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Applying Derived Structure Retrieval Model to Source Code Retrieval

Yoshihisa Udagawa'

This paper presents an approach to improve source code retrieval using the structure of control statements. We develop a lexical
parser that extracts structural information for each method including control statements and method identifiers. We present a
source code retrieval model, named derived structure retrieval model, in which a retrieval conditions are defined as a sequence of
control statements and/or method identifiers, and meaningful search conditions are derived from the given sequence.
Experiments on the source code of Struts 2 Core show that the derived structure retrieval model outperforms the vector space
retrieval model and it's variant by 16% to 94% in the number of retrieved methods.
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Figure 1  Architecture of developed tools.
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Form:void evaluateClientSideJsEnablement(String, String, String)
# 7 1 22
[
if{
addParameter
Configuration.getRuntimeConfiguration
RuntimeConfiguration getActionConfig
iff
ActionConfig.getinterceptors
for{
ifl
interceptorMapping.getinterceptor
Validationlnterceptor.getExcludeMethodsSet
ValidationInterceptor.getlncludeMethodsSet
iff
addParameter

]
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Figure 3 An example of extracted structure.

5. N MLVERETIVICKZELUERRE

51 RS FLERETL

N7 MVZERET VL, XEPORGEORELITESN
TXELEN7 ML ELTRBL, XFERLEZNY MVZERM
BT D 2 L ko CrEM ORI A 3 R T 2 S
ETNALOUNEDTHD. LHBEILEFENDIHIELZNT LD
T (Kot) IEVLETHZLICEY, —oDXEL—
DY R ELTHD.

D ZRRAMR LT DHUEES, A2 DICBTLILFLT
HLE, & BRONRY FLVTRBT .

d] = (wl’j,wzlj,...,wN’j)

ZIZITNIEDICEENDHFEOR, wi; 1307 HOHGE
DEEETH 5.

N7 FVEZR wi T, BERICHEEOHBBE LT 52 L
HARETH DA%, ti-idf 5 & MEFAL TV D AT AYA <
b Tng. 30E j ISR 2HEE | OHBBEY ¢
(term frequency), HFENHIRT 5 CEDOEIA % idf; (inverse
document frequency) & FEQY, WEFOfEEEDOXEICKIT S
HEEOBEEE LT 5.

wyj = tfy; - idf;

lafix, &2XERE m, Bk 250 XELE d, LT 5
L&

idf; = log, [ﬁ



R YUBEIE iR ey
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

THETD. Idf 1%, H5E | NECEICB W TRAET D
BEMEWFEREREICRD. Thbb, BAESEENEN
HRBIZ L, BEENRESWEDREE LTS . XHEEE DI
miT NFIDITHIE L TRELTES.
TERBTHEHIEM ¢ b, DOIELFFEO~T MALT
FKET 5.

q = (wl.r; th,q pomy WN,q )

2D FLVOIERIEX, X7 FLVONBTERTS.
di & q DBPEZ FROXTERT .

N P
}.1:1 Wij* Wiq

SN 2 N 2
vQu:l Wi * N D=1 Wig

BB, R R ZEREOSWIEICIE A5 2 L T,
B g CEB LB 40U A LR IERT S,
52 BERRERI ML

HERH Y — LTI L72fIsc s 2 Yy R4 &~ |k
NVOBFRIZEOHTF L LKLY, AV y REXT hLE
LTRBETHIZENTE S, fHlxiX, 3 WAL
Form::void evaluateClientSideJsEnablement A ¥ » KiZ,

-ﬁi““‘i(diq) = L'UH(dJ;. q} =

Vol.2013-IS-123 No.4
2013/3/15

(4, 1, 2, 1,1, 1, 1, 1, 1)

EWVIOIRY MAVTRBEND. 22T, X7 hOFE 1 HE
& if, 2 FEHE % for, 5 3 B % addParameter, o 4 FE
% configuration.getRuntimeConfiguration 73 ElZxfIi S &5
bDLTD.

