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Identifying two refactoring patterns based on hunk and abstract syntax tree
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[ Abstract] Inline method and Substitute algorithm are two kinds of refactoring methods which are used in code refactoring
frequently. This paper proposes a refactoring pattern recognition algorithm based on hunk and abstract syntax tree. First filter out all
the hunks of the two files, find the specific hunks that may contain these two kinds of refactoring patterns, then establish an abstract
syntax tree to analyze the code in this hunks more accurately and verdict whether it matches these two refactoring patterns. The

algorithm has been experimentally verified on four open source projects, indicating that it has a high accuracy.
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Fig. 1 hunk example
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I/ IR 5 PRI

4k WEFE R T 2 A hunk 2018 2 Bios, H
Y& T google _ guice ( https://github. com/google/
guice/ ) Wi H H A A 315ee3fel0 Y InjectorImpl.
java 3C 4, hunkd4 H (729 ~ 734 f7) B

injectMembers( ) PRECEIRBERLER | AR #5753
hunk3 #(756~758 17) call( ) BREUH, I H call( )
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Fig. 2 Inline method example

1.3.2 AR R A

A A A, B IS REL, B A, B, AR
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Fig. 3 separation of hunkl
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XFER AR R B I B A, RS
SRR B, RS A, LU A, R0 h R E
SR BRAT B, pRER S| TR R AT 5 3 o)
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(D) TERFE 5 — DR AU OL T % AR SC
N B A SO 23 ) A L R TRk, O HL 3R
Y2 BRIEVER B9 BT AT BRACTY 1 ( Method node ) , BRI
W EATTIER, h,.delpart F1 h,.addpart [FFHEA1TE
R, F DT PP 2 B AT YRR AT AR B, LA, eRESCTY
A DR eRBSCT AL pRECK O P A {3 L, AT AR
A, BRECT KUY PREAS | T AR A5 pR B8 4% 3t g D AR
SRR BT R ETT  FR B[R 44 [RS8 A, R ET
Mo

(2) Wy A, sRECT B FTAT 171 5, R E 2
FAAE—XF B, BRIJER I 58, 5 T A, pRECT A
BRIA T3 VR T SR R E 2R .

1.3.5  PAHReRECE MR I Bk

WA 2 A WUAS IR ST file, 7 file, 556
— i hunk 5 H=1{ < by by > |, A b B
BRAR I3 H hy BB ATARRIOC R i A e BB
PRI Y BRI T A5 (Method node) 25 0 = | <
ny,ny,ny >, HAn  n, 2 file, B9 A BUFN B RIHY A5,
ny A& file, WA BN 15 0y, ny, ny ZIAVFAAE N EK PR
FAPRAOC R, AR PRSI ILINT |

BN 2 2D RA B IR SCAE file, R file, 55— 4
HH hunk 825 H

B H < A7 7R DY IR R RO 3 B9 R VBCTY A ((Method
node) 45 0

(H,,H, ) <« getAllHunks(file,, file,)

H <« filter(H,,H,)

(H,, H,)) < split(H)

R, < gethunkrange( H )

R, < gethunkrange(H,)

t, < generateAST(file,)

t, «— generateAST (file,)

M, < getAliMethodNodes(t,)

M, < getAllMethodNodes(t,)

My — D, My — 2

foreachr, € R,, r, € R,

for each m, € M,, m, € M,

r,, < getMethodRange(m,)

