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Cross-procedure Feature Envy Detection Supporting Type-sensitive Scenarios

LI Jianhao.BAI Yaoyao,MI Jie,ZHANG Yingzhou.CAO Wenlong, WANG Dong and WANG Gang

School of Computer Science, Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Nanjing 210023, China

Abstract The existence of feature envy phenomena can affect the stability and maintainability of the system. Current feature envy
detection methods fail to consider the sensitivity of object types,leading to low detection accuracy. To address this issue.an inter-
procedure feature envy detection method based on higher-order function is proposed. The method stores the computation process
of the local reference ratios within a procedure with parameters as a summary in the form of higher-order function,according to
predefined feature envy measurement rules. During inter-procedure detection,it retrieves the higher-order feature envy detection
summary of the target method at the method call site. Based on the correlation between formal and actual parameters,the actual
types of the formal parameters are substituted into the summary to compute the final local reference ratios set, which is used to
detect the presence of feature envy and corresponding envy sets. The paper integrates several Java projects as a benchmark test
set and selects the IntelliJDeodorant and IDE Inspection tools for comparison experiments. Results show that the proposed method
improves detection accuracy for envy instances by 16. 6% over IDE Inspection and by 1. 3 times over Intelli]Deodorant. In terms
of envy sets detection accuracy, it improves by 37.2% over IDE Inspection and by 1. 6 times over Intelli]Deodorant.

Keywords Feature envy detection, Type-sensitive, Inter-procedure, High-order function,Function summary,Java
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RAMMPEN L RV, X e 7R A HURFR R T 1 R
JT 3 AR5 R 7 2 7 2 B S T

public class View {

inti;
int j;
private int m() {

returni * j;

}
public class RV extends View {
}
public class B {
private int t(View v) {
returnv. m() +v. j+v. i;
}
private int p() {
Viewrv=new RV ;
return t(RV);

K1 Java B2 s 1)

Fig. 1 Java program example
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Table 1  Description of symbols

Priyambadha

5/ k%R ##®
Paq S SRS
! %ty 52 By 2k A
Dict Bat kR EL XA
o EHE-ANRF AL NBERE
IN, RANEMEFEA N BB RE W EE

MTZARFEANIATERRF AL ER

KILL, NN N R NN
’ WHERELENES HENEE
mE ok KEBAANTE RS XNAANR LA T BHME,
prm=a % #AE S
. T Jimple ¥ UL go & A K £ . H T ERIEF M
PhiStmt

HEU (.l B a4
q= virtualinvoke PRI w .
ER:1l 2 FANER K T Py kM
2 (TAMYO LA 7k AN R T of #yF &
q= specialinvoke W e s v .
ER B KT b HEM
this. (T M) O LR 7 ok IEL R R T R T &

YAk E R T BN F, % r=this B &

9=t (T A7 I BT N 8 R
ot YR 7 sk 9 R B A K A
oif YA F kA Rk E A
snd B X% AT AT & 5] R R B A3 R AR E K
wpdateSnd Tk R %z*ij;i;?ﬁl)ﬂﬁ%ivbﬁ
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Fig. 2 Overall framework
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3.2 SENRBKREGEN
3.2.1 I RAMSEERRMNS S

AL Java B 5 R0 80 B F IR AR TS G 3 A S T Jim-
ple iy H EACAD R R (TR) L 3 3 43 Hr TR 15 2 F2 5 149 o8 £
I (CG) 7 = 45 1% 181 (CEG) L I 7E CFG L FI) i AT i %%
83 4 T B AT O ORR Y o R R R R A BT . R SCHE
IR b 5E T L M 4 28 S TR0 (038 ), I 1T 26 700 2 St 3k b
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Table 2

Object types analysis rules

Stmt and
Rule
Example

rk p:T[ F T.Str[ F INg:Dict[ Str. Str]

[} s:Stmt[ F o:Dict[ Str.Str]

[".type Map= Dict[ Str, Str]

