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Empirical Study of Code Smell Impact on Software Evolution

ZHANG Xiao-Fang, ZHU Can

(School of Computer Science and Technology, Soochow University, Suzhou 215006, China)

Abstract: Code smells refer to poor design patterns or design defects that are considered to have negative impacts on software evolution
and maintenance. Many researchers have been devoted into studies on these effects and correlations in recent years. Previous researches
indicated that code smells might vary with the evolution of software. In normal cases, the software evolution involves addition,
modification, and deletion of source files. Therefore, the understanding of the correlations between code smells and software evolution
will be helpful for developers in scheduling the development process and in code refactoring. Thus, in this study, on 8 popular Java
projects with 104 released versions, an extensive empirical study is conducted to investigate 13 kinds of code smells. It is found that, as
the software evolves, the proportion of files that contain code smell in all files reflects different characteristics in different projects.
Additionally, the files containing smells are prone to be modified while the smells are not strongly correlated with adding or deleting files.

Furthermore, among all the smells studied, some certain ones have significant impact on the file changes and obvious overlap exists in
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these specific smelly files. These findings are beneficial for developers to achieve in-depth comprehension of code smells, which will lead
to better software maintenance.

Key words: software maintenance; anti-pattern; code smell; empirical study; software evolution

ARAG IRk (code smell)il # AR AN B IIFL P i, 23 X6 F2 e B 15 A 4 7= 26 A 1 g i

#4n ClassDataShouldBePrivate 1 Pl SR B, 28 5 T S (197 B3 S T 3288 i ). 8 7 9l R R8st kA2 O 2 e
AR A B 3T 4R BIE 5 AT R QRS SRR HEAT T 22 07 1 R 0F 9%, A A QRS SR R 5 JF & 5 2 I A7 A2 ) SR AR
T PR (s A 10 R ARD B A 5 i 7 (R 5 i 0L SRR 15 95 SO 1) 5 Ak 6T 1] (change-proneness) A& Hi 4 i
1] (fault-proneness) 2 7] () 5e Z 7145

AW IR N SRR B AEAE T A R A b A IR B 5825 AT L v I SR T 2 b B 3R IR Tk (¥
TH X T HIE T 2 R Hr B, il LU B W50 ()3 75 B RS 5 P A7 26 (0 IRk 121 R i, B J 46 T 5L ml LA
ot EAff I 78 43 MG I HH 22 Bl PR R, DK 22 B30 SIZUE AT 55 AR AN ) R 7E S B 2 R AT R PR RROAS REAT HR 5% . sk |,
BRI LA Bl N Ty 2 51 R A2 2 5 3 3T 158 i ) R R 36 2 — U e g o R P R O RN B R S
F1 58 A D2 R SR WA A 2 A i 3 30T o B PR AR A Jir DR UL 561 SR B, 78 43 1 AR D S P B 1 S ARG
INRAS b 2 1] (1 DG I K 45 A B T IF R N L AR FHARRE I e vk« CRUFACAD I 0T . R b, A SC R S TT JE T — A9
G 1) SEUET ST, LA SRAEAE TR DRk 5 Y SO 4 2 18] AR B G TG, B AACHe B R 5 SO i o 4l i ol 3 2K
FEA B A 18 T S A T A SO S B B G P SO PR AR SO A T ) 32 B ARG I T2 DECOR! kA
T 13 Fofrdgz i DL AR ARRD IR, X 8 A Java T00 H 3% 104 ANRAHEAT T4 JGUE SCHFHR A 5 AR IR Wk 22 Ta] DI 1) 5
TR 5.

TH I SEUF I, AR SCAF B0 TR 4508 8 o, B A RRCAS RS AN, 5 A SR R 1) SRR I SCAE R o EEAE AN TR 1Y
T5UH v 52 I AN [R) PR AR A T AR BT A 700 B 35 A7 SR R 1R ST £ T A 3O3R PR R 6 B0 G HE T, 5 AT AR
TIRIR I SCARTE 3 S8 R AR b TEAG ) T 18 5 T SO RS 0 00 B 45 1 00 5 AR RS R IR I 05 A AR DR 1) D B
BE— 2D, i SCE AL ComplexClass F1 LongParameterList 1 P A PR, Y5 SC A1 2 1R K18 45 o fiin),
%4h,AntiSingleton. Blob Fl ClassDataShouldBePrivate iX JLFN IR A R 2 75 — e B2 B 56 SO 19 % o5 A= 5%
)5, Bl 7 ComplexClass Fl LongParameterList iX P P IR [ SCAF A 3 KM &, HLALS X PR PR BR IK SO
KR AT ek A 7 LAt 28 20 [y R k.

1 B=5MBXIE

1.1 REBIRRR

A RARIS IR R BIF 5 — B B0 i 47 U ) F4 2 — Fowler VSR YRR H BRI (R W& LI T 22 B
B B Y R TP A AR Bt BB B BRI G5 S T B T R S S A RIS SR R AR 2 TN
BB TR IR RBEAT R 5 48 905 431723 e AR RS SR ke 1y b B 4 HH T @ i P4 A B J5 i, Moha 45 A
#&i1# DECOR TR iz il DETEX HEAE 5 Bl Rk i 5 Sk SRR KL I, 1% T ) iz #is FI7E oA AR
AT SRR g APF 5 v 250,

FERBRAS I Rt v A AT 2 PR R E SCAEIE AT 13 FR R4 A ko 1 i A 45 T 22 10 5 o ),
DL, A SCAE ] DECOR L HHIX 13 FSRURBEATRII, 2 1 45t 13X 13 FhRuk i F A4 dk S JL 7K.

