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Abstract: Software progression is a fundamental ingredient of software. When changes are made to software, they
will inevitably have some unpredicted effects and may cause inconsistencies with other parts of the original
software. If the effects induced by the changes affect the whole system, an alternative change proposal may be
required instead. Hence, change analysis is necessary before change implementation. This paper presented a
compact intermediate representation for object oriented programs based on formal concept analysis—lattice of class
and method dependence (LoCMD). Then, based on LoCMD, the study proposes a change analysis model, which
includes some activities before change implementation, i.e., program comprehension, impact analysis and change
assessment. The empirical study demonstrates the effectiveness of the representation and the change analysis model,
and will help maintainers gain a better understanding about the change proposal.

Key words:  formal concept analysis (FCA); impact analysis; change analysis; change assessment; lattice of class

and method dependence

B B BT O, B A AT A 69 AR R — e T 69 vl AN A R AR 6 R — B e R
BT R R BV EA R, T BT B8 RS 2O SR 025 7. B b A 3608 1 A, & B3t AT 4R
0915 BT R IATIE AT T B B R T B AT A R 4 7 E AT B A TH XA HAR R H
TR AR @&t ZALS T AT —— £ 5 F R RBHE(LOCMD); 4 5 2L T LoCMD, 32tk 7 —HF 5B #rAE A,
ZAR 0,4 TSR AT — & 2| SIS B & ), LA IS B X 9425 B2/ . Bom T VA BAS BORAE . 230 4%
RAATH#R 449 LoOCMD Fofs BARR 494 20 A A Bh T 449 AR 2t B 32 th 4915 B BUBK B IE A 09 22 /R 5
RF

KR R SIS AT S BOTE IS AT, £ 5 kR Bk

« JEETH: K E AR K4 (60973149); [E 5K A B 4 0 3k 4:(20100092110022); 1 [E R} 2 e Bk AR WF 5T BT v S LR IR 5%
TR S % TP 4 (SYSKF1110); 8 M K 500 75 1 - 3% 40 18 S0 43 (Y BJJ1102)
W R TE): 2010-07-05; & i [): 2011-03-29; & i) a]: 2011-07-01
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REESES: TP311 XHEtFRIRAD: A

E KA A R0 o 58 0 A PR S AR B 7 £ 3% 20 T P O T g 3 8 R e
PHE BOZ AT LY I 3L AR T E AB BT DU U P $2 OB I i SR Pl TS R A LI 4 R, s 2 TR
BRI A AR A5 5 2 A 0 A AT A8 DU 7 5 0 X AP 16 At P8 03— S0 A 140 5% W0, B SR
PEBIAS — BOPE A0 R SEEZAE S5OTT 75 16 JAS e BT T R AZ A T 85 1A AR I8 2 o 7 2% RE LAt 8 57 S8 sk
F FLPT T R B DR A S A8 S, 7 BRGSO AT 2 B LR R BRAR . B 3 A LR OO A AE 0o
SERAFYES (s 2B BL
JE XM 73 Hr (formal concept analysis) LA 2 44 (1 S ML 2 U AATTERAIE 17— i Y 027 B, b
PSS PR 2O 5 5 U vk 2 ey iRk o655 R 12 Ganter 25 Ak JLAE 4 — AN IR 4 AT 7 v Ak 58
B T AKFL VIR, FERE e AT R B A5 A 512 18 o L M 40 W B R A 0 DR AU L 45 302 0
WP B G AT 0 R T A A S R 1 D R A T TR A (1) RSN E A A%
T8 PR AL LR s s, 78 N S B 2 57 3 P SR AR Sy T 2R AA BE D, AT 45 A BL
i ) PEAR MB35 53— T i, T 3O G A S I i — J0 96 AR 48 L BUAE Bt S v R AR P e
KA [N ELSE L AE Sl 7 O & 20 A A8 B A5 L 1) AN Wi A e A SOFs T8 M 20 W SR I 48 2o B v,
T TTER S W JLA 5 1
1) APl S O 18 O BT RO T i SRR v ) 2 %, 28 T I Bk, LoCMID;
2) A LoCMD 23 #r Bt iR Jo 38 2 18] AR A OG ARl B A s B A
3) T LoCMD HEAT SEM 3 B, NS SR G SO 5575 925 2 IR S i 4, O HL 48 S Wi 4 v R B g 2%
T of 53 iy DR] 7 88 A MR AR A2 5 Wi AL 1, vl RARISE AN vk ml RESZ 252 0 (1 vl REVE;

4)  FUF R o A oE S AG 2 00 52 M B 45 SR AT B DOV AN SO Rl R R JRE 10 2R R R s S RS A
& DB AT BEXT 2R 48 7 AR 1) 5 WA T JEE 2 5% R0 R AT L SR AR S 4l 7 N 52 Al HE R 15 5 32 A B R X
S RPN G SR R R

5)  JE IS B AN R ORI UE AR S e BT BR (K AT 28 S 45 2R LoCMD MBS LE 3 75
BT HLREWS A7 00 16 28 55 T ik 2 A (R MR G 285 03 A S Wi 23 M ok B34 80 10 70 3R S DR 1 O 3G
52 5 Wi K AT R A B DAL i, 24 N 5% R LI e 8 5 5 i R 1 i R B v R W S A R KRS L B
o 2 o N2 PSR P P O A SR A3, AR D 5 W R 0 AT A6 KO PP Al 122 5 Wi 2 45 R 52 s R A8 SO 7 (1
ARFEARTT.

ARSCE 1T BRaE — 8T8 S & 0 A 5 T SR A 3 58 2 1 4 HH — R 8 S 2 M 1A T 1 6 R Y
AR T 8556 3 IR R RTTE UL & 2 M R AT B B 28 4 192 SEIRHFIT. 26 § 192 AT e i AL TE
M 73 AT AR P TR i W A LB 58 AR s 12 g DL 20 TAE.