TFas.[G={pHTH UIN;—KILL)J: Stmt—>Map

[F KILL,:Map

[k p:Strl b q:Str [ F INg:Map

AssignStmt [Fo:Mapl Folq]:Str[ F s:Stmt

p=q I Fas.[G6={prolq]}) UN;—KILLy) ]:Stmt—>Map

[+ KILL, : Map

[Fp:TIF T:Str[ F INg:Map

IdentityStmt

p=T

NewStmt [ Fo:Mapl F s:Stmt
p=new T [Fas.[Go={p—T}H UUN-KILLy) ]: Stmt—>Map
['F KILL,:Map
[F p:Str[ F q:Str[ F m:Str
[FINg:Map [ F 6:Map [ F o[p]:Str
PhiStmt [ Folql:Str[ | s:Stmt
m=®(p,q) FFas.[G={mEpolpl} +{mZFqelq]HU

(IN. —KILL.) ] : Stmt—Map
['F KILL,:Map

gEA T 2 MR Y CFG B 9E47 5O 7 3 18 4
BT o S 2 W] LUAR B 07 6 AR F sUAL B X 52 5| T A8 4 R0 H
FM WG O RS . BR A XE g 2 R ik
B R,
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Bk 1 FEURN SRR A

AT ERE DR E CFG

g RN ITE X 25 AR B R O R R MR e R E S
Dict

1. defdataFlowSensitive TypeAnalysis(CFG) ;

2. WorkList<= @,IN={},0UT={},Dict={};

3. for each block in CFG. Blocks do / /41 U b 45 1 F8 5 s 4k 1 B

A
4. foreachn in block. Instructions do
5. IN[n]=
6. OUT[n]=
7. end for
8. end for

9. WorkList. add(CFG. ENTRY) ; //CFG B A 177 #3340 45 55 48
SHER—A T
10.  while WorkList is not empty do //workList 5. %

11. node <-WorkList. pop() ;

12. for eachpre_node in nodeyredecessors do // 3 Jj node 7 s #4 fr
A i 9%

13. merge(IN[ node].OUT[ pre_node]) //4& 3F node ¥ £

A HTIR Y AU OUT {8, 43 BIWEAH 5 509 IN {4
14. end for
15. GENuoee <= TypeAnalysis(node) ; //fRB& 3 2 1y X G2 B4 H7
LI 4 e 3 G2 25 5 R A B GEN oae [0 I BUAK SR S Dict

[Str,Str]
16. NEW_OUT 04 < GENyoae U (IN[node]— Killpoae) 5
17. if OUT[node] # NEW_OUT 4 then
18. WorkList. add(nodewecessors) 3/ /WM node 19 i 49 T 47 )5 4k
WA
19. OUT[node] < NEW_OUT e
20. end if

21.  end while
22. Dict < NEW_OUT 04 3
23. returnDict
3.2.2 BHM-SEH X E TP E S

T 7E AT B0 A 2 AR A o AR P S T I SR N 7 ()
AR SAF RN DT SR EAF (8UE . A %t IR
5118 SAF 1l EAF MR #EAT 0br . B89 4387 B0
e 3 g,

# 3 EAF Fl SAF 4 Hr #L00)
Table 3 EAF and SAF analysis rules

Stmt Rule

I'Fa:ATFb:B
T F(a,b): Tuple[A,B]

q= virtualinvoke

p. (T:M)O) Tk p:Str T'F T:Str T F 6:Dict[ Str,Str]
I' oo : Dict[Str, TS] T | TS: Tuple[ Str,Int]
q=p. (T:F) T Fif 6ot[p] —>Othen oot =ocor+ (p > (ol pl, D}

else updateSnd(p.snd(oot[p]) +1) : Dict[ Str. TS]
I'F oof[p]: TS TI' | oo’ :Dict[Str, TS]
q=specialinvoke  T' | it : Dict[ Str,Int] T' | T.Str
this. (T: M) TF if6if[T] = @ then oif =0+ (T>1)
/ elseupdateVal(oif[ T],val(oif[T]) 1) : Dict[ Str,Int]
q=this. (T:F) T} og[T]:Int T F o' :Dict[ Str,Int]

%% 3 WY Dict[ Str, Str] /R X4 5] FH A8 i M H 8 2 [A]
E’Jﬁﬂ%ﬁn‘j&?Dmt[bnﬁs]i@ﬁﬁ%%lfﬂﬂ*%%ﬂ*fn i [A]

