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Abstract:  API (application programming interface) is widely used in modern software development process. Developers save a lot of
time when they quickly build projects through invoking APIs. However, API is often difficult to use for many reasons, such as the
presence of large number of interfaces, lack of perfect document, and no timely maintenance and updates. Further, API is often used
incorrectly, resulting in bugs and sometimes significant security problems .This paper summarizes the recent domestic and overseas
research results based on a thorough survey of the API related literatures. Firstly, it introduces the API concept and recognizes the three
key issues that affect the API usage: poor API documentation, incomplete invocation specification and undetermined API call sequence.
Next, it analyzes the latest advances from these three main aspects: API document, invocation specification and API recommendation.
Finally, this paper outlines the challenges of the future research.
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Tabel 2 API usage scenario
F2 APl YR
R 5 5 API
lfEE S0 List(String)i=newArrayList()(); java.util.List
A% B String s=“abc” java.lang.String
e 1 AR intmax=Math.max(1,2); java.lang.Math
o~ 4k & public classmyThread extendsThread{...} java.lang.Thread
jEEIE Syt publicDate getTime(String time){...} java.util.Date
S try{...}catch(IOException e) {...} java.io.|OException
WA FH 5124 7 v intlen=newString(“a”).length(); java.lang.String.length()
Jiik | A ERE T intmax=Math.max(1,2); java.lang.Math.max(int,int)
W AL I R 2 String s=newString(); java.lang.String.String()
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i ) B 2w System.out.printin(“Hello World!”); java.lang.System.out
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Tabel 3 Research on API documentation
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Chen, et al. 2014 Stack Overflow R fi A5
17 JDK 2% 3R
Treude, et al. 2016 Stack Overflow
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Tabel 3 Research on API documentation (Continued)
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Tabel 4 Knowledge types taxonomy of API reference documentation
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SCRSFEFRTRAR B IR T 55 22 AN D5 THIATAE AN 5 3 1 15 DL 90N B
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AP Bt A B8 H 23 6 2 2 SORYS i S AR P 7 SR 358 WA i 6 P DX 4 AP {HL B 4 () SC 7 PE SR A B 2
MR SCTT e N B 2 308 3k s 1) R Sl 2 S 4 i e APTEO e 7 5 SR 45 40wl #BHE. APL S 2% SR rhin A
KA 7 B RE AR, T T4 S IR 1Y) APT R J 7 K B 1) 57 8 R[] 2728 3 DL 4 358 52 1 A9 401, IDKSS (112
e SORAL T T 27 000 Fl v AH R A K 500 A7 VAL B T AR IR e A R IR IR 1) R, SRR [14,15,29,3 07T 4Ky
ANTFHIZRBIREF 5 APL 2% SCRYBEFE 5K 2013 4F Kim 25 AU 8 7 — A SCRIHE 3 R 48 eXoaDocs, ¥ 0k 5
O TFI 7R 490 T2 7 B2 e oK .eXoaDocs B 5638 il 48 2% 5 | 45 0 e — AN s f81) B3 41 32 22, K s ol BR300 5 SUARRAE,
X 79 R BEAT VP 43, 1 B e FLAR R P (1 7% B R i N B TDK SCAS 1,2k TDK HY 75% [0 J5 2388 i 7 7 9 L .

T N G APT 38 3 PN AEIN, 28 5 11 Stack Overflow 254t X 5 si 3% I 31 3 S 4 [X %8 i 7 o6 T 1R 22 API
HFAE B AE API 2% RS Hix e e i = 16 2.2016 4F, Treude 25 AU 225 Stack Overflow 6,5 TR %
APT MG T 245 2, Lo an i FH 7 7.5, 10 APT 2325 SCRS AT BEAT B 5 IX 4645 B Treude %5 AWFR T SISE &%, 7
FHHLEE 2% 21 J77: M\ Stack Overflow it APT AH G 1 JC Bl T8 AU SR b 70 SCRY Y 28 A8 ] T 4538 1) [ BHRRAE (.
WL WEAAE . APL TR ES) . WERE(E T RGO APL JUER. W OCHE ), B R
TV I 15 B )5 2 YR RR Aok Il EOC B TE A) b 78 SR 9 26 0L, SCRR[ 1614 Stack Overflow = (115 &
L FAQ i34 4 5l APT 2% SCRY .

2.1.3 TR R DEAG

WA FE T R T 0 T T SR R 458 T AR N SR R S KA D B I T N AR A R Bt 4 5 b [ I B SR
M AR 22 I I AN S 592 bR 0 H TR AE X P S I T, APL 22 SORY AR5 25 0 A7 4F — S R ol s BA — 5L
St ™ FL R T TT RN AR A X S 5 R AR I F SN 53 TF 4R 243 1 B A0 b i K L i 8

2013 4F,Zhong F Sul®*V5 56 FFUAFIHT [ AR VE 55 Ab BER A5 ACHS 43 M H AR APL 2% SCRS R A7 48 1) il
HEAT 4 H, X 48 [n] FRALHG (1) APT 22 SCRYHHIA T R 24K APT;(2) APT 2% SCRY A7 AE 1R VAT R P?(3) API 3% 3L
R H s R AR T AT AR 12Kl 7 1.