Table 1 Description of code smells

&1 USRI L

N A GE) ik
AntiSingleton(AS) PR AR R B MR AP ER R AR
Blob(Bb) PRI ERI2K, e T RGEHE— 85 14T 8, AU FE A 2RV Sl e A7+
ClassDataShouldBePrivate(CP) BEHFBIIE R T HEE RN
ComplexClass(CC) KT DI 1A AT BN B 53 2% sl i 2 AR AT IR
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Table 1 Description of code smells (Continued)
F 1 AUELIRUR IR (SE)

Rk 44 FR (R FK) fifi ik
LargeClass(LC) ARIBAT BN 5 R R EA 1 R B2 AT Tk
LazyClass(YC) HATIR A T A0 8, B BT SR T v
LongMethod(LM) hARRAT B & A K ks
LongParameterList(LPL) A &) Moz i A PS8 E N K S ETE
MessageChain(MC) 2SI D B8 7 TEAEAS R K 20 S 2 AT K3 5 i R I & R AR 1
RefuseParentBequest(RPB) — AN 2 ) 3 A SO 4R AR T I R 2 S
SpaghettiCode(SC) "I‘%fﬁHﬁ‘&ﬁjﬁ‘%ﬁllﬁfﬂ%)ﬁﬂfiﬂ‘lﬁﬁ?ﬁ.i&%ﬁ&ﬁfﬂ =PRI AP
HEAT I 2 10 A8 L, 6 2R R0 BEL ok A 22 A gk
SpeculativeGenerality(SG) — AN O S A H A WD B 5L 0F HaxX S8 g vk 28
SwissArmyKnife(SK) 2SI 5 VETT LLRI Gy by 2 5 B A BUAR DT R A1 22 AN W) (9 AN AT 26 1) Dy

1.2 XRDIRRK S0 B9 SEIER 5%

N EFUARB IR R 55 3 P35 4k 2 T () 5% 2R, Chatzigeorgiou 25 NPT T 47 4 T 11 111 % G R 1 v SRk () 35 1k,
TR IS T K 2 B BF 0 S0 T 55 TR R A M A7 7 T BRI ¢ e 55 384 1 72 v Ollbrich 45 AU UL A %
GodClass fll ShotgunSurgery 3X PYFHIRIRIEAT BF 5T, HFFU 4 M IRIR (R A A7 A2 AN B Be . 22 R I e i
L5 AN [5] 1R) e0 2 USSR IR FEAN (A ORI 1 I AR B 7 P B s A 2 B o 1) 2 A 38 i 2 SR N IR AR
R AT 5 SCAF A I B0 MBRIX 3 S BE A (1 SCA S A 2 1) A7 A7 R P2 (R A TR K.

b XA = A2 (1) J5L B Tufano 45 NBSHEAT T — AN KRB SZUERR 5K 1 R AT IR WA ] 1ef 2t 51 N LA
LA AR AW T L eV SRR 5N 22 BT SCPF R A2 A D, e BILIK 28 SR A 4 £ 55 1A P14
I35 H I s SN 53 0,3 AR AU ) H RS TR S H R A 2 I T AR PR AR A T 5 1R B
— D MR TR R 51N (¥ )i DXL 52 WL A8 P O R R b, D 384 55 P BILAT (14 20y 6 m5 8 DT £ Zh BE IR, O A
N AT S 5 5 NS IR WK 32 B2 AT T 10 IR 5, AR SCREE— 28 PR 9T A5 T AT 4% I XSS # R R A7 £
6 1 Sk P A L ORIER. DR 0 X T kAN IF S 0 RRCAS 5 BT AT 928 N E 3K A FEROAS PR SCAE A A S0 2 [l I AR
N ST HE AR 5 AR PR AG O N ok, t 52 AR S 11 T A F U0 52,

AR IR () 17 75 AL 45 PR 10 R JE 55 A Y K — 5 (¥ BELAY . Khomh %5 N PO T Rk b5 AR5 A8 5 K AR
AU 71 22 ) PR AR FL ORI AZ I SRR W AR LF- BT AT BT 9 1 300 1 RCAS 6 55 DA R R ) B A 55 IR R PR 5 R A7
N o PR O AR B e A A R T I RN i T R T S B AR SRR A SRR A SR A ) A R
A8 5 AR LA Palomba 25 A P2IF B T SE MU S UE R, R 9 T ARAD IR IR 119 43 A B 3 SRR 44 1
S5 R SUAN [ R, D T S b T AR AR SRR 7 A PR 5 0 A SO R 2 DA A R S S A A S )
I3 R RTHE L WAE U R B IR S, AT 73 39 R 9K 2 5 A 1) ST 45 A2 g R W 2 TR] PR AT L IR

FATAE T R ATE 5 AR o O VR T AR T ke 56 15 i 2 ) ) A L SR IBE, 78 F 05 R v 8 R, Bk A1 1
M B _FoRg 40 A0 DA 25 WA 2 T] PR S22 B 4R 1t T 4 9F ST AR SRR 5 SR AR B2 ) (R DR IR AE e Bk |, AR SC
B 8 ANTTFISRITH 3L 104 ASRCA TR T SR RUBLI SEWFTT, R Rl — DA & 7S i IR 7T i 45 18,
FFRANIHARS IR L AL 10 20 R, B AR IR R S5 5 SR AR IR AR - SRRSO 22 1) (1 AH L5 2R AF

B 1 IR SRACKS SR R B AT B 55 52 W AR DG 5, WF 9 2 A T3 S 2 I S AT A Ao 2k 301 v A A 1Y)
ARABIRIR), 5] G 3 T N 5RO FLAAAT o SR R SRR AR A7 A (1) 2 o Jo] 3932 050,

2 SEIEMIR
21 EX

AR SC SRR ST BN FAE SCAEG) B FUAHE IR R -5 A5 A 2 TR 47 B R IBC, v, BT A A 3 4k
BSOS N B S B B O T 7 (AR BATT ¥ S 4t ST OG5 LR
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EX 1. WH P={Vili=1,...,n},V; R/x I H P FIEE | AN RARA.

EX 2. AAEETHE | AR TAAELETH -1 BA B SO AR i HT 1 30 (added file), 124 Ay
A AE AR 2 1R) A A6 o L IR B A7 A P AR 22 T ) SO R B A8 25 S0 (modified file), 124 M & A24ET28 0 A
R AT ASAFAE T 58 i1 ANRRA R 19 S0 R R B S 1 (removed file), it A Ry 4 B3 S B8 BOSC/F S5 88 Bk
S R R AR R A SO, C.

EX 3.0 5 i ANRAH A I AL SRR B SO R RSO, R Si 2 T AN 2 SRR B SO R JE R R ST 1
1A Nig 2 WA 7 1) Java SCAF R Allfiles;.