BRI 5 2 5 Tuple[ Str, Int 3R 7R X 4 51 FIAR 72 HHTZE N /Y
AU 2L FR LA B S T X 5 51 A8 4 19 U5 (3] 95 % 5 Dict[ Str, Int ]

TN RS 1 A 44 A0 U7 [A) A% I B G R

MBI E ARSI R R A AN BB EE SRR
TE P B A0 2 U5 ] 5 36 B B oo PR3 2 U ) A R AR A o
T o A Z 2R 7 ik MY BT A 28, R 0l T AR A
o W] LA € SAF W{H . W ou P& Z AN BK L K S
B, AR E 2 TR A SN 2L Y U R 4L A A EAF(To)
AR I E X3 8 A S AR 2 Y Ja R M 51 1L LRR
(To) . BB MO PR, p RREZE—DERA To
B X G5 A2 4

EAF(T,) =sum({n| (p—=(T,—>n)) Eoy})

SAF=sum({n|(T;—~>n) €a;¢}) (4

LRR(T,)=EAF(T,)/SAF

HMT o MEESETELEBENENT, o 725 J7 i
P I 0] B8 S BUAN B R 1 2 B To K A= A8, 3 8 5
EAF(To) B8 . 7K SCH w5 B bR K0AY * R 5 AT A1 S i [El
7R K LRR 0911533 R il 42 o w1 &2 09 s B ok =X
IR T, e AR A 70 G 0 47 2 A g 2 B 0 G =X (5D BT
Re MRLU—NES g BHLAFHFRRBY S v XXX
JEZ MRt FoRZIE S 0 92 bR 28 AL 3T By 7 v w98 I g
B9 R SR DA o R A 20 ARG 0 1 4 8 52 B3 A
Bk 2 R,

I Ft:StrT Fq: vl Fv:Str
T Fo.: Dict[ Strs TS]T Foy : Dict[ Str, Int]

I' FFS:Dict[ Str,Int]
I Fat. {updateFst(o,,v 1) 3

FSH+{To > (sum({n| (p—>(To,n)) Eoy})/
sum({n|(T;—=>n) €6;}))} : Str—>Dict[ Str, Int |
ik 2 bR e AR AR ARG I B vk
HA Ao B R B LR CFG
i RN A HT A LRR 1933 2 55 B PR 4L analysisLRR
1. def intralFeatureEnvyAnalysis(CFG) :
2. oy~ {}sou= {},6 < {} ,EAF < {},SAF < 0,FS < {};
30 et U}/ XS BB B 2 )5 (9 S0 026 77 ) A5 % A A
4. paramVarList< exFormalParamType ( paramList) //¥ & £ 14
IV F 7 T A5 p 2B 1 S 508 B R OR
5. foreach block in CFG. Blocks do

(5)

6. foreach inst in Block. Instructions do

7. o/ /AR W R 1 AURROUT G2 2K 4 BT B v HE

8. o < TypeAnalysisCinst) ; // 5 F 5% 1 13 2% 7 8 4
B A o

//7E TypeAnalysis H A G A0 ) 28 15 0] 55 2R 45 Hr AR B
EAF Hl SAF (45001 B, BUEF X A 5 18 A 43 A7 » 358 43 48

