%hlcz |\-'arighlc:] |0pcra_t|c-n:| |\-'ar1'la}blc:‘ |0pcra_umn:]
|var|gblc:| |var|gblc:| |\'ill‘lgb]i.‘i| |rangblc;|

Fig.3 Represent source code with abstract syntax tree

K3 i Tl GUE VA R AL AT
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MR TEE R, — BRI A IR 2 e br B (L AU AT 8, A R REHES) KRR E
FEJE b RS R AEX B AT DRl bt 7 RS o B A U0 v, 5 T 48 A 1 07 ¥4 X A AR B ) 98 o FE B R AR X B
ARG, R AT B, AT A I R AR e

3 RN T AT S A W HR B BRI R0 A4 B T RN T 5 Baxter 58 A $E )
CloneDRP®IF1 Jiang % A4 i 1) Deckard“245 B f bR itk AT 1R85 v B A6 U 11 77 5 (0 4% Mayrand %5 AP T
fEAI Kontogiannis 25 A2 TAE S HL T #5652 SCRARESREAE, S8 )5 JEAT LB SR AFAR AL 5 e

Table 3 Characteristics of syntax-based clone detection approaches
3 HETIEVERAHD T B G I A e R4S AE

RS B BRI R MBI LR TR AR GREN
CloneDR® MR HF i R is kRS I Gt HREEEN WEWNES gy  SHX
il
Wahler)  RATRINGIEEE SR T8 WEMIE s ASTHRBS
— - 1
o WUREERAE R A N
Deckard SR B FIR WA LS PORE SR S
F 1
Sl el . LT 511 _ K 2 A
[39] ) N 7 nn .
CDLH ST TS I GAE R AT L fifAfr 2% (parser) 7 3 T X
K4
KA1
. ) 3 H S5 i H 2 A
A [58] 22 R I A 3 A = o o
White %% A FHAHIERE R it BERIE . HEX
HA 4
A 7 DT AW IR \ ETR R S R 1 )
e f [43] N = 5 g e B 2 S
Hotta % A iy L 7 S AR BERIE o) SRARE
EitE
Mayrand 25 B9 RRBTACAIGUBIER BB 2L MREUREE R B Datix TH W2 SEERHRIEEX
K3
B el
Kontogiannis ZABY i RbRH AL NEHE AR TUDRAHRE R R A . %
‘ Jes s e T o
. R AR - T REMBEA FH1 —
A [60] ' 1= = S 25 o
Kodhai 5\ TR S ST U T A sl SR
. o o EREBWEEM ... 01 "
Abdul-El-Hafiz 25 A*Y Fiab B A03REUI G b SRAREE R ﬂfuji%%%’;ﬁ& WO T LS 5 ;,ﬂ ) TElE K
) P
Raeja % A2 " Java B WRRER  3SABEMILEEE  mEGEE smp oL EXCEL
SRR B o e

CloneDR i Fl 1 3& T~ 15 VAW 1) 773, REAS I 31 7 42 A1 LT~ A0 [R] A AXAD 5e B, O HLRE W 1) 1l 5 1 05 e o ik
AT ACHE E A4 AE CloneDR J5 ¥ 72 IR AR 4 i Mt il RAB A 2 )5, R A 3 il 3 B2 1 g R g AT A e e e
DR 1 b B3k A0 G RS v 1) 10 e A P S A5 TR T 0 FUOR A LB L T 5 2 A RE R
TR AR F IR Ol S 3 VAL & 1 HAt R I T VAR BT 2 i A1 5 [ .CloneDR LR 1 i S ik
W, BE 8 A 0 1) 5 - SCAR B RV e T2 0 1 £ A e g, (L0 A B AG I 381 SRR AL ity AR e [