1 BABMSORERRS

TERME & M ER 4 T — R S B AG L8 2L 1k 18 200 i 05 2, Ho N2 2 201 5 S o2 AT R P
(2 R) KR MM B AN T X M P 5. B 55 W00 1R 52 R 5 70 3 5 237 v 1
X GRR A T 2R 5 T J PR Ay T 2 1

EX 1R = (formal context)). 7 & X — =784 (0,AR),HH,0 BERM G HE40A ZIER BT
HLER 2 O F A ZIEI — 0K R W2 RSOXA.

4R S5, AT A& AT LA B2 U1 5t R E &

EX 2(Fx & (formal concept)). JEAMEE RAILFEEA BN — 4B AN SR KES, & X —
JEALXY), I H X 55 Y Z [ 2 X 55 2 o(A)=XAo(0)=Y, J i,

(A)={oeO|VaeY:(0,a)eR}, o(0)={acA|VoeX:(0,a)eR}.
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X FR A JE ZME 2 1) 1 4T (extent), 7Y Bk A T 2UHE -3 1) Y I (intent).

T M & 2 )38 A ARG — P 2 IR () 9% 28 R T8 6 X ot 2 R 3 SO S 5 PR R R AR

TE X 3(FHE=(subconcept)). —ANMEE col(Xy, Y1) A2 7 — NS co2(Xy,Y2) T A (col<co2), il

col<co2eX XYY

TR R X A R it T —Fh A SR IR Y ¢ & . Birkhoff BL7E 1940 4ERLIFH T X RE(RHE S 4% J& — Ffr 52
St Bl IS % EAT B P ES A E  LL R T

TE X A(HE 2 H& (concept lattice)). i 4 L(Co),L(Co)={(0,A)e2°x2*|0=XrA=Y}.

E X 5(T# 5 (infimum or join)#0_L # 5 (supremum or meet)). A& CL(X,Y)F C2(X,,Y,), M:

o T (XL YDA Y2)=(XamXa, a(X1nXy));

o EHIF (X, YD) V(X Y2)=(2(Y1NY2), Y1NY2).

o T A 0B 0 38, 0 SR S B SR R B AT AN AE S PR, R b s AR B O N B B SE B B A
5 — T fa] (R RS 7T bR ad v A A M s T 7 ) B A

Frid A TE A% 00 It H, HE Lo :0)=A({coeL(Co)loeExt[co]}).

HLrr Int[col Bl Ext[co] 43 il &4 TG 3 co M NIRRT A AE. 2K JE 35 co A& IR a s K I HE A ) B2 co bR
10k aeA; Mk JCHE co RAMENR o IR /NS I S co hrich 0O T A IS EE KT Ho) & 7E & A1 11
HME T HAFLE 0, T A LE /N T pu(@) (M 2 7EARAT] 1Y 1A Ve T A7 AT

7T A2 T 3N 28 43 BT (10— 2 35 A s S % FRATT A 17 P 2% 45 A 2 AR 40 A8 5 48 T A R 1) — S 10 Sk 7 P
(1 Ak 5 A R — LR i 2

1) AME e T ARG IFEERE R —H R KE X R IME S,

2) MRS ROR TR S LSRR K R IR 52K

3) MRS 1 — 2o B T AU 5 LA 2R M AR G B A% T ER, AT RE TR A AN R 20 G ) A AR S e

Bk IR IO 2R

WAL 5% T B 300 5 55 78 58 PR 2 ) 5% & 1 — A 55 22 (compact) I H. 56 % (complete) ) 2 s ML A )

DA AR 22 At mT S PRV RR AIE, A S0 96 T T 2N A8 40 AT 1 I 0 2 2k T BT 3 /NRRAIEREAT

2 EETIHERBE

AR SCUF R IAE o3 Bt 2 T U AR 1) 2 A ZEAT (10, 8 3 Y50 £ 2 A R0 20 AP 6 7 28— bl it 2 11 o ) 2R
718 X LA R 3B 23 BT B KA 3 T 170 6 50 R 1 RO 2 M AR I 18 X B JEEA TG SO 3l W it R e — 28
Fil G R T Gy T A T 16 068 S P v, AABE T S s 8 AR 2 2 0 i B T 0 0 B30 5 v i AT I i, 3

75 AR 351k (lattice of class and method dependence, fii #% LoCMD). H:r #31& LoCMD 875 30 % 425, 2 vk
& B 7 1 3 % 5 8 3B 2 )1 26 R o SR 5 T 2 IR K ok .
EX 1(EE5FHFEKBKL R (class and method dependence)). 28 ¢ Ml 7% m, 24 H A 436 20 F 41
Z—

o Jidkm A c AR

o J7iEm A ¢ AT —ANRLIR;

o MM I KK T m;

o ZE MO Kok m R

(K, LoCMD St —FiiE i, g LR

EX 8(EE5HEKBME(LoCMD)). 45 E R Mg LoCMD,L(Co)=(N,E),C J&H — R FZE T 2 4 ik
HIEE M JE H— R 5 R R4S M(C)FR 2K ¢ BTk ik e & 4.
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neN<Ext[n]={ceC|Vmelnt[n]:meM(c)}AInt[n]={meM|VceExt[n]:meM(c)} 1)
(n,m) e E < Int[n] < Intfm] A Zk € N : Int[n] < Int[k] < Int[m] 2
BRI RO 8 L, A K (1)FR R LoCMD Eag Y iR s B R, A ()% 7R LoCMD L5 iz
ESRaRES S
FRATAE AL A A A B I FATT G AT R B T 1) X R ) LoCMD. I 1 — 1 B iy S48 R e adl o 23
13R85 U5 ik 2 ) (AORC 2R AR 5 #3885 B U S N T A T I0 R R R, T LK 1

class C1{ class 4 {
private it x. private C'2 ¢2;
public void ML(){x=10:} public void M6 (}{c2.M3():}
public void M20){ML(:} 3