4 JT) 1 D) 2 3 DT g
9. If inst= = virtualinvoke | |inst. match(“\\w-+\\. (\\w+
\\s\\w+\\s\\w+)>") then
10. p <getObjectVar(inst) ; / /5 5| & JH 2 1 5 i) 4k A%
11. T,< olpl:/ /15508 FI A9 412
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12. if 6,i[p] < O then T4 Dy vE VR RUAL Ak BRI
13. oo p) < (T,.1); Table 4 Processing rule at the method call site
14. else Stmt Rule
15 TS <o, pl; T F o;:Dict[Str.Int] T F FS; Dict[ Str.Int]
X B Pk t:Str T'F r:Str l‘}—q:v I} v:Str
16. count <-snd(TS) +1;//snd J5 ik FULH 04 TS I | o, :Dict[Str, TS]
PEE AR E S I Fat {updateFst(oyva 03
. Co] < (T, .count) l:“(‘;all‘&:‘(’k‘; FS+{T, o (sum({n [ (p (T, .n) ) Ea,)) /
: GorLP orcounty; : : K sum({n | (T, n) Eoy}))}:Str > Dict[ Str, Int]
18. endif I F updateFst(o,,v,1)
19 endif T, FS+{T > (sum{n \(p"('l‘(,qn) YEo, 1)/
sum({n | (T, n) €6;;}))} :Dict[ Str,Int]
20. if inst = = specialinvoke | | inst. contains (“this\\.”)
then iR 3 bR IA AR AR A e I B vk
21. T;< getClassType(inst) ; / /453 2 8 ] ) A #8224 A PREOE B CG AR A 7K I 4 2245 B 51 38 sum_dict, 7 %)
22. if 6,[T;] < @ then LA RS HRTIW R RES
23. Gif['ri] -~ 1; %mI‘RR %A FS
24, else 1. funcVetexSet <= ReverseTopSort(CG) 5/ /3% ¥ M ¥ 77 %)
25. count <o [T,]+1; 2. foreach func in funcVetexSet do
3. CFG <getFuncCFG(func) ; / /1583 J5 32 P9 ¥ 1fil i 1K
26. 6L T;] < count;
97 dit 4, cal LRRF < intralFeatureEnvyAnalysis(CFG) ; / /1 # WA S
. endi
0 dif RIS DN, 75 31 g T A 2 G U 4
. endi
5. saveSummary(getMethod(CFG) , cal LRRF) ; / /4% B A7 ik
29. df
enctor 6. foreach block in CFG. Blocks do / /% i F2 8] J7 ¥ 8 F &b 6 Ak
30. end for R
31.  def analysisLRR(x) 7. foreach inst in block. Instructions do
32. updateFst (o, » paramVarList,x) s / /1 7 oo » AT 52 % 1 8. if inst= = virtualinvoke then / * 3= & &b ¥ J5 15 8 F &5 4k
KEKSBRRERNES x TS LERIE R B BT T + /
33. SAF <oy [T, ];//INEREAAE 0] DL 22k 15 SAF (W1{E 9. callFName < GetCSName (inst) ; //f5% 5| # ¥ 7 % 1Y
34. foreach tuple in o,;. values do ViR
35. T <fst(tuple) ;count < snd(tuple) ; 10. paramList <= GetCSParams(inst) 5 //15% 2| 8§ 4 J5 % 1)
36. if T is not in 6, then Uz
37. G.Hmf[T] < count; 11. envy_summary < sum_dict[ callFName;// /¥ call-
o FName 115 B 86 50 54 09 O 1 05K 422
39, tempC < Gupor[T]; 12. foreach i in len(paramList) do
13. a dict [i] < aramList [i]];//55 5 AL,
40. GupoiL T <= tempC-+ count; param_dict [i] == ol paramList [i]1://5 BH%
. fE— A4k
41. end if
14. end for
42, df N, " R
e or /o TSN T B R B A 2 envy_summary H i
43. foreach T, in o,y keys do TR A B 2 R 9 LRR B8 /
44. FS[T,] < (o[ To] / SAF);/ /M E X 3 15 LRR,

BT B 040 [ To J/SAF K F A 40 FS
[Tn]{ﬁﬂq‘ﬁﬁi‘ﬁ
45. end for
46.  returnanalysisLRR;//# 43 HF LRR 1% it 7 79 56 50 analysis-
LRRAE N & B 868 intralFeatureEnvy Analysis B9 3% [1] {f 3% 1]
3.3 T ERBEKEEN
K o A BB TE S B, BT LT — 2B X5 7 A
ML B SCE B AT AT . 3R 4 B0 TR O vk R AR
Aab g A BRI, FE I T AL U B AR T B E & 4 T A R
7B A 7 G 4k 22, 4% BRUOB S 5 0 B 06 &R L B AR R Y B
SRR A P AT, B TR M E R
B LRRAEA FS. X B r RABRIE LT UFEEBINES ¢
=N S SN = B 7 N B U ol [F] R AV QAN (oL NP R 1 R 7R
F 7w