53 R MLVEMETIVICL 2BRRBR

AddParameter X ¥ v RE, /NT A —& 4 L ZOfE% Struts
2 Core NERCEH L TWH /T A —& U 2 MTIBINT 58
AEZIEHt L TH Y, Struts 2 Core DEL DY —Aa— KT
FHESTWD., —frefivF & LTI, addParameter
AV RERTA—=ZIZHT DREDRMETT Lz Bk
WZREONH 9728, if SCIZHEV T addParameter A Y~ R3E
CHEND V=7 U ADRBAET H. ARIOERTIE, if X
& addParameter X Y v Ra&TrZ L #RFBEHREL LT,
7 NVERET ML A HEURBE T 72,

% 113, if 3L & addParameter A Y v R%&[A U721 & e
T EEMBEME LT, R MVERETIVICE o THE
EAT ST AERD AL 2T DAY » READ Y A M THD.28
FLLATFIE, if XOHO—FIZ L > TREENTEZHLDOTH D
BT 5. £ 1 THEBNT 2T THRnA Yy N

#1 XU MEMETLVTHRESNIZEL27 AV v R

Table 1 The top 27 retrieved methods by vector space model.
. o
) L HEIEREE L
R IR e s "
WUE | EUE | on, | e | o
—HE | —BE | OF
1 |Form:woid evaluateExtraParams() 0.997 0952 20 1 36
2 |DoubleListUIBean:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.990 0.880 66 9 128
3 |TextArea:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.985 1.000 8 0 15
4 |Select:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.982 0.889 8 1 16
5 |ComboBox:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.981 0.762 16 5 39
6 |TextField:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.973 1.000 6 0 2
7 |InputTransferSelect::void evaluateExtraParams() 0.967 0.737 14 5 50
8 |UpDownSelect:void evaluateParams() 0.967 0.842 16 3 41
9 |OptionTransferSelect::-void evaluateExtraParams() 0.938 0.667 16 8 106
10 |[FormButton::void evaluateExtraParams() 0.913 0.200 2 8 31
11 [ActionError::void evaluateExtraParams() 0.854 0.000 0 4 14
12 [ActionMessage:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.894 0.000 0 4 14
13 [ListUIBean:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.874 0235 4 13 46
14 |Checkbox:woid evaluateExtraParams() 0.866 0.667 2 1 7
15 [FieldError:-void evaluateExtraParams() 0.866 0.667 2 1 6
16 [Label::void evaluateExtraParams() 0.862 0571 4 3 18
17 [Form:void populateComponentHtmITd() 0.816 1.000 2 0 6
18 |Password:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.816 1.000 2 0 6
19 |Reset:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.816 1.000 2 0 5
20 |[Submit: woid evaluateExtraParams() 0.816 1.000 2 0 5
21 |StrutsVelocityContext::Object internalGet() 0.816 0.000 0 6 2
22 |AdapterFactory::Node proxyNode() 0.816 0.000 0 5 13
23 |StrutsVelocityContext::Object internalGet() 0.802 0.000 0 6 23
24 |Form:void evaluateClientSideJsEnablement() 0.756 0.667 4 2 22
25 |Token:woid evaluateExtraParams() 0.707 0.000 0 6 21
26 |File:void evaluateParams() 0.707 0.444 4 5 24
27 |Anchor:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.707 1.000 4 0 14
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Table 2 The top 25 retrieved methods by vector space model using tf-idf.

s v
) “oTLER HRIRERTE L

g AaF 4 = = "