SR B REN 5 AN I JAVA 2822 SO, i 07 VAl B T 1 000 2 A4S SCRY S 1% 284U, 2016 4, Zhou

2 F AR e R 2 PR IR AP 2%
FIH AT~ BIRER . Stack Overflow |-

2017 4, B BT ZS RO 22 1 i 2 A DI 9% R BILAPL 2 2% SCR AR S5 7 A5 R 5 R B TR 5 A — B0 .
1, 4£ 5% T java.awt.event. InputEvent (1) SCRS H 53R, 45 S 48 button 7 - 0 5K T AN, 7 getMaskForButton
(int button)Zs ¥l th 1legalArgumentException J ' AFE 7L~ RS 1% 5 H 7E button=0 IR 253l 1% SCRS %
2B 20 oK REAT O 3 A7 AL AN RS PR AR 00 A S Sl SRS i B WP SN SR A T b A Sk 7 ESRAG I APT
R A 065 B, 23 )t BRSO RS o (938 7R A5 R 5 R B 7 I A R A AT B L0 TE . 45 R W 4F %) IDK1.8 &%
SCRAZ 7RI T 1 158 AN SR BB, HE A 22 15 21 81.6%, 74 [N ZR A F 82.0%.
2.2 HAth3r4y

A RN T KT APL B ORI ST AT R SN AR T AR S5TE APT #RE24, JF R B i ),
WE IR B APT 01 TR ) LAt SRS, I 2 SRS S8 5 LA S8 ) 280 25 P 2 O St 35 B8 O R N 5% it e 4 PR
AP I FR P ) SE B () L2 2.1.2 A48 T R R R 18 55 BRI 1 0 APL 225 SCRY IV vk,

2015 4F, INSE K 22 5 /R KA TN 22050 R I, APT SR A7 A0 A SR A6 4 1) 1. 5 APT 252 SURY AN T+,
AP HORE BN 290 R AT AT L8N, 55 F API(E . 42 125 UM Bl BUZEAR 2 B2 40 I AR Eh JTF R A
AR AEER B FEE APL M5 B AR T — P I T08 5 045 W R A0 11 MR B B %) APT B0 v R4 R AT 20 8, 3R Y
HRESE APT A OG5 B2 T IR BB (10 7 VA TG KRN T2 5 [ i 38 AR R 1E A8 - I 2 21 1R e I 4 5
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KAF B35 AP 5 BT EA S B = B AR LU LA DI,
(1) By s Al APT 20RE v (M BEVE (5 2 . OV B ST 745 8L, R APT 44 FR B AR A 44 B 34X ) 455
(2) Bug S yE A 5 AP BJC G Bk, IR I FH 3= iUBE B DL K PageRank AT B 5 API 1)
AHOCBE AT VR4 ARIEVE 13 31 5 APT SLIEAH I Bk
R UL BRI S5 63 3 WA H AP SCRY In) B8 S2 218 Rl 22 1) DG it v o SO 1) ST e 0% Al K b 5 1) I
BN AR TR RIS Gk BT EAE v 4E APT 225 S0 (12 5 ABIE 2K B 90N Bt 4R 5
APT #FE . IR TR S SORY R U5 ABF 5T 1) K 5 22 AT 96 J )BT X6 APT 256 SCRY Y 28 AN 5 2 1) il 347
TEHRANWEH.2013 FLLG FFFN IFAR CVE APL 275 SCRY I N A4 A — 3085 It ) i, T p 4 T b 3 A7 A1
il Y APT SRS I o 2 ) .
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/ Bounded // \\ .
Absence existence ~ Precedence  Response  Chain Chain
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Fig.2  API specification pattern
K2 APL i HIMLZ0HE

3 APl iREMAFR

APLI LA 838 T IF 5 A B3 T APT Iy 1S S8 F6) R0 DR 2 T 5% A A SR A e IR 240 ) APL AR R4 5|
N L 2 71 R 22 A e AL 2 S 2 APT I TR L0 AR A v, B 0 SORAR A AR A SE R B APT 1 TR
29 RN BRI T AR 2 75 B sl el AP VR HI L M TSR B il . FEFP I UE . SCRY B B A5 40080 2 5 X
A BEFEAT TR
Tabel 5 Tools of API specification inference
R 5 APLIAI LN T H