15. envy_summary( param_dict) ; // B8R 1% bR B A 1R [
B {HJE LRR %A FS 2 — HHEME T E T 1
16. end if

17. end for
18. end for
19. end for

R E M A0 LRR £4 FS Ja . 456 % X 4 kA8
{1 BE %) LRR S5 647 70 47, T M [ 5 2 M b 2R
FETEARRS AR A B G L R oS B AR A 4 o EL AR AR A A A T 2
BN 4 R,
ik 4 AR AW 5 %

A LRR 4 FS. 41 )7k M

i AR AR NG T 45 5 result

1. result < {},list < [],featureEnvy < FALSE;

2. foreach T, in F'S do

3. Irr < FS[Tol;//MENER T wy RS L Lrr;
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4. if Irr > 1 then TP
Precision=—=51+5 (6)
5. list. add(T,); TP+FP
6. featureEnvy <= TRUE;//TRUE 278 1% J7 ¥ 47 76 A 1 4 25 B0 Recall= TP &)
_ ] TP+ FN
% IR IRERZ —R T, *
. Precision * Recall
7. d if g y Lreciston * Recail
e Fl=2x Precision + Recall (8
8. end for

9. result{ M] < (featureEnvy, list) ; //featureEnvy b J5 % M & & 7F
TEACTG M AR M B3 35 list Jy LR A P A 2R A 2

10. return result
4 LIRS

ARICHETF SootUp T HIB T 5 F 5 B ok £ Y ot 7 8] 4L
AR AR i W R AL R 58 (LA R faj ik FEHE) . A RN FE-
HF #4777 5256 . JF 44 52 30 25 5 5 90 B B ) A % 4 70 46 Il T
LI 25 B AT R LA
4.1 REHIFEMIRE

ARICHEFF IR W vk 34 T #4> Java Feature Envy A%
DU 3 1 g 7 R S 6 Y B v O 4R L IR et T AT E
5 LWEARGE . ME S5 o, £ dar s AN EHSP
A RACRS A T 7 9 M S B ORI L 5 3 AT A A
KA A R T AW B BRI S, S35k, T 4F
HF)H Soot HEHEXT Java T Fp #E4T 4387 . 4% Java W1 H &8 g 1%
B jar £, DUE SE AT J5 22 00 A0 AR 2R

Table 5 Experimental dataset
S ﬁ%ﬁ(?{i S - f%i@g}ﬁﬁ
£ f PN H &
Exfe 1 1 5 6
Yio 2 2 7 13
Topv 5 4 10 28
Aurea 20 8 12 90
Apex 11 6 9 20
Refcare 28 6 16 56
Griffe 13 8 21 62
Socket 8 5 14 40
Average 11 5 11.75 39. 375

AL E R B AE RS N Mac OS,CPU
Intel i5, £ 4 1. 4GHz, N 1 16GB, SootUp g A K 1. 2. 0,
Intelli] Idea A<k Ultimate 2024. 1.1,

4.2 HWNERIER

ST 4ot B FEHF ATEL B B 09 10 RS 4 28 46 ) T 2L

PRGN 25 5L R T 35 6 BRI 48 A
%6 KT

Table 6 Detection metrics

(RS LR
TP IE A 0 2] 8y 4K 75 S 1/ 47 2 AN 3
FP R AR RSB/ KA
FN iR Bl /4 7% 2 8y AN %

Precision A & O IE A A T B 6y AN B A B ey R Boey )
Recall el B S kR E A AR B8 BE A By
MK E LV F1 A, W Precision %8 Recall 14 8y F # #

Fl-Score o fe a5 o ) 0k 8 5

Precision, Recall, F1-Score 19 %4 77 28 43 31 f0 K (6) —
2w,

4.3 XWHERSHW

ST PPA T o 1 PR A A R TR AR RS AR S A I T ik B A
B, FENTE 3 A7 #EAT X LE Y .

