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Survey on Code Smells
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'(School of Computer Science and Technology, Beijing Institute of Technology, Beijing 100081, China)

*(Management Department of Collaborative Innovation, National Innovation Institute of Defense Technology, Academy of Military
Sciences, Beijing 100097, China)

Abstract: Code smells are low-quality code snippets that are in urgent need of refactoring. Code smell is a research hotspot in software

engineering, with many related research topics, large time span, and rich research results. To sort out the relevant research approach and

results, analyze the research hotspots, and predict the future research directions, this study systematically analyzes and classifies 339 papers

related to code smell published from 1990 to June 2020. The development trend of code smells is analyzed and counted, the mainstream

and hot spots of related research are quantitatively revealed, the key code smells concerned by the academia are identified, and also the

differences of concerns between industry and academia are studied.

Key words: code smells; software refactoring; software quality; metric; defect
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JUAE N PVRAGR A H T 5 TR 3 ol 2 00 23 1) AR IR R R 0 7 325 b, WF S0 By g g O g By 127190,
2 BRRRAL TS g A TR D VR 8 F T AR IR R R R 24 ARG R R Sk T RN T AR A QAT IR R 11 5
Wi, SEARFEMNTE RN G BAFRGEI BRI AL, SHTEUE T AR A AT i 2020, Spiepes 220,
B eie A PN R A RERE T AR B B 1145 A J5 1T ¥ . Catolino 55 A BVAMHT TARTSIR IR ARG B 2
1] PR 2%, AR DR ™ A R I 80 ST e PR 7R 2 v, iy 1 AR A A 1) () I E 7. SN BLIE
RE— BT T ARISIRIR Z TR G R, A0 T AT AR AR DGR LA R LI 5 45 B e ob, 0N RN AT T 43 3
ARASERIER S I [ J5 5 B4 AR R RAE AN R 2R 2R G v (¥ 40 A 100 B LA R G e 1 20 T AL AR A SRk LAV B L5
U['rﬂ [5,6,40,41]/;%@'

KTACEIRR B TETT AR I RIS LR BETSCR . W BAR I TR A TS B, S0 b 1 i
TR TCILIR, BFFEN 2 2 CEARA AR R FCEAT SCRERIE . Zhang %5 A %S 2000 4728 2009 4 6 H 1A K
AR 39 Fai L5 SCHR [1] B 4510 22 FRACTE SRR IRAH GBI S8 SCHEAT T 20 B, B R AR IRWR I doe ST 98N B i
(FIFRIBIRIE. Zhang %5 A A A RIS ER A S 0y 7 THI AR 5C H T 4975 A L. de Paulo Sobrinho % A ™40 T 1990 45
22017 4 4 FIE AR 351 R AU ERRAR SC I 5T 30, MARREIRIR IR L BIFFEN GO SRR (0 DG VE i J8 A8
SEHR U L AT IRUREIF ST B/ BN A B 38 SCH R 4y A1 45 5 AN S EEREAT T F 5. Sharma Fil Spinellis™ 4 T
1999 —2016 £ [A] K&K 445 FEHFTTIR L, MCEEIRIRIE SCo RAL . MBS AN T3 AL 58 5 /T T ik
TTREIE.
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17 2% X LCRIF T D RSN T AT Rk (0 BR AR, SR IR 10 SCIR SRR B 518 SR RN )4 L,
BEREA e I JLAE FUB ] SR IOWT UL . b, ISR 18 S0 A N A, (HAROR REMR D OCBRA RS AR ZE . Tl
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AT 1 WA T RGHIEAT SCHREEIR (K k. 55 2 5. 55 3 AR 4 WA G BIFA GRS, i
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NS 1998 AE7EHL R A T A X (antipattern) — 1l % R BT AR A1 e, - FLAR L 1%t B [ il ey €.
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b BRI AH DG 18 S0 1 A5 e 8 S A RS Rk, g A AR 5 e 3 B8ORS 3R 18 S i v B — MR R I AR SR B (1R
T 5 B ). DRI AT S0 e SLRTF 24 s e 11 148 S
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FPHE, FETCIIA S EE R I 5 NS = 7 i, I Bt 28— 550 e 843 31 339 R M ST, AT 3 FOR ISR I AL,

(2) W SCR R I s 25 UWE T B LY 2 (CCF) 4 B b2 AR T4 st B 4521

(3) WICHIIFIT E . Gl SCFRHRTIRRBIE S 6 1), ARSI FAe . WF AR S XS H o KA
WSO Lo Al A b s s, il s e

(5) WICH U L AR IR B A3 0 AR IR R 1) 732K
SR N A 1129 FRSCHR L By 339 F 18 SCHI B T A LRI (KIRTTTEHR SR, AR 8 SO0 EL A5 A I 1 2 A
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K2 ol
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(RIRIEFE, (AT SR AL AR IS S B (3138 1 XAH A 1) 55 &2 A0S -Duplicated Code fRADIRBE) 5 I AMIRBR — B HFITI
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SO ACHE AR KBTS R IS8, [ 2012 4 2 JE SN SO0 T AR IR IR (1 S A B2 6 25 8 mr, IF HATSCHIESE
BRI IGE RN, £E 2017 SEANSCHE TR 2 T I, R348 R RIS ORI EARRUE AR B, iR SO R
TR 73 XA D B, AR R RAR S K R KPR BT 2, e RAE B KU BT (K18 SCHUR, DU AR
AR ML 2 BT, o AR AE B R LL LRI A 18 30 B4 38 SCHL 55.46%. S5 REW], i
JUAERIF TN S0 T AR R IR FRIBIT S04 B0 IR BRI, JF HLAE SRR JUAE OR R A 50 i A DR I, A SRR SO B A 12
T, ARBPTUSCRAS B T 2RI AT

2 RQI: A

AT RN R AR STH LA BACHE IR R KL (1 A L, [R125 T AR IR IR IR R AR 35 LU O RN 2.