LR 4 | LASK BARFE S | AR | TERESH
Cook&Wolf*Y 1998 FSA
Dallmeier, et al.*>) 2006 | ADABU FSA
Pradel & Gross"® 2009 PFSA
Li & Zhou®” 2005 | PR-Miner G ok 1
Livshits & Zimmermann®* | 2005 | DynaMine B2 44
Yang, et al.l*”! 2006 | Perracotta B 2 4
Thummalapenta & Xie!*” | 2009 Alattin CAE R o
Liang, et al.*!! 2016 | AntMiner B4 4 SRIHL 14
Murali, et al.[**] 2017 Salento LI A AR
Gabel & Su*’! 2008 Javert (ab’c) Bk
Gabel & Su*!! 2009 (ab) HER
Gabel & Su'*”! 2010 ocD (ab) B
Zhong, et al 1“8 2010 | Doc2Spec | NLP+HH
Nguyen, et al.!*”! 2009 | GrouMiner &) A5 77
Wasylkowski & Zeller™ | 2009 | Tikanga AT
Wei, et al.[*” 2012 | Autolnfer | ZhA4HT Prfﬁ;“ 3
Nguyen, et al %) 2014 BEM -
Henkel & Diwan"" 2007 BT
Ramanathan, et al.®? 2007 | Chronicler RSN i PN y
Lorenzoli, et al.*¥ 2008 GK-tail ERLES 4
Krka, et al.**! 2014 AT

1999 4, Dwyer % NP HEH T 500 £ APT 1 I RLZ0, Ji G o5 TR\ B2y B, an 1] 2 7o, o
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Existence(H Jl R A\F A4 AE — 52 V8 il P9 0 200 H B, Absence(A™ HE B IR A\ — 2 Va Fl 9 AN BE B 25 B ),
BLES 27 ) B A2 90 S R AR T2 N T HERT APT I FHR L), A5 T — R FIIE SR SCHER[56]15T X APT K24 4k
Wi RBEAT T RGN 70 M 4% I8 APT U8 F A2 I3 7 6, DA IS0 23 e 1 JL2K.

(1) FET ST ) 1 AR 20 IE 2 2 5 B IR APT JR] (1) FH 2% 28 40 Q- 1 FH R 55 p 1) [R] s 06 200 220

PR 5 s VR oA 2 a T 200 B D R B D X Tl i R 20 B I A BT R APT VT S A AT A0 A

(2) 7T Floyd-Hoare ##51f pre/post 514l £ pre/post 42 I wfda 4 — 4 APT i FH & DA &%

Ja B ARESEL IR ME L R
(3)  FETAT AR R AL AT 9 BRI 18 A 24 LATE I 1E Ui Uik APT AT b, 5 8 APT i
FAXF 2 AR AS (5 3 0T 246 52 29 :U 4 (contract). AR HE 4 (algebraic specification)4.
31 ETFXBEMMEARARL

BET- O IBCAI ) 1) O FH R 20 T 2R APT ] (¥ OCIBE G 2R, 480 4t ] ek 25 p 1R[] I o 200538 Y B 4 o FH R
B a AT ZELR oA AL b X AR AL B £ APT HR BRI HT DL R AT S IR, O 4
FEIE TR T BAT RN B AR 1 B8040 it DA A 458 AL

2001 4 W AE K210 Engler 2 ANPTHRH T —Flol (KR 000 A5 1 e B 1) JEL i, X 00 LA (0 26 D T L,
BRI B BRI A AR, TS vk T — R ALY B 3 o T KB N 98 A B 20 4% 110 10 il 30, 491 - 3
F BRI a i Wb AT FH BR AL b &5 AR JF R HAKYR € a Fl b 24 bR B T IX A R i e S 2 vh S 6 L B 1
FH AL BN Ay o 1E A ). R0 FH e vt 23 B 16 7 2 AR R I v il R A 1) R BORH A Db T FH L 4 v T i s 20
A R W HER Pk A IR 5Tk S5 2 A SR A T3 1A B H T LN e R LS
3.1 FETAUEIUER 424 U7 i

T FUN B3 5 VR FH I 240 P B B ) A8 2 A DAy A0 88 1 T %) S5t 28 90 Il 0, 0 FH A A5 9 B R HE T APT 1A 44,
BE T I TR 1) B 2 9 SRR AR I A Y o B DGR A P AR B B R K T 45 B P R B 5% 2 T
1) SR B OC FR, LAAB 7 Bt HG v 147 D 8 o B R AT D B L DR e o v SRR T A B 2Rl A>C B o A
FRAHTAF,C FRA J5 A SRR E T W R g 28 th &L 5 T i AR v R B35 5 14 C.

2005 4F,Li fl Zhoul VB iI A& T T H PR-Miner, ¥4 o8 550 S5 1 250 -1 300 1 7 2 A7 fik 6 B30 22 b R
FPclose £L7:0P8% 4l APL B ALY, 35 F) 1 iX S A 7E Linux kernel, PostgreSQL Hidhi A 25 K 1 #4475 5 o % B0
T 23 ANHIIAY bug.DynaMinem]’% PR-Miner FJ38 /R HE 222480, (H DynaMine FEAS I 5 A R R P 3R 4T 40 4T,
T2 A S 4R A2 1R AR B o rh 5 48 S I ML U, DynaMine K T Apriori 2042 3 45355,

T BB TR B2 8 T 1 AR T B VR 1 o, dn SR B TR AR O 2 K T s e 5 S R V2016 AR,
BRI A BIART & T AntMiner™ L5t H: K B 5 SCHERR A T ¢ I RE R B AU 4 R it ok
T MRS R T AZAE R HER E. AntMiner FR 40K HIRE 40 BOR AN OG B B AR BRI MR S )L B v T A2 9
FOERRG BE AT ST 8 SUT WSO (1) s BEIAT 1T S 50T TEEAT B2 50 1R 45 4, T SRASS 60 2R L, 12 o 4
TCIERAT;(2) T return i 0). 45 1 7R AntMiner %5 T 52 4> Linux Kernel F1 (1) bug, 3432 7 5 7 #i1A.2017
4, Murali 25 A2 T4 53 35— 25 ) F DU 307 R A8 704 [0 A1 i e 7 o T 45 SR f S .