DRQI: 78 R IE T L FEHE R 75 52 4] i A6 I K5
BER A 0T BA 1 ARG AR 2 A I T AL

2)RQ2: 7E R AR IR T L FEHF X8k 288 5 0 A8 I RS 25
AT A B AR AR A I TR 7

3IRQ3:FERBUAHUEA L T, FEHF 2 & B A7 M2

B B3R 3 AR, A SOl A E Sy R T A FE-
HF .Intellij Idea #4985 4K 28K M T H IntellifDeodorant #
IDE ¥ Analyze T.HH 1 Inspection XF Java K& 54 4 9 17
FRADARZSAG I . 4% T EL A A9 45 SR 4r A in % 7— 2% 9 figil .

# 7 FEHF Ay 25 51
Table 7 Detection results of FEHF

Exfe Yio Topv Aurea Apex Refcare Griffe Socket

j}%&% 1;] ‘];Qﬁﬁd@ 2 6 15 13 20 13 10
TP 1 2 5 15 11 19 12 8
FP 0 0 1 0 2 1 1 2
FN 0 0 0 5 0 9 1 0
& ilj—( ; iz N 2 4 9 6 5 6 5
TP 1 2 4 9 6 5 6 5
FP 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
FN 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0

%% 8 IntelliJDeodorant F4#6 M 45 5

Table 8 Detection results of IntelliJDeodorant

Exfe Yio Topv Aurea Apex Refcare Griffe Socket

W R

N . 2 1 7 2 7 2 3
& A8 524
TP 1 1 1 7 2 7 2 2
FP 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
FN 0 1 4 13 9 21 11 6
o
) # - v 1 1 1 2 1 2 1 3
L SN
TP 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 2
FP 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
FN 1 1 3 7 5 4 7 3
# 9 IDE Inspection )il 4% 5t
Table 9 Detection results of IDE Inspection
Exfe Yio Topv Aurea Apex Refcare Griffe Socket
&R
N . 3 5 17 12 14 12 10
& A L)
TP 1 2 4 15 9 13 10 6
FP 0 1 1 2 3 1 2 4
FN 0 0 1 5 2 15 3 2
2 g
; S 1 2 3 5 3 3 5 3
L SN
TP 0 2 3 4 3 2 5 3
FP 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
FN 1 0 1 4 3 4 3 2

M 8 Il LIE H, B4R Intelli]Deodorant A I 18 55 4 7% 24
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ZMRRAEE D HEREMA BB L AR 7 PAILE
i, FEHF R il i 58 2 i AR AR &2 . 3l i o i & 3L 3X
— 5 M 3X & KA Intelli) Deodorant B¢ 37, (1) B 2 #1077 7 — &2
B Jray R o s G 2 A )+ — 26 B SEAE A B AR AR R B 42 £51)
Qe JE vk R DU A AR AR 28 Y X G O O 1k Y I R A O
T A SC 52 A9 RE S 0 D00 B o 4 v 38, 355 ) T 30 & A r AR
G5k 50— T, AT BURIR B T . b S el s
Fe BRI 43X 8 52 2 1 28 U 5 B 2 R B IntelliJ Deodorant
SME L DX 43 J7 1 % HC A 28 i 48 2 5 5 3L, DT B2 e T X 7
PR AR A B 5 1 K T T A SC 7k AR 08I R 0 AT e AR
172 BB A BT, T LA 77 v N A R )7 R b i X & 51
ARk ) S Y L AR o R SO T LAAR B SO A 2
B 3 B 5 R O

M 7 FZ 9 AT LLE H , Inspection 764U AR 25 BE 42 46

J7 MRS S B, AE AN B AR SC 7 vk . i@ 3T 4 B & B, Inspection
AALE A % ] R SCIR S 3R 25 AR A o] B, T HLJE vk
Aab 3 5 ) R R T) — A G 04 T N O v AT 5 T AR SO
B9 FEHF AT LA e b SCIR F A R 1 28 8 728 4k ) 3, 34
T %ok G 14 I T A I U TR0 SR 1A Sk 2 D T A 3R 11— Ik
RnEEvE. S A A 7 Pl LIE I FEHF 477 75 T 4 Al i
i 0 TR] A, DA ZAS S B ol 34 v el LR B, FEHF R 8% 48
ST 9 AR A5 00 708 4G 0 A 3T A5 5 T R SF 5 Bk AF . 40 Refcare F
Aurea TS X BIIE IR 255 4 (0] 81, FEHF 76 v A6 W A5 35 28
SUAT B & MR RAINGR BT LUK HB 4 Tava st 48 72 )7
FP A AT AR 2 S B B AR T IR AR RN IR A