SRR 0 % 1A T T O R e T ol 7 T SR i R ey 5 M0, A a2 K B3R T
BAF BRI, T LOA AR IRR (A [T 5. DA A SO ¢ A AR SRR ] 13 AAN [+ 1) AR S A A e A5
2 ABIFGA TR AR IR SOHOH E ARSI R B, i AP AE A FRAN RS AR [ IR R G 44 1) ), £E
FFRFAAA RS IRIR H 2 )5, A0 5244 R SCISRIREEAT T 095, o 1 ol 0, 45 R R 44 B ARG IR
WRE LI ST IEAT, MR AR SRR 1 5 SO AR AT ] BRI EA T Fac. b T-20, I A4 AT AR SRR BT e 2
6 H AN ASHIT ST [ A D 58 = e, P i it 08 Bl — BUE L. SR 4 B,

SR, A 1998 442 2004 AEAEACRIIRRAAE AR IR AR I 3, 5 SOBTARRD IR A 11y 2l i i B, 1
22004 FAR RN 3 R SCT HPE LT 1 FACHIRIR. MIAE 25— BN ] L, SRS IRIR A5 3 24 e 2
A7 AR IR R L, g SCARS IR (R A — ELORFFAE BRI K. X2 BEA 18 SO — 2D W A B, 6 TARAS IR
R FRORIF 9 L 4 T I 1606 AR, AR ARADIRIR A 5] R B LA . AT Spadini 55 A I7E 2001 4407
SRR I E S 5 NIRRT, 32 LT 11 Al R AR SRR, Fowler 45 A AT Malveau 45 A ¥t 1 i of G4
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52 SCRACTE SRR 1R 56 2 RE P, 2 T 0% N 9T H BUACRE IR R 5 o (1) 2 2t AT L o T X A QR SRR 1) R i 15
(A3 AR BERE ™, LU AR DR BRI RAEAE THRAFTF R0 5 AN B, DL T AR G IE B Ho A A5 0t
ZARAFAE AR IRIR. BEAFBETCRIRAN, L 2013 SE0FTEN SO ARSI R EEA T 90 e 5 5 35 A R IR IR B R 1) G R B
IR BTV, BAR SRR ARV SCRN S, REEEIE N 53 0E SOFT AR SRR 1) B A7 Biniplz 30, 491401 20132015 4R
SRS IRAREAT BT T B AR SL S A R ETHES, A7 AR RIR IR SR AR 55 3.1 5 R4,

100

L &7
%0 84 /

0 | 79

70 t
60 |
30 ¢ 45

41
40 t -

[NENIS (6

30

20

10

0
S 9
KR

S D OO PO
S PFLESS
P AP

4 BRI BT SRR AL

A BRI TV 2 AN R TR B 6 AN TR0 S AR IR IR . ASHIF 5 T i DGV JF 2 BT AR IR AR (1 41 g, [ IS
B S PRSI H 3%, W22 A0S R B0, MR B & SQLEVEARTAIRIR. 56 % I RIS IR R AL AR O
SRR IR H 3ot TACRIRR KB 5047 45 T8 3, IF LA 8 IF R N AL ALACRS 5. (EAT SARRS IR R B BT,
W AT R — B 7> RARvHE. Ganesh 25 AARYE ACRS IR R T ) Xof S BE v S W Ry 75, )t B R AR SRR 2B 4T 17 23
2 BT AR 7 1AM 2 1R T THT 0 G 0 BE v SN, T, 2 At AR T 17t e B v R JRE F A RS SR . Mintyla 45
IARAE IR T — P e T A F T A A ARG IR IR 73 505 32, RIDR AR SRR 0 A A5 2 1 i) X R AR
WEHT S MM A% B, B ol T — AP ML 43 28053, S RSN 50T e 20N ] (¥ 43 28 45 L. BeA e oA
BN S Al o R — 7 T () 43 2807 4%, RAF BT Z A Al R B,

PIEAEGE T I RE o A T AR A SRR BEAT 7338, U S TR SGA I SRR 54 3 45 3 RO IR RS Y. [ i phy
THRATG b, AREE S SRR AN IEAS, A7 A NIRRT AN RIS AL R 0, O TR Fi Wy 52 1
P 405k = 0] G R A IR R, KA K S 23 B AR F A SE B R b mT B8 e B A0 AR SR Wk, B S B AR A
(implementation code smell) KARLET e, 733, HEWTRIZETE, AWTTUAFE] T LR 38 M ARG IRIR S A, 2 1
SR T H SRORRE R PR AR

[l N A FTC R 2 PR T DA 2R AR IR IR B 3%, JFGETE T AR U R IR AR SC ST 18 SO 36 2 A ORHIE
T SCHR P AT 18 SCE 4 P LAZ AV RO BT B AR A (2 ) IR SCECR. 1 1 S0 23 R AR A, 3 B3R
BETAER S BLRECHEE AT+ RO AR IRR, 1 22 H Rk 2 Jos.