3.1.2  EETIRIR s g vk

3,11 AR TR U IS T R o R 1 ) L I, BRI — A I I [R] B 0 SR S
B EC 7 T R B, O AR R U APT IR 50 J5 0OF SR 8T SR 1K) APT 8 FH IR 387 Jh (a,b), e ,a AR AIETE b 2
BFPAT . 1 P A0 3 45 4 vk 5 5 1 eI APT 3R 22 18] [ IR 35 56 2,190 U1 Perracottal®”, Alattin!*14% T HL

2007 4F,Kagdi % NV 47 T 56 T4 % 41 () S50 95 5 3 T AT O0 11 A0 10 20 SR, S 70 iy 8 7 A 1) R DR
PIUETHR R 5. RN Kagdi 28 AAESCHR[61] A SPADE S0y il B 1 A7 & (1 APT 8 F S0 4858 Rk
T CE B AR R A LA AR W bug B 2R 2.

(FCe...FCen)AFCa=(FCe...FCep), % ] T-42 41 57t 5 Ak PHL 77 10 0 9] FH AR 2490 - 2R R G A 22 il b R ST 4%
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(FCei...FCen) FHEEHEAE FC, KAEFH & I BIERAE FCo 55,45 & WU HIARE A 354 57245 205 (1 1 )
M.
3.1.3 BT ANz A%

H ShHLB AL e i 3R APT 22 17 1138 1 9% 22,1998 4F,Cook A1 Wolf* 125 Yk R I & 44 [ sh WLk £~ AP ]
FE 51, B A2 AR ZS BRI ok 28 71 B8 B0 L B 2 IR 2547 JE.2006 4E, Dallmeier 25 AP¥8:3+ T 1.2 ADABU 23475t
GIAT N, R B SHLES N TR A B, W B 3(@) B ik initO) 75 1A B T — A2 Vector Ji FPIR 245
i iSEmpty(), BB T add() 7 k5 IR AR IC I —isEmpty().2009 4, Pradel A1 GrossPOSEIl T 3 T-Hf 4%
(K47 FRARZS E B HL(PES AR TR 3% 05 A FIR 25 5K 8 7 R F = 0F, i 18] 3(b) B 7. [l I 7B 32 B kRl T S R AR 1
WEER SCHR[63—66] 1 #8K FH T 20U S8 Bk #2408 APT 18 F 2.

Iterable.
iterator()

isEmpt() )« —isEnptA)

remove()

(@) ()

Fig.3 Automaton model
3 HBIHUE
3.1.4 BB 2 5 1%
WFFUN 53 R AT B PR 425 3 75 7 3 AT 5 R s AR IR APT 8] R 24 AEUASE S IG PR B500E5 0 TR B AR KR, R
S W FTH X (a, ) 1y — G T AR CEA T UL 1. 2008 4F,Gabel Al Sul I A AR BEAT T 7 F, A FH AR AR 5 % ¢
VAL I 5 (ab)”, W B 4 BT A DR R E SR . RV DA BRI A 3 A0 AR %5 S R R R A A
HI¥) APT 1A FH R0 Bt 5, SCTR[44,45 T HE 0 58 0 52 2% 1) 1A FH 4 481 Gabel Bl Sul*WigF & 1 Javert,Javert 156 5¢

SCT AN BT B PR A B AR (ab) A K (abe)” AR T AL £ 3 1 R R 5 A 2% 1 R TR
C
a—» ——>b b
a.c
b.c g % a
a.b.

Fig.4 Template representing (ab’c)’
4 (ab'c) BitR

2009 45, Zhong % NIy Ut AN APT SCHRS HE 7 5 95 1 T B 24 (9 77 ¥ Doc2Spec.Doc2Spec i S 75 Y5 i 1]
WAR B 5 FioR, %05 R FBEAFELUT 3 A4

(1) M APT SCRY H U T 7 VR I 38

(2) R NLP AR, WA —ANJ7 15 B R Hob 3 (PRI -AT7 ) IR B 26 &

(3)  dweJa Bl YR K BT AT B4 4 S B AN P AR TG s SR BEAR HE BTt APT 14 24
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creation lock unlock closure
manipulation