REX 4 50 AR, AT AT IRWRI SCEAE T AT ST A 005 L SRR JEE (smell density), v 4700 F
S |

density = . (1)
| Allfiles; |
EX 5. i ANRAH, A A SRR 0 301 Az AR B (A 26 O SRR V& BK B (smell activity), V5 7 LW .
activity = 7| CinS| (2)

HHE S 4. T8 S5 ] LI BRBE AR AR B e T SRR SO AR BRI A T A SO PR R 3 Al el o SRR R 35 &
L SRR R 2 (AR KA Bl T 20 B SRR B I8 A 1D S

EX 6. i i AMRA T, 4 ChangeType F7AURTH « #48 OMABEAL BRIX 3 PSR SCAF AR ALY 730 v 7
A2IX 3 b AN [ SR 2 T AR (R IR SO 8 BT AT SRR SCA A 8 oy L DL R O 2 D3 PR AR SR R SO AE Bl AT AR SRR ST A
1 b, TR TR R
| ChangeType, N S, |

IS
|Change|3'|'|\ly>p|ei AN, | )

EX 7. AAE R BRI SO smell™ AL 3 SRR I SO 24 non-smell™. 2 i AN A Hh i i 3k
P0G AR TP IR R 1) SO 5 e AR BT A8 A S Y S A 1) A2 4R T Bk DA 55 R R R SO A 1R B0 e, m DA 3806045 bR
R IR SCAF S AR A AR A TR )y LG AR, W) DA SRAG AN B UK A 1) SO R AR & AR o bl v B A = R
| ChangeType, rrnwsmell | )

| smell;™ |

Correlation(ChangeType, Smelly), =

3)

Correlation(ChangeType, non-Smelly), =

ChangeType(smell™), =

| ChangeType, M non-smell™ | ©)
| non —smell™ |
EX 8. H T ARA 2 P A [ SR R SO () T 48 2 0k L5 R smell™ smell™ fR) SO 23 A A8 2 X P AR
W I SCAE R LT T VRN

ChangeType(non-smell™), =

| smell™ ~smell" |

Overlap(smell™,smell™), = :
| smell" |

(N

| smell™ ~ smell;” |

Overlap(smell”,smell™), = m
[ smell;™ |

®)

2.2 MRIE
ARRL IR WA Bt A5 9P 30 T RS A AN W7 A8 A, — 05 THT 2 A7 AT 9 4 2 7 388 SO A7 AR DR K mT ek 2 7 I AAIC BT
B LA AR AT 2, R 0k B A 350 R K, 5 A AR SR 1 SRt 2 B b T 5 — T AR
L A 10 2 B THER A 250 R 2 P ¢ O B PR 32 ZE AL R i R b T R B AT AE 2 TR — SE AN (KRR 5 BT
PR T 35 A ARBDER A (1) SCAFH50E . e e PT D0 ARRE R IR 11 5 P it 2 B A5 K 10 A 52 BB 3 P IR A
ﬁTEKj?ThﬁﬂﬁT$k4 EXT“*TkLiJ}Fii}KJ\%EﬁiEi%¥EU1n SR T R 0 O B s A A AT T I G
LT R AR et LA SR 8 23 A ) g B e T, S ol T o 3 8 £ G AP W P 0T 2 A8 B T ke A B S
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BE— 20 1 A SC S T IR R b5 SO A 2 1) ) A EL DRI, A B D B 3T ) A B A e S R A TR e AR A
[F PR IR R AT BE A7 AE T 7] — AN B SO AR AN [R) SRR S Wi (8 S 0 15 A AE ORI F B, 1 AR DR 10 5 28 A B T ok
T IN 1) A, SR B A S R O A SE B LERIT ST B AR, A SCIRA 3 A T AT IR R SR A 10 5%
Wi, FC H AT I LR 4 AMFST ) L
(1) IRWRS 55 MR R B BB A B 300 R A S ] A 4 21X S8 AR A0 HAT A A IR AR ?
(2) BT AR R WR I, SE AT 1) 1R LW — R AR A2 S AR A FAR G S SCAF B g 48 s INBR,
TR IX AR B IR IR 2 ) {1 9K B A SO T2 H A,
(3) R JUR AR SR R by SCAF B AR A A A S0 3 K SRR AE 5 2 A ) R A L, Sk — D M iR
FURS SCAFAZAY 7= LA ALK 5 i R SR R S 2.
(4) BRI 5 0 £ SO 22 8] A5 HAT BOR (R B B 2 ) — AN SO AT RE L AN [RI R Y (R IR R 78 2 47 8
A BRI DR 2 15 AT LA BRI J LA 2 () U R I DA R 4 4.
2.3 REHR
AR L R AR IR 55 B8 A R o S AN [ SR 28 ) B A 2 ) A 7 1) R FR AT R 9 A S 30 0] B 6 Y
SRR CAR R R b i S 255 75 BB S0 B 1K) 20 KR 55 B0 10 78 23 M T8I K1 35T LA, S 36 0 2 ) 2 TR A
DR Jit D) S 6 0f 2 75 8 o AN TR RS L g A [7] 5k, B T AN 7] #6) By 6, 20 ol bt AN () R TAT A SEAT IR 3K A
PRAE TR FON G 1K) 22 A sk — 20 i IX S 200 0 B i S HAT AL 08 22 IO JROAS . SR ASHCR: LU S A0 3 IR R SO ) 3
i, 56 25 BT I TR L R AT RRAS 82 22 9 0 H, DA DR UE B8040 £ 78 70 P ST 26 D38 i B A8 A K i B4
R DU YR A5 S 34 AT AN Github L3RI B Z43%£ 0T Che. Egit. Jmeter. Xerces2-j Jgit. Tomcat. Nifi #
Recommenders 3% 8 AN JTYR ¥ Java T H HEAT SEUEAIF I, 0% 46 S 40 56 G (1 = BT e S fRj 201 F
(1) Che &2— N2 IDE V&, UAEAIL . BH = P A7, W] AR T T HAE R4 B 36 1 MR
AT 2016 4 2 A 16 H KA, 2 H 14 1EIA 115 ASHRAS S8 A ) 6.9.0.

(2) Egit &2 — M T Git 2% Eclipse ffifh, 24 KA T 102 MRAEE 1 ANWRAT 2010 4£ 3 H
19 H R A B A h v5.0.2-r.