Deckard i ] 17 J& -1 9 75 32 A0 R e 0 AR BARE " 9 2 B0 R A i S i ) — SR AR T A 1 DA RS
FEEATT R APEATT RS, SR I AR AT A 8 PSR 2 Bl — A 1) B R T T AR B AT A oh R 50 15 8 356 T 8 o) B A ) B Uk ey
Ay SAEHEAT T 52 AT AT LA -4 — A 11 8 RGO 40, e 24— L8 5 S48 A 4 &5 SR A A 31 1) 405 52 F . Decard BE
A W 1) 52 IR 0 AR 8 I R AN P A 5 e R T A B 5 10 AS [ 5 B0 1) A {812, Deckard B 1% i
B — %R L IR 5 ML H 2 Decard Y U5 iE 2 L AUAS A A 12t 22 VR 8 22 I ).

Mayrand %5 A\ B AR TH 5 T HACTS R B A FR . 200 2R SONZ 1 7 e B oK (0 46 b B B, SR P48
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oA AL BT, 36 75 1 B 5 DU A A A S AR 5 e A AT B T4 45 AR T s 5 4 AL i i i SR AR AULA R B (ELE B S
N ARBLA AT B L B A0 AL bR K B R S AR 2

Kontogiannis & A TAE A T AN D BRI ACRD SE BEARLRE 38 1 Fho7 v B 7 JRARHE R I 48 45 B &,
SRS T SR I BB L 58 2 Fh o7V T SRR T ok v A T S /AN 0 S B R ) R AR D B )
AEABLRE AX Ft 5 vk R BE 45 WD 20 1R 45 5 P P 0 75 B AT AR 0 — 25 IR N T e 2 SR v A e o 11 TE A

Wei 25 A\ f) CDLHEOM ] 1 % 13 2 5 7 oK 2 ST AR o B O R A0 CD L H H5-4(A 7 B A il 2% £ 2 =
TRACHE PR IG A R AE B G BB 2 ) I AR, R B2 0008 3 0 e S URAXRE P e G VA AR R AT 2 S5 T — 58 1 i A 1 U

SERERLIN.COLH "] LUK 22 1 328 4 (4GS v [, 0 ELMSCE] 1 AR v (R i 2 A0 A [ R

BRob 2 Ab FE T8 7733584 Wahler %5 A AR H b QB T XML TR 2UEAT T #6085 JEAT PE 4%
SR B SRS B2 4RI 2 (AR 5 b I T R 5 VR AT Kodhai 1% A AR 2 H BRI
KA1 RIS 2 (194085 5 B ; Abdul-El-Hafiz 25 A AR T B 3240 h LA SR 28 10 505, (R B LA 1Y
B0 R [ R, H AR B A T2 Y 4 (40 5 s Raheja 25 A (9 T T2 FT T 3 3 gk AT 6 00, 386 1T S 894K

X White 5 A B TS0 A TRRE T 398 /S PR 1A 480 477 T S0 52 7 1l 2B U A% 30y
s SO 0 50, PR A5 D 22 9 4 0 11 5, PR 2 0 O 0 K 0 R R

T VR AR 22 72X HE 05 4 1 AR 0 20 AN T4 (2 5O RLFE S I 75 43 B H T S0 A AT
FE IR A — /2 V. A D 00 F A A U K S0 4 A 52 et T DB, A 2 £
SRR E I 4K T — B S SR i 0 A

(1) 2T B 7 SR RS £ .

(2) HETW 72 T 6 30 4 D ST B LK.

(3) T fi A 7 A SIHARS 52 9 G 5 2 T sl PR e

(4) T 45 A e LI E B 8 0 B2 75 A B A A 7 10, 75 R 45 T
RAHIAN
34 BFENFEHROFR

T8 AR RAE 77 AN G 8 7 VR ARHD 8 vk I8 B R A8 R B B S B2 R Ae 8 S L
— B AR D RE 1045 U2, U AR A 1 428 ) AL AN 00 A0 AR T B A 0 ) A, 22 T SCRAE VR ARHD ¥ AR AT L4y
T EI AR AR A AW