} clasgs C5 extends C'34
class C2 extends C'1{ private int z
private int y: public void M7(){M3():}

public void M3(){y=5:} public void M8(){z=2: }
public int MA({MLI(): ;3

b class C6 {

elass C3 { private C2 ¢2;
private CL el: private C5 ¢S,

public void M5 (‘) public void M9()
. {elMIL():} {c2.M3():c5. M3():}
H public void M10(){}

H

Fig.1 Asimple Java example program
1 —/ME R Java SRR

Table 1 Formal context of the example Java program in Fig.1
F1 K 1LLOIRFRIEAN R
ML M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8 M9 MIO

C1 v v v v

Cc2 v v v v N N

C3 v v v

C4 v v

C5 v N v v

C6 M v v v

TR %2, B8 I M 40 M1 LR Galicia(http://www.iro.umontreal.ca/~galicia/) F 3 2E i 1 TE TS 5
XN T RBE A% P 2 s B8 2(a) 2 2B BT LoCMD 1 1 367 ik 4 1A 1m0 0 67 8- A1 )W TE S0 52
PRIG(E )RR B MEbRIC (1 HE4), 8 ik 12 M JRATT T LA WA o 39 25 A M & 2 T B 415 55 R LA
KRR K Z . 2(b) A2 TS TG 1 58 3 N 25 (S E LS ), e T LT e R A L 1) i S AT IS P o B 4 3.
fii4E LoCMD [15€ i C 2 th— RANETTHA ML S M E I —RVTTEA M E S ceCM(C)E R
2 ¢ T K 7 SR A BRATT AT LAAS B0 3 A5
5132 1. LoCMD b (fks e 4 FATIXFE B FE 2 (c,M(c)) 84 (C,M(C)).
513 2. WUR(CM)ERFEANTCE MBS B4 McM(c).
3138 3. WM R PRI T IR T AN, A X BT R 2 MAFAE I R R A BAUH XA R EAT 12 17
FEAEAE R DG R B B AT 8 T R — AN R (B iR 1 A K).
5| B
(1) XF5IE L R e b AR E S R RN ¢ I8 A B S R X AR L R
¢ JIT MR D7 i A R AR A an R & TT R TP ANt — R PR AR & C A 2 X 2,i% %
TG ER I PR RO S I AR R S ) v AL SR A
(2) XTHIH 2rE R myI B 1 A7 R & TR P IANE R B — RV A IS Carss (D)4 ITR,

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



1372 Journal of Software #kfF24% \Vol.23, No.6, June 2012

T PR 2 F 3K 8 258 B AR 1 L 1] 5 VE A R AR A ML T M(e) A2 A C R — AN J0 3 TR IR U7 2
RS, thiE X 6,1 McM(c).

() AT HIH e 7, B L 4 A ATRAR RS T7 B AAEAOBOR R, 1K 4 AP i ]
Iy PR AR TR — A2 (B K, 53 b — AN SR AT 2 ) A7 5 A% 338 R JH 56 3R 0 LA &
JTUF IR R R 7 VR TR T A AR R SR R AAEAE X P A,

co0={{C1.02,C3.04.C5.C6}.4 1}

¥=) col={{C1.C2.C3}{M1}}

wE=] - - - -
co2={{C1,03,05}.{M5}}
cod3={{02,04.C6}.{M3}}

m it} !HM] xl G} tl—l’MB} =, . k
$E] u-u xe-u Ll cod={{C2.05.C6}.{MI}}
cos={{C1.C2} {MI1M2.M4}}
cob={{CL.C3} {MIM3}}
10 coT={{C3.C5} AM5.M7}}

o ,m o tm)/»m Sarg | v co8={{C2,04},{M3.M6}

weg | 8ED \“'5 o] MED/RELL | 00={{(2.06} . {M3.MO}}
c010={{C5.C6}.{MS.M9} }
\ coll={{C'1} MM M4 M5}

i i i e col2={{C2},{MLN2,M3 M4, M6, MO} }
col3={{C3} {MLN5 M7}}
col4={{C5} {MS.NT.MSNY}}
col5={{C6},4 M3 MS MO0} )

*1=f * ¥1:0 =0
S E=(C1} ™ M=) | is-{cz;/ WE={C5} | WE={cE}

¥I=u col6={{ } {MI.M2.N3 M4 N5 M6.M7.MS MOMLO}}
$E]
(a) MESHE IR £ 7R (b) 12t A5 A M2 1 1 S A P R

Fig.2 Concept lattice for the formal context in Table 1
2 R 1B ST RIS R
LOCMD 2 [ ] % G2 17 i) — P 1 L B R 1 Sl 2 7R .LoCMD 1 76 28 11 7% X0 2k T DA Ik g b b iy ) b
LA TETH R W C6 P i, 1 Se 4k B C6 Jxt I (1A% JG 25 (co15), 1% JG 2% ) bl [77, 7T LAAS 21 L B A
W J715{M10,M8,M9}. 53 41 LoCMD  $& 4t T —Fft 2 AL AL IR, S Bt T 28 5 07 V4 B MABRE 5, 3X kg 5% Wi 55 A 1
BT R A T K.

3 EF LoCMD B9f& 7 #riRE

ASCARE T sCOBE & 73 BT BORBEAT A& 0 B, W 1 3 7 B G 250 B2, 1 S Mg AR (1) LoCMID, 2R JA
£ LOCMD _EJEAT M1 20 FRE P B, P AR 5 X L2 A0 0% AR BEAT 52 W0 20 M7, 19 2158 i 2 3 i AR 52 i S EA T 18 14
PEAN 15 BB SOOR AL 45 SRR AR 4HE 0 M A X 2635 ).