AL IR e R, AT B T 56 M MRS IR B LR 7 SRR RS2 H S, P ILAE 2 S 2,
A LA HARRE SRR 228 N AR I i) o G ARRS i AP A ST ko, AT 5 | PR R B Ak 2 U, 38 T AN IR O 5006)
G, VAR RIRITFUUE WA QR IR A B DRAE AN [ ST A T A 18 Ak 22 B B, DAL IHEAS L T i 0 SR P T R N B, LA ATk
LA RV AT T A B (K T BN B3 A2 L2 7 TR A QL IR AR R IR i i, LA DR B £ o
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x 1 AR
A IR TR A P ARIRTR Y P
Android RTINS iOS Performance HON =12 SRRV R/ N Sl
Android ICC Security 2 L A IDE A 22 A R R R JavaScript ISR R R
Android Presentation Layer DR NN LTINS Linguistic ORI UE/ NS
Android Security LG AR AR Rk Logging Code* H A A )
Anti-Micro-Patterns S Memory* W7 S A )
Application Usability IS FH R ) PR R ) Mobile App* 5 App R 7
Architecture BT AL BB A SR R RT MVC MVCHE [ AR R
Aspect-oriented T 5 T 0 R R Open Cloud COMPUINE a2 -S4 11ty LA™
Cl Ee 2 SDINIEINT ORM performance* T i) % % LS 44 fi S A ()
Communication Performance* T A5 R R AT Performance* P BEAR 2% 1 AR AT
Design B ARG IR Python Pythonf A% IR !
Design Configuration T H e A SRR SRR Python Security Python % A UG SR LT
Duplicate Log H ik v 1 A AR A SR T Security LATISACHL SRR
SR\ il S 2 A R AR R N R .
Embedded Code Smell Webﬂﬁ%%%lﬂﬁﬂk;\;%gi;]m = AU AR Semantic Y I 4 AR 5 T8 SR ALY
Energy REFEACAD SRR SOA* T 1] A 45 PO 22 S AT
Exception Handling* S AR Software Reuse* AT A Y
Implementation ARSI R4 QA A SQL* SQL R AL
Implementation Configuration 0 H AL L SE LA AL SR Test TRACH SRR
iOs NV EZE/Nr o Variability-Aware  TRACER 8% i 25 Rk A SR kT

T AR R AR AR IR IR

K2 BBIFTREAERT T AACR IR IR

HOCHRTTIE 4Bt

R IR X X HRH (%)
Feature envy'! M= AN T A R D R T AR ) DGR, ) IR, 133 39.2
Long method!"! LI AEATBOS I, HIZIATR 113 33

TE—ANFRITH 0 ST, R IRRE I 51 /3 A 7E TS P 1. God
God class™ classhBRIE Y T X —8eil, K Z IRARE T e — AN 2Krh, 8ux sl 95 28
Z 1 hhe
1 Data class/& 48— M RAHRAAELAE, FHT-V5 vl 3Z e iz 1 7732, A
Data class' Al B RHE AR B T R 85 25.1
Duplicated code!” TEIE R A A GRS AE— R A SR P I A AR I, ) H 79 23
P IDuplicated code¥R ik .
Refused bequest™! MGk T AL TR, (E R EIAR A T A A X LA 2 279 23
d TE S PRI T 15, AR X R Ak AR O &R BT it )
Blob class™®”! Blob classhb BAR 2 HR 5, H B VEFIT7VE 5 AN A LS A FRAH O, AAA RS 78 ”3
WIS 1, I B w517 2 BRI Rk
Shoteun surgery!! MU0 T I IN—AS8 B R IGAT 9 1 Bom AR 2 1t 7 OUIEAR 4 )18
SURSUIEELY W02 oM O, SRR UL Ak A 1A :
Long parameter list") 34— HAIR KIS H01 I, itas D% Rk 73 21.5
ZIREAR AR 25 H A0 e LB R 4 AR RS, IX RS AL B IR 2 R4
Spaghetti codel®” Ak (Hlngoto) FEATACHE K18 AR o, 10 AN A6 FH G5 AR (7 ¥ 6 186

SRR SRBEATN T . U R HI T 0 5 3 35 BEAT IR, 1T A AR
AR I i SRR T SR S, IR ]S B IR R
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BRI S, SHRFAE R R KA D18 SC LT 2 SRR IR R I G2 S 1, A AR SRR H 45 4>, WF 0N BLxt T
ARRDERWR ) SCE R B A K a3, F AR 4 4F— EARRRE B m (R DGR B2, Bk 77 0 C AT T i) X ARG IR
WRIEATHEFCAN, R AR SRR AE S A ATk e 5 LIt 8, 9 Lo SOBT AR SRR EL28 R T I ATF u A . AR
FRAGERIR AT 5| B0 e = T 484N B 3%, (B b —Fp) 2 Al (40280735, S80T REDIRR 281 %, 1
INT IR G A IV BB IR R (K S5 DRI s SR e 4y — SO ELMERA K QRS IR 53 28 )5 VR A %4
BT PR e L

3 MRHBREXBEARDIRRK

AT B AN LA AR IR RAT S H FIREAT 2047, 56 RQ3 WS H B LA BB FA I (125 ]I AR 4 S 21
A5 R, AT SRR K OCBERE RE, B AR V2 A ] AR IRER, 52 1O T RQ4 (1 [1] %
3.1 RQ2: IRHESHES

