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Abstract The widespread adoption of large language model (LLM) in software engineering has made automated
code refactoring, leveraging their powerful code comprehension and generation capabilities, a crucial direction for
enhancing software quality and development efficiency. However, when refactoring non-contiguous code clones
which arise from statement interleaving, reordering, and similar transformations, LLM faces core challenges:
dispersed semantic context, difficulty in capturing critical dependencies, and susceptibility to “hallucination” errors.
To address these challenges, we propose a novel method for non-contiguous code clone refactoring that integrates
static analysis with LLM. Our method first efficiently and accurately identifies non-contiguous clones by combining
program slicing with an algebraic classifier. Next, a context-aware refactoring opportunity identification algorithm
determines the optimal refactoring targets for the LLM. Finally, a chain-of-thought few-shot prompting strategy
guides the LLM to generate high-quality “extract method” refactoring suggestions, and a verification mechanism,
inspired by metamorphic relations, validates the semantic and structural consistency of the generated results.
Experiments on the open-source datasets Google Code Jam and BigCloneBench demonstrate that our proposed
refactoring method reduces clone code by 66% to 71% in real-world projects like Junit. Furthermore, our detection
method achieves an Fl-score 2% to 18% higher than existing mainstream tools. On the Community Corpus-A
refactoring opportunity identification benchmark, it reaches an F1-score of 0.415, surpassing the state-of-the-art tool
GEMS by 7.5%, enhancing software quality.

Key words large language models; static analysis; non-contiguous code clone; code refactoring; prompt engineering
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€l 1(a) 5 trackPageView I trackButtonClick 77 1
BN T AR % 22 AR b B %) LAY PRI B, A N 3% B A%
O (A F4R URL 5 FREBEIEN ), #EH &
0ok AR A B 45 5k R TE A 4 B o 2 Bei 0 2
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public class TrackingService {
e //

public void trackPageView(String pageUrl, String userAction) {
// 1.
validateUri(pageurl);
// ¢ 1: URL
System.out.println(" L4 4: URL=" + pageUrl);
// y \ . K
logDebug( eventType: "pageView", pageUrl);
checkPermission(userAction);

// 2:
System.out.printin(" L4k #fF=" + userAction);
/] 2. W .

markAsTracked(pageUrl, userAction);
b
// A
public void trackButtonClick(String pageUrl, String buttonId) {

/7 1.

validateUrl(pageUrl);

// 1: [4# URL

system.out.println(" E4¥:4: URL=" + pageUrl);

// VZ: A . B
logDebug( eventType: "buttonClick", pageUrl);
checkPermission(buttonId);

// ¢ 2: ¥
System.out.println(" LA #%4ID=" + buttonId);
// 2. JuE
markAsTracked(pageUrl, buttonId);
}
/1 UFH

private void validateUrl(String url) { /*... %/ }

private void logDebug(String eventType, String url) { /*... %/ }
private void checkPermission(String action) { /*... %/ }

private void markAsTracked(String url, String action) { /*... %/ }

(a) JRARHS

public class RefactoredTrackingService {
9 public void trackPageView(String pageUrl, String userAction) {

validateUrl(pageUrl);

/]

logTrackingEvent(pageUrl, userAction);
markAsTracked(pageUrl, userAction);

}
public void trackButtonClick(String pageUrl, String buttonId) {
validateUrl(pageUrl);
1/ i
logTrackingEvent(pageUrl, buttonId);
markAsTracked(pageUrl, buttonId);
}
// yidis B ST o 0
