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Abstract: Code Smells are symptoms of poor design and implementation choices. Detect and identify Code Smell precisely provide
guidance on software refactoring, and lead to improvement of software usability and reliability. Design problems of software systems
could be quantified through Code Smell metrics. JavaScript has become one of the most widely used programming languages, class is a
design pattern of JavaScript, loose coupling and strong cohesion are characteristics of a well-designed class. Prior works measured
coupling and cohesion Code Smells of JS programs in lower levels, i.e., function-wide and statement-wide, which were capable for
providing refactoring suggestions about basic implementations, but not enough to identify design problems. This paper proposed JS4C, a
method to detect coupling and cohesion Code Smells of JS classes including FE, DC and Blob. This method is an approach of static
analysis works on both server and client-side applications, it iterates over every class in software system and takes advantage of source
code textual patterns. While JS4C detects Code Smells, it also determines intensity for each of them. Missing type information in static
analysis is reinforced by extended object type inference and non-strict coupling dispersion (NSCDISP) metric during structural analysis.
Experiments made on 6 open-sourced projects indicate that JS4C can correctly detect coupling and cohesion design problems.

« JEETH: H R 3 AR 4 (61672355)
Foundation item: National Natural Science Foundation of China (61672355)
Wi fa): 2018-10-31; & i [i): 2019-10-28, 2020-04-25; K I [i): 2020-05-12

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



2506 Journal of Software #k4+373& Vol.32, No.8, August 2021

Key words: Code Smell; JavaScript; cohesion; coupling; class

JavaScript(faiFx JS)s& —Fi il I 55 28 BRI B 48 8 A 1A A AR U AR E 5 ,0S T2 05 1A 46 A R0 A8 B RS AR I8 AT I
A s, R, KB Java A8 R BLTE F Bout IS 20 0 T BOdE LAZe 2, S BOHARTE i = 1 R AR B [ I
TS 2 W RE T R (Flexibility) (0 FHE, B W R BUEE . AL A REE, EAE T B 22 ARE A
ki A4 07 XA G S IS R LR Bk, 30919 5 77 4 Code Smell 1 Bug™2.
Code Smell J& P F5 P A7 70 A B BETE AR B Se B ik I B0, 2L 50 1 AT £ 2 8 4 b (metric) B 4. 1E Al A,
MFA AL Code Smell B LAFE 534 204, 42 vy B 14 1) AT ek R ey Sk
SR, 3045 Code Smell FEfEAS & LAFLME IS F 7 (00 52 Z Mk AR 7 i i, %6 L 1Y) Code Smell £ &= 1R /4 IS AH
S R84 P B 5 6 LR AT T % s ek, LS I 9S. H I 6t BILTHT i IS 1) Code Smell K T L 45 1 SonarQube,
JISNoset™ ‘e A A T 1 W0 J2 L (B B s ) £ P SR A 25 i) .
JSNose =58 T e % AR H x5 A #61%) Code Smell, 75\ T 3 Fiili IS Code Smell (#4015 5
I 00 XoF 5 P 0 014 i) R 50 a3t K 5 AN 24 1) 4 7K AELIIE 98 AN R 2 AN 6 452 ) (1 8 - il S0 OF 983 B 1 T — ol
SCIFIZ T Code Smell, & i [) JS,HTML I CSS iX 3 Fit i 75 76 AR H IR 5 11 4 45 17 1. Saboury % A PUR 45 i
SARMERUB ARG, Y A B IE T ISNose [15€ S MG I B B R A AETE-1 RIS 1) J2 1R b, 05 K AR P 30k 1) 4, 25
i) fLZ A 9T E B Code Smell X IS AQUHD 5 4 11 (fault-proneness) i 5% i HE 17, 45 5 2%, 35800 5 B 24 I AH 1)
Code Smell 3 5 5| K & )75 3.
IR AORURIE A AT LAt R S I ) FE A AR R AR TR 0 A, H JE R A 0 AR SR K (M A 2K
FEHL) BT 1] 55 Palomba 2% A VA 3: BRI Sy KL B (R AR R 40 i T 53 2% BB 2B 2T . Code Smell AH Lb i 5
Code Smell 55 X A 2% M U] A 1R T ) R FR) 200 25 A ol Dy 2R AIATG, PRI 75 2 BE 10 A T R A ).
J(class) A& IS f9—Ff i WL B, 7 Silva 25 NVMHIE R 60 4> IS F&FFREA 1 68% 18 ] T 2,34% 5 41 %
ol A0 A T T 2 A T R IS U AR B v P SRR RS £ T8, P 2 (cohesion) F1TR £ (coupling) mT FH - #6511 1 F
GRET T BE 5 AT 1 B, Y SR SRR 20 P S BB IR G DR T R 5 2 PR 2 1) A L PR AT R
H1 T IS 25105 SR A7 AE VR s, 5 83058 7> Code Smell 1) 38 FH A& 0 77 723 4 LA &2, IR Itk Code Smell ({41 5% T
VEATI AR 789345 Je IS ZEH0 7 DL BETT 1) 75032 HE — > JS A PN A8 4 Code Smell A6 7 X 36 78 JE IRE AT 55
ARSI FE DT A
(1) S EACH S AR R G s B3R T — AN IS R BB R4 Code Smell #5220 #7772 JS4C, &
T LA AL Blob. Feature Envy(fii#% FE)#I Dispersed Coupling(fii#k DC)ixX 3 #f Code Smell, 345l JS
FEURE A T 1 4 2R A ) L

(2) Atk It TS Code Smell [R5 =X i 58 ARIERE &+ A SR IK Bt in) 8% Fowler 5 X 11 22
Fi Code Smell AT T 4328, X L FF X 40 T FE [P 28480300 77 38, ok, 51N T DC AUALHE & i) R 1)
BLJE, ek T H CDISP Ji2 &, LA [V JS 1) 5928 A1 5 Rk

(3) B T AT BIEXT IS Code Smell Al 1 7 B 1. 5L 56 K IR, 51 N SCARRAE AT L4+ Code Smell (14
TR

ARSCH L5 A B A ST b i ST AU (R AH 26 A LS T A7 75 10 TR RN ) B8 28 2 45 A 2B AR SO 3 Code
Smell, fa K I (0 45 B B, A G AL B ARG IR 45 SR R e A M SRR A B 28 3 YA 3 A Code Smell
PR SC AR &5 14 77 ORI 925, 9 40 th— AN 25 6 8 SRS 3 4 1 45 HH SR8, LUSGTIE R 00 &5 SR R e 1 R IR O R
YRt P 3 7 T S5 o 1 R 3% S 49 HE 5 18, R IR A S 1 TR,

1 tHXIE

11 HMISERBXER
14 3 AN HIF & PEAN VA ) Rental 28,18 1(a) L2 —A> Java 28 LR PIBUR T 0 IS 28,38 K
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SEIL 2% T Fowler (#5235 I 211081 08 S ) ¥y STkl