WIS A FH 3 R0 AT PO 5 e 28 OIS H K2R 8, R A DL R LA B O AE N T A B 28
ZH R 03 B SR 2, T AR AR B H BRI DTk, @ A2 BWIARTI T H IS AL FEIXANBY B, B R /ANL R B AR T
A ER TG OUT, 45 M IT H MBI G R (R R @ LA 4. X T E— 2 BB eIia 2R 85 B
HATIC I, F500 B & B AR R AR R 2, @ &I FME . AT BT LA R BY AT TS A 1, IRIESR I (7]
WIEAS; ® )i fS B 400 10 AT H 2B & 5 FR, 365 T 0 8eE AR5 AH ST SR B )8 SC e, IR i
TAHR )58 S AR SO BT R SCHEAT T 8RR 2K, W K BIRABUE 2 MT R N AR, KB TR 2 H
(R FEREAT 23 28, FLAMAIF T P9 B A A RS H K. O T B 3= 0, 1 5% e A 7 A S AR AT 52 H A 8 ) I I 3L,
M5 T SRS S, SRS TP 45 B Bk () Cohen’s Kappal !, 15575 3 Kappa 4 0.88, £ WA
HEGR B, T PAAER 28 R AAAE P S8, I 5IN 00 £ 5 B 0 T & RN R AT 5 R 2,
X 2 S 4 MEAT I 9 B AR A B — B 5 T A Sl SO A LRI AT H B LR 2 SOk B R TG IX 10 Bk
TIBEAT R BT

IRRAS I (134) PRWRIAIDE R (15)

WERAEHE (52) G T (11)

S22 AT (42) PRuRIELL (10)

IRRSE 3 (36) RWRARSEZ (7)

RS (6)
K5 #IsH

(1) IRERAGI. Ja& T2 Y (K30 SO LRI IR Ry LRI 5, LASR A R i SR B TR Ik
VE K ACRSIRRIEA AL DN, 2505 23 A 9F 5 5 i AR S AR 00 1y DR 35 0 T2 2 H e, 0 1 e e AR A IR PR RS ARL. x
T B AR WA VRIS, AN 5 V25 (40 1 B AT DR FL o D TR LR bR e T HLER % S AL R 59
TR BT T USSR T SOAR R TT VAR T, 6T BT B BARFR AR 7 v, I IZ L bn AR
Ky B AR AR (B AR E, AT U4 RS SRR, Marinescu® Vet A FiT AN B i s HEA T DR AR RS 2 ARG 10 1) 2, 77
SEBEH T A TR AR AR KA I NS, A 2 AN LR TR AT IR E AL B T AL 2 S R SR (K T 1, B8
TR FE AL 27 STRIRAE 77 123 0 2 ST RINZ AL e KA AR ER . Maiga %5 A P20 BLIR0K SCRE ) B AL (SVM) 1 3]
AREE IR AR =2, 5wy RS 5 05 R HE A 2 LR v e TR0 0 77 3 U R TSR e SR R 5 5L
P45 A Bt A RUUEAT SRR R . Moha %5 A PN LR HH T — R Rt diebn . SiR0CR . T ORISR
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PSS B e BRI IR A (design smell), AR P IX e ARG 2 S0 E Bl A A 75 7% 261 SCAR A 7 v )
WRLHRE ., VCEC AR R A7 1] BEAFAE BOAR IR . 140 Bavota 45 A PSR F Y5 A AT A A B AR TR 27 1 3C
AAE EHERE, DA 7 0 2 TR A 7 1 S5 A6 A IR SRR I T R ik ™ (feature envy) RIGIRIA; J6T EURIE T
(PRS0 75 IR FH M 2R PR OO, P i P R 3 T (AST)P Vi AR SRk, Btk 2 Ab, I 4
M PSERE A M TENUR oa IS E R s N AR B N S 1| KNS &/ NG 11117 X (S DV 3Tl 1%
iﬂ‘]bﬁ% [69,108,109]%.

(2) RWRAL . 8 TR SCB AR AT 5 58, LATH BRAR T SR Aot 40 /4 QR o it P 5 i, 580 4>
TRIF 5T TS A A SR K 5. AT, A OCHIF U] UG by 4 AR 4R . AR . BT AL 5
3 2. UG F ARG IR R Ak 2 (KA 0 A vh O T R 4 AR A, DA A SRR T RN 53 U B AR RS IR R
Deursen %5 A U9 ety T — 415 T- IR 10 FAG 1R, DABEBY T & A S adE iR A Q. Monteiro 256 A V)
S HY T 4T ) 7 T R R A WO SRS B A B SR U T, vT RARE— D 4 4 b B B AR E AR
fERmk, Kl EAHL S LA T R (B E A 41) 3% 3 51T 41 Tsantalis 25 A ™9 J64R T —Fh k36 28 40K
¥ (type checking) YRR ) 10 3l F K4 5 vk . 0k F A AT T i S AR /280 A4 5% W) FE) k57 DA s 6 - Al 8 4 D7 1
Fontana %5 A" F 2011 4F 8 W AEF 6 N0 5 R Fibas ok W 58 T A B AT A R AR PO 5%

(3) SIS AT X LEATF ) B H ALE T IO ARG IR R0 5% i 44/ 4 QR o ek L B 1 e S R G SR 1)
TR, A I S TR BRI A U F bR, BRI S, PR BT AR IR R R PR AR L R A
PEL IRPEVEBE S RERE S BIR BT L SRS & 45 T et R R Ji J R 1 5. K 22 U iF B AR SRR 2 LA |
JeE = A G T RS, B AT AR SRR (K QAT 5 2% ) HH AR R, Tl A QRS SRR 2 38 n i b i A+F HH 1055 0 2% (B AT
MBI FTIN Ay X LG5 i S MG 1, R RS IR R AR L5 S /AR A ST B 1K) T F447 K, 4514 Olbrich 25 A MR 5T 3 1
B TACS AR BT e —REZ I, B3 2K (God class) M & —FlE RIS 41407 3K, 31 5 20 (32 b
FEg. Sjoberg 45 A U (1) 45 R WA FEARRD IR} 44 T AR RS I, HE 448K (Refused bequest) PRIK S 1M
558 /0 TAERARSE. IF HOFAEFTA AR IR 23 LA L 1 7 A= 5. Hall 5 A PACh Switch 581 (Switch
statement) YRR A ELRE BAT 55 R, Palomba 25 N PO R 38 A AR I IR T 0 n] i G SR 2. Rk 2 Ab,
I TR AR I Ay e 2 /4 e e B 8 5 () T ABE . 50 41 Soltanifar 25 A U5 LR FH AR SR A7 L4
e LB T ASE AR ) 4

(4) R E . J& TR B MBI S 70 2 AT AR IR AR AL, 0 T K A DA ER A (4 3 A %, LA 2 AR SR
MR P AR L T (1 57 U552 10 RS ol 2 00t 10 D S8 s v, 30 5 2 A 8 45 o OB KA QA R Wk, AR IRk 11y 28 0 7
1.