Fig.5 Template of resource usage
K5 BEURAT HI B
3.1.5 BT IR (R R4 Uy vk
PSR EL AR B Sh AL A5 B 7R e i 3608 B N &2 2% A5 I8, TEI IR L AN AT DA S 43 AR 6 3R I8 7T AR 7R 4
P A% F.2007 4, Chang % A7V F AR e 4l B ke 2 78 AP T IRZY 41 B 6(a) T s, K 4k 3 /R B M ok &R,
LR RN PR OC R.2008 4, B ST B0 M APL J5AR P 2 ORF T L% R 7 M0 P, i P 6(b) e
718, % B P ) R e R B, 1 T 2 s R 500D PR U T G & A9 i - method3 /T 7% 22 ] method1.2009 4F, Nguyen
25 NUTHEH T GrouMiner, i 51047 1 B K %o APT i FH G &

Public class A{
ArrayList list;

public void method1 {int para} {
list=new ArrayList list{};

}

public Object method2 {int para} { method3
return list. get{para}; P

} P

public void method3 {} { method2
list.size{}; method1

}

¥
(a) (®)

Fig.6  Graph models
Ko [EIfR

3.2 ETFFloyd-HoareiZ 8 Kpre/post& 44y

TR N AT AP 58 B A Th B8 I, 75 B30 7 JL AT 8 K% 5 B 45 AF 91 i JDK (¥ String 28,75 4 1] subString
(beginindex,endIndex) &, 24 2 fifi A Z: 3k beginindex«—endIndex ] 4% 14 & 15 A A7 I Lo i B M5 & 4 F 2 AP
UL 1) BB R o AERR P IR UE . DU 00 AR e SR BRI 45 2 AN A 25 V2 IR R .

Wasylkowski fl Zeller®™iff % T Tikanga T.5H, =350 HF APL 11 B 4% 1R, 75 20 (0 5 5 4 0 2 7 v sl o 5
E’Jiﬁﬁﬁr?ﬁﬂ FEg i e X, 5 Sk B VR I T B 44 £ Ramanathan 28 APPFF & 1 Chronicler T H 1 H & 25U T

e, ) IS X 5 AR S EAT T 15 SRR o0 AT S RO e O R

2014 4 Nguyen 25 NPOME i 245 0 M7 5 Bl 42 0 B A 45 &, AR 10 & R 7 vh H 3h 4548 APT KT E 14
S FE T IX AR B BEAE KA FE P P IE I APT AT B 4R S E IR A T 3 000 24 JAVA
FRAE N BI85 T B 400 J7ANJ5 v %07 V20 1l # A 0 W BoR My s 45 v e i 8 APT 3R 19 i 22 4% 1
T 4 e L F

e i R P v 8 W X p B 5k A C T % A2 40 B[R] — 4% 34(TRUE 8¢# FALSE), B4 3t 8 S
R p AT C T E A AE I I R p (P8 4634 (TRUE 5 FALSE)# e % 205k 7 vE R CA Wik p A
ST AT E S A AR B BT 72 T g DL LA 3R,

(1) KA AN IR R # 2S B AR s RO G 3R, 20 BT - APT R IR T & 4% A1F

(2)  FIXBCHE S A AT RUTE A A BE 6 SR B R R AT & 5

(3) WA AR ) A 3R AT 2L D A5 1) i 2 O I A1
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SR BIRL TN EIR BT 82%IK S AT 1 R RIS R I T 5 AN B 7 SCRS B SR AT B A% A A LU T B AR A,
TF RN 5L SE 75 5 A5 B A A . Wei 258 NYIBeE T A3l T AutoInfer, R A 8h 4 /0 T H R HE T API
1) J5 B4
33 EFITAERNEARMRY

FEFAT R R AL LR N E S SR APT f94T 0, 508 APT X 1 F2 7R A I 5% % I A 58
145 2L ML (contract) . AL L (algebraic specification)s.

B2 3L S R 30 UE 1) S Atk e AR O 1 5 SCALAE PR AT S, 7 A8 3o 50 T 290 N LA B AV 4 it . 3 24 X
FULT 5B B A OF VE W AT ET, 2 R 35 0 FLRI A5 F) 5 B4 AT (O vk T T IR Bl 46 A0 B 2 BC )
ZAT) LA BAAR (R P aa AT 3 B v 0 2 R e IR 1k J50). 490, 161 7 538 T EiffelBase ' LINKED_LIST 261f) merge_
right(-) /5 V£ 14 Require =B ilid T J5 % (W11 & 4514 Ensure 7 B IR T 5V 10 5 B 4.