1 public class Rental { -
2 private Movie movie; 1. funct_lon Rental(data){
3 private int daysRented; 2. this._data=data;
4, public Rental(Movie movie,int daysRented){ 3. 1 ) )
5. this.movie=movie; 4. Rental.prototype.getMovie=function(-){
6. this.daysRented=daysRented; g return this._data_.movie;
7. } : _
8. public int getDaysRented(-){return daysRented;} 7. Rental.prototype.getDaysRented=function(-){
9. public Movie getMovie(-){return movie;} 8. return this._data_.daysRented;
9 3

0.}

(@) —4Java (b) ES2015 # ik & A A (19 —F IS i v A

class Rental{
constructor(data){this._data=data;}
get daysRented(-) {
return this._data_daysRented;

}
get movie(-){
return this._data.movie;
}
}

(c) — /MR R BEACTE VA S B JS 2%

1
2
3
4.
5.
6
7
8
9

Fig.1 Demonstration code showing Java and JS class implementations
Kl 1 Java F1JS 211 SRS 7= 441

IS KT IS J5 4k K (prototype-based inheritance)#) 2 (1t — £ st 18 1 g (g i B AT 43 2142,

(1) 7EH-T ES2015 [F38 5 hs vt v, 3 1 bR A A, Se Bl s ME— B 1(b) & — Pl L 1) Se .

(2) & 1(c),ES2015 K 55 1 b v F B A< 75 725 (syntactic sugar) & 44 72 i1 sl 7 =X

Kl IS S84 o 75 s v M3 2% (constructor, 1 2 1] 1 A 1) K € 1 5 40 )RR B3 Ja Pk (19 4n_datay), 73 77 6
) IR R (1 an 1 1(b) Y Rental.prototype) #8 22 . 5 b3 bR BRI 28 44 38 #5028 1 S 3 REAE, T T A e &
SE AL I A, T o A R 2 ST R A, B A A I RS U TR A (B 40 new 1EA)). B AT, BB BCR BT BT
il 5 B 1 1 T IS 28K I T B JSDeodorant™, JSClassFindert™.

ASCA BRI IS A5 B A IR (R BRI B ) MR B S S8 44 . 285 i A s e it o
(foreign data provider, i #x FDP)FIZE 5| FH 1) P 38 i 3 S 10 S50 B0 i 19 & B R G AR AR 8 (W 2R i 4y
ol FH 5% 2, w] i a [ AR 55 0] 34 (access) SE B U5 ) # /E JE e 5 s i 51 H o o Fok 0 s i 51
(reference) ot FL % i1 o% 25 %) 94 FH (call).

R IS 28 S A A7 1A Bk i . 4

(1) AW HE LIGE T A A2 sE Iy S SIS I BT, &/ 5 BB H A & AT AR AR A T

T FRAE R 5 232 B 2R R A R R A R DR
(2) KEMSEE I OCRFAMESZ IS (FT8 T4 BRI, 288 B 50 S 1) S A B s e W o R e AR 1. 28
TS B R, 5 350 W 51 H OC 28  PR M 3K o a0 2k IS 24 FH 8 25 20 W7 56 4 s b, DR LA IC 1 AN T3
T84T RS- v i) S T2 ).
1.2 a0

SENE A AT 2 B UL Code Smell Ky 3%, 0 AL 2 AN B, B AR JE SRR I ) 5 - A A R OB B B
3B L 3 ok a7 il G AR SR IS W R G ) b R A S AR AR T A 5 o B, R AR R e 1) SO OB AR B
= RV A P AL, P R U 5T 2 75 AE ZE Code Smell B ARYE Code Smell 11958 X ¥ vl &3l 5 B — 251
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B A% AR 1, B T DA 5 A A 00 R0 (191 o 8044 25 S AR i),
ALK 3 Fi Code Smell, 1.4% Blob,FE #1 DC.Blob A IR A 5, a4 — 3 AR mi bl 7, 52 43 il

)
@
@)

Blob &I A —1K &

ESRE L IEZENCIE S
DC By, 5 U A M AR /A T A0 B 1547,
FE 260U /B8, 5 SO S L, RO M0 R A 309,

PRRATE R HLS 20, 3 bR B0 1 Py R AR (O,

FR AR 20 A PR B T Ve v ) B R 1 4 T Fowler™® 5 LK) 22 F Code Smell 43 245 . o FE

BR R INE 5 K2 77 1 R 28 A 2 i B9 7R .God Class 7R #i Blob, J5 323948 FH Blob [ i,

Table 1 Code Smell classification by the types of design problems and their granularity

Fe 1 DABCUE e R 8 K HORE B2 O K46 1) Code Smell (14328
WL/ T 7 iR 2R oL ae oAb
Data Clumps,
J7 IR AL Long Method, Feature Envy Switch Statements
Long Parameter List
EESUE VS WIEEES E VI PS iﬁﬂffﬁﬁ SRMARAMK | Alernative Classes with
Sk Middle Man, Shotgun Surgery, Dlﬁ%r:?; gt:srsfaces,
- God Class Refused Bequest | Inappropriate Intimacy, | Parallel Inheritance Primitive Obseésion
Divergent Change, Hierarchies Temporary Field '
Message Chains
Comments,
Duplicate Code,
IR RS - - Dead Code,
Speculative Generality,
Incomplete Library Class

Silva 25 NUM& H:3S B350 5 A4 FH 2 A0 4k R ZEREAS TP AN o 8%, ICAS SCA IS 15 8 4 R T 5K 1)
Code Smell.Palomba % A 8145 1t Refused Bequest [7] Message Chains LA X FE [ Inappropriate Intimacy F 7 #%
e PR F B e AS SCAN B B2 Message Chains FiT Inappropriate Intimacy. 7k #4525 A 19148 1 :Divergent Change 5
Shotgun Surgery 7 JE X 37 AEAERUHT ¢ FR, H SR I 42 75 22X 2 WA BEAT 40 #r 50AS Z1 N 9 L. Middle
Man & —F#i 4 Code Smell, K I 4 A H (delegate) T ik 22 AR B4 4E, v MUAE FE B — MR RIS B

25 b /53R 1% 22 F Code Smell ' AL £ Blob 5 FE.F FE (W EAGARUER — 175 2 K 0Hg AR IE X 2,
FRUERT 73 38 H— e 2R 5 — 2 DN KRG B EHME K, H T fiEgimks —1%
RAERA I E S5 HRE TN T 4GRS G i) BRI, A SO FE BUG # 1 8 LR AN 7708 T W 2