LoCMD

Program
comprehension

Impact
analysis

——P»{ Assessment
result

Fig.3 Change analysis model
3 B bR

Impact set
Dependences

Change
assessment

3.1 EFIEE
TEAF e L R b, o B ARl 2 3 O R HEAT R P B I H O S A AT HEAT BEAR AT — B, 3R
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fIT#93E T LoCMD, 3l i i Mk, B ATT o] LA it 7 v 28 5 5 vk 2 TR) B M R R AT 20 A7 AR 0 M 5 4% 1) )L/
HE, FRATT AT DL T i) 0 PR 7 0 3 2 ) ) — AR R (45 A I 2),
(1) MRS R T I AN G5 8 k2 i — R R R A28, i 2 JT7R,co010<<cod(u(M8) < 1(M9)), 't
TR T AT 71k M8 2B AR #iT MO; AT FE,co12<<co8({C2) < {C4)),'t 1] LAfRE h 2 C4 Ttk
HR 7 VR R RE R S C2 T
(2) AR HE S IC R c014(/(C5))F col5((C6)) I b S i ok v (KA & 70 = A 7 ¥ M8 i bwid iX
DL C6 F1 C5 AR 772 M8; ALl M, ot e 75y Xof o7 (1) — S A 0 28 19 T 0 S0 1 AN 28T b
03X 0] LAERE ST TR X S I
(3) HHHEAT C6 FrFt MMM & IGE col5(H(CB)) I b nl ik I fth— L& 0 3, IX S & T J L ik
FEFRAR, 33X TT AL Sk 3 2 75 195 (M3, M8, M9, M10) 2% C6 4 A (1 ).
FF LU 3 5B LA & LoCMD 1 3 A5 21, FRATT AT AER A2 ) o 28 LA K v 2 TR MG 0% 28 B 5 pR
AT A8 0oy BT I X6 R v — M8 50 35 22 TR PRI AT DG R TR TR 01 R 2 AT 2 1 S 1) A AR G 8 T X S8 50 R AT S T I
S 43 )T LA S A VA
32 EWaH
N ERAN AT A DU, 152 2 S 0P (0 LA 358 0 3 ol — 8 98 4 10 52 ), AT s R A R AN — Bk R 1B
S 3 T S P SR VR ) 2 6 5t 2k A 388 4 A SR 6 s 6 i T4 S i 20 A7 3o R A0 B N 16 5 5 0 Ak
PEZLHEAT (45 05 30 I 40 07, U S 1T B A TR R 32 BE O T On RV A R I T R AR AR
AR SCHEAT 56 W0 3 AT RGBSR I Hh — ZR 51 BEAG 501 A Al T 35 1 42 )t 52 ) 5 A 5 1) [ 7 VR A R AR
PATAE R 43 BT 1) J5 vk 2 BAK AT LoCMD _F ¥ i A B 152 :(1) LoCMD b i) b ] S [ 45 s BT s ack 1) 5 ¥ B i
LB I S PTRRAC I % T0 3% Bk, He 52 R (1R N5 (2) R T FE L BEAE U 28 7 T B AN T VA B X S A
SR 2 ) 1) T ] s PR IS G SRRk (8 S 2 | D) I 52 R R R A 3K VO e {1 A T A T 2 R %
THQ)MEE, HT LoCMD _FJinl b ] 3 [ 5 bk B8 22 (4 28 AR, i G o m] B A7 A 50 22 1) — SR TR 2B
28, i1 LI 6 5 Y T 52 5 M P B 5 /)N 35 (2) A B U2 VE SIS e & el (1 28 1) L I, SRR AS B R s 2
16 B 28 () B 3 a2 B R T (9 1 2 B I S A R R R R T IX AR I, AT LoCMD. ERE—A
MU R ST —FhBE R FR O B Rl F (impact factor, K IF), 5% 548 245 27 (9254 LoCMD _EARICIIT R N
££4{c01,C0,,...,0.}, 1l LOCMD %7t &K (520 A 74 2 X

IF,=m+ !

m [l

> min(dist(i, j)) +1

i=1

Horhm %75{c04,c0,,...,COn} P AEME BIIE M TCH cop AT IS4, min(dis(j,i)) & 7m M T 5 co; B coj 1) £
A T A 2R 1) B /D T A% o A B A AR T P A R T ke, BT A o SR T AN OB 22, R i DR
R B SR A 70 32 B 529 A8 K 28 T A PR A e 3 e, L i DR AR 1 A B (R i 4Rl — 2
FA 500 R~ b ack 18 7 325 I 2L 8 1 B 3 g s ) L BRI, % g 2 A 52 8 3K B ST K 1) ) AR
B ZAE UM IR {CLCo, ... Crd B SGE R 43 BT T DA% G R J LB BEAT

1)  7F LoCMD FH5IIX KB ic (M5 76 3% R 1% J1{c04,0y,...,COn};

2)  1F LoCMD _|it52{co.,c0,,...,cOn} i) b ] i HIA% TE 2 I ES

3) ML S R T oy 3, F S Y A B 0 T A R 0 3R s e

4) g b0 A3 B RS 70 FE AL A AT ¥ R i DR AN K BN BEAT HE Y P T B LR T 3 TN Y (1 7

15,06 X T R A e i 2 BN S 1 v, Bk s A 4 AR

W 1 PR R B R AT {C1,C2,C6}iX 3 MRBEAT AR 128, YU e MITEBE &A% LT hiic s o =%,
Jy{co11,c012,c015}; % 2 #, 15 LoCMD I HiiX 3 /Mg s & 1] Bl ik A% e R IR 5 &R 2 158 2 (K 2
RGN T A I7ERR SR ) Lk i i e 28); 58 3 A0 i X Seag Ju R s I8 7, W& 2 s Ja— A B a8