r., < getMethodRange(m,)
ifr,, Cr,
My My U m,
end if
ifr, Cr,,
MM, U m,
end if
end for
end for
M, < getLefiAMethod (M ,,,)
for each (m,,,, my,, m,’<M_,,, M,,, M,’
if checkInvoc( (m,,,, m,,, m,))
0—0U (m, my, my)
end if
end for
SR VAT getAllHunks () PREERIEL 2 4
WA IR SCA: file, , file, BIJTA hunk 466 (H,, H,) ;
BIEEE 24T filter () PRBGERL H, H (1 hunk F#H
FR 23 A H, Y hunk A7 T3 AH LR hunk 265
H={<hyh, >} FES 3 splie () &K H
& T file, 1) hunk.delpart BUH R GH H, ¥ 8 T
filer [¥) hunk.addpart BCH R H, 56 4,5 174RHK
FIIERIR, R, ;55 11 ~ 22 45X R, R, FIM, , M, BI7F
W 7, v, BEATXT LEUCHD , PRk ) B, (470 FlAL 2
() BRI RS M, PATIE AT AL r, YRR
BT EES M, 5 23 17383 getLeftiAMethod( ) PR
BOFHUR T file, BIFIM,,,, [7) 44 BB RUES M, 5 56
24 ~ 284X} )@ T file, W A BRI pim, , B IS s5im,,,
J& T file, W) A BINT p5 m,,, 83T checkInvoc () PRECH]
Wi m, A X m,, IR m,,, TR 4
FEBRAT m,,, W HTER]
1.4 BHEZFEMEXHIRS
141 BHHEER AN A
FEXT AR 4 58T 1 ok A v, B A X TR T
Z MY, B RO A BT sl AT R A
PRBSCHEA T 0, 3 AP Al 7 R R A X e B R R A
8 (Substitute algorithm) . —F T, His 47
T RRIEAE A SRR pR AR AN E RYTE DL T, FBT o
B A i o A R AR
4 1A% 3k H F maven (https://github. com/
W A h 0lae529 Y
RemoteSnapshotMetadata. java SCA, BT LLE B R
getExpandedVersion ( Artifact artifact) B )5 pREA B
FBR (1T 94) , WO T8 BREUA (94~ 95 17)

apache/maven/ )
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Fig. 4 Substitute algorithm refactoring pattern example
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(1) J5EpR ORI 78 B T bR KA bR 50k AR D, B D
PRIEIC A BRI BEAT A A

(2) J5L o 5P R 50 A 1A B 5 o 51 R R 1R
TR,

WA ST file, 78 B )5 SCAF file, , S fli I SCA
TR 25 S Ak 20 T RARIBGX 2 4SSO F A28 A
P B R A AE—A> hunk Z P #O0IEE hunk
SR hunk FEATIRE , G 45 A AT R
070 9 hunk , 2RI hunk 5 (B4 H)  HIFRERY T %
ARICH IR 7> AN e o246 (BN H,  H,)

i HITEAE I 2350 3R HL file, 1 file, 75 H FPALE Y
PRECTI S M, M, 5 2 A1 s R B AE R O HL
2 A R o B 23 31 A 2 M 53k G 3 RS S
O B AR A R (1)

FEWG A — D E R AT T, 35 M, M, 35 R
F9 BRI PAAN [s) , DU R e Ak M U R a5 (2) , 1l
DT FH A A AR BI R AG: I B AR BEA T A 00, S e v, A
M, 19 R PR R R AR
143 Bk

RS A RS 2 A WA IR SCAF file, A1
Sile,, i AF LR R B 0RO SU A pR BT
(MethodNode) JCHHIIEER M, = { < M, M, >},
M, M, 32 2 A sRECT i, AT B Bk B AR
W g AL R DA U R AR

N BHEFTE 2 WA IR SCF file, F1 file,

B AR A R BT RS M

H, <« getAllHunks(file,, file,)