MERRAEREREOLASCTIAN

Dclel,

Table 2 Comparison of three Code Smells related to class coupling
F 2 3FPEHEAHIKH Code Smell XT L

iy A AN Ay FE(Lanza % A" FE(Fokaefs 25 \[?)) DC(Palomba %5 A%
& x5 —HEAE —NK EES
UIPNCERE S i 2 i
BAHMBEAE VI R | 2 ADREE AR R | 2 AN RS SR R A B &
5 g (ATFD). AR YEVT | JEVERIE e | R H7 REL(CINT) R
(i ELBI(LAA). ARk % i HL W TR A I3 HORE B AN HHs S A1 2%
P BERA S (FDP). J Pk B J v 7 R UOB. | D ERS CINT i A (CDISP).
ASCET R i & &

S5 KL 23 BT R Bk ik, £ JS 1 TR RIL Code Smell S5 e 4R b (105 0 L ) K B, AT AL 4

(1)

{5 S .
(2) #4> Code Smell fr &AL bRIEAR —.
(3)

JE1) Code Smell fer il 5 SCEIBEXTBL Java 4 AR IO ARARRE BL 5 06 1 IS, i S0k 8 7 JEE
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13 XA

SCA Gy A7 5 S50 43 A IR X ST TR S SCER B B T S R B 2 A G v R o ) 5 A R T
R AR SCA Fr B, A8 SCASHZ IR S0 0 B SCARH AL 46 B2 A5 1R

Palomba %5 A 1518132 [ 25 #y 43 M7 A0 SCAS 3 4 % Java B 0E 30 H (10 2 AN B SRR BEAT T 1248, DF 9T 0 b T 9
Rkl Jy ZEREUE) Code Smell 521 /3 H T MR HE S AR B . BT ) L ™= A 1) S DR 46 P T S i i 2
T 4584 77 2O SCAS T AR I B b, SCA Ty 2 HEB AR R K PR VR A S I LR D,

BRI Ay &5 46 43 7 O VELE A I IS A8 & (W 2R A N 9T BE AR B 1A% IR A2 AN Qun Java 5 H 1 512, J3T DA SCA 43 B Fn &5
443 BT 1% FL AR X6 IS Code Smell (146 5y o 32,

SCAR N BT 7] 43 D A e B R TG M P 2 A B B I SR A3 W T A BN T TR TG AR i SCAR, BT
8 A 2 (Label) K03 45, MO IT FH T Code Smell (R4 0. J6 WA 149 SCAS 2347 J7 18T, Blei 25 A PUHR T s 18 3L
43 BT (LDA) S A% 001 v H] T Bavota 25 A2l Code Smell 19777 v Le 25 ABIL T Google JF 1. 15
FHVR BERLR ) Word2Vec ] [n] 2 50325, 3@ TR SCRS H 1) 18 3R 7R I B,

LDA & i FH ) SCRYS 3 80 AR sl UR Y A i) . 0RO X 3 2 45 14 LDA i FH R 4SS A SR o8 — /N 3
B 5 A SCRYARAE B2 % T2 1A BRVR v 1 A A BRG] E A S AR g, SRS 22 () F¥ R IBE T L E 3 AL T) 1)
KRR e LDA H 4% EE LSA A5 kit 3 U A7 1% SE s i) U3 e .

Word2Vec 5% 7] ) F A 45 0 25 15 75 450 B I ook 75 b SRA5 AN T 0 9 25 400, 05 1) 1 B A6 ) ) 25 Skip-gram
& Word2Vec B8 H (19— Fiif 5 A 1Y, e A4 24 Jir iRl JE Wl b F 3C.Skip-gram B34 3 2 RGN 2. KR
JZ(hidden layer). % Hi 2 4 25 0 2% 38 5 R 3 Rl 22 R A N )2 i EH 2 (R A B b AT DI 2, R 3 R I o AR )
N Ay A Gy T ) LA A P i L D0 RS 41 ) B AT R v PR AR ABA %R 56 T+ Skip-gram #£7Y Mikolov #2542
HT Doc2Vec, & 3 T3 [ 18 6 7 SCAY 1) . A SCR H PV-DBOW(distributed bag of words version of paragraph
vector) 8¢ L TH JEARRT Skip-gram AHIT, BI il Jek TR0 SRS 1) P 28 Y G — A0 B L R B DAy SORS R R B S T
SR SCRY R O ) FR) A% 52 ARABL S, P SRR DL S8 AR A

2 AR

AR S 4 AN BCAR BRI B, AL EREY B KB BE . e B B W 2 Fo.

(1) A5 BRI B AR AE I H A TR IR AL X SR ICRR ¢ Release RRAS U665, I 5 2846 U 51 B8 ()38 47 2 505
TFAA BRI A0 0 5 | 82 3T JSDeodorant!* 4 i3k, JSDeodorant Ji: JT Y5 IS 2K il T 2L, STk 4R 15 1L
T BT 3% 51 959 [ it % A1 989% 1) 74 [0] 2 AF B 3L Ak |, A SC A5 ) Google Closure Compiler143 4y
PSR T A1) 3S ¥ AU 2 A L Sk R T 5 2K AR 120 sz B A R K AR

(2)  THUAL TR B AR I B A A I B B 3T 5 10 i AR % 6 1 45 8 4 i, T XA I B 1) IS 28 ME R s E AN
SRR, U T B S48 AR 0 T SUAR T, 75 B SUARAR LA SCARARAEAL (R B AR SRR I R
> A ek e e R R 2k iy 44 5 3K AR A A4 AT 40 i R T SRR AR ol N B L
> EBREHEAE 5SRO . JE T A R N B AR
> FRIA . 2 R A (0 R 4%, 15 B AR AR

(3) G B BE AR B Sk i N B A AT R I B, I I AR s A A, S At AR A [0, 1] FF) R A AL o A
SOt FE IS H T Fokaefs 25 A PO H 40 I 5530, % DC I8 F T 28 80 A0 -JE ™ B NSCDISP Ji &, %t Blob
IZH T LCOMS [ P00 B RALLEE ity SC A U J5 1, A% SCX FE A1 Blob (¥4 Jl4# F T Doc2Vec 5%
1 31 DL LDA SR &5 FAR g 5t HRAL th - SCAS S Wikt DC Rl 2k A i, R 7SR

(4)  HE WY BekE T —ANMAE F B A B BT i 2 AN R ARYE Code Smell 22 [l (1 S IR AN 45 74 Bl 43
Wi ik i A RS AR SCHR T —Fh A 0 e SRS, e 45 H iZARIE Jy BL ) Code Smell (19812 J (8
3900 [0, 1174 5% 55 1, 5 S8 {78 57, Codle Smell ™ .,
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i e W o 'E\A— §oa°o20538200000000 B R
Nl Closure Compiler |/~ i SINSCDISP, LRI | N0
RGPS N ; LCOMBSZE % 5 : :
STRTAST  J3k5| I EICRAHTIRIENL | BRI |
SR T | e ‘ '
Rk E T e | HE TR 51 ]
(B KA Lt Tk
ES el =S _ RIERG G
- N SCAbRAEI S d %;ﬁ@%%
. - EE | I brAEAL S|4 q 7‘3—1‘
g ' R .
"% Min-MaxbEHEAL (1
;;;ggiﬁﬁ& T SR CFI T
L EHI T,
1% IR B A B Bt K B HE B