© PEBEBSAITT  hip:/ www. jos. org. cn



1374 Journal of Software #kfF24% \Vol.23, No.6, June 2012

XUt LR AT, LA S AT RR IS R T, i E 2 AR 3 BT R. AR 2 AR 1 B RN BUE, He e R AUE L,
%A SE R
Table 2 Impact analysis for {C1,C2,C6} changes
%2 XI{C1,C2,COMIME B4 B

Priority Node Method IF
1 co5 M2, M4 2.3
2 col M1 2.2
2 co3 M3 2.2
2 co4 M9 2.2
5 col5 M10 2
6 co8 M6 145
6 col0 M8 &5
8 co2 M5 1.3

25 SE 2 UG AR 8 I 52 W 4 B, T DAV 5545 31 57 B0 AR S 0 10 T v, 9F X S 7 v T T — AN
IR ¥ B S, 38 W 12 7 72 T R 52 0 S ) PR R 8 8 e5C VP A gl 2 4 T8 T 2 M0 43 AT P 5 i R 8 SR 3R AT
3.3 BT

0 ERA JEAT Y4 i, 75 AT 05 SSOPP A B 0 A 15 S G O B IR A Y G ST AR ST A B PE
A5 2 FE T8 DO W 3 AT T S IR 5 B 6 SR SR R AT (). B SR 40 E 0T S SRR A B B R Ol R JEE (impactness), i
AR

m

ALy

_ _i=1
Impactness = =4—,

2R
=1

S, 3 BRSO N AR 2 6 R 1 R AT SR ATAS SO T 2K (K, n 7R LoCMD Hh I A3 TR R 2 A8 TN 52 58 1 1 U5
TR PR BT DD RT I PR 0] A8 5O TP — S8 8 i oK PR 58 MR EAT T m - 379 32 B4 S8 130 B4 Ui 28
S (1 75925 1R B, DR T 5% Wi P52 PR 2 A O~1 i 2 PO 3R ) AR % 2 3B AT 4 e b Ay, 2 SR 5% i J32
1 MR AZAE T 58 BT R IR 552 i o P2 K 3P ol 7 2307 2% R B 8Ty 6, B I FHT T AR R 4, e
N BT A2 2 B ) JBE 45 SRR R e 15 4 2% B X507 R %S W S 25 A1 th 497 N BRI 2 R 45 8 2 ME T
7 58 BATRT BLIE P52 B BN IRIAE 805 S840 DA e 28 10 5 SR S8 T4

TAVEFEIEFE 1 (] 7 FE e R Ui WG CSOOP Al BB IUAE £ H A A8 55 2802 X 2R{C1,C2,C6}HE I,
RN IE{C2,C3,COME e FA 170 T v S Y A 5 S AR i B AR S B 2 2K 2 A BB 1 BT SRR S
SN 072,58 2 5 &I BE S5 RO 0.64. IX P AME X805 58 10 52 Wi L 45 SRt mI 1, 565 2 8 2805 58 S 4 xt
R G RV AE S S/, DR T 4R N B3 AT BAE 658 2 BT SRS tiAE U

UL, FATT5E BT RS O S it i A S o0 A I Bl 38 A SCHIAE B B R R, T LRSS AT I % 45 S
it 4 A8 15, 1 SR T R b 7 SRR AT A e R R AT S O AR AT R e A R b e —
AN TR S WA AR N 53 AT DU i 5 e AR BRI OB A R R I R, AT A R B A X TR
ORI R T BT G LT (R R R s AT B8 R A8 CSUS P K S0P, DR RS B R 1 2

4 EHAH
AT A — AN TT R BV R G, A2 A F BERIE UG e o3 A 28 (9wl A7 P R Rk

41 KEHR

FRATT 3% I R 5T S 49 2 S s . FH 19— A~ T EL JHSA(Java hierarchical slicing and applications),iZ% T. HH +
T Java RPN IRUL R LA SR LB 2 B I — Se Bk 2 4 L BRAT T A R I RRCAS S A T s EE T AR 8
ARAS 3K 8 N RA IR P Se vt WA 3753 3 v 3 LATRIR 8 M ALIRA )5 28 247 ~5 4 TR /RIX 8 M4k
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FERAS T AN B T7 IR AN B DL R RE AT B ARG AT X 8 AN AL A 22 56 UE LoCMD A5 Wi 73 A H AR A 2%
PELL S B VA BOR.
Table 3  Statistics of the JHSA programs in the 8 evolution versions

=3 JHSA FEFFHY 8 AN AL ICAS I 8E v B d

\ersion 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Classes 6 7 9 8 12 12 12 12

Methods 101 103 114 111 135 144 145 147
Lines 901 1193 1562 1420 1821 2 030 2117 2243

e T TR LoCMD, FRATT 32 BT 5 JL RIS LA K RO 5 24 10 7 o A P2, RIS 15 2 i DR 5 D i 2 TR
A F 5 08 52 Wi 43 T R0 A A0, AT 2 DAOKS ity 52 R 6 P X A R b R AT A RO S0 0 118 5P A
AE 7, FATT I 0 FEA RRAS At P RIE 2507 56 AR5 T ST U BCEATT I PP Ak 45 R, 18 = T 20 Hr A PR R e ok
50 FLPPAN fE

XL S o3 A4 B P AS FE B br RS 1 (precision) FT 7 56 JEE (coverage). K Aff J5E T Sk 17 Bt 5 i £ 45 L (1)
RSO, s 5 Wi 4R 45 R 55 Ty vh B0 IE 32 52 R R P 70 38 1 W R R i 78 i J88 P A P88 2 5 i 4R 45 IR 11 22 4 1k,
FoR P vk S 0 5 i £ 45 R RE S 78 o AR Th BLAE SZ S WA 23 R B I PIAN B AR AR g AR
| Actual _Set m Estimated _ Set |

| Estimated _ Set |
| Actual _Set m Estimated _ Set |
>"| Actual _Set |

XA X |Actual _Set| 5 78 S AN S PR 7 (1F) 3 [ P BT X6 I8 1) SI2 B 5% Wi 42 76 38 AN 44, |Estimated _Set|
BT FEAN 5] R0 T A A FE AT 10 5% 43 BT B AR BT USRI 52 5 R T R KN B, D) Actual _ Set | 7 S B o
BT 52 56 W 1) 70 38 A B0 FRATTIE I R AR AL, LAt M A RiAS 2 T SE2 s 2B A8 T 5 1R 3R s SE B R S R B2 0 1
XA BE O B, G| A B MR TR A T

(1) #|Actual_Set|=0,Precision=0,Coverage=100%;

(2) #i|Estimated_Set|=0,Precision=100%,Coverage=0.