(3) Apache Jmeter J&— AN REMNHE 22, w] HI - 0038 HoAT A7) S 3800 5 R G B R IO ERAS Bl A A
Web 7N HFEF. 58 1 AR T 2011 48 11 2 FURAR, 2 H T4 134T 102 AR, 350l A A
v4 0.

(4)  Xerces2-j s rPEAEM ¢ R HA K XML N7 8,18 A 3R AT T 98 MRAHS 1 AMRRA T 1999 4
11 H 9 HRA,&FTA 2 Xerces-J_2_12_0.

(5) Jgit A4 Java H Git BATEHRIRZK—ADSILILEAT T 107 DA R 1 ARCAT 2010 423 A 19
R AR, 0BT A v5.0.2-.

(6) Apache Tomcat & Java Servlet. JavaServer Pages. Java Expression Language il Java WebSocket
BORK T SLELICEAT T 69 ARASER 1 ASRCA KAl T 2009 4F 2 28 H A 9_0_10.

(7) Apache NiFi &—A5 T H . DhRE s K H o5 19 R 48, 1 T AL R0 43 e s 28 1 AN RRAR R AT T 2015
H1 A 23 HLI25 35 63 MRCA, e BihiA A rel/nifi-1.7.1.

(8) Recommenders it i — RFIMCAY 73 A7 @ 7m R SL AR HEFE Dh g L R AT T 60 MRAE 1 MRA K
T 2011 4 2 H 16 H B HRA A v2.5.3.

I T-IX 8 AN H #RIAT AR X 22 1) R A AR, A% SCHY T Olbrich 25 A MIF 5% T 40 Hh 1) R A 3 4% sk s Bk 5 A
RATRRATERE 1 AW TR A, 75 S5 0l e T ik A P 00 47 2T R |8 8l i 198 RV i 19 40 4 R A K S5
B A S B AR 2,00 Jcommit| 2R oR 55 1 A S B E —ANRAS Z 1) T A AT IR VIR OR I ST Pk R
F B AR BB, SR B Y B A om0 H T A BT Java SCA R KRR T L
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Table 2 Information of experiment subjects

F2 HKENRER

R4 1A IR A |Commit| VI SCAF SR T
Che 423 6.9.0 5535 15 4243~6 134
Egit v1.1.0-rc v5.0.2-r 3699 15 552~827
Jmeter v2_5 v4_0 11 000 10 730~948
Xerces2-j Schemapointtag Xerces-J_2 12 0 5161 18 375~737
Jgit v0.9.3 v5.0.2-r 5369 19 500~1 005
Tomcat 8 0_0_RC 9.0_10 7996 8 1 355~1 425
Nifi Parent-1.0.0-incubating-rc rel/nifi-1.7.1 3705 11 1494~3 152
Recommenders v2.0.4 v2.5.3 1792 8 349~574

2.4 R

1 JE7R T ASHIEE IR S 0 TR A 10 S S E 00 i, T 200 0 Fh 0 9% SRS Bt =4 T S 30 RRAS Vi 5 B0
5E X2 73 BIARBUCH HE SCAE A5 B R SCAE Ry Bt 5 A8 T H DIFF SRARBURCASZ 8 (Vi 55 Vi Z D48 200
1 My IR HI DECOR [X 43 HH A5 — A 2R RRUA H (SR SCAT S5 B SR I SCA Nisd5 i, 3k Lol SCpPHE00E, 1501
I BT SRR SCAT 55 038 SCA T BB U IE SRS BR ST I G AR, B T A b L AR PR AR SR ke 7 2 1) 52 T

EEE
oo
—_— Q‘ e
i ._ e I 5 .rg,
. v ] =
mA s n
»
s oyl — o
DFF E el d

Fig.1 Process of experiment
K1 seisiife

X PR AR A 1R A G TR A 3 FAS 7] 28 2 2038 B R R S AE BT A SR R SCA o 0 o L,
Gr Ak AS,MS;, RS AH Sl AR 2 50 (4) TH R AR 3 AN ) 288 20 08 ) Al SR R SCAAE i A7 AR IR R ST o ) o
EE, 2 AN MNGRNG. T 0 T 3 A AR AR A AT DL 53] LU AR R SC A 55 A SRR SO e A2 3K 26 AR A 1 7 LB A
73 A R R — b 2 20 0 A A 55 AR SR R A A Y 25 FA SR G

FE T T 08— Fh SO AR ST 5 AR IR R B O A1 5% 22 B T8E— AP 5 B A W — b i M6 J L Ao R R
X I A AR A Y 1) 5 Wi e A W Sk AR O S (5) T S A 21 B 5 SEIRR (0 ST R 2 R SR B ) SO 1) o L R AL,
A LU 23 2 (6) 3RATF AL 5 LR R (1 ST R AR 5 2R AR o L.

ML R E, AT AR RS IAIR S 3 B SO DA ST 2 T) R AR B OGHR, DA K BAR PR SR R X 22 2 AR 2 )
2% A AR 2 5 (7) A0 2 5 (8) T SRR ST A 22 [A) FR) T 28 22 0 — 0 MR T A0 5 AN IR A R 1 SC A 2 ) e 77
AR 2 8 XA AT B AEAR LSS T RN 0 22 (45 R, A 5 24 e AU gE AT ACRT F A
25 SWHE

AL odds ratio(OR)K PPAG IR IR SC A5 AE IR BRI AF 23 39 2B 3 FEBE AT F A B 17 . OR {EL A H 55
LW N,

p/(1-p)

OR="——"—~ 9
q/(1-q) ©
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Ferpop AR THE—HREBI R OR AR AR LB, q AU T 55— RG] R RURE S0 R AL 1 B A B ST p
SEARIRWR SO R 2B AR R E g, q DU AR SRR SO 5 A AR ) B9 e 5 2 p (B0 I T H 4 SR B) T SRR 1Y
AS,MS,RS, i q i 0]xf B 2 2(4) 15 AN,MN,RNL ] OR> 1 3275 22 SCA 4 DR WA 5% i 1 A 50 KR T gk o5 R A
IXFP IR SO AR T OR<1 JUMAR R T AH S ¥4 .