5T R e B AR A ER R A ) 5 R 4 1 I PR SR 2L A A2 7 4K 8 L (PD G), B4l i AR R T R AR TS
FR KA 1 E 17, 35 AR T IR R v 3 A 1 A 1, AL R 0 PR AR S 25 1380 1) R AE T — B
REGHE S B9 7 B UL, B 4 R T A8 L3 2 i) U RN 508 A0 1 A2 e A0 3t Pl R AE R AR 1) 451 7, e o B
— A RAREMEREHE — AW F B 2 AR HOE (55 ) B 12 It (R 48) K U AR i &1 1) 5 AR
FiE, 3R B2 PR F R AL RE, i 405 K6 1) 2 A g A 0 AR UL P 6 i R, 5 4G 00 104 A o

BT T A AR A G AR T B — A A T A R 22 BB R (VR A SR BUAE SCR I A . L e, AT
DL 25 F SO 7 v 45 6 B T e hn S5 5 (0 5 VR 5 I 3R AE — B ARG, T ol S [R] (10 4 5 221 860 B 1) 45 AAE, AT
{153 1) B RS Rl 10 3 SRR,

AR T H T8 SN 77 5 B LB ARRFIE . 50 44 19 3% F B 4G U4 R 5 Komondoor £ Horwitz #8 H 1)
I FH 170 A4 T2 e A4 At P 1) 0 1 e A 0 i B ) 7 9 B4R Krrinke 25 A2 A 9 DuplixB®®). 01 4 (7R & BRI A
Hummel % A2 H ) ConQAT®S 5k BRI T 4 SALARRD FIIS 75 25 5 15, 45 6 T 48 12 UORIE 2 J2 IR IR A RS,
B SCRAE SR HEAT AAD T 2 [ A

Komondoor % A\ #& H B 7 V248 1 F2 77 U0 1 ok 340 150 A8 A A2 5 40t B 1 B D0 1 o R AR 3032 0l 3
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5T R AL I A Y R RS S AT SO RS T A RS I ) 1R B R e B X AT R A 4 R

HUKRESE

Krink $2 1) Duplix 75908 A & SR ABL T dil G5 i A1 A% 2 1RO RE 1 49t 1] 81 8, e 8 PR PO RE e A4 i 1) )
T ACRILARER 7 1 ) A 2R A0 & 7 2 103t ¥ 12 Duplix K 77 72: 55 Komondoor %5 A 1 L AE 2848, & A TTE K

I e KA ABA R o 4 50 P L BAS: 1 s KR 0 R A [l 2.

Hummel 5 A\ $2 1 ) ConQAT i I 17— Al & T & R AR AR ve k& 70 0 3120 R Se R U AR 1E AT il