¥ (L {0 e ik .'Zl:-‘ F

—HE | —¥E (R
1 |Form:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.994 0.952 20 1 36
2  |DoubleListUIBean:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.987 0.880 66 9 128
3 ComboBox:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.977 0.762 16 5 39
4 |Select:-void evaluateExtraParams() 0975 0.889 8 1 16
5  |TextArea:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.967 1.000 8 0 15
6 TextField: void evaluateExtraParams() 0.943 1.000 6 0 12
7  |Checkbox:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.932 0.667 2 1 7
8 |FieldError:void setFieldName() 0.928 0.000 0 1 3
9 |InputTransferSelect:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.913 0.737 14 5 50
10 |UpDownSelect:-void evaluateParams() 0.907 0.842 16 3 41
11 |FieldError::void evaluateExtraParams() 0.858 0.667 2 1 6
12 |ActionError:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.846 0.000 0 4 14
13 |ActionMessage:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.846 0.000 0 4 14
14 | OptionTransferSelect:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.838 0.667 16 8 106
15 |ListUIBean:-void evaluateExtraParams() 0.811 0.235 4 13 46
16 |Label:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.747 0.571 4 3 18
17 |FormButton: void evaluateExtraParams() 0.742 0.200 2 8 31
18 |Password: void evaluateExtraParams() 0.686 1.000 2 0 6
19 |Reset:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.686 1.000 2 0 5
20 |Submit:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.686 1.000 2 0 5
21 |Token:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.679 0.000 0 6 21
22 |Form:wvoid populateComponentHtmIId() 0.510 1.000 2 0 6
23 |Anchor:void evaluateExtraParams() 0.509 1.000 4 0 14
24 |File:void evaluateParams() 0.507 0.444 4 5 24
25 |Form:wvoid evaluateClientSideJsEnablement() 0472 0.667 4 2 22
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[ S1—+582—83]

— |

[ S1—=52—%] [ S1—=*%—53] [ *—52—53]

<
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Figure 4 A three-element sequence and derived sequence.
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WO ERTEEET D, F7z, getMethodStructure(j) % IR
RRIG LT DAYy FOWERRI A MDD jFEEOAY ¥
R OREEFHZ B0 H3 ke 35,
ZOERICENIE, =7 RA[S—S—..—S,] i
LR END Y —Aa— FIZEBEN 1.0 225, %7z,
U=V R[§=8, .. Sy] BEEE WA, EEEN
0.02725.

Input: set_of structure M;
Input: sequence [SI—S2—...—Sn];
Output: Sim[M.length];
/I Declare array Sim[].
double Sim[M.length];
/I Compute Similarity for each method in M.
int Nume; int Deno;
for (int j=0; j < M.length; j++) {
Nume= Count(getMethodStructure(j),[S1—S2—...—Sn],0);
Deno=0;
for (int r=1; r < [SI—=S2—...—~Sn].length; r++ ){
Deno= Deno

+ Count(getMethodStructure(j),[S1—S2—...—~Sn],r);
1

s
Sim[j]= (double) Nume / (double)( Nume + Deno );

5 U—b U AEME S TR OB R AR
Figure 5 Algorithm to compute the similarity of methods for

a sequence [S;—S,—...—S,]

62 BEREBRRETINIZEIBFRER

53 fiOR7 FVZERIE T IVIC K D RFRICHIE T D EBR
L LT, if XOE%IC addParameter A Y v RABFERNH EH
DL ERBGEME LB E(Tole. MBETHDLY—F
v Alif—~addParameter] #472< &b LG A Y v NiT,
1 THBTEAHTEZ 21O Y v RTHDH. & 1 Tl

£ 3 WMFET N EERE
Table 3 Degree of improvement for the models.