42 KREREGHH
42.1 LoCMD A %tk

FATAPIATT I35 W] LoOCMD A R :— o JL RS, = HLA 26 28 5 T vk 2 I HOBOR 2% O, B 22 4
AN 24T RIS JHSA FEFP 1 8 AN ALRUA BT AR i) LoCMD (4% I 3 FIAN 45, AT T DU 3] 3% 284 T
FIAEERLE 40 A LU AL G AR ] 4 — AR P Je s GRS ) AR ZE H — A7 ks Rl 2 — A
PR P A 35 AR 2 SR Bl DI A% 6 TR AR P STl AR 45 A1 85 D K, 36 4 55 34T R X 2 JHSA FEIF 1 8 AN A
JIT T N AR 2 4 76 38 AN B0 URRR 7 TR SRR VE AN BUR RN L 26, A SR T AT, LoCMD IS L oy 5 e A (%
AUPEA BRI 20% 7645

Table 4  Statistics of the JHSA programs in the 8 evolution versions
F 4 JHSAFLIFI 8 MR AS 1) 48 v B die

Precision = x100%,

Coverage = x100%.

\ersion 0 il 2 3 4 5 6 7
Lattice nodes 18 21 23 27 32 36 38 39
LN/(C+M) 0.17 0.18 0.19 0.23 0.22 023 024 0.25

MSEHG 45 K, LoCMD R RIE EG A% 98 A 40O P RS MR 22 7 JHSA B2 /7 1) 8 ML RRUAS b B SR L
P A R 2 i e 3R A Bt R R S AN B AR 4. 53 Ak 6 2R 5 75 ik 22 T AR 0% 2 1) T e R 1, B
ATTAT LA 1 2 75 i (coverage) X — i & fis b R A B, DR, 3 ML AT A 55 G858 0 0 AT v SR T 0 R A
BB AFS1(IF>1 I (5 Wi S 45 RALEE 1 DA ml RESE 58 W0 1 5 1R) I AR5 Wi B 45 SR (0 B8 ot K 4(d) h 3RAT T
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PAF 2 IF>1 I, LA o B2 400 100%. It i &5 R AT LA H,LoCMD REAR U 73 M1 I IR 2R 5 Tk 2 TR (1)
MHB G F DT A2 18] 2 75 S 2 4 1R DR ke, ARSI 22 4 P P A 77 T ok 20 A 3R RO RE e v ) 3 7s D7 ki 7 1
R R

—+—Precision —=— Coverage —+—Precision —=— Coverage
120 1 120 |
o 100 + < 100
g g A
> 80 ﬂ*’\\_ s SOty N
g 60 g 600 = e £
g 40 N " 5 a0l N\ i
5 \ N i 5 W
a 20 N 7 e a 20
0 v 0
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Transaction Transaction
(a) IF=3 (b) IF=2.3
—+—Precision —=— Coverage —+—Precision —#— Coverage
120 120 |
= Sy — —
S 100 S 100 i
> 80 & 80 |
(5] [<5)
g 60 e SO g 60 |
1= - \ = o e
g 20 & 20 *
0 0
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Transaction Transaction
(c) IF=3 (d) IF=2.3

Fig.4 Precision and coverage of estimated methods in different IF ranges
Kl 4 AT e ERL 1~ Yo L 1 FR) S 0 B 8 SR FRDRS iff 1 45 7 o S5

4.2.2  FHW5HTEORA R

T 23 BT B AR B 0V B MORS ot 8 R8T 5 B AN O 1T R 2% 1 SR 5 R By, 1 I R i 43 T B R IR
ST R T A AT RESZ R M K TG 3R IR AN B3R T ) A B TR SRR v IR A RN K
S AE R R I 1) 22 5 A6 A AR R P T B2 5 ) (1) 358 40 18] 4 3R 7R JHSA T2 7 IR AR A0 S 72 o A (7] 5 i BT -3 B 1
RS MAAR 5 B RG A B RN 78 55 B 1 4(a) 28 M R 7E 3 DAL 1¥ U7 V2% ()RS ff B R0 7 i B 48 I, AT LU 381, KR 4
D3 VE IRURS 1 P #8453 10096.3X 15 B 3 6 5 VA TE 52 A8 o0 vh #1075 A A 1508 o8, 1 G 788 6 B8E LU /N W A g )
PR30 Bl P9 T 5545 31 1) SEBR 52 56 0 1Y) 5 6 LU D I8 A AR 22 52 B 52 5% W R D Y AN TR iZ s i DR - Y T 2 AR
TE 3 1] 4(b)~ ] 4(d)mT LUF B, Bt A 52 0 D8] 5 182 65 P 32 ok, 552 M 6 25 SR vl 10 7 3 PR RS At 3 W A8 /N T 7 i i T
IR AR A(d) T DU B B 45 SRS BE K 270 40% 20 A, T 7 i 5 #1042 100%. 3 150 BH FRAT T (%) 52 1 43
AT R B 8% A7 250 SO BT A T R 52 5 MR PR D7 323, 9 HL R TI0I FR) 3 6 Ty vk vy RS A RE T LLIR B 40% A5 451X e
A3 AR S BB LU HE N B 8 AR T 52 5 R 3 1R IR T
4.2.3 ESOTALARE