Merge_right(other: LINKED LISTIG])
require
not after
other+Void
other£Current
ensure
count=old counrtold other.count
index=old index
end

Fig.7 Contract of merge_right(-) in LINKED_LIST
Kl 7 LINKED_LIST 251 merge_right(-) /5 V2 1 L2y

2000 £, Ernst {10705 5 R 2h 2 20 7 B AR HEWFE FE AR A2 3,0 & T Daikon T 3 i W 900 R - hu AT ot A
P A B PR IC(E BT R R T AN AR A i 32 2 S R, A T R RO, R G AHE S L ] 8 s,

SCHR[71-73 )l 6 BE 52 2 AN AR SR B HEAT T W

2008 4, Lorenzoli 45 AP3R I ARAS Sy e T 45 3.1.3 WA 440 B Sh WU, 80 T GK-tail 5524 B & 1
H S MU A [ SR 2 b bR AR B A Y PR A 20 R 5 28 HAT B R AR R.2014 4 Krka 25 ABHH7 T
H ST 5] NA AR AER IS APL 7 AL B I AR TF N A LA T ShASHEWT B S MR 4 Fhofms
() HAPATEEARHEW;2) AR X HEWT(3) AT B AR HEWT 5 A H A AR K358 (4) W HAT B A2 HEWT 5 71
FHANAR A 58, 45 5 27 R A AR S A AR RS B2 1 4%, A P14 51 41%.

Original Instrumented —
program program v

Fj Data trace

qunly ST D
——» Instrument Run  [———— > invzrtieacr:ts E——

=

Fig.8 Daikon framework
Kl 8 Daikon {4 HE 4

B T 322 SN2 AR L)t R38R APL AT D9 AREGUIL L) S R APL i F X T 72 7 R3S 1 52
LA APL Z [ ff)5% .1978 4E,Guttag 5 NV IT 1 41 XHRE L) BB 53, A 25 T AR B2 f) 52 ,
QG :(1) B4 (algebraic signature), B 5 E ARG B;(2) A H(axioms), & XL HEAE 2 8]
[ 2B U JAVA Intstack ZEARE L a0l 9 Frow.

2007 4, Henkel F1 Diwanl® 3l 13 ) 2 4> 87 1) 77 1 HEWT Java container 25 IS E 2,40 BT APL 2 8] K B
A s B P 2, DAAD 78 SCRY A 28,2014 4F Bagge %5 NS T APT AR K A2 55 Pre/Post M2, 35 AKX
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L S8 5 Fl8 APT R R Pre/Post KL FE — 46 45 2 1R A\ LU Bt (30 2 0, 0 AQ B 24 S n v = 4 i
ENGE S (AR PSS
Type IntStack

FUNCTIONS

IntStack: —IntStackxvoid
push:IntStack‘int—>IntStackxvoid
pop:IntStack—IntStackxint

AXIOMS
Ws: IntStack,i:int
pop(push(s,i).state).retval=i
pop(push(s,i).state).state=s
pop(IntStack().state).retval~ArraylndexOutOfBoundsException
Fig.9 Algebraic specification of IntStack

9 IntStack SR L

LEE UL WIS, 4564 4 TTRLE HY: A 1998 4 Cook I Wolf 1 U A% ] B SRR B 424 APT i ] 0 245 280 1A
S KR 22 (P2 30 7 VR R B APT A F L 90 6 B A RS K R R . ST R B B AR
BIRET . ARRBER I ATFIE « B30 D7 s 3R AR 5 o 5% 2 oA B d.

UATIE I B0 AP i FH A (1 BE LB 30T 7 HE T 4317, 9 - PRMiiner 715G T 19 APT 2 7] 1 GG
%, Nguyen 2 NPT T APL (17 B 45 15 X REA5 31 1) 45 S AR 1 JZ4 () — A 7 T AR M 52 SRR 4G AP
VL, I 5 TE G — ARk,

[Fi B, APT 8 FH R4 1 28k 75 3k — 20 . 2016 4, R 35 1K 24 1) Legunsen 25 N US04 1w J0IF 52 422
(¥ JAVA APT i FHRZ IR 450k B0 200 A28 JF IR H SEAT S BART I, 75 2 T 652 &4 5 1L 1 74 4
T 4 bug, i F T 80%[1 iRk E.

4 API|EFEHR

W 25 P 2R 00 I RSN 52 2% k088 0 R R0 4 47 1 AR AP A o 5 88 Jon DR 35-136) e iy 2 o P LA
YR AL P RNV B 7 A DG AR 25 TF R N DA, 2 3R A TR Ak 1 — AN T 35 H 38 AT 1 APT HERE B R B 4
PR FUARR P HEAT 20 B RO A2 9, ok D JF e N o A k. B, A RBAARE I O & BRI AT R 2, 4%
PR A IR B A SRR ST AR TR AR EHER . T . RO 2 AT LK 6 0 U TAEBET TIE A

Tabel 6 Tools of AP Recommendation
F#6 APl i LR

T o THAK BARRE S e M | TAERCE G0t
Teyton, et al./”® 2012 IR H U
Thung, et al.”™ 2013 IR R 3
Chen & Xing"®"! 2016 | SimilarTech NLP £ R
Xie & Peil*!! 2006 MAPO SR )
Hindle, et al.!*¥ 2012 F R & b B
Wang, et al.l**! 2013 UP-Miner SRIB )
Raychev, et al.[3¥ 2014 SLANG AR S A PI+RNN | o
Ngyuyen, et al.[*! 2015 GraLan P i Y SR 8
Nguyen, et al.[*" 2016 SALAD [(SEVISEPR Sl
Fowkes & Sutton!®”! 2016 PAM o R AR
White, et al.[% 2016 DeepAPI YRRE 3]
Zhang, et al.”] 2012 Precise KNN .
Asaduzzfman, et al.’" 2015 Parc SimHash SHUHERE 2
Xing, et al.’! 2007 | Diff-CatchUp SCAAHALE
Dagenais & Robillard®? | 2008 SemDiff API L FCR AR API B 4
Zhong, et al.**! 2010 MAM SCAAHABLE HERE
Nguyen**! 2017 API2API Word2Vec
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41 APIEEHRE