FE R e XV:‘;F'%I )UJF%I AoF fél_:ﬁifﬁ fél_:ﬁﬁﬁ
(VSM) | (Tf-idf VSM) | (DSR) (FvsM) (A TEidf VSM)
1 |if{ — addParameter 27 25 21 22.2% 16.0%
2 |iff — Logger.debug 72 61 31 56.9% 49.2%
3 |iff — Logger.wam 45 32 13 71.1% 59.4%
4 |while{ — StringTokenizer.nextToken 16 8 6 62.5% 25.0%
5 |while{ — EnumerationnextElement 13 11 5 61.5% 54.5%
6 |while{ — Iterator next 28 21 4 85.7% 81.0%
7 |for{ — iteratornext 21 13 9 57.1% 30 8%
8 |for{ — List<String>add 5 6 4 20.0% 33.3%
9 |for{ — StringBuilder.append 10 12 3 70.0% 75.0%
10 |catch{ — Logger.error 41 43 18 56.1% 58.1%
11 |if{ — addParameter — } 28 26 21 25.0% 19.2%
12 |if{ — Logger.warn — } 49 21 3 93.9% 85.7%
13 |if{ — Logger.debug — } 98 38 26 73.5% 31.6%
14 |if{—=}—} 154 136 9 94 2% 93 4%
15 |if{ — } — if{ 206 175 22 89.3% 87.4%
16 |if{ — } — else{ 192 151 22 88.5% 85.4%
17 |for{— if{— } 30 23 9 70.0% 60.9%
18 |if{ — addParameter — } — else{ 14 19 4 71.4% 78.9%
19 |if{ = Loggerwarn— } — } 58 40 24 58.6% 40.0%
20 |if{—=}1—=1—=1 247 197 18 92.7% 90.9%
21 |for{—=if{ = }—=} 13 23 9 30.8% 60.9%
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JEAMATTOWRWY 6 Ho XYy KX, if XHD0IiE
addParameter X Y v F& G, ¥ — 7 v R [if—
addParameter] % & A TRV, X7 [LZERTET LTI,
if & B L addParameter X Vv RO B ES A FAEIZ L
THELEZFMMT 572012, MBEINTZA Y v NOKHELUE
1 0.707~0.894 &9 IS EMEIC /e o TS, —F,
V—RAa— RERZTHIENOIE, v—F v A[if—
addParameter] & dpZ L ZMFHFT 52 LD, HEIRAER
RETMIRY MERET VDD LD b, BN
WEMERMIZT A Y v FEAERRFL TS, ZiER(boE#k
I, X7 RVZERIEF VN 27 I L, EIEIRER R T
TF2IETH D &b, (27-21)/27=222% &7 5.

FI, N7 MVEMET L, BLO, thidf AT %
ITo T2y FVERET VKT DEEIRERBET LD
HEEZ 21 OB RE = NZoNnTEEDELDOTH
5. BN —NCE o TUELDENRD DN, X7 fLZE
M7 TRt LTIE 20%0> 5 94%, if-idf EALF T 247 - 7=
AR MVERET K LTE 16%03 5 93% D&%
ERLTN5.
6.3 WMEREOE AR

#z 41%, X7 bLZERET IV (VSM), tf-idf BT %
1To72_7 MVZERE TV (Tf-idf VSM) 1 X OREEIRAE
ERET /L (DSR) OMFLFE 2R LT\ 5. BRI
TROWEY TH5H.

CPU: Inter Core i3 540 3.07GHz

# 4 R OPERS

Vol.2013-IS-123 No.4
2013/3/15

A%EVU: 4.00GB

OS: Windows 7 64Bit

FFHE Y 7 b Office 2010 Excel

Struts 2.3.1.1 Core Y — A 21— R2> B L 72 HI#HI3C & A
Yy REOEEZROTZEIT 1,420 HTHE. AV v FR
2,677 S 5728, VSM B X O tf-idf VSM IZ X B RE D 7=
BT 1,420X2,677 D~ ~ U > 7 ZAE{ERK L, Excel > — k1
WK L=, F72, DSR THEMAT A A Y v KT L O
THE#MD 1D Excel ¥ — MM LIz, AT —X Tk
APLEETAHETHY, ZDLTIE, DSR, VSM B X
O tf-idf VSM & & 22 B3 720,

K A4ITRLT2 L 512, VSM TORBIERIT )T 36.202 72,
tf-idf VSM T 92428 ®T®H 5. Tidf VSM IZ & 5% TIiZ,
BIBESCE A v 44 1,420 8O tfidf Z M5 OEREFH LT
%. Z OB TIE 18,441,740 BB NL~DT 7 ¥ X35 4A L,
FS6 AEE L TWAD. VSM & tf-idf VSM T3 56 Fh =5
N D7, FRPELZFET AL LTE, VSM & tf-idf
VSM TIRIFE CABRHZZE L TNV Z EBmnd.