(5) VA BRZRIR. J8 T %2 AL AR 0 5 TE I AH SG N 53 10 1) 2 50 1R A A, B AR ATE 7R AT 250 o S ke
B R IARTS SR ARAR G 1 5 SRR

(6) IRWRIAI DGR, 8 T2 18 30 F BE RIS IR R A1 R 2R LA R IR 3 0t 31 I 4 () 56 A EA T
WFFC N 25 BERHEAL T 1] — SO/ 28 T AR AR SR R 2 AR LG 3R, A0 F AN [) ST/ 288 i AR R vk 2 1) (1 75 0
K FR, LABACHS IR 2 [ ZR 0 IRRAG I L Ab 3 LA K AR 5 5 (¥ 50, il Pietrzak 25 A U1y koM T AR A
Z AR ZR, LA A i ER AR o 0 2 AR

(7) WK 4T, 8 T Z A8 SC B E 7 BT A RS IR 1) HH I8 5 ) N5 JEA R 35 2 TR PR DG 3R, B T AN IR 32 1 5
Wi -2 Ab, AHOGHFFUE IR R T R i b LA SO D 3 5 AR IR R A7 A6 2 T AR DG . A R 38 R 3R
N FE RN G I3 DL T I R 3 2%, I HAA A5 2856 1 T % N B3 B i) T 5 | NARBS 3R PO A7 SRR O AR
A AR 1) HH SR W TR R 2 B, 1 e T R il 5 38 O s 9ok M R R A 1 1 I 55170 (B AT AR A7 A — S P 5t
TG IR AT 25 1R 720 (1 L B O3 SEAdAE 7 0 A S5 B4 e, LA SF R R EE, W TR R 4 X IR AL 4 ) T,
ST IL S AR SRR B 1) A DR R,

(8) WRmkiEi Ak, i T %A A8 SC B AE I8 Ik AT SRR A, R I JF R 5045 JATE A RS IR A Bt 5 k) £ 4
B R RRAS B AR AT 2EA T 384K, Olbrich 45 A M1 SE i 98 T M AR SR R 22 B AN KA 00 H o 1 s A A5 e, LA
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R 5 R IAF R ik 5o

AL RS I NANIbE AN

(9) IIRAEIC L. Ja %2R (K18 ST 5 AL TUAE S AN AR SRR S (1) SE ] T, N O /DA R AR Rk
(KL Se g, LALAESZAR IR AR SRR R i (K S5 mh, I DL 5 Sk /AR IR S A 56 4. 31— ALACRE IR R AN ]
IR LRGP T R 5 AN [ AR T, FLOR 7 Bk B0 56 A BE AR AL SRR LU 48 TR B, DRI EAT T AR SRR S
WA TR R U SRR TR L P R S P R AR S5 AR DG I AR TR O 1. B
ZAb, h T AR SR TR, WA 2 A S T B EEAN 12, Rani 25 U R 5 AR 40 b A S I 58 ELR K ) bt
KN ERRLE, JFR PRI R R N SLAT LSBT .

(10) SRR M1 J T %2R R AT ST H K AR IR R B AL A A R AN (4R bR, B 7T GRS IR R S5 1)
P A DL A D0, 308 1 X AN ) 16 52 56 06 G AT L. BIF 90 A 4 3 AL 70 A AR IR R AE AN [+ 45
1 PO R R R = T BN R A R AR AR B g o A R L

H1P 5 AT LA e, AEXT AR IRIR AT, A e AR SRR PR RS 00 i) 732 BRI TN B2 (1 02 SR, 8 SO0 oy
B AR 39.5%, AARSIRLRHERS H A SR IR IE PRSI AT A1, 15 58 CA AU IR A I 77 72
A HERA R LSS DV TR 45 7 T A AE PR B, AR RO I AN BB, 8k 1 BRI 78N AN T o AR A
WRASHI (K151 ). FLR 32 202 SR A RACS AR AR BE L 50 7 At LR SCR )

BT DARBRIE DG AR 15 A 20 W7 45 0 1 22 10 (KB S 5 A5 b HL BN TRV, DA R 23 ViR 0 9 1
P, A SO T2 R 1K 4 ASWFFTTI, MRV 73 I Gt 1A SGIe SCROEICEE, I8 22 100 45 45 2IAH Y.
(Frkasek, AN S5 R 6 Pros. WK 6(a)s (c)s (d) FTRATE Hh, A7 RACHERRAGIN L 20 A AR IR AT H A o 14
S LU E SOFT AR SRR IKIRIEZE H 32 DOK, AHSRIIE S8 5 R AR LT3 550 10, A S AR IR e I (R iF ¢
IR 2002 AR, IF HEFI 2019 SEAFFEH A MRWITTES RAE, W WA TACRIIRR (A, 22 R F— B
H B KA, EL 22 0l AN 7] (0 AR R e A I o . 1t x5 SCBr (KA QR IRk, BLUARBIE U B I R 72
Fowler % A\ 4y H B 5 B (¥ THI [0 6 3Rk H 5%, L& Deursen %5 A 45 AR AL IR IR H 5 2 S5 A7 BT B B4, {5 2
Bt AATTROR BN ACRS IR R AT GEAAAE T JPETT R (K48 AN B B b, R AR SRR IR 2 SCH Ji 1) oA AU, 150 X
SEXT G5 SOBT IACTEIR IR H 352 21 T 0E5EN R K8 D)0, AR U4 AN .