FANASCATPIREAE ] T Wilcoxon £ 5 KA K — L IR TUAE AS,MS,RS HU{H 2 18] 1 17 A7 AE BN B 5 1R 22 57,
TORERFTHIRE PR IR S R 1) SO AR SRR B BB A e T OR B AR SR R S W 4 SCAF Wilcoxon £ 5 Bk A B
J Al AR S Bk 5o, PR e AN SR B i T 2R 20 A R SR AG 36 A5 B K p-value (B AIG T 25 20 W HE 48 R AR

FESE IR T 3a LA 23 3G SO Af (effect size), -1 PRSI J3E 1) 52 55

z
W (10)
b, Z FoR B L B 10 7 22 N 2RO oW S K00 (1 B A AR Cohen’s WA IRI732K,0.1<r<0.3 R B/ K
J,0.3r<0.5 Fx AN, r=0.5 W BAT BN BAR K AEASCH GO AIR T 0.3, MIF7R %288
WR 5 SO SCAR I T0 AR OR R I A5 28 A e 1 0.5, U 7 i R B SRR b5 S 8 LA R AR SR K.

3 TR
RATVEAN R T 8 AN H ()52 50 45 L, %8 552 360 45 JL AR A G116, LA T 2% 4 AR50 il
31 REFEZEREREREL

R 3 7R TWETUN 8 /NI H rf R R AL (1 9 R A S8 . e ) L ACRE SRR 8 B (L AE B T Xerces2-j
BORAN AR I B AT 50 H A A B

Table 3 Information of code smell density

=3 UG R S

r=

. el
density Che Egit Jmeter Xerces2-j Jgit Tomcat Nifi Recommenders
density_min 0.182 0.177 0.187 0.530 0.141 0.215 0.119 0.178
density max 0.307 0.214 0.307 0.610 0.168 0.238 0.164 0.207
density avg 0.190 0.190 0.234 0.569 0.151 0.219 0.142 0.190

Bl 2 2 8 AN SE ST H IR IR 2 S8 AR A TR T 2% L 3G v R A bR AR T H 1R RSUAS PR R AR SR IR R 2

IR %5 B ARk a8k & ,Che Egit. Jmeter. Tomcat. Recommenders X 5 /NI H (3R BR % & 2L IUE
h— B BT AN 3 AT FER R R ) 5B AS ] R ) 9IRS B R BRI S AN E
2L 20T FRRFE:Che F1 Egit X PN B % BEAE 1) T B LAY 2,3 02 DAL R 31X P AN I H 1) 5 SO 4 b
5 H AT A K Tmeter (19 SO0 B2 (R RE R ILRRSE BTG R TR S AN AR b LPL
S B 2R R T B, B30 B (B 7E B AL 3R B8 2 F Tomcat, 7E 55 2 ANRSAS A e SC A4 it B K K AL
B AS T SO B MR ek /D 5 B0 B TR B 1T Recommenders MU JE th T7E 26 4 lRARH 3 5 AW & S04 B8
TR T AR K (3G, AT 2 B0 B 1 BEAR R 6. 59— J5 T, Xerces2-j+ Jgit £l Nifi 1X 3 /NIRBRZE FEHR G 1
T A% SO P 00 )t I A A P S A e S B, T AR R AR K 1.

FE TR R B 5 T AN [ 2 A P e, 2l DA B e DA A 380 00 T IR R Ak 1 — B0 &5 e Rk i — 2P 5N
RIR G B8 Sk S5 W, 2 SRR 1) SCA i A2 AR AR IR 7 B SR BR IR R AT SCAF U 5 .38 4 45 I AR TR PR R V& IR 1
)3 [ RT3 1.

FH R 4 7] UL, 268K 22 250000 H SRR TE R B IR 3 MBI T 0.5, RIZE K 2 20 0L, R — A B IR BRSO kA
SCAFAR TR Y BRI 5 =i ) Recommenders T H & mi1 - 0 A7 A o A RT 6 B P88 45 v e ol 1, 6 9
AR T R B BT B A DR S PR K R R I AR SR B IR R S AN H SRR R RN
Sk
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Fig.2 Evolution of code smell density
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Table 4 Information of code smell activity
F 4 ACHHIRURIG BR B2 A5 R
. e
Activit
cuvity Che Egit Jmeter Xerces2-j Jgit Tomcat Nifi Recommenders
activity_min 0.068 0.168 0.197 0.213 0.178 0.125 0.337 0.286
activity max 0.301 0.483 0.671 0.982 0.933 0.904 0.618 0.875
activity avg 0.175 0.343 0.426 0.523 0.477 0.400 0.466 0.560

G LT SR 125 0 5 LY T 5 B 95, T 6 WK R B 40K 2 000 H P T 0.5,k 0, R4 T B
S50 b AR D0 5 A A BB 00 O30 L 315 2 S e 1 08, AN T S A R (9 e 1
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Fig.3 Proportion of different change types in smelly and non-smelly files
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LA . AT MS I EUE TS [, Che FA B/ UG FELIR A ST R AR A S0 o L33/ T 0.25, 1 Jgit HA 5
fen BCAEL Y T e 7 EE KT 0.9, K Xerces2-j.

Mo G EAE 3 A 1) 6 FE SR R AN TR) B S8 T LA AN ) R R i (L AT 35, BT 0 R R 30 E AS,MS,RS
JUABE P MS B s L I LT A RS 19 HP SR AR 2% S8 R R R SO 1 208 , AN, MNL,RN A1, MN 45 T
AN 5 RN

H T HE— P ERIT AS,MS,RS [MEUH /A6 2 N& 5 BAT 3% 22 7 6 Wilcoxon fF5 FRRL36 HEAT VEAG . 1% &
JEAER BT

(1) Hoi:AS {H 5 MS HZ W H B & 2R,

(2) He:MS {5 RS fHZ B %H B EH %7

(3) Ho:AS{H5 RSHZ MIWH BEEZESR.

KSR TR p-value B, H1,A-B R7x AB WAL E(EXT LLAS 21 p-value A, 41 AS-MS &R Hy,
1) p-value .75 p-value E /T~ 0.05, M3 26 B 152 3 5 ] %0, %0 T Hoy A1 Hop, T AS-MS F1 MS-RS [ p-value
/N T 0.05, X EIRE MS 7355 AS,RS Z IAI17- 78 B 3% 22 5 IR 4618 Hoy 55 Hop X T Hos, T p-value
HERR T 0.05, NEEHE LR Hos, IX K78 AS 5 RS Z B AAAAE i35 72 5.