Fig.2 Code Smell detection process of JS4C
K 2 JSAC f Code Smell A& 3t F2

3 HMBEEFIERME
3.1 ETHEWSMeEERNE X
Code Smell K0 (4 5 75 v A8 FEL AR (1 46 4 15 LA D 15 LU0, 1 3 JR i T AR ¥ R () G5 R £ SRR

B R R 2
—{ Amza‘ } ;pcowns , o Min-Maschiz 1t @

___________

__________

A 2 A Min-MaxtriEft @

K @ {ATFM-ATLM}
- mis SN
I P\NSFOP FT%, nscpisp, P Min-MaxbiiER=H NSl

FREICR AR ( ) ‘l:l_S_F_I_D_F_’__C_I_I:l_T'.

Fig.3 Overview of structural analysis

B3 gkt it

Sa

3.1.1 ik K DC
Palomba % A%} Java [ DC £ {4 F| T CINT(coupling intensity, ¥4 %% ). CDISP(coupling dispersion,
Gy ) # FDP(foreign data provider, S5 £ 4 A1t 28)ix 3 B R it Horh CINT o Bkl ek B & 2 R
HOR HI R E FDP S8 AR 2 T A 1 Uy 1) ) 8 R 26 1) 25 B4R 45 .CDISP (1 15 24 s 0 (1) o
N (FDP(f))
CINT(f) @
FH T IS 038 5 e PR T 2 2R, Y (50 248 200 e D m A 57 0 RS Y A TS VA o A B BR AN S 2 B R
P U5 ) A 1A A2 F 25 A CINT R CDISP [ v SR M S AL o 45 AN SSeadh S I wft LA AT
b, AR S 3R 4K 1 NSCDISP(non-strict coupling dispersion), & 13 ™ k& & 41 %) FDP F1 CINT £ 45K
fiff RS I B8 2N 2 (input. parameter) (19 28 284 17 5 00 5 | 110 5% G 288 200 ¥l LK i R, 1 4028 o 1R 5000 7 il 54

CDISP(f) =

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



#-F A& F4m JavaScript %69 A 2484~ Code Smell 2511

HCRI2IE B0 7 R IR SG A)5 n RF BA R A A N G | R R B

CDISP (¥ i+ S AKH FDP Fll CINT. A SCXS CINT [l A& 2esh, 58 1 AE ™ 4% 1) FDP AN Eoks I 75 20 T A
W KRB S B U5 ) s TR FDP ARSI g 5, 25 Gy I 341 B e 248, A JCAAE — AN 5y FDP; XT3
B NS IR B8R U7 ), 0 o5 WRFDP.

WRFDP(FDP with weighted reference) g [fii [q) A2 75| FHBLCE (1 B2 &, B AR 77 8 o0 T i3l £ A AS 4R
P Pr kS £ 7657 I8 2 v B HE 105 B nte(number of total calls).ifi /] Py, Xt Py (F18:4 T2 py 5T p, #3HH]
NS0 01 8 28 S A0 R 1 V8 nefp(number of calls as foreign param). it 4 nefp 5 nte EA8, HiA 38876 [0,1]
Z [F].ncfp THE S A BB R 2 RS BR B0 A R A TR N SRR T B R 28, T E N nefp.

X T WA R BT RN N2, 38 1 5L WRFDP, 1 58 (2) BT 7.

ncfp(py,)
WRFDP( f, pfi): nte(1) (2)
A4 1) NSFDP v 55 A X X (3) Fr s
NSFDP(f)=N(FDP(f))-N(P;)+ > WRFDP(f,p;) (3)
ASCH AR K% ) NSCDISP {124 DC #58 J (intensity){E I, Hit 8 AKXl
0, CINT () < Zha&HIH
l4(f)=NSCDISP(f) =4 NSFDP(f) ()

= BB
CINT () , CINT (f) = sh&M{H

NSCDISP Hl CINT £ 9l 4 (SCHR[16] 7 1) HIGH)HUZR Ze A I 45 1~ 25 U (AVG) 5 b7 #E 2 (STDEV) 2
RTETD K 3k 380 bR £ 4T 88 B (P K 4 250 0, T [,

TEVH R A RN BT g Ja, 0 T R G208 B {f,fo fs,. 3 T RS B — RS Slge={l4c(f1),
lac(F2) Nae(fa), - Nac(F) 3 X T 1345 AT Min-Max ArdfE 4k, 8 LA 38k 3 N[0, 1] D% 1], 75t 33 28 1) ik S H AR & NSl
(normalized structural intensity), 21=X(5) BT 7s.

1,.(f.)—min(l
.00 B
3.1.2 &ty skl FE

T AL Coyrrent I RAE MR CXTT C R ICE CALI Coprrene X Ci A (R EL M)A £
HJF U7 R R &, FEAKTE a IRAE XS C S K BINHET 5 HEF 28— 1928 Crop NN T Courrent WHIEAETE
FE. B Ceurrent 51 Cuop [ 53 Uj 1] KEXL ayop 1 ATFM(access to foreign members), ¥ Coyrrene X1 H £ 1 8 53 U ] YK
H acurrent 1020 ATLM(access to local members),FE (#5582 2 = (6)2°).

l=ATFM(C)-ATLM(C) (6)

#7 11e>0, BT AT 3 5 FE AFLE AU 3.1.1 7 197 00 B 43 45 34T Min-Max brifEfb, 73 2 45 RS NSl
3.1.3 &5 J5 XAkl Blob

R 4549 77 SR I Blob 5 P #1528 1A A RRURI 2K () pA) SR T200 iy MR Q) 3 e ok 52 1 e 3, S 5
K H LCOM5(lack cohesion of method 5) & . fH A< 3C 1) 3= AL AN P9 28 - R G O, BRI AR DG 1) S B 75 4
[#] 0 R (B L, WOOAN 5 23 110 A R A NS 0 =5 P TRy KT 3%

WF2 C AR bR B b B ks e B | T I B B (R BT & L TR IR a, e
S LCOMS 2 (7), HL A $58 7 [0, 2] 1) A5 00 ) FELE 265 — 4047 455 (75%) i i 27,
a—kl
I -kl
FHZEABLEE 3.1.1 45107 % A9 45 S 4T Min-Max SR EAL, 15 2145 B4R 5 NSlpigp.