SCHR[771%E %) GitHub _FT ) 1008 AN H 484 2 715:93.3% 30 H AL T 58 = J5 88, F XA T H A 7
28 AN I T RN B M B A3 I S P B TRT e Pk 5. 2012 4F, Teyton 25 N8I #1758 = J 2R P (v 0t ol i,
T ok ) 3 2 P A PR A T 4 3 1 2828 8 G AR 2 T H (928 N Logdd SR 1 SLFAT, R GEE 2 iy g 2 5T
BB, 4T RN AT Logdd B, RS0k 25 4fE 72 SLF4T O 3 47 (1135 $8.2013 4E, Thung & AW 48 1 A8 PE 2 1] 156
TR I U), & BT AR 22 I A7 A FH 28 PR 180 B A% A7 0 AR BL AR 406 200 28 A FH 1% 288 P i 2o 2 i 1 58 = 5 2%
J£.2016 4F,Chen il Xing®JF & T SimilarTech 3 F51 7 #7722 fig, SimilarTech SZH5#5 6 Fhif &5 &k 6 715 4
2K % SimilarTech 1 F§ NLP $ RAEHT Stack Overflow | 3¢ T2 FE (K bR 2 25 (5 5L, 0 53 8 J2E 1) 40 TR FE At #R  Jn id
BBt A AL T R 1 2K
4.2 APIF%HfET

Wang I Godfrey > iF 5% & BL: T & A b3 Ak LARG 52 IE A ) APT U JH 91,48 stackoverflow #t X 77 76 Ak % X T
APL i F P2 0 1 ) f8L 481 1, 55 - UTScroll View 25 (1 AH 5 ) 81 30 Y iR 1) T 8 422 kP14 b, WF 8 A B i 7
Z A7 A2 APT I P 51, JF M4 2 7 RE P 1) bR SCHERR A 0@ 1 APT J7 i,
421 FETEARE 0 ik

2006 4, Xie Fl Pei® 5 S 4 H T #2598 APT i 13 471 1) 28 #1573 MAPO.MAPO Jl 1L ACHS 8 2% 5 | 6 3 K &=
AL AR B MR AT JAVA Y5 S I HIE APT J5 i ARG MR EE R Bk 7k 4 Bk LA B APT A FKiHH API
R H R 970 1R AL AT 38 26 R 4 — A 28, MAPO 1§ Fl SPAM SL3:420 48 114 APT 1193 JH 591,

MAPO 53R 7] (1) 25 BA7 AR BRI 0 A v, 25 AR 2 251 APT I FH T 41).UP-Miner 3 & T MAPO 5.7
T P ARG 5 SR 1) 0 AR P T3 45 3 b 8 0 5 W AfG %) APT VA T 2 %1 UP-Miner #E47 1 3 N7 T (AR AL

(1) fH] BIDE W& 50 % p 5142 I8 520k 1248 APL A P 41;

(2)  HREEBIAS APT ¥ 0 1) 300 1% 55 A2 1 R AR DL

(3) RAMERE BRIk KR APL 741, 5] AR 45 H B0 0 A5 AT HE 4

F AR A2 0 VA AE AP R e 5 9240 Jok 2 v b 25 48 DG 3 B (9 1 FH b — B IR 9 (K 4R 2 ) . A grawal
F Srikant®OUE S MR T %7 AZ Sy B I 0 R T AR S I A e L 2 K R T 9 A v T AT,
& GSP kL7, PrefixSpan HLP™ . SPADE S7EPY LA K SPAM A3 i 41 B 54 4 A5 900 o 4 A B A oK
HA T R0 01 SRR 5 01 /N SR P RTS8 2 3R [P 10 1 B A 5 TR 5 FLRE 300K (0 32 408 D v A3 31 1 A
ST TR 22 2 T 5K 1), A2 385 B 4 SR AN R 1) 32 2 S IR 1 it e A8 R A 1 0, HH L T 4R 22 Rt w7 26,451 1 BIDE
HEU SQS-search FiEM L K GoKrimpl 'k BT IX £6 45 55 (1) 859%:,2016 4E,Fowkes Al Sutton® 42 1 T
FE TR 3 A5 1 7R I i S07E PAML 25 31 B R - PAM IS 3 T B 171 69% 0 HER 1 A T MAPO, UPMiner 25
2 LT H
422 FEF ERE S I T