TEATT, TAT I X JHSA th— AN RRAS [ B FME 807 S HEAT VRAl SR 2 M8 PP Al A R

FeATTIEHL Version 1 /E A WFFE R4 46 Version 1 1 —3445 7 /2% (Vertex,Edge,Nodelnfo,SDGraph,Graph, test,
InnerEdgelterator) ILLE R A B FME O &, 0038 5 28 1 51, IX W RME ol E AR 2 £ X 3 AT & S .
58, BATA O MAS ) LoCMD, Wl 5 ;48 Ja AR 5% w8 U X PR AT G 2oy R e B, L3R 5 28 2
FIL N R E R X P RME BOT AR B ) 3 AN AR B 1 FME BT S s B LU BN, VA 0.45; T 5 2
P& U7 2 BRI BE ik 0.72,52 LL S 1 A& 0y S s i E DR BT B AT BUR 7 8 AR B oy &2 3Rl i
F Lo MR A28 1R 7 XX 3 AN KT 500, A % 7 SDGraph Hhigh A7 ] #L 1 — L85 LRI RT ;1 28 2 A g
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U7 Z AT ZEXS SDGraph H ) — L8 U5 ik AT A5 2, 18 ZEXT Graph TR £ T ik AT A8 20 N SEBR BUR K,
R 1 FE 2007 58 0 SR B0 56 0 B /0 G G 3 ARt B A T DASR D 58 W) J3 3 A J5 AT B PP il 2
R
Table 5 Two change proposals for Version 1 of JHSA program
£ 5 JHSA FLF Version 1 RRAS (1K) P R & 7 %

Change proposals Impactness
Vertex, Edge, SDGraph 0.45
Vertex, Edge, Nodelnfo 0.72
1 2 3

¥ |=[zlazz Graph_C ¥I={InnerBdgetterator, edges, getFirst Bdge From Nest'vertex}
$E=f ®E=]

¥ |={add0ut Edga, get OutEdgeTo, remove EdgeTo} B ¥ I={get Nexi % |={get Codesof File2}
$E= ¥ E={Innerb % E-ftest]

. 12 xﬁm

# |={clearBdgehtarks, sethiark E} # I={addBdg # I={NodeInfaZ}
¥E=] E={} ¥E={

AN

¥ |={Fdgel, Edge5, ec ¥ I={addBdge, add ¥ |={add‘értex2} 22, ¢ ¥ |={Mode|nfall texhiarks, get B
¥ E=[Bdge] ¥E=] ®E=[ # E=[NodeInfo}
L]

WY

¥ |={Graph, add“&rex1, containzs Bdge, contains Edga 5, contains'vertex, getiverte:
¥ E=[Graph}

1
moel

Fig.5 Lattice of class and method dependence for Version 1 of the JHSA program
5 JHSA F2/% Version 1 JRAS 125 5 J5 4 diks

43 i1 it

T 2N 23 A 5 T8 e 23 17 100 485 B 2 BEAAR BAE & R o — R AT 28I RE e v T) 367 (B 55 T i MOk ). =S
EAZ D ) RN 1A T 2 KOS B R BB S T AL (1) T R RRE A RS
J7 1k Z IR RO OC R RV % ) R OR AN BB X 43 28 15 77 VR TR RO OC R 2R B (4 7K« R 48) (R e B &2 fig
B8 I ASE A 4GS C55 I 23 B v FR S S L e 0 B ) AR R B T T 5B SOt R AR KOS R I TR W e 2 3
XSG DAL 5 W TR 1A A B R AT 1R A A% GE 1K) P TR 7 (0 28 58 M P ) L B AT 5% ) 23 A, #6328 o ] 7 b i
M3 8 B DR G AN [R] R 22 (R 2 TR, 30l 165 0 1 3k 73 18 A A0 52 2 25 B L I i) 880 7 AN S 28 45 TV M i Lk
AT 3 3, R Tl i) by ik e I, LA R (2) AR SO M S 23 A AR A 1) T2 7, AN B | 23 B A A 1
R T AR O(2").AH 2 HH LI G B0 I, A 55— AN 77 T 8 B R 8 S50 U A7 AE AR DR B B, 10 WD R o 4%
AN 18] (R RS A AR R X T I B AT, o G A 47 (18 ol AR 9 B8 R 7 S B 82 F b, 2 ) RS AH X T4 456 1) 40O

SRR P S T R KA B R T A SCIR) R e) 27, ol 1 28 D VA TR IR MR R 28 SRV Rl REA A o 2 284 i
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A R TR 2 1B AR R 2R (HRE VF 22 s T LA CREAT] 2 1) A A 0% 28 AR A7 At A8 — A4 v, DR i L
RS T A GO AT R U, SRR 5 A5 00 T S/, ST v AT vl AP BIIX AR K 451846 3 /2t JHSA R2/F I
BARA I TCR G E LR 4 A mTe R A B L e T S RE e i e /AN EO PLB FRAT T LU 21, B
TCER IR 35 H R UL (AN T VEAN BRI (K 20% 70 47, 82 T J0 3 Z I ARG 3R 18] 5 R I A 1
P ¥ 2 0 28 5 T3 TR ARABURS i p 3T AN RO 20 A JU A U 36 4%, TTRRCAS 1 IRy vh 98 5 75054 110 A4,
PRI 2 20 5 2 100 AN 1 A AF it DRI T, AR ) PO A 2 BRI s R A P LA, B A5 0 1, 28 55 77 T AR A
X T G ) R P O T U 25 5/