32 ETXASHHRERNEZL
4 JEIR T UGN HTI 5 2, UG SCAS bR HEAL 5 | A B (10 4 5 B2 SO AR Sl R B 5 — AN Ak — R S

NSl (C) = LCOM5(C) =

U]

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



2512 Journal of Software #k#F373& Vol.32, No.8, August 2021

F4, 9%k Doc2Vec #2445 2, R T 54T = P 20 AT B SCAS 19 4% iZ ATARLRE . 4% % ARVBLFE 1 f 38 7% 7 [-1, 1] I,
AR IR 49 B TRE SCRI g 7K 96 b T A7 %, FLAS SO TR ACRS B ST SE (K1 45 L, B 1 Positive PMIP8 2T 4
i) AL PR Ak P 5 2K A X AR ABLRE ) A A O, BN T SCAR B T, T, M @ 55 b D AR AR By, JEAHALLRE 5 S
3X(8) T .

0, SIM(T,.T,) <0

SIM ®
(T, T,), SIM(T, T,) =0

PSIM (T,,T,) :{

Doc2V
\:/E&WH ARALLSE —_——

1R ool Y
[ —21 \CIassCohesion,I

______

Fig.4 Overview of textual analysis

B4 ORI

AR AN T7 AT LDA TS SCAS I AHALLRE, I FLAT S 0 L2 AR ALLRE A 380 [0,1].

A3 2% Palomba %5 AU AT 5 40 Py A=l 2 E RAE 10 oh A 2 (non-null median) £y Thee 1 Tliop (7138 .
321 AT A FE

W 77 % ) i A S BB o 0 T A, R B A AR AE AR TR 2R, e S f AOAHALBE L f 1R] i 258 RO A AL S A LE B8
i WAEERS & AT e R FEE S f TR KRR Co, tHET f T RIS SCary T REAN 2 1 STAARBLEE . B0
TALRE CieSCaLL, 75 PSIM(f,C;), i s i KA A MaxPSIM, 11 =(9) T 7.

MaxPSIM (f,SC,, ) = MAX(PSIM (T;, T, )),C; € SCy, ©)
%t FE, & X Code Smell (#3812 (10).
Tl (f,SC,.Co) =MaxPSIM (f,SC,, ) —PSIM (T, ,TCO) (10)

3.2.2 &7 Blob
BT 75 O A LB e - 2R P R RS A 2, WU SIS ) Py 28 P ERAIG Blob F i JBE K.
TR C M H BB 5 5 4 i (10) 7R, 58 X Code Smell )58 £

Tlpien(C)=1-ClassCohesion(C) (11)
Hrir,ClassCohesion 4 % 5 3 I7] A AR 5 0 4 6 3, e Mt (12) o,
ClassCohesion(C) =meanPSIM (f;, f;), f,, f, e F (12)
i#]

33 EEHIERE

ASCHG BT L ECKE Code Smell 732 PSR SRATHE 7525, I 5 1 (K) Blob J& 1A 2K, 14 6 ) DC i FE Ji& T
WAk

HFIE 5y AR5, I Code Smell Ji 55 5 J3 7 b ol L 00 RS I of 5 0 20 AR SC A0 46 44 7 xU I i
FEHf 2 Code Smell [ i 255 5 6 T~ Blob, 18 ik £5 g A A3 1 46 2 1) Code Smell 2 FEE2 R 413X (13) TR,
8 P AE T EY 257 ) B3¢ AR

lbiob=MAX(Tlpjon,NSlpion) (13)
T DC,ASCR FH 4546 23 B R0, B NS >3 25 BIE, W1 B 6.5 AE e HXE5 R 23 BT 1958 5 40 =X (14) i R
lge=NSlgc (14)
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XT FEASCRAFAE S F R & (O<CINT)fE KLl FE O HIE 45 1F, IR S IOCA 7 v e . an =X (18) ir
7R PEAH Ne K

Tle, O<CINTHTI, >0
I, ={NSl,, 0<CINTHTI, =0 (15)
0, 0=CINT
(" eome (T T T T T T \
LCOMS5 | _
Il S Py B /I |\ Ioiob=MAX (T lb1o,NSlbion) ,l

)
]
NSlpiop>3l 25 B,

Fig.5 Unified identification strategy of cohesion design problem
B 5 P S I ) 2 ) S

(.. 0<CINTRIT, >0\

NSESEAMME)I—\ @ N\  ,—m—m—m———— ={NSI,, 0<CINFILIT, =0
The>3 A BIE

CINT ) A i
['ﬁ%%&%ﬁ&iﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁéﬁﬁ ZjJCIIN'I{ )
CDISP
FAEr (4 HORE

Fig.6 Unified identification strategy of coupling design problem
K6 REABevl ) BB 25 6 ) 58 SR

3.4 FTIESHR
AR SCIR 5B AR A LR JUAL 7 4584 43 W 5 T AR SCIHE k2 T 3 A Code Smell fR1ARS I 5 =R 8 (i, 1
XF IS KT 43T T DC AL K FDP F1 CDISP $5 b i 55 75 B 2L 38 N 2 TR W f) 195 100 78 SC A 43 M7 7
T AR SCAS T BB 1R SCAR 43 B 8500, R T SCAR T8 SURFAE 52 30 SC AR RV 25 H6) 43 A PR ARG ) 285 SR B A % W v 43 1T
J7 R AL AR SO E T 3 Bl Code Smell [ 25 45 5 SRHG.
Y SCA 3 A7 R0 45 60 43 #7465 B 2 v AT HAT 340,
o 7T AR LA 19 SCA R 25 Bk 45 22 B R A A ThRE (190 A service, manager)fi B, IX S8 BAE 45 74 4 AT
B A A LA 78 2 B0 O A 2 2 S e 36 3 — 5 00, 451 :Moha %5 A 290 00 Blob B, 75 45 #4975
SR b AR 25 42 40 W 28 1 2 fig s Palomba 25 A TUST3 g i 50 45 HhY SO A R 6 #4043 BT FROAS: 00 45 SR T b AR L
b T AR AT B G IR T 5k S 0 P 45 RV IR 4 5 1) AR 3 /b
o J3—Jj1H,JavaScript {128 RGN Java 2 o A TE S N ) 76 AR & R W I R WA SR, S B8R SR I
AT E L2230, VA SRR IR AR F — FE VRS I 2R 5 B
F 7€ Blob A T SCARIN S e 75 3 B RAB AR J RS (1) Blob F &4 Jy 50 B AR I [) A b AN 1 P E 05 1
YH AT AR B BV ), TG 5 B R 1 95 S i 288, TR B 345 0 5 M0 1 I S8 3 005 (2) AR ST o B (i S b v Ak
2[0,1]5% 8], T LA 42 HEx
FIE FE B, 2 BT LA 58 B AR J7 S R AR, 2 BRIk 45 4 7 A FE 75 20 o A 5 6 R BT B (M 26t 73S
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A 55 70 2 8, A R A SR IR A 20 A oP SR HE T 45 L PR G T — S5 A A5 5 mT REAS U AN 4 SCAR 7 SRR A 7 SCAH A
JEERF 5 2 A R £, A B2 BRI DT g 58 m] .