AR OR s A T S A B, BT A BOAT S # AR R BB — A R e SRS A S S AR b SRR R

o Sty

T

B B T S R 2R SR P (S0 3 4R AL AR S T B AE ConQAT o, 5 SIML I 7 A5 /] T MDS [ i

7 SO 80 1 1) e A 01 P 9 A BB R AR I A 3 B

i e e el
!ﬁwl.n,kﬁlﬂ H—i ENTRY [ s s > mllpul(i)
int main() § S
int a=0;
int i=0; . "q .
while (i<10X a=0 i=0 while i<10 output(a)
a=ati; Ak —~
i=itl;
}
printf (“%d”, a); a=at0 i=it
printf (*%d”, 1); I_f .............................. -
y Pl
—-
i
Fig.4 Represent source code with program dependency graph
4 R A B R AL YR AR
Table 4 Characteristics of semantic-based clone detection approaches
R4 FE SCHIRNG 7 R A I 4 AR A AR
Ko 5 M T #L77v% FEARTGRAET7 50 AR BBk AR A M RN SRR
K T
Duplix®! HHREFREE R K-length patch TEEHRT A i% [11 TR
- PR 1
{# | CodeSurfer i) 4 5 446 3t = .
671 = o =53 ) y
GPLAG I T P A eI FETE R TR i% g e X
Higo % A %0 R RBE RO AR e i A S B TEEHRTA  KW3 o, B SCAE
1 Jl CodeSurfer ERERFY A FEEE FM 3
A ) [64] (=] = o P
Komondoor %5 A e P i T PP AR #5115 4 6 L P G 735 GRS/ NN ) 4 e, WX A B
Ha PR AR 5 FI R
e g 1651 PF T B BRVEREE o BTG SR A T rpamme KB e
ConQAT % A\ ey s 23] O T B LT AR S S SCANE A v B
IE Ak 7340
FR1
Agrawal 45 A% HALRAT 5 5 ITEUTRISOARLLEL AL as(lexer) K2 UK USEFE
fE AT B B FR
Funaro 2 A% B IR 51k 515 A HAR AR B (parser) K2 WREEGH
ELES N KR 3
A ~ TRbrJE &, P A HLE R FR
AN =N b4 iE B
sami v MR 2T WERLT O mmeoiE, O WEMETR SN2 UAKRSEE
’ 7 TR s smmR % 3
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BT B Jikic s GPLAGE™ & th Al F 1 IR ¥4 AR e 4 0 B F) 1 P A 0 b B0k, e s A8 /N R 4 o
AR R 280 2 EL 2 I 3 MR R 128 K T B 5T 2 P K 2 SR AR O 4 Higo. & A i T ARS8 T P TR A B O %, B
5 6 ) A 408 PR A ) 5 B T, B — M 35 R A B R D VR T AR

A TR AT TR Saini 258 A3 1977 Oreol™ . Oreo /& — /MRS 7 4G W0 (10 HE 242 78 & $2
FIFRRE A (5 T S5 T b B R 1 VA TAR B A AT T WD IR S o 2L AR R — 20 AR R R BOE X,
HAE T I T A5 B 7 et — b 0 0k e i 287 1 RIZRAY 2 BOARAD o0 M HEAT BT B0 78 25 FE TR IE O BRE I
TIRBES IR 7 3R T 7 28R 3 AR ED T B AR I 8 0. 3 R e N B0 LK (pair) (9 7 2N R AR T I A
(R — AN PR 15, Oreo 784 2 2% 2] G544 Th 48 FI ¥ Siamese 45 FT2VR o7 Hu i vk T A0 5 B S N PR R 2 i 8, B
(CF1,CF2) 5 (CF2,CFL)TEAE A% N I 2 55 34 1 [E A A 45

RO J7EIEA Funaro S8 NI TAESO 228 7 3 T ORI T AN 5 5 10 07 5, RE B i 20 2670 3 v [ (1 4
s Agrawal ®1 % A [ TAE LR 7 36T SCARIG bR 3 B (10 05325 B BRI C AR A v B2

25 b PTIR B TR SR 5 R S TE VR N IR 2 R R R A HS (45 8., TR U ACRE T B X e vE R A R T
PARTE AR F— M0 B ARG S SCAR MR B T 450 7 DL R IR B VA 55 B R 3R 8 — E R E I
5 UAE BB IR B 0 R

(1) 2T EIREAR B — AR OB 0 A B3 0o T A RIS S 27 H AR .

(2) ZET P A PR VG FC ARG U A T B 00 4 R K

(3) TR AHARRAIFACRGTE SUPTRE I M LA S

4 wEREWRMNITME TS

ANFERRAL T3 38 2 B R AE 5 P8R, R B 7 Z R R G I vE S S AT SRR AVl O 1 VR
PR 5 e X R 2 00 3 1 76 S TF P, 2 S A 0 8 0 R 5 A AE R R v 1 4 22 TS TR S R
SCAE BT U RE W O J Sk TE 3 SRS ST JR R S8 2 AE 48 se BE AR U D7 iR I R A b O 7 B E AN BB R MUR,
BIE 5E 3 5 S AG DAL TR A AT S0 B0 AIE o TTAPY 8 e v 22 AR Al 2 A0 7 [ 4 5 2 R o B X AR ) S B