JT % RQLASCGE T 454 T AR 4 7 52 1)
A AE L IF ¥ T B FEHF /9 F1 {§ 5 IntelliJDeodorant #fl
Inspection B F1 {H#EAT T X kb, £5 R0 10 frsl,

# 10 K THEKEWARRASEH F1AE
Table 10 Fl-score statistics for detecting envy instances
P IntelliJDeodorant IDE Inspection FEHF
P R F1 P R F1 p R F1 B 1UD/% % Insp/%
Exfe 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0 0
Yio 0. 50 0.50 0. 50 0.67 0.75 0. 86 1.00 1.00 1.00 A 100 A 16. 30
Topv 1. 00 0.02 0.33 0. 80 0. 80 0. 80 0.83 1. 00 0.91 A 176 A13.80
hERD ) - -
s Aurea 1. 00 0.35 0.52 0.88 0.75 0.81 1. 00 0.75 0.86 A 65 A6.17
Apex 1.00 0.18 0.31 0.75 0.82 0.78 0.85 1.00 0.92 A 197 A18.00
Refcare 1. 00 0.25 0. 40 0.93 0. 46 0.62 0.95 0.68 0. 81 A103 A 30. 60
Griffe 1. 00 0.15 0.26 0.83 0.77 0. 80 0.92 0.92 0.92 A 254 A15.00
Socket 0.67 0.25 0.36 0. 60 0.75 0.67 0. 80 1.00 0.89 A 147 432,80
Average 0.89 0.36 0.46 0.79 0.76 0.79 0.92 0.92 0.92 A 130 A16. 60
MR 10 Al DUFR L, E 2 B B R 8 F L Al A0 A R THEM,

P2 K RS BE N &, FEHF #8 IntelliJDeodorant 1 In-
spection # A B & A2 7+, b, 78 X R BUR IR BT T L FE-
HE X 40 78 52 5] 9w DU RS B2 2 A0 T B0 A9 A 4 288 4 U

J T B RQ2Z AL T 454> T2 W45 728 46 46 0 7 oK
B, B ¥ T B FEHF Y F1 {5 IntelliJDeodorant 1 In-
spection {Y F1 {HEAT T X L6, 45 Rk 11 i,

F 11 A THEWARBRAERN F1E
Table 11  Fl-score statistics for detecting envy set
S IntelliJDeodorant IDE Inspection FEHF
P R F1 P R F1 P R F1 # 1UD/% % Insp/%

Exfe 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.00 1. 00 1.00 A A

Yio 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0 0
Topv 1. 00 0.33 0.50 1. 00 0.75 0. 86 1. 00 1. 00 1. 00 A 100 A16.3
i‘fﬁj Aurea 0. 50 0.13 0.21 0. 80 0.50 0.62 1.00 1. 00 1.00 A 376 £61.3
S Apex 1.00 0.17 0.29 1.00 0.50 0.67 1.00 1.00 1.00 A 245 A49.3
Refcare 1. 00 0.33 0.50 0.67 0.33 0.44 1. 00 0.83 0.91 A 82 A88.6
Griffe 1.00 0.13 0.23 1.00 0.63 0.77 1.00 0.75 0.86 A 274 A11.7
Socket 0.67 0. 40 0.50 1.00 0.60 0.75 1.00 1.00 1.00 A 100 A33.3
Average 0.77 0.31 0. 40 0.81 0.54 0. 60 0.98 0.95 0.96 A 168 A37.2