FISE FE I AT CINT 4 24 B AL (0 B DA D - — 5 i, v 55 CINT JIG o i 2 R 5 00 5 BT s P28, DR b 12 8 4 4
T T AR 53— J7 T A7 AE M 55 12 8 SR ABLE S 0 2 T SR TR 1R AR, B AT AT RE 2 3 BOSCA T s B A0, 81 4 s AR
5 DS g R A5 A FH CINT 3 {1 1T LA RS 633K o 175 3.

4 E B

T HAIE JSAC AT Rk AR SC AR 3 IR I E A S AR K dh 4, 6 ISAC ARSI 45 S HEAT VE Al X b sk
5 FF SRR JLAS )8 R

QL:JSAC B 73 W Aff A I Py SR AR £ 1) Ve vl ) 22

Q2:JS4C F7 W& %0 1) R 2 5 115 A7 5l = ) 2

Q3 SCAK ML A2 TE T ISAC AT I 4 L2

QAR 6 PR 35 2% 56 1 S 36 DAl 4518 14T 2 k2

Q5: 4N 3T~ JSAC 45 1 JavaScript 2 f#) Bk 213, I 52 I FH 72 2

Table 3 Open source project dataset used for experiment

=3 SRR H Hodl S

i H % JiR A KB K11 R B L Dhfigdiiig IBATIREE
Awesome-qgr.js 1.2.0 9 61 T A K WVERS < g5 2 i
Three.js ro5 232 799 =Yg 2% i
PDF.js 1.1.1 535 1574 PDF A% ) 352 U B
FloraJS 3.1.1 24 383 Py E G| & 2% i
Pixi.JS 3.0.2 88 610 HTML5 2D £ & N 245
Brackets 1.3 160 4740 EIT R ES HIMRS

41 KL=

T AR R R ACHE (v e, S0 o S st BRI B A AT TSR AE . R T 2 Sk i TR AR S 56 2 ]
¢ Code Smell f) T #1131 ot b v iff a2 by N A LA T AR AR SR8 — 15 B — & 01 34 TAEL 5610
Web 3 F I R # 43 B ST BEAT & B 5 4353 18 5 .

P Doc2Vec Fil LDA FIARALE {4 51 4# F] Deeplearning4j A1 JGibbLDA JE 14, " AT T4 8 AE 43 # 4R S
FUBMRI T Y5 X ) 32 36 1F A, DR bk S A 3 BT 1 N 6 30F (38 % B N 50 R 5 1 et . 5 g 7 X i
{H VR T Hh R B VL I 25045 5, B0 e CARK N Lok i a5 3 5 TR &5 BT T Xt

SREL A SE 11 B B 5, S50 75 Bt B U0 A ISAC X 52 Fr Py 3R B el il fE ) G 0 R0 TR AR SO B 4R
FIIH R T 5 P 56 T AR () PN T AS I A R0 ) b A A I L B 7 e AT W v e R A, 3 T R
H T N T R AR AR B 5, 5 ORI A ).

9T R QL AT Q2,4 T4 RS s 2. (precision) 1 44 1] Z& (recall) 5 Fa: I Y 2% SR, F8 b A0 50 ik O, 3 W A4 )
)8R B Code Smell A5 AR AE — A~ = 7328 il 8, ¥ A£4E Code Smell IR -4 IEFE AR, ALELE Code Smell
BRIV Ay TOREAS S A TN A TF B IEREAS Bk TP(true positive, IEAfiZ) . T 4 iF B ke A B de ol FP(false
positive, 4R 2) . T A H ) IE AL A Bk FN(false negative, I 4522, K i 26 A0 74 ] 2243 ) =8, (16) - 2X(17)
i

TP

Precision = —— (16)
TP+ FP
Recall =—* ()]
TP +FN

A B A P e T H I H BT T A, AT L Awesome-qgr.js AN Three.js k], i W SZ 56 5o F AT Y
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P AR AR 4.2 TR R 7T~3R 9 JEIR.

Awesome-qr.js ) 1.2.0 iR ABAZ 45 1 500 47408, 0] 76 % F s ol AR 45 338 AT S A A TR 7 AT
K HZAFAAMCA REFE.

4 I T XZINH % FE A DC 50 1K) 4% 35 ok 20U A M 45 5L o1 T~ o ek B AURD J AR iy 2 3 8 B
I 5 4R AE (51 40 mod F1 multiply) SR AR 22 40 80190 an - draw), £ 28 2R H AR SRR 300 b, 0 STAS 43 HE DL
€ H FRRREG AR, S AT I A AR G 10 30, 0 T3 288 Ok IR HE KA 45, JSAC PREIHE T IR 2 1) 365 R P

Table 4 Detection results and effectiveness of FE and DC in Awesome-qr.js
R4 Awesome-qr.js H FE F1 DC [0 £ S F0AG M) 24 4

; " lac/ NSle/ e/ Fh 75 6 o/ Fh75 6 | e
> N ¢ 2 e |
K REE BEHE A% (Doc2Vec) (LDA) ATHE
QRPolynomial mod 0.4/QRMath, A % e 0/t 0/t 0/t QRMath
QRPolynomial multiply 0.5/QRMath, A 2 e 0/t 0/ 0/ QRMath
Drawing draw 0/ 0/ 0% 0/7% QRCodeModel
0.33/QRRSBIlock, 0.17/ 0.17/
QRCodeModel make ORUil QRRSBlock QRRSBlock 0/ QRRSBIlock
0.4/Drawing, 1/Drawing, 1/Drawing, 1/Drawing,
AwesomeQRCode makeCode QRCodeModel QRCodeModel | QRCodeModel | QRCodeModel QRCodeModel
QRUil getLostPoint 0/% 0/7 0/ 0 QRCodeModel

R 5 T H Blob (K445 R AL kIl 45 R o % T QR8DitByte, SUA /- Akl 2] Code Smell,
M0 4544 73 BT R T o 9 2 4 Code Smell PSI J J rp i SUT 22 AN AR 8 R B0 52 D7 17 B P8, 9 R PR AS AL HL R 2
J DA I A4 FREN 59 55 38 4R AT % 0T AwesomeQRCode, & A0 35 AT il Jeg 1 B B, it 4 ) 23 R B AR SCAR 23 #
EIR] DUAS I R e S B T ANA 9K ) 22 FHR BT

Table 5 Detection results and effectiveness of Blob in Awesome-qr.js
=5 Awesome-qgr.js " Blob [ 4k SRS I 2