FARTE S A FREAR i N T WL B P8 835 SO PFE 2R 25400 3T HLEE T AP RCR1 2012 48,
Hindle % NP2 H T — P00 R 8 = RIFEEL A 30 52 MR o] 0000 . AT IN B AR TE 5 A R (B0 n-gram
B SRR R T AP HERE S5 80k TAE408.2014 4F Raychev 25 ABYET 5T % T SLANG &% {1 ] n-gram
BERLTIM APT [ FH 5 8148 n-gram A58 59 38 T~ LR 5 R

(1) P HIR 7 I e AT I

(2) AT I P A AR T 1% T TR0 n 00K H AR

RS ] n-gram A5 A7 5 19 5 2 il {0/ APT 8 R 1 9 84 T Ak A I 225K AR 22 56 S ) s Ak 1 B 4 )
LA 7 B EL n-gram B 20 K O BR A, B A APT 1 A7 B 1T A S A5 AR, v ) 32 28 A5 1R 42 T 9 (1038 5 A

FEF n-gram BEAL K SR PR,2015 4 Nguyen 25 N B H T — R+ B G115 55 B8 GraLan, iz B384
gER SRR APT U JH 84— A5 05 Rk APL VLA — 4 I AR B AN T A 2 T A7 A8 4 1 26 2R ol 2 S ol
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PRI U S H 1 SR N R B 2 42 17 B .GraLan 3l i ARAS R 2% 3] APT Al HH B 45 44, 9 1T 5 s I 7
AT E IR, 3BT APT R AR 2 45 3 B 7R :Gralan IHERR S EE n-gram AEALHE & T 20%. AR B AR R ] L
AR I APT [ BRSO AR H T B W i 2 38 I, 75 ZE 08 22 1 1] ) Sk I 2R AR 28, ] i) 575 32 T 22 b > W) 7847
fitt 1 45 14

2016 4, Nguyen 25 NFOL 8 8)F G 10 APL W FEHIBEAT T MR ANBESL, %3+ T SALAD %
48, SALAD fifi FH & & /R v JepE 0 22 3] APT i FH 241,181 10 W78 T FileReader 25 DA & BufferedReader 251 &2 & /K

DN Eit
7=0.99
FileReader.init(String)-0.72
FileReader.init(File)-0.28

1.0

4

7=0.01
BufferedReader.init( FileReader)-0.90
Buﬂe) edReader.init( FileReader,int)—0.09

0.46
/\
Jrik 7=0.00
BufferedReader.readLine()—0. ‘)9
0 26 §
1 0

=0.0
BufferedReader read(char[])—0.64
BufferedReader.ready()—0.33
BufferedReader.skip(long)—0.02

7=0.0

@ BufferedReader.close()— 0 89
FileReader.close()—0.1 1

Fig.10 HAPI for FileReader and BufferedReader objects
K 10 FileReader 35 DL i BufferedReader 2 1) T /R 7] e 7Y

AL 9% 32 AL S 25 7 R (0 90 17,2016 4F Nguyen %5 A0SV 57 s L5 50 $2 42 (A A B g [ B AT A2
PEWER T B TACHS B ) APT #E97 2 APIRECZEH T 50 A~ GitHub FIfIfF FFIE I H A 4 Il 2588, i 3k
Je 113 103 455 050 45 B AT 6T S I4ETE 4SS S, APIREC A 5 T 77%MERG R
423 HETHIERE W

28 10 45 BT A A5 M A e T AR T A B e B R AR ) R e )iz Y AR A Bl ) 2 A A
2014 4, Raychev % A5 Fil RNN #7122 ) APL i1 J7 41). RNN A5 R UM Ve i i APT 5325, JF- T~ — 25 API
D7 B BLHE R ZE 5 | 5 A i+1 25 AP P UL R p(yialyr...yi), W 11 iR,

(1) B2 AR NZ R SHT I APL J7 3% v WS A48 Y. Y=input(y;);

(2)  MRHEZ AT AR EUE AR hioy YRR Y AR BRI B EUZ RIRE hihi=f(hio,Ya);

(3)  BJE AR B2 PR SV BL p(yialyi-..y)=g(hy)

S SRR i+ 2 APL 7 VE PR R, SCBR[107]28 B T BE40 0 S B0 2 122016 4E,Gu 25 A B8R
FH R B 2% 2] AR Sk 2% 2) APL A 541,58 FH RNN Encoder-Decoder 45 711 U08H B2 T 2 i (i 22 190 23 455 750 4 1)
FHHTN () SC A A L3R (BT AT FH ) APL R FH P51
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input: v/ ) output: y'
— ol i
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1

c-hidden layer

Fig.11 Model of a recurrent neural network (RNN)
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A Code Example

1. JinternalFrame frame=new JinternalFrame();
2. frame.setVisible(ture);

3. desktop.add(frame);

4. Dimension d=new Dimension(100,100);

S frame setsize(: |

d

A Parameter Usage Instance

Method Name: setSize

ethod Receiver Type: javax.swing.JFrame
Parameter Position: 0
Feature: JInternalFrame new JinternalFrame
setVisible add Dimension new Dimension

Fig.12 Parameter usage instance
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