20

— R AG] — PRI Ab
15+ “ﬂ%@% 8r “i@ﬁ‘é@%
i Lot
ol oy
—1>< Aol
Q b=
2+
O%Qﬂ,&‘o%%’»k‘e‘b O%Qﬂ,&‘o%%'\,v‘o%
O L F " QA Q7 QD ) L X & & QS
A N N N A I S S S R R RN
(a) TRBRA I (b) Bk AbHL
10 -
— N0 AT
8 - - sk
Bl T
E=] oy
X o4l &
e P
2.
O‘b Q & X L & O VO »* b &
O \) \} Q \) \} \S N \ N 3
N S O K G ML

(c) #ma 73 Hr

K6 BRI 4 A7

MIEL 6(b) 145 R T LA H, T SA A CRE IRk LU B FLR MR AIT ST 6 A T 2001 4R, J1 2017 SEAHSC
WP R (9 ATk BVEAE, 2 )5 I PR T TR I WE TR TT R T B, AR HOGHT SRR T 4R 384 ~ F%.
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A SCHG AT LA R 4 P (RATT 5B AR AR SR P AR ISR R AR, Rt HLoAE fff 3t 3k B AR SRk SE ] 1) B
SR B, XA PR A ME T T 2 A i B2 45 2, DRI 1 i LBt 1 22 AN [ F RO AR R SR IR 3k
ATASIN, BARAT A2 BRI VR A T H, AR b 3 I FH 400 DA R S R 5 TR AN R, AR IR R i I T R F AN e
FEFITAT 1 B0 HSIK BIAR A (R RACR,, 4 70 5 7 1) SRS O R Ik B s AR v M. B e DA I il vh R BT
A PO R, Al e BRI SRR [1] 2 SR 22 Fhfg ACRD SRk 125120 R e R 2R 30 B 5T FL il B v U R
AR ARSI 52, AT e 5 DRI E GR  T32 DGTE IR) Js A1,

T FARFD IR BT A sl A AL T 8 1K 5 1, B8R Fowler A MRS IRBRIE 7~ T ARG b n] REFA Bl ba, HHARER T &
T2, AH 2T T AT A BA T e 53 g A A it Bt 2 SE B PRI 41 S8 RGO T IR R AR IR B2 75 5% i DA
LA g B, WFFEN D3RI T AR IR A (e i« 2 A e o 85 A0 5% Jo i Jag L 2 1) 58 AR (T 5,
DU AR IR R () A I HA AR SRR 5 B B DG 3R 1R S, g A RE R W 2 S 9 AP Gt o ) P A
T 2 AT AR A B B I U, kD OR TR T AR IR S (KR 7. X DR 3 A A R A R R R R K
AT HE g PAL

B3R, ATATRBAREIRIR (1) T3 AT, b AR IR R (R A & A W7 #1830 FEAth A5kl v g S IR i %1
FAL R PACHS AR T 1T, K T S SR 7T 2 (K — SEARAIRIR (B, a2 RpAEAR A . KO7VESR), $e il
A7 AL BB A T 0 HAS B T AP I RCR. RN H T3 8 SCRARRG IR R ol 6838 e B AL1F . A5 B s 2
R, LABAR D BRAEAG () A ERAE 7 5, DRI T ARRD R AR AL B PRI AR IA B ATl 2 5, B R Rt 3.

gE BRI, WFFUN GO T 5 A AT SRR A I SR IR B A7 S I LT, R SRR K 50 2341, DA X
BRI IR R AR 2 H BT RORIT T3 R, BRI FON GRS T RIAR AL 21K 4 SE A7 T 1 6, B AE AT SRR () BE A4 4 B 7
TIPSR AFAEVE 22 BRR, ) G 1 00 R S SRUFIT T 0 (AR IR IR, B BE 08 SO B8 22 B 2RI A 3l e IR E A U
AR O, TR TR EEREAT T IR AN BRI, DASCRE T 20 (R R R s st e 28 2.

3.2 RQ3: XEAMBIRIK

AT B[R] O AR IR R 2 A2 DA AT HL R 2 T s O I SR AR IR R, JR45 ) T AU IR R OG B AR
JER AL TT V. BIFTTR IR, AR SR R AT 5 A5 ) A 5 SR WA R IR R ) DG B I AN Pl . AU IRRAE 18 S
B KR 22, A REARRARRY IR R AE 27 AR F ep (K 5GBS IR IR IR 22, AT B2 AR IR IR LA AR 5
R, I 0 A AR IR A FR) 5% ey s Ak B 53 M7 LR 2y EAT . DR WP 7 2 3 ARSI ) 175 JE A S A Af 5 ISR ok
(R OGS RE B TTTAE 3B 1R SCIURIFFT 2 A, AR5 W 2 T AR IR A ™ JE 1k DA B 2 Pk (R Al e e, PR X
SEAEF IR S T RSB VERGIR, AT LA b 78 A5 ROk M0 S WA IR IR R SC AL L. Sl Ge vk A2 A J R B, I 464
B ML AT LA A Tz A5 ST E R A IR PR, TR T 43 S HEAT TR 4.