K4 fRIBA7H NSloob  Tloion(Doc2Vec)  lnion(Doc2Vec)  Tlwn(LDA)  lnion(LDA) A THE
QRCodeModel 533 0.58 0.51 0.58 0.61 0.61 E5l
Drawing 327 0.68 0.74 0.74 0.61 0.68 H
QRPolynomial 44 0 0.29 0.29 0 0 H
QRBitBuffer 28 0.26 0.21 0.26 0 0.26 f
QR8bitByte 41 1 0 1 0 1 H
AwesomeQRCode 55 0 0.46 0.46 0.56 0.56 1
QRRSBlock 197 0 0 0 0 0 &
QRUtil 213 0 0 0 0 0 H
QRMath 18 0 0 0 0 0 G

Awesome-qr.js AR /N, A0 AH IS 4 7 v o LLSR IR 8 16 50800 , T LA PR RUASE 45 K I 3R A v s i 8
L% Three.jsUU Fil FH WebGL A1 HTMLS 45 55 30 f 3500 B 3% — 4 51 4, 4% %5 2018 4F 9 H,i%351 H CU AT
25 000 ARAGHEAT (commit). 88 A~k fi(release) iR A FNIT 1 000 £ 1UHS DIk # (contributor). A& SC R H JS4C
Three.js r95 JRACHS o () 232 AN HEAT T K00, 3£ 23 Hr Code Smell (5 43 #i LA & e A1 2 1) ) 5% &, HL b, 0% 103
AW RS ) 3 i Code Smell.

ST RGN FTA 25,388 3 FF Code Smell(Blob,FE,DC)#& i ()4 & BLOB,FE,DC.A 3 ) il Spearman 2%
2516 75125 (Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient)153 bt = 3 ] (4 P 9 415G 1k, 12 5 925 T - R SR 2R 20 A3 14
P AL 5040 3 19 A 5 1 D i AR, mT i A S R B p AR S ME W BB R R P B S R R i, 7
e 5 — A Bk 35 45 24 (significant level) i o, 2B, o0l 3 HUM 0051 7R % U 1,24 P<adif, il Ak 99 40 550406 i1 7
S AT B35 B AT S8 01 3 502 P<0.01 I, mT A Ay 9 2 50 11 2 S Al 2 3 A5G R B o) FH SR O R VT AR
ANGETE AR B A DG e IE O [-1,1]. 0058 6 JTow, oft vl % A DGk, 2 S8 vh s A S (E, HL A B i 58 4
AR OGN, pH OC R B Ay +1 B-1.
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Table 6 Spearman’s rank coefficient value p and its correlation level
% 6 Spearman FRAH R R E ol H S FLAR G M

P AHR
[0.8,1.0] PR AR O
[0.6,0.8) SERAH
[0.4,0.6) R TR EPS
[0.2,0.4) LERIIPS
[0.0,0.2) B 5540 %

AT Three.js 1) 3 Fft Code Smell il 45 S 3E47 P9 9 43 17, 5 1 45 16 :FE F1 DC 5 B35 98 F (1% 4 AH SG k3L
1 p—0.30(P=0.001);BLOB FH FE 5 H r} &5 B 1 IEAH SG 7, BLOB il DC W) ZE A B Gk & Y.

ASCRE— 3P BRSCRE A BT n) BURT P SR BT ) G R

¢ Code Smell 4 Jy#35,4 W Z Code Smell(Blob) b — 2,444 Code Smell(FE,DC) k55— 2 AR N R 11
HREE 1 c WA Npiop— N EEH L AR T H A £ A4 FE 5 DC 88 {8, 4 A& Code Smell, A SCH L3
mean(lg),mean(lqc), 25 Hi A & I MR AL SE % ISR — AN KR MG BN mean(lye), £ mean(lye) <0, U BX
mean(lgc). X T- R G5 4 I 128, n] LASRASHIE ) 58 B2 1 4 LC R s flh & 38 2 (W45 & HC.

ASCHIH Spearman FRAHIKE RESTHT LC A HC AHSGME AN H & lue, e KT 0 M3, 15 8] P HiE /N T
0.05(6.3e—18),024 0.46.5: 56 & T, 1% 35 H -G F1 P4 2R 1158 55 B A7 59 1EAH G,

RN, WA ENICEN G RAER . @BE IR TR A B LR b R 2R, 15 H R I 2R
k1 66.88%. 4% 3Lk — 540 ] Wilcoxon &k FAs i (Wilcoxon rank-sum  test)! 15347 1 2H Bt (1) 5 Ak 43 A 2 75 22 5
82 2 AN Y 2 VA S M R ) B4 TG S o o S R RN A B R A L Y P, 3 S A AN ol ). 23 M 45
H,LC F1 HC (15341t 2 AN [F] (P=6.27e-34).
42 KGHR

Wi 55 4.1 5 BNy 2 AR SO B A b i A T H MEAT TSI A I 45 SRR 7~ 9 A R T
R 8 2k T 5 UESCA 7 0 45 SR B BTk, S5 s B W T 2 R S0 A Uy S BB (R aligh b p) A R
A H Doc2Vec Fil LDA {1 2 SCAR S IR ARG I 25 S rb 3 52 10358 23 (RS 4 ) o 4 0K I 25 S (IF 2R ) M L B AR
B3 o B A 2% g T A0 43 1 A R W 4 T e, A DU AR R T BT o T B R

Table 7 Detection results of coupling design problems (%)
FT OOV R R L: R (%)
SiH 4 R % Rk G JEE S
Doc2Vec LDA  #li%i#y | Doc2Vec LDA  4i%if | Doc2Vec Ml LDA | Doc2Vec LDA
Awesome-qr.js 100 100 100 66.67  66.67  66.67 100 - -
Three.js 61.82  54.65  60.00 77.27 5341  471.72 76.58 96.15 3.75
PDF.js 70.00  66.67 55.56 87.50  59.38  46.88 57.78 89.47  10.53
FloralS 66.67  60.00  75.00 83.33  42.86 42.86 55.56 100 0
Pixi.JS 89.66 9231  92.00 92.86 8571 82.14 89.66 100 0
Brackets 86.27  87.18  82.50 93.62 7234  67.35 76.47 100 0
Table 8 Detection results of cohesion design problems (%)
F 8 NI In) AR A I 45 (%)
WiH % HE % A ]2 A EE A
> Doc2Vec LDA  #ii#i#y | Doc2Vec LDA  #li#i#y | Doc2Vec il LDA | Doc2Vec LDA
Awesome-qr.js 100 100 100 83.33 7143 57.14 100 - -
Three.js 7458 4444  65.00 71.74 3428 3143 17.81 76.67  23.33
PDF.js 6538  50.00 36.36 76.19 2381 19.05 35.48 85.00  15.00
FloralS 75.00  42.86  40.00 75.00 3750 1250 36.36 57.14  42.86
Pixi.JS 63.64 40 22.22 87.50  25.00 12.50 44.00 100 0
Brackets 70.73  66.67 55.56 80.56  27.78  16.13 27.27 90.63 9.37
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Table 9 Other detection results (%)
Fz 9 HABASI AR (%)
WiH % [(92E -5 oL e P SR A i [ AL 2%/ PSR A A G SCAAE B