Table 5 p-values for comparison of AS, MS and RS
%= 5 ASMS Fl RS %)t p-value 16

3t Hei : ¥ S8 _

Che Egit Jmeter Xerces2-j Jgit Tomcat Nifi Recommenders
AS-MS 0.002 0.001 0.007 0.022 0.000 0.012 0.026 0.025
MS-RS 0.003 0.001 0.005 0.006 0.000 0.012 0.040 0.012
AS-RS 0.080 0.328 0.051 0.078 0.053 0.500 0.091 0.128

WP R OR E R VPAS IR BR S5 AR SRR SO AR R i 1] 6 VR T AN H i OR fH, 3
FLAMR IR R B . MM S BRSO OR fH. R4t 744l OR>1 I OR<1 MI%=,7%lid A
#(OR>1)HI#(OR<1).

Table 6 Summary of change ORs
%6 OR{HIL

Che Egit Jmeter Xerces2-j Jgit Tomcat Nifi Recommenders

AM RIA M RAMI R|IA M RIA M R|AMIURIAMR|[A M R

#OR>1) | 1 15 4|3 11 7|4 7 0|10 16 5|5 19 5|0 8 26 11 4| 2 8 4

#OR<1) [ 14 0 11|12 4 8|6 3 108 2 13|14 0 14|8 0 6|5 0 7] 6 0 4
B 6 T AL TR SO OR {ELER T Xerces2-j A1 Nifi # 5T HAlLL H ,#(OR<1) 5 T-#(OR>1). 24 1M

Xerces2-j F#OR>1)H 10,%F W#OR<1)4 8Nifi F#OR>1)A 6,5 W #OR<1)H 5, XA H#OR>1)5
#OR<1) T 7M1 0 TG S SCAE Y OR AR, 7E A 1 H Y #(OR>1) =y T#(OR<1). 0 T84 4% B SCAF 1) OR AL B
T Recommenders il H T 47 7E#(OR>1) 55 F#(OR<1) 7k, 75 H AT 1t H th A :#(OR<1) = T#(OR>1).

OR {E AT T AR IR R 5 SO A S B 2 TR) f DI, e rp A8 SO 1 1) OR (R T LIMRER T 5
IR PR S TR A ) T 4 48 AR Eod 230 25 5 00 B, FRATT T LA H DA 485 90 IR IR S A B 1) T 4 4 e,
AR IR R 5 SO 1 3 398 ot 40 % B U5 A AR DR PR SR Tk

PRSI IS FAESE T Khomh 2 APPSRk SOk 07 BT SO (1) A R0 1) 1 45 08 3 — D1 T
I SC A 50T 1) - 4 4 0 465 348, IS KRR F) 395 I 230 P I S5 7 B AT T 300 AR 5 e S 31 B vk S B fh
] T 45 SO B B I T e N O3, I 7 T e 8 v T A0 A QT S 18 s 0 % BT Bk, A gk A AR SR8 5 482 1)
TER G YEd A R,

33 HELBEMKRBEBIIKS XHTLEEXE
BT 3.2 A P ARRS IR W 5 SO SR Dk A DG IR 4 A AR T P R AR W — R B R LR R ek S
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0 YR A AT A0 1 I 72 b R LR BT A 19 13 B IRUR AR AT T2 AN T H o AR RE A% RS I 21 1 SR K 2 Bl
F WA B A — BEARAE T 00 H o R SRR A AR TR 00 H BT WA ok 1 AR UEBIF T IR AT 3 2, AR SC AR
TEE T I H FrAT A A 1) AR B R R AT F 5032 oh T B R s S (W SR 5 SCAA5 B0z 1) (9 A1 B SR EK,
A 2 L TP B — WA P N A A 52 Tl A S 0 [ S A, AN S 56 45 T 25 7 AR 15 2 TR B A1 TR kg AN A2 7 A% UK W i e
KT IR E L.

Bl 4 JEE 7R T AR i 28 2 DRI S ) 1) SO 55 AR M A ORI 536 1 1) SO R AR A8 5 o L BT 4 Pl T SRR 4 R
4555 DUAT S 0 I #2275, 301 Bb F7” Modified(Blob),non-Bb # 7~ Modified(non-Blob).
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Fig.4 Proportion of modified files in certain smell files and the files that not contain the smell
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FEF PR 4 A5 RLAR TIE R TR J TR R 5 SO B DR IAR IR 3 o N R A% BRI A e B T 3k
P55 SCPFE B BRI, MR 7R SRIBR L/ =2 7 AL 0 21 S b AR k.

Table 7 Correlations between code smell and file modification

RTORRESCIHE UK R
Bk . _ A _
Che Egit Jmeter Xerces2-j Jgit Tomcat Nifi Recommenders

AntiSingleton(AS) X N - R - v

Blob(Bb) R R - R v R
ClassDataShouldBePrivate(CP) x v - v x x N N
ComplexClass(CC) R R R R \ v R R
LazyClass(YC) x x x x — x x x
LongParameterList(LPL) \ \ \ \ \/ N \ \
RefuseParentBequest(RPB) x - - x — X — —
SpeculativeGenerality(SG) - - - x X . — _
SwissArmyKnife(SK) — - - x _ = — _

M 4, 3R 7 Hal LU LA I E S 8 CC 5 LPL 2 M R SO, FH HLIX 8 S0 {4 A 5K IR A48 L
WA S ,YC 5 SO AN AE B 25 PE DGR 5T AS,Bb I CP 33X JURIIRIER, & ATTHEAN [\ (35 H wp 3o SC R4 B
FEAE R AN R AH [F) :/E Che. Egit. Xerces2-j. Jgit. Tomcat. Recommenders H, 107 Bb [ S0/ #k W
Ae k18 2 T 7R Nifi 31,Bb FEA R IUIXAEHFIE;AS 7E Che H% U8 UV A K, T 7E Egit. Xerces2-j+
Tomcat. Nifi. Recommenders H1 X S FIME B RE I K ;Che Jgit. Tomcat 7, CP 52 M f) SCAF & A& B0
AT BB AN DT 53— Lo I B 9 5% W) PR SC A 380K 1R AT RE PR A 18 2K

HE— 2, FRATE A Wilcoxon £4F 5 BRAS B0 AR 50 A0 5 1 a8 R BLIR R 1K) S 2 15 5 SCHE X0 B R I AR
BRI T4 — Pl e SR AR SRR, 1 8 R B8 Hog BB M SR R K SO R AEAE B0 o b 5 AN B i3k
R 1) SO R A8 B o B AN A W 3 M 22 e o R 3453 31 1Y) p-value {H /N T 0.05 %5 15 € Jl R, IF 1 — 2 1H 5L
NAE.ZR 8 E/n T HAKM p-value S NAH, ™ p-value fH KT 0.05 B % N EAE e+ 7.