(1) ARRIRERZ PR G5 R PR IR . AR SRR 2 1 1) S50 VR 12 BORIE TR S0 i 45 R h I g5 1 R A
Lot 76 SCR TR BRI N . RAEFE T H FAR S D, £ 1R K SEIGIF 52, FEPPIRIR AR 1X SR 4 b I TR S
%, BE YO B f ™ EL. XSS A DG G5 R R A A A AR IR R V2 R R S5 PRk . S5 g VER IR 2, ] i%
Rk L FL M2 e o 3 BB AR, DALt B S B T 45 ey, 4 40 Fontana 25 A M2 14 ] iPlasma %) 2 4847
R AT, RIMTEIX L R G b I i 2 IR & duplicated code. data class. God class. schizophrenic class il long
method. BLAN, fATTIE S BIX A FUARAEAS [F) 6 4004 N FH A 4] ke 57

(2) ARRSIRURSE W (R G5 18 VR IE . A2 WETTR, AE 3 2 g 2 3 2 Mt it A DA A 1 ot ) 5 i e
JE. WA OR A A I IR BE, N 213 B0 56 A BT AR 28 5¢ T SRR S R 1) &5 il o mT LAFE— 2R & B
FACRE IR I DGR R VP AL 7RO B HIAH DS &518 b, XS IRBR FE i (1) 43 = ZEAHE 4 AN J7 T ARDIRIE 5 Kk
PRGRBE . BRI AR 3R S SO LU SR RERE L I G AR

AR IR AR A5k B 1R 55 ) = BRI AL 2 IR IR AR AR 5 SR 43P 9 R (1) LA v SE 45 ) HE IR . T
R CAFAERIRIT TR W52 KR IR RS Wiy (U4 s 6 A M 2 B g, IS A i AR IR R 0 52w el 520 2 2% LE AT Olbrich
2 NIZE 3 ANTTURZR 5 b He ) JUER B 22 48 JIRA A1 Bugzilla 1, P8 T 14725 (God class) # 2% (brain class) 5
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R 5 R IAF R ik o

SRR T R DGR AR RIBIF AL 45 AR B, 52 by 2R o 288 AT R Ak 5 i 0 288 1 S o o I A 8, e Pt T 22

AR IR IR 5 A 3 ¥ 5 0 32 BRI B3 IR IR AR 25 B N AR 1 5 8 R e i AR P i 4 T4, S A
FUAR B 2 LR R RS W R IR ARAD, 755 SR e Hh 55 ZEAT H S 2 1055 5, T2 ARSI R (1 5% i) 5 50 2.
Haque %5 A\ 2P ARG SRR AR S SCRRIEAT T VA ARERR . AT RO 50 425 SR AR W SRR K K84 n 1 497 B B i T4,
H A2 God Class JRBR % 238 I T 440 AR

ARBE IR 50 B LSR5 AR A B 2 IR R (R AR 7 5 SR A b IR PR S 25 50 R AR L. SRAH A 9 B
5% Tl O R S P 54 R ol B e T e R, 4 AR R AR 5 gl 5 O S5 4 Spadiini 25 A PIBEST T
DRRACTS b R SRR 55 3 o it 2 TR R OQ 3R, AT A S 45 8 W, (075 indirect testing. eager test Al assertion
roulette SRR 5T 5 5 [P A 1) 5 .

AR IR AN B0 A i 1) ) A IR 5 AR R R PR A 2 Y B T v ) B W1 A AR DGR U SRR A AR
Wk 5 REAE 2 1R % R (A TR, T %A QRS SRR F 5 i il 57 0y S5 3% 900 Carette %5 A\ P714E 5 ANJFU5 Android M
R LI SSERT ST B, W4 % internal getter/setter member ignoring method ! HashMap usage %5 3 Fi Ui ER R
AT LA 2 BRI R P I e FE.

PA b P A A R SRR AR OC (1 25 10 VR R, M T VPAL ™ R FE I A ME L. AT AR X R A 2 LR AR
TEERIR A B (R DGR E, 25 T — A AL AR IR A (9 7 B AR BE 10 U v, Bk dk, AU IR SEAEAH DG ep i
MBI 2%, It AR PRI P IR B 2, WA A A I IR IR S S 1, I BLAT AR I IR IR 1) G B AR 15
i (Key Score of Code Smell) AT AL FI W, JCEAR B 1 1T S50 3 6 PR TE STk 19 HH B4 NO (number of
occurrences) FIIALE AT IR 2538 PE R S NC (number of conclusive description ) SKFIFEF]. AT % B 4518
PR IERR, AHR I NC A 0. TEA TR A A (1) Fis:

NOsyn

Key S Code Smell = NO + ——
ey Score of Code Sme NCour

Herh, NCoy AREPTH I RAE G 1R VR P I BLRI I Z R, NOgy AT IRIRAE 16 S0 H B A2 0. A
PIET B 1 G5 e VE SR S AR, LUOIN 3k L G5 PN KIS, 36 3 o TR S B R L (L AT HF 7
Je (TR AL ACR SRR 45 SR B 4 T S B R P i PR T MR IR R, 5 R b RO P I (K A R A IR OK 22
Sl T e T OGBS B8 T A AR SRR T MR EE AR R, AL A8 S A M PP A AR IR R A DG B S

NC 6]