. i b 0k BRI S P AE FEUP E i b
Awesome-qr.js 77.78 55.56 55.56%/0.04 —/>0.05 36.36
Three.js 25.43 50.86 66.88%/6.27e—34 0.46/6.3e-18 45.14
PDF.js 5.23 9.91 47.28%/1.34e-08 0.27/0.04 57.06
FloralS 41.67 54.17 76.92%/1e—04 0.58/0.04 41.38
Pixi.JS 28.41 44.32 48.84%/5.21e-07 0.63/0.002 36.17
Brackets 30.00 46.88 55.70%/6.56e—16 —/>0.05 40.98

43 REITE

T QLARYER 7 MK 8 v Doc2Vec A1 A% if 28 F1 73 (Rl 22 54, v] WAL B AR I 5 K I Java Code Smell
{1 17128 SCRRESTAR 477, JSAC fi& 8 L 55 v it 3t K 00 AT U 590 A SR AR 75 i L. 01 38 7 77, 4 P Doc2Vee 14 Sy SCAS 46
S0 ISAC ARSI R £ 1) AL 75 THT 1) 6 s 3 IS 4 0 AR 5 oAt Ty 20HE 2 RS %6 I T4 K B2 7 7 A [l
B IR 8 F I, A0 I Py 2R I R IR, LA 34T S A T AN 2

A SCIE 25 2 FH 5 SCHR A HL 11 P B8 RHRE A Tr) AL 11 R TR R o R, ek 26 9 R 3R 4 1, 55 5 51 1 oA R AR B IR T
Ferb 4538, AEDAE X Q1 f1[m] % Badri 25 A BCUG H, 1y SRR & 1) 18 ek 1) A7 A0 A DSk B 2 11 6 AN H b 4
ANMF T 2845 18, 2L b Awesome-qr.js A O EAS 3 10 R PR B AN 1 Chahal 8 NI 28 IR &

P BRI 560 P AR, 1T 260 P ZRE R A 10 58 11D 40 A il 35 AN [) R 0 R A1 AN e ] — o ) 300 S [ B 8, T 0 301 44 o i)
RO T v A [R) B EH R
WFT Q2,JS4C A By BRI b B A R 0% A5 e A e R Ik 1 0 28 1), A R AT Sk A E LA i 5 0
PR 25 HE R T30 8 35 77 LA B 0 P b B o 7 5 s 0 o i) 2 B, 8 260 1 R0 D) 5 SR AE S 4 1A rh R ik
OV 260 ) R 452 (1) JS4C FET-28 40 T 2 JSDeodorant 3™ i 46l %% 4L 52 Ho ) £, /L& ISDeodorant 42 H A 4%
AT R IS M LB (H i T SR 7 2 2 R, 2 TR R 38 0 #0341 S (40 Q4 P o B i ) HL
FHIER B TE), R0 ) T KRS 45(2) SCAN R & S BOCABAAT A& B0 AR, TRtk H mTR 838 2 AAHE
ATHUB /N PR IR N B 28;(3) F T IS A 59 28 80 R 4, H i A7 T ol 180 T o 20258 42 (1 R A 4 T 5 5 1) 2%
T L A0S B S, X5 R T i 1) ST A T 1k A A A AT BT, 1K T 5 1 NSCDISPATEM 25 45 g 7 20 ) Bt 44
[C1 N Sl APS b AN M TR A R R a7 PS8
K RS A5 1) JBUf) SI2 36 v, JSAC 7E Three.js Al FloradS [R5 1~ Hh (KRS A 4 R B AS T B AR 3 B2 (1 40 A 4 2
FAE DL
(1) %A SR WebGL. Canvas F1 T T 34455 Dy B 42 1 A8 TLIK SRR sk 4 b ISAC 1) 4546 5 =g 3L
S0l A — it AN B A Y 00 R B AT A 0T 0 B B R T R I e 0 I S ) S, T D e ) B
JE 2 T it BRI U 1) 1 48 B, D440 33K 16 R 0 A N S ARG U A v )<< P ] 9, DAOR A RS T 28
(2) T SCAARABLEE RS 0 1) 4 FE (#0025 52 F1) Duplicate Code(FE & AUHS) K T-Ht. 4E Code Smell 414
Sk (R AH S 97 BT Duplicate Code 158 T FE, % 0] 8 nf @53 Code Smell HE 5 (¥ 77 200 38
TERL I P 5 Ir) R S 3 b 52 T S B A AL AR 3 2R UL
(1) #dE2E(data class) sl 2 24 (model) H -5 Mk 55 18 48 G ¢ 1) A7 JURN 3 51046 55 oR B3 v 1 50 7 N 2R
PR RERAR . TP T AW — J510,3S AR BT 3 A 8 H AR A D5, i 48 A S B 5 U A
SE RN ; 5 — 5 T, 3408 4 A7 B bR 50t A, 5 />t 19 M 2532 8, DT A i 1 Ik 4 3 1) A7 I o .
(2) AR AFAE KRR IR ) . 552538 48 TG 00 1) 78 S BR UM ARL, 5 T ST A U7 = 100 40 7 4
(3) o TR AT P R R, 2 4 ) A M1 P 2R 28 36 0% ) 8, — 7 1T, T L2 45 O i )5 4 i
7 T, A SE A A T DA e T R B R I B BB L
X1 Q3, SCAAL M A AL T TR MR — 7 1H AE 3R 9 P, 5 WSCAAF B 4 T4 4 B L, e 22 ()

i

'\
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R I 55— D5 1, SCAT AR T2 10 AR BRI 7 MR 8 i Doc2Vec ANZEZS # 7 s e,
Sy DU A A [P Ak 4 T RIS 21 7 B 2 (vt ) 7 Doc2Vee Al HE (ARSI S B0 G RS Bl 4 ™
LS P 2R TR0 A G 0 P 3 5 1 R A 3 4 T IS I 2 1A R A

1ESCATT AL b Doc2Vee T 1 HIHEARIL T LDAAK 7 FI3E 8 i “H 5 B2 w] LUF R SCASEL
(RGO &5 SR E AT — S AR (F AN A T A 3 23 ofy B B30 Wl LA A4 T (AN £ 8 23, Doc2Vee ik % i EL
LDA RERI B 2 AN [ O 2 R QL F 4518, T WX S8 Kl . 2 3 71 T A A% R 1A 8k Doc2Vee SE& & 15 4

AL SCA G KT AT B9
4.4 BIYIER

() B SEI50 A3 B LA SO GitHub AT IS K I ) SCRRU e B T I8 47 RS 2 A D EAS ) HLA
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