ML R B, FEHF A MR 5 i 8 B2 W1 & i F In-
telliJDeodorant 1 IDE Inspection, X — 77 Ifi /& Kl 4 FEHF fg
A b A 0 80 T 2 g A A A S 41 B LA B A MK AN 2R T
% ;0 —J7 5252 B AV U 2 ), FEHT 78 25 B fU8% 3 853
ORI AR A K 7R B A S ¥ kS B 2 LE IntelliJDeodorant
107. 6% , I IDE Inspection f& 10. 85% (WL 3 10), i FEHF
TEAG I QA5 4K A5 46 B9 A 1 P 3 [ IntelliJDeodorant
180% , It Inspection = 31. 73% (WLFE 1), X EHZEF 10
2 B R ARRES R 78 S ) 1 R S 2K A B S AR AR A BT 22 ) L
41, IntelliJDeodorant, Inspection Al FEHF ¥ i 3] T Exfe

THAETE AR AR R AR (H R AR A R AR ZE ) IntellifDeodor-
ant Fll Inspection 7 BL T 85 4% . 38 i 43 A 33 4> 00 3 72 % )
VLA W %R 7 R AN 2 2 5l 2o 3 R 1A O ik e AR A T 22
SR W AFTE S BT PR A J7 B P Y 28BS SRR AR —
2, Bt UL IntelliJDeodorant A1 Inspection ¥J 1A & B 4 W 1%
Move To B2 | I s i FEHF #F — 25 JF 47 2 i ) 43 47 45
BN FAY N IZ Move To 1 ATJ5 61 SEBR 28 B A 458, BT LA X T
2 11 P 1Y Exfe £ 7, IntelliJDeodorant #l1 IDE Inspection F
F1{HR 0,278 A K 2 IE 8 19 K 2825, FEHF 1) F1 {0
1,FRm#B T IEG 0 HARRAZE, BT REME 03 1/
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R AR A SCTERS BT LA BT K Sk RoR — D N TR A
Wt A L 78 S SR B E S R S R B Ge e

IR0t 7T LAAS 2538 < A2 28 B BUR IR 86 T, FEHE X 4k 2%
R G DR B 2 O T A A AR RS R A I Ry

EX RQ3, N3 10 AIZE 11 th iy SCG 45 SR 7T LUE 1, 6 F
AN E R TIHURN Java WHRGE TR P, FEHF {7548 W] LLAer ) AR
ARSI R AR A, HAER A BE AL T IntellifDeodor-
ant fl Inspection, §3 i T 76 K B AHUR IR 5 T FEHF H A 18
FAPE. BEAb  BARAS SCHY T 18] % 408 75 2 UL Java B9 . E
ALY 4 BT SR AE T EE E (T 14 1% 7 35 6 At Y T 8]
X R F R E

GERIE A SO SR BURIFEE T B o AR A AR AR RS
J7 ¥k BEAT T WRSE ST — Rl B T o R Y ao R [ AR R A
ASKTIN J7 vk . A T A AR AR A A I TR, AR S R T
TER BRI T X R g AS T 2 B mT RE < D S T i A
R S /) ) PR T R AR L DA R R ) Tk U s R R 2 R
SRR AR X PR E B . A8 SORF R S 80000 R
PRSI L RT3 R Al & g ol BT A0 s B R R R L R AT

b e V) S ) s A i R R ASCA BB A O 9 e B AR A

TG I 2, o S PR S B B AT 5 45 3 B S 9 JR S
SIS G 3 i i iz 5 G A DA AR 2R B 4 DL B i A
ﬁ(u% Xof LG SEBGHAIE B T, AR SOk RE A R R AE 2 T ARk

Be T B 2o AR 0 AR A 2 A 0 1 G B L O L 2 AR U R
%Tﬂiﬂﬁi’ﬁﬁﬁ‘f

JEEEAHE TAE DT ) EBAT . D ARSI B AR — &
P T A5 R 352 4 A > BT DL TE L HE SR 4k S B 5 40 % 42 U R
BE T A AR AR ARG DU J7 1, E— 2B B A ARG BBE 5 20 AR S
B X Ll S 3 v RT L B, AR AR A ARG B B — 1 U

P Sy 33 SR i T A — A AR AR A8 AG: I D7 V5 BT U ST 1Y JBE e A 5
AT R T B — 2 i 57— R ARGE— Y B S LU
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