H«—

for each h, € H,

if (h.addpart # (J) &&(h,.delpart # ()
H<~—HU h,
end if

end for

(H,, H,) < split(H)
t, +— createAST(file,)
t, «— createAST(file,)
M, < getAllMethods(t,)
M, < getAllMethods(t,)
(M, ,M,) <~ match(H,M,, M,)
W
for each(m,,m,) € (M,,M,)
if (! checkSimilar((m,, m,))
&&checkMethodHead( (m,, m,)))
M, «—M U (m,, m,)
end if
end for
SREE 1 AT R i SOAS A 2 R A B AR R 2
ASCPERIITA hunk 8 H, 3 ~ 7178 H, BT A TE
TES RS FUMER #8537 hunk G A SRS H,
5 8 AT RN H AR IR R ER 70 38 2 B N 4353 85l
(H,, H,) %5 13 4T Match(H,M,, M,) PREUITIRE
LSk PRS0 5E 11 ~ 2247 YD RE— 30, B2
B hunk ZRIPUHC PRI 10556 15 ~ 19 47528
XF RRECTT A my, m, R SR 75 S [R) ROG JH: R 2SSk
JE A AR IR, B A e B 4 S AR I
FFE B AL AR e BT O (my ,m,) T
BA M, H = checkSimilar() PREH T m, ,
m, BRESCTT R RREUA A AR ABL, 5 AN AR BL 8 B o4
TR 2R e, A SO P G B 2 B 2 R 3 S AR DA
& s checkMethodHead ( (m,, m,)) BREH TR m,,
m, 3X 2 1 S PRECK R AR R, 7R L R
B0 P iy %A JE 2 ( MODIFIERS, RETURN _
TYPE, NAME, PARAMETER, THROW
EXCEPTIONS) 2 AR H ), AR Bl A 4R

2 BEEMSKIRIGIE

AT Java Hifeih FoRIIHLX 2 DR R
P a) 47 89 SCA 22 546 23 B T A Gun Differ
(http ://www. gnu. org/ software/ diffutils/ ) 38 B Hunk
£ >R eclipse jdt parser RSB SO BRI G181
B TE 4 ADTFIRTUE EaEAT T S BE, D9SN
BT,
2.1 HUERIR

ARICT 4 A TFIRIH AR T X 5304 1 56
TE, Xof AU A 3R AT

(1) eclipseJDTCore ( https : //github. com/ eclipse/
eclipse.jdt.core) FFFIH | X & — X Java B4R
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JRTT R IR, Y S 6 AR U 18] Bl 2001/06/23 ~
2013/10/16 B HEE

(2) maven ( https ;//github.com/apache/maven/ )
THIRIE |, 3 S — 38 i £ B A ok 48 P A9 14
A RSO B — IR IR A TR R SR AR
T 5[] B Ry 2003/09/02 ~ 2014/01/29 1 58T 44
i

(3) jEdit ( https://github. com/linzhp/jEdit -
Clone) , X & — 5V 5 1 SR G B8 2% , IS B4R
T 5[] B Ry 1998/09/27 ~ 2012/08/08 1 B 5 %k
i

(4) google _ guice ( https://github. com/google/
guice/ ) JE— MR MK IE A AN B 3R
B} ] B SR - 2006/08/23 ~2013/12/12,
2.2 ZHERMOH

ARSI BT iR 4 S TFERIUH /8 T
T [R] A T A B e R RS T B A
B P ER pR BB RS N B R 1, I AT A I Y
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Tab. 1 Result of Inline method recognition experiment

9 H 448 AR HAoyE AT &R/ Aifg/
\ PERRREE R NIBRREE % %

eclipse 8 6 7 86 75
maven 17 12 15 80 71
google— guice 9 7 10 70 78
jEdit 10 8 11 73 80

ATLAE B, IR R BCH ) 2 30 45 2R i s A 4
1E 70% ~ 86% Z IR 5 . A HEFETE 71% ~ 80% Z [i]
2Tk W5 TR A Bk A AR U B
R0 ) ) e A R A A RO 3R 2, IR RE L
N T AN 45 5 R FE AR AR T A R RN i
F2 BHREEERIANEE

Tab. 2 Result of Substitute algorithm recognition experiment

g TR JUIRE TR sk sk
CEET s oA BEGIER % %

eclipse 70 59 80 74 84
maven 138 113 150 75 82
google— guice 93 70 98 71 75
iEdit 121 87 109 80 7
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FORLIE BRE —&B 5y, FER IR s Tk B b gk A 3h
2=, LUR AT LA AN hunk & 3 HUHT, E3EAS OB B
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PRI bR BRI B v A AR X A BRI B TR
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