ASSCIRAE o A 2 2 LA AR PR 2P i AR B T (0 3 NG 3R ) B R O AT A B T pP A,
DRl b b TP S 36 20 AT 2 AN 3 AT T R 3 W AR ST 50 W R 20 (1 A7 28 RV AT S 56 T 4 W (K R e RS 3
ANTEAR K ARG A 52— A S B T LA SIS (R A AT 20 8 55 38 45 SRR A, AT (0 5 32 AE 5% Wi 23 Ay A4S vy
i 7P LA AT B AT LKA R0 55 A0 FRATT B D7 R AE 77 2 T — A BB 7 fh———52 Wi B, DA SE 0 20 BT 0 B 20 S5 56
(K347 R R A, FRATT 1K) 52 W 4 45 SR AE 52 W DR BRSO IR A7 D0 T A L ABORS 6 114, BE 105 IR0 8 42 0 1E 3248 8T i oK
F1 385 3 280 T AE JLAL /N B D0, SR B 22 4 1), RE 6 8 e Fe2 e 0 3 Rl RS2 5% Wi 1) #38 2 TRL L A 1EAT 18 T
AR 73 A IS, T LI ok 3 75 5 0 DAL 0 3 R 2 A 28 28 B A v R ) BRI 0 3R AT AR T RE R S g
oS LA K R R 1 S 20 BT IS L S D B ROK (K R e JO 3R N L EAT A 5 A8 K R ARG A S D) B
AN B8 TE R, LTS O R AE 5US RY 0— SROE AN kT SR ) AL 1 18 e L B, B A A e L R i B
A ELAE 23 DRAIE R P (¥ — B0k 3 A 55 22 52 5210 S B0 R 0 AIE , 31T DRETE A IS 1 A vh 7R3 7 T BEAT AR G I 9.
B AEAE PP A PP AR AT 25 Wi P2 B P9, AT S S i A 5 e 3 B L At A8 50 563X 7 S B I R K S
Bl BAE A SR I FU T e S it L8 R A 1)

5 fXIE
T3 A0 W E SR R P AR BT V2 53 5 Bl I P AR SO I M A8 4 7 I P 7 91 A 150 5 G i 16

5o, AR T R A A 4 RUEAT S PP Al A8 OV AL 45 R TT LUFR S 4R N 03 S A T 4 52 R4S IR T B SR R A
A6 B 3R T AS Y AN T T A 5 AR SO e B — S8 5% T AR — G B b, = 52 TB SO M AR B A TR
R — S
5.1 &M o

BRAFAG O B AR L I DGR TE B0 L — TR A 08 X SR AR AT 4 5T, 75 TER A AT 15 o A S R
TRAR S S200 50 BT DL B AE CSOUT AL . H AT, K 2 A DG IS B0 o M A 5T 3 AR R 7RG SSURE e 43 AT DA B T A SO VT A
X AT AT,

Tonella ¥ JE M 73 7 5 78 5 V) 1 45 4782 5k, F T ST R AR P IR 3 2R A LA R A8 B50G%  43 A, AT 1R FH
FEEUT 1 A % 41 g o 1) 8 R AT S 0 23 W AN A T 422 14 5 9 RIS ) PR T R A M R EAT 4 .
A — 2622 2 R B AG SUT7 5 AR TR A R IR SR RO R SRS R 3 118 U5 B AT 18 S 23 A
T 5 381) 5 224 46 5O 6 10 HE AU R e s 25 5 A B M PN T AR AR AR [ 1046 5 28 BRI 9 e A1 T FR) S i WL ke st
AT 53 A7 SR T LAAT 2 B o5 52 i 4 45 R (RS R PE L) 53 4 Buckner 45 AT & T — MK P BRS04y
BT LA B G A 46 45 & E — 2 i) T2 JRipplest™® 33 — A48 30 T, AT LT 4ED A B30 16 SO AT B LA %
Fi5 5 N S BEAT 3R AAE O W T AX A T A 2 SR AR T 43 TR 1 5 2 A R SR IEAT A DG (R4S 2503 A 1 7 25 40 A
FARBAG ARG, — 2o 52 T ) G TUE W 4 BT 19 7 75 ) 4 R W 43 A SOBUER AR 7 S bR I8 AT I I — 28
SR A I AR DG 2R, SR I A T 3 AR DG AR HEAT S 4 AT, U B R 4R 5 ) £ 45 SRS LUAE SR I AR A T
JINBCRE T LAAT 25 R B 2 N B B A S T DL (g S R i 4 AT i S R S A A O R P AR AR
P T B AT R W A3 AT T 3 T T A A A KA A S W A A A 3 AR A I L AR A TR
MRS LA i, 75 ) HH 5 70 B 25 W 23 A B0 28 20 A 75 BB R S a8 AT I 1) — S A G35 B X 45 5%
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Wiy 3 M 3500 T RSN A T3 Ak S W o3 45 R — AN RS S G YR N SIS AN ST Ab A T IR SR AR SCAE B
573 A AP FR S W o3 B 5 3 SR IE (1) LoCMD RS FL /IS A8 REAT 58 i S v S I I 22 i) b EAT Wl ak vk
T IF Has 25 (52 Wi 3 02— AT D0 G AU I3 & JXRE 24 N BT DU 3K S8 1 Kb 45 T LG A &
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FEAE B M AU, IR AT SR T 50N 0 3 B AR B VP Al X T HEAT BIF 9, E E0E SR I R A8
(changeability).Chaumun &5 At /& A1) FT 52 0 23 #7465 AT RIS COPE PPAl A ATT BT THT 12006 SR P 22 18] R AN T
G AR 58 LA B SO Y K8 D558 W B TR R AT 5% R 20 A7 30 i 485 5 5% R A 5 R 20 W R 1 (14 T8 D5k T A
SCAG AP B TR I A AR I T P () — ANy T —— S SR 5 A Fluri 7EARES 2 S AN 1

XGRS RE P & A TT R T S 2 AR BRI 3 AN AN G0 48 S RN SRS % T B e
25 SR T PR AT N 10 46 SO . i AR S B NP A 4 5 A S B R SC T AN B R, T AN B L
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