Table 8 p-values and effect size
% 8 p-value -5 NAH

Wk
I QE| AS Bb cpP cc LPL
p-value ES p-value ES p-value ES p-value ES p-value ES

Che - - 0.001 0.601 - - 0.001 0.622 0.001 0.622
Egit 0.020 0.566 0.001 0.594 0.011 0.467 0.001 0.622 0.001 0.615
Jmeter - - - - - - 0.005 0.615 0.005 0.615
Xerces2-j 0.001 0.594 0.085* - 0.020 0.410 0.000 0.622 0.000 0.601
Jgit - - 0.005 0.450 - - 0.000 0.620 0.000 0.568
Tomcat 0.327* - 0.012 0.630 - - 0.012 0.630 0.012 0.630
Nifi 0.033 0.455 0.859* - - - 0.003 0.626 0.003 0.626
Recommenders 0.327* - 0.012 0.630 0.327* - 0.012 0.630 0.012 0.630

Wk 8 R, A 5 FPACAEIR R 75 5 R AT T ey Bk 30,CC 5 LPL 31X 2 FIRRAETA 8 Ui H hiy
A p-value fH/NT 0.05, WA KT 0.5, 78 73 Ut B 3X P Fh SRR S 06 SO A8 507 AR BOK 1) 5%
AELET BT A BB b, RS ) 250 H o S8 2 1) 52 m A AN A [R]. 45 1, AS 7E Tomceat FI Recommenders H1 1)
p-value fH KT 0.05, 878 ZIRRTEIX B AT H rh b5 3008 S0 G T AN KA 7E 53 2 150 H b I S22t AR s it
KB 2RI, Bb £F Xerces2-j A1 Nifi iX 2 AN H #7,CP £F Recommenders 71 1] p-value {53 KT 0.05.

I bk 5 FPACREIR R 55 SO B0 T 1) SR B, 3R ATT AR, CCLLPL 45 ST W& L [RIAETE 3K (1) SR Bk
TN BAMETE 2 INMIE Bb, ZIRRAE TR T Jmeter LUAMYATE IUH S, BAE 2 AN I0H Sk A B KRN
AHL 0T SCARAE 24 ) 52 M AR XN 3R KLAS 5 CP #5722 7E T30 H w0 75 225 |l — 2 I o0
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3.4 FRXHHESR

FTH 3.3 IR S SRS S T SRR L A A3 e A TS B 5 Bk s R A ARG IR IR (AS,Bb,CP,CC,
LPL) S (¥ 34 [/ SCAFAE A A IRR SO b 8 B T T8 5 20,4 9 AXHIZE & AN I H il 24 507 A
A (@) 545 2 & HIE AT 0.1 K5 OL.

Table 9 Overlaps between specific smelly files
RO ARSI E SR

i H Che Egit  Jmeter Xerces2-j Jgit Tomcat  Nifi ~ Recommnders
AS_and_Bb_in_AS - - - 0.112 - - - -
AS_and_Bb_in_Bb — - — — - - < _

AS and CC in AS 0338 0387  — 0216 - 0262  0.170 0.239
AS and_CC_in CC - - - 0.107 - - - 0.139

Bb_and_CP_in_Bb - - — _ 0.466
Bb_and_CP_in_CP — - - - - - — 0.125

Bb_and_LPL in Bb  0.270 0.300 - 0.334 0.163  0.161 - 0.260
Bb_and LPL_in_LPL — - - 0.230 - - — -
CP_and_LPL_in_CP - - - 0.283 - 0.114  0.167 -

CP_and LPL in LPL - . - _ - - _ _
_CCamiinninL 01 017 o1 ome oot o o oni

M 9 FIH1,5%% CC 5 LPL 50 (1 SCARAE B 0 B b 3 (580 i T 0.1, v 5] s 0 55 3 P AP SR Wk (1) SCAF TR
CC F11 7 L ¥ (L ARk 0.165, 3551 24 0.693;7F LPL H1 1y 7 LI S AR 0 0.135, 5% 12k 0.296.3% K B CC 5 LPL
X PRI RAEAE A SLAE IS A A RN A AR T ) — 2 H b, X PR AR R SO — e R E S X R 51X
PR IR A ) & SO — B X PR IR R 4 AR T B B R 28 . B2 AT HOR K S 400 2R AR 1 BL.
F M, AS 5 CP 1F 6 NI H H A7 A5 3L A LG AR A T 121X P R SR R SCAF I T & R B AR O LE AS TPy
b B i 0.924,745 CP 1) o e =i 24 0,956, 38 W, 150 B 4R K L 31 (9 S 14 IR B 52 21 AS 5 CP IX B Bl R 1)
R

HE— DR TR ST A B3R AT ORI B4R CC 55 LPL WU B A4k Bt AR AR i (B AE BT A 1 H
B CC 5 LPL [R] I 500 (%) SC AR B0 42 2 4 a0, Jgit v [R] B0, 25 33K T Pl DR AR 11 SC AR 480 70 46 AN FROAS Hh (R 3 (L
13,10 H AR IR R SO 1 B BRI AR T 3.5 F AS 5 CP X W PP SR, B T Che = 7] 498 3 P s BRI 5% 0 1)
SO KT 65 VLA, JLAMIT E A 7] 8 1 PR b IR I 5 i F) SO 8 20 B i A 1948 /b B 7 38 SO 1T
HE RO N, RN AS 5 CP I P A IR AE AT A5 5 H), 71 Bk AR 114 5% Wi 1 D %