RS20y —b 2% R#F—& LI-FEBR T, DSR O
HEIL, EHTOSRBTHD. RE 2DV —r U AT, HH
S LTHEz NV —F R E 2 HOIRAES —47 v R
MY BEF 3 BORKEIT o, 1 [BIOFEONERRR] X
0.171 B ThH3D. EE3DV—r  AERBRF—L LEFERT
IEEEHT BEOBRB AT, FYTI3RBEELEZ. 1 BOHK
RCELAAERIL 0187 Th D, RE4DY—F 2%

R (BALEIUE)

Table 4 Results of performance measurement (Time in milliseconds)

T# FE A VSM Tf-idf VSM DSR
1 |if{ — addParameter 35553 91308 546
2 |if{f — Logger.debug 36988 92087 499
3 |if{ — Logger.wam 36005 92025 500
4 |while{ — StringTokenizer.nextToken 36145 92758 515
5 |while{ — Enumeration.nextElement 36161 94115 515
6 |while{ — Iterator.next 35943 93226 500
7 |for{ — iterator.next 36083 91978 515
8 |for{ — List<String>.add 36551 92290 515
9 |for{ — StringBuilder.append 35880 92118 514
10 |catch{ — Logger.error 36482 91760 499
11 |if{ — addParameter — } 36645 02836 1124
12 |if{ — Logger.wam — } 37222 91619 1202
13  |if{ — Logger.debug — } 36551 91635 1123
14 |if{ >3} — 36474 93024 1388
15 |if{ =} —if{ 36364 92306 1388
16 |if{ — } — else{ 36582 92945 1404
17 |for{ — if{ — } 36286 93055 1466
18 |if{ — addParameter — } — else{ 35662 92571 2824
19 |if{ — Logger.wam — } — } 36489 92321 2839

20 |if{—=3— 11— 35974 91682 2908
21 |for{ — if{ — } —} 34211 93335 3034
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B< 2513 L | BIOMBRICET DN 3% 6 8% FE AN
LTS Z &ML,

DSR & VSM IZ L 2B % bl 2 &, DSR 23 1 Hife/E @&
WTHD., VSM THEA L=~ U v 7 ZOEFED KIS X
0 ChHhHILEBETLHE, FEFEDTRIZEY VSM OF
AL HITE 528, KBIROEENBANL DT, Ml ED
BICHED D,

7. FEHESROMES&

LY — A a— ROBRBHKEEIX, v 77 I 7 0%=R
B2 Th{EmERY 7 Ny =T 2% - BT L0
B LB THD. —F, Y—Aa— RFEXDv—
U ANKERRER ARSI LD, —ROLEE XS
ELERY MAZEMETAZIZLD & T 2RBTIETIIHR
FREEDNMENE WS RSN SHo 7. ABFJECR% L7-1%
WEWIRERBET VL, 70l T LDAT— AV bDY—
FURAERBEX—L L, TO—F U ANSHERRRY
— U ABIRESEDLZEITEY, REF—LLTEZD
NIy —r o AN ET A Yy N e AR
RSN H 5. Struts 2 Core & x4 & LI-MBER TIL,
HEIRAERBET MERT FVERET VL E LT 16%
DD 94% DIRIBNE DM LA L TV Z ENERTE
7-. Visual Basic |2 & 2 £ TIE, #EREMRBEET LIEX
7 MVEMET VLIS THARWEEREETHZ &N
R T&E. A%I1T, MERAERBEREZRESE, &b
WZEL DA —F v Y — R a— REffio - ERAEITV, i
IRERBEIEDFFEZHALNCTETETHS.
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