6 56 Hh s £, DR bt AF 90 25 A1 1A FH 5000 o 3 7 92 R 0 A 7 v SR A R o o I 36 R R DA P A AR .
4.1 FREBURWE S E

— BUR T AT R 5 TR 2 [ AR AR A T ARG 2 B0 T TS R B R S s B SR RN TR A S AR AR
1 e e, 3 FH T VE A5 1 O RS IASE 7Y R T AR 7] £ 2R S8 AN (7] A JBE AN 465 40 258 S 1 Tl I3 2 AR AR AN 8
K M ATE B8 — O PPAN SR T ok 3 B 1 17 B, Svajlenko 25 ARt T BigCloneBench®¥ BigCloneBench
A Java AR, B AS 7 ANEA 1 B8R 4 p) R EM N ThrE s BEX, B8 10 N DiEe #6381 8 ML X
216 N/MRFRE 600 FixHAREG FEREAN 26 T3 SR AR AR 2 J5 SRR AR TR AN HOE AR R e AT A 2T
1303951521 BigCloneBench kit T KL 5 B A8 W R AF 70 AR SRR (R B4R 46 P AN BRI 55—, B U 10 D IRE,
KRR LSBT R GG D 58 X A H500 B A g D i i 1 3 R A 22 b N AR v, i s R 30
AT TR B L PR T ARAD T B A% =0
42 THEBIRE T

FEARAD o BE A I o, 3 [1] 26 75 388 Q3 1R R G b 1 P AR o e, AR T X e DAZE 58— AN T O B 1 &R G v s
BL.Roy %5 N\ A 26 A Wt A 28 S TR T B2 7 — P A S N AR 0 A e e ) vk, L AR R 7 — B
i 3 N — B N T ARES, AT N A il H AS (7] 28 20 (g A e Bk, DA e A8 D N 452 3 17 A AR o R A T B
F 200 SR IR 0 AR A T 1 BB A K315 7 B 2. b i, Wang 25 A\ 7E T CCAligner 15 ok ] B A A 7 B 1) 73
(e 5 Btk P 7 3 o 7 v 5 B R AR 1 0 40 R ke T AR I VR4 A A A L N T A AR T B X A
o SRR B A AR R TR L AE A A 0, TRk R4 S — il B iy =X
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5 T T BEA I 5K i o)l S R R B

B ARARTE T FEAS U BB 7L B B Ik 20 /0 0 5, 3018 T AR E £ 1 R R H R BUE B 5 Tk S 3R
A — 58 W FE B, I 2 E AW F0 35 75 B IE A 1) 8 AR 45 1 2 B 18 AR o B A M A 95 v %) S 8 1) 838 98 J5 1) 1R T
of 1€ B i R At e EL IS
51 X#Eo)RR

B RN T B AS I LAAE BRAG 1 KR T3 (0 990 A T R it Je (BT AR A A — 1 i A A 1 F) S B )
AR, NBE A R SEI R BRSO TR SE B 3 AT T B i ARG B B AT A AT A Y I
5.1.1 ARHS v AL T B 78 A A% 22 fi il

AR 5 B AGL DN BIF 7E B 3} 272 1) 93 9 3 A5 T

(1) ACRD 5 7 25 f VA DR 23 A 55 R D B R A L2 . I A o 81 A0 e o 7 A ) LA DL R, L%
BIE FE P ] 3t — 0 5 v AR o I A 00 F) 7 6 A1 A SR T 7, DA D S Ay BEAIE 8 1 AR Jek 3 el R, A g I3 £ g BE
LT AR 5 E 1 T RO AR, AR PR 1 5 5 5 A U SR T ST V51 DAL A3 BT (AR AR e e g S ik AT 7 5
PERF 7 UOL 30— 2D TF 03 T B AR el TR 5 R, L A O o A A T AR 4 7 e AR AR e A e 5
W AL 1) TS e 70 AT 2P