AP CC 5 LA BRIk 3 (7 52 Wi 1) SO A3 oy 0 DA SR A SCRF 48 K (9 L A9, 81 G AS_and_CC_in_AS 7% 6
AL H T E & & T 0.1, AS_and_CC_in_CCAXTE 2 N H W E&A w1 011X #18 CC Ik e S 4
KT AS RSO3 Bk CC 24, LPL 1 BAG RSB REAE. BRe SR kSO B i i 1) CC &5 LPL N AE E )
L 2625 1, LA 3R v A SR

Wi EIRWLEE R] A0 ACRD A I R b W RS B B AR RSN AE LAY CC 5 LPL. AS 5 CP IRk £, 73k
FE [ 9 I AR 1) b, N %48 15 CC A LPL 3 P OR WK SO (1 44 410 22 22 41 AS,Bb,CP 3% J LR SR It AN T 240

35 i g

AFAE T AT H A AN [ IR IR 38 58 15 355 R S (K R A, (02 A AT TR TSR R 5 SCA 2 2 1) [ A TG HK L 1E
AR SRR R AR 5C 58 SRR i 25 52 W A G5 4 55 W] BRAR R (0 AN A0 e B, BRATT IR TR W IR R 1) 47 75 25 30
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SCA PN 5 R ARG O, T A 4 5 ) B T ) A HE A R ATT I, O 2 5 AT 17 T i 3o 5 v B 3 o S B ) g 75 3K
T RN R I AE AR AT S5 45 J5 S5 1) TF R 5 Y4 iy ok — 5 I N HE N o5 — AN 11 BE SRR, 40 SRR [n] 45 2147 24 )
AR e T e AR R B /D IR R 5 | P S o ) AR
HRAE SCAE B BAR IR R 22 ) 1) ST 5 B0 15 AN TR IR K S At 2 1) 11 3 38 30 JRATT I B ST B8 IR 45 P R 5 6 K
AL B PRI SCAE4E 4 14T S0 3, i3 T4 ComplexClass F1 LongParameterList 3X P Fl R SC A4 (K 4E 748 28 4%
YEP i AT [A] B % 24 BR AntiSingleton &5 ClassDataShouldBePrivate X Rl bR B i 5% M 25, LSEELEE w2 AR
b4t
22 B SE B 9T — B, A SCI CAE B AZTE LU N 305 410 DA 38 08 mT 52 1 1) s i
(1) PR v — A 0 g 5250 PR 8 f EAf  1 5, B AT T DECOR A I RAS IRk AR A SR (1)
TE XA B AT — 52 (1 WL 3 ] B8R — AN 0 AR 0 AT 5 1 04 98 A0 g AFURAE S — AN 2 N 1
A SR [ B A5 T H DECOR KMl SK Bk ) 73 1152 100%, P35 HERI R - 60%, KL B ATTIA o, th
DECOR. A (A PR e S v LA FH T S UF A 5 000 5 A0, 3R 1% S 30 PRS00 AT 7 47 410 (A4 25 45 AR, L AR
U S B PR AT R
(2)  HMEREMTFRANS 8 A Java i H BEAT T SEURAIF I X LEI5 H HAT AH XS BRI RS BN H T2 441
3,9 AIRAIIET R T 104 ASTH RAS, WX 28 i A v 75 21 (10 500 2 9% SCRFERATT I 90 R ATTAH AR,

TR F1 51 0 RS S DA DRUE A 1R A 285 AR T 0T B K (¥ R e R AT ik — B B0 AiE, T DA B4tk ) 3 A1)
(K0 52 B B A, BRATT () 55 56 52 5 SO 0 BEAT [0, R A AT TRT LUK S 56 152 5 380 R 2 ), ASR R A A A
IR 2 1) SR A (1 AR S

4 B &5

AILRGTT R T T ARTE TR R X R 386 A 52 ) P S E A 5, 20 B 17 ARE R 5 9058 SC 14738 B 22 (] (1) A S 42k
SCA PR T A0 4K R B 4 SCA S S SO RS B SO AR IR 3 S LR RAE, H IR IR IR AR R R E R R T
PRI 96 A S5+ 8 A Java T H (1) 104 SRR A, 32 DECOR T HAG I 13 FhA [7] 2K B [ IRk, S 06 45 B 7.
(1) ACRE IR IR 25 B R B RE 7R AN [R] A 2 H o 52 A [ (8 AR A0, D58 20 Tt ) (0 ok 22 1R o 4 2 2 1 AS B
A I BRE A BLIRRRTE B S 0  A
Q) EAE IR SO AR B, & AT RBR IR SO BE 25 2 318 5 b A ARRS IRBR 55 SO 1R 8 0 A S B 35 W
BOCHE.
(3) ComplexClass Fll LongParameterList X P4 28 U8 R 55 3044 (1) 12 oo 53 24 AH G b4, it S 50 B o 47 7
AntiSingleton. Blob Fl ClassDataShouldBePrivate 1% & ER Bk 7544 75 B2 BN &A1= A (R 52 ).
4) A4y R R ] % BB AntiSingleton F1 ClassDataShouldBePrivate 3% (9 Flt JR Wk () 43 40 [7] I} 3k 4T
#9447 ComplexClass Fll LongParameterList 3X P4 R U8 R ¥ SCEF A 80K 1R ] i 1 £, 2 SLA SR ok, HL 31X
P RP IR 52 W) 1) SCA P R . S SO R 2, 4 e 3K P MUK A 1) A D S 2.
AR SCR R ) SRR T RN 23 AT T AR IR A 3R AL S A0 R 5% W), 3 D F R N G370 3R PR e 4 i A v
A B TEAGARRL 25 Y T AR G B TT R N 53 W 12 B 22 b Dy A & AR RS TR (1) SC 4, U H 2 £ ComplexClass
I LongParameterList 1) 3C {4, 18 60 5 | N X SRR K A 1 88 AR S 4 4 o5 1990 mT B4, AN T B3R AR 28 A3 A= i T
HH R 4P A AR AR SR AR v R 4 AT S 2 1 I H AR S0 404k 1 200 B AT RN I ST T R AR BN
N BRI WA R L rh DR A B, DU R AR T PR R 7= A= 1) 52 i
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