R3O AT TG IR R

NGRS

e X

God class

Feature envy
Duplicated code
Long method

Long parameter list
Complex class
Data class

Assertion roulette

Spaghetti code

Blob class

FE—ANIF IR T [ 06 SR BT o, R GEHTIBLRE 2 48 2] ) AT AE TR (1 God classtA Ml iy 171X — i,

fERZ MIREGE T AE— I, SEZR M T 2L IIhE

B ANTFEER ARSI D QBTS2 A5 b iRk

FESE P TR A R A R s B B R K AR I, ) BLDuplicate codedRIk

B ASAT B N, BLZIR R

B ATTERARKISEZRN, i b B2

;o?)lex class/ 2 E RATTERIE, B —ARE A FER I, 2 LAY v UBR AR &5 i 8, 1 BLi%
NS

Data class/&4F — MR RAF AR, S U5 1] X L8 50Hs (107732, i B HoAl (K £odis A Bl T g

PR TT i P OBV 2 BH R BRI S HL 2R W 5 RO, JEade AT AN T 5 5 2R T B R, X

i DURIA Ay e 1% Rk

IIRRIE AR S5 A0 A HE DLRLAR A 257 (4G, XA 5 1R 2 B 2% (42 i AUk (B goto) HEAT AR

T, A SRR OTIE . S RUEATHE. WA BT T 156 S 7 35 AT

T, i T AR (3]t v s R 07 2R S, IR W] 3 EUASR R

Blob class#bHR Z DT, R AT 5 AR I BE S RIS FRAR G, A RIRM A R D), JF Raw 5iF %

HHE AR KR
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4 RQ4: T FFA

AW VAL T 6 B T AT R v L B R LA A S A I 7 A T, 90, CppDepend!
Google. HH245 1000 2424w FH LA 5 C/C++30 H (RS R, JF H— BB 4ES; Sonarsource! i 18
1 ot AR IS 22 A PR R B TR, B AdE B . =B FEN I 6000 Z ANV T, Hf H—E AR FEE X = 5 0 58T
e, W XFIX 6 PO A I TR, AT SR s A RASER R ZE Colk A SERR I R I BUIR, JF B 15753
() BT IR R EAT UL, DI 23 BT 52 B T A 5 25 ARIF I e T AR SR A [ DG 3 ) — 50k 3% 4 Xl 201 6
FACHS P A M T H BT T RIZE A48,

*4 MEpTEAETA
THEA SCREIMTE THHRR SCRPAGHI PR ACAS SR ok

AL TH, Too many methods, too many fields, God method, long parameter

CppDepend!"**! ++ . .
ppLep G C VisualStudio#fi & list, low cohesion only, dead code, duplicated code

- - Long parameter list, duplicated code, deep hierarchy, cyclic
Designite"*”! 7T H g P > dup , deep y, Cy
& C#, Java 3 dependency, cyclic hierarchy%s36F
NDeend™! i VisualStudio} JE& God class, t.oo many methods, too many fields, God method, long
parameter list, low cohesion only, dead code, deep hierarchy
U Long parameter list, dead code, duplicated code, too many fields
PMD!" i~ T L. IDE g P 5 , dup. 5 y 5
Java #a , IDESi% complex class, god class, long method%% 14Ff
SDMetrics" C++, Java, Delphi, Bsr T H CychF hierarchy, duplicated code, god c.lass, clgss uses multiple
Smalltalk inheritance, dead code, long parameter list, cyclic dependency

i34 C, C++, Java, Python, 57 TH, IDE#i &, Long parameter list, dead code, deep hierarchy, too many fields,

Sonarsource . o - R e
JavaScriptF27RiE S m~ LA complex class, god method, magic number®% 16F}

46 B AT T LA A Y TR AR B A 2 AR ), T AR TS MG 22 A R v A5 U T ) ARG
o . DR ARHIF ST 2 B AN LA IR I T B AR A AR IR IR (1 X, DA SR 7 L H SCRFIMARRE SRR, I AL e
T EAS R (i 42 7 SN GE—, TR A A A T P 25 05 A 2 SOME R AR IRk 2 Bk sk R 7, BAIGAS 2]
TR AR AR AR 7 AT P A A TR oG B 3K 5 BoR T 23 3 Fh A LL BT R SCREMARRSIRER, v LLE
#] long parameter list fAASIRURREE B TG 6 Bl T FLAG I, B [FIAE & SR B EAE R 10 AR IRRK. Btz 4h,
God class. duplicated code [FFftH /& 52 ) T AR 2 1) HOCHEAR B ) ARRS IR IR, BE B, DR FE (B 7E
i 10 ACRSIRBRAE LA L 6 b T H AR DI b U 1 RhoR 32 3 SC8F, B blob class. Btz fb, AU BT &k A T H it
FVET HoAl 5 FhOCBERL IS AR ACHE R, 11 dead code. God method 4. #E—45 17081 KB, 18 TV A )
I TR, 8220 1 DG T Re g B0 b P 58 o 5k P B FR AR B AR IR R, BaE 15 218 I IR TE AR TS IR, 1E%
Sy TR DT AR SRR 1115 2% AR S ARG IR IR (AT 5 T B8 EL AT Ui, BB 1) TR B ROR L B0k, SR pedsr il it
TR Bk

*5 AU R A TH
NGRS SRR TR

Long parameter list
Dead code

Duplicated code

Deep hierarchy
God class
God method

6
5
4
Too many fields 4
3
3
3
Too many methods 3
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R R IAF R ik 63

ST, AT IRERTE I H SEBR I b o4 by 0 det il U T e N B2 D3 TR, T T 20 B e o 19 A XY
IR, AR FRAN TV A DG s — B0 A e o A QR o A A 1 R HAR I T AR LT IR SCRF. SC BRI
1 10 MRIIRER, A 9 MG 2] T Dk SN E fOGERIA ], AR IR blob class A< 52 B CRF 7] G I D2 H
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