(2) AR 5 e AL 00 v B0 bR A A v 8 ) e v ) AR e o Al xRS e e A N ) F A 2 G
BRI R R VPG AR FE IR L. BEAR, 2R 1 RIS 2 ACRY o R (R Dy s SCEVATT & T v b i, AR
1,287 3 AT 4 K 7 9 20Xk LAAERRBR v, RF 0l 02 A BAR 8 UMY 4, — B 5 D) BEARALLAR 57 #g AR (R

XA 4 ARKY 5 B AR SR PN T8 2 ARG 1 77 954 i SR A T B R 7 SR R, 4 A AR T i 7 SR R S
4K B T4 v AR 5 8 o D 80 A8, 7 A S SR 0 e AT A T B, BT 2338 T SR SRS R I T RE A
TEER S 7 VRS B B 58 B 3R AT AR I, 1T 5 2 AR VR R R (1 h R 4 i

(3) BT 5 B G T 1 7T 35 8 4 4 A ZE AR A K K BV R B R B R G IS I 2 48 K I B 4 AR v
T SR T 38 b A I 30 A B 4 W, o L AR e A T R R BB AT L e DU AT T AT B R Az
AT 25 53 A A B AR 00 45 F40-5, BRIk, R SR 14 AR i A 00 35 AR T 7 S A5 82 5% e ff P2 A 74 [ R S5 D46 o, 38 75
FETH5F R AU ARRD A I () 58 77 b b ARS8 0 5 22k A FE s B &3 48 PR, G an U8 & P Github & R # 2 H il T
AR TR TR AR, R X AR R LT, T SR A U AT A R 1 AR T AR I 1 9 4 A A 188 8182 ] it
TE AR BB 70 HR AR o o A 0 %) T 9 e, B A 5140 A 0 ¥ PR o 38 DR AR A P R, B 75 7E AR 1 AR
T (1137 5 N Ok B P85 5 1 B8 10 ~F- 1087, R T 75 3 T S5 R I il
5.1.2 FUREWFITMSE A M

A AR 5 B A 7L 7 BEAE T DA S ) Bl 3w B 2R 1 30h 45 SR AN TR AR 45 H T AN [ R0 R FE J 1k o
R %o} B o B 2R AAN R IR AR (48 1) 18 A BB 3E— 0 (0 4 A 5 R s TE I 9 AR PP 4 )R B AN AR B B
B AR 1) 5 5 R T A T e ) S AR A SR R R T e B A I AR R e ORI AR T R A T (1 45 R
i AR AT G — B A DR, TR TR TR N B SR 5T, 45 A 0T RO R, DAVR AR I R S bR T ZEWR 2 B AR D
R 8 SR G 7T B85 S A skt ) P AR R S A 5 SR 45 ] R
5.1.3 HANMEL

T ] S A A b A A AR e o F S AR B A A U R [ R e A — . — T, BRI R e N A AR i T VT
DK A AR B e S0k, L 2% 3k P 2 i DA AR AIE 7 B0 S (9 ARG Hh 235880, 5 — U T, B AR T 0 3 A6 2 N b
T RE R & (B2 XA B 5 A HAS B 0 SR BR 1k, 76 SR AN JE At L U T RO B A RS ) LA S ST A — B
H B —ANH R KRG M AR I B 1932 t v B IR BF 70 38 AT D8 4 o 39 30 100 SR Bk 2 250308 ek i e o5
SeBR N A PR

PEACHS B FRAE 5 A 2 — AR A 5, A SR BRI . EE . 38 SR T IR (5 2 0 R B R T 2 38 W 14
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o (ELZ SR B PR 6 3 5 OO P T B 06 T QAR % S A 4 T L 5 SR th 23 g i, k4R
BT BRI R S5 SRR N I T T UL R S AN R 7 2 () B R BGIRARD, % R B AT 1A S P L STk
TR — KB AR A

HUAE AR HD 5 I K I s AR 2 A TR M 2 b 77 35 A [R) B S AE R AR D ) R AE D7 V7 T 2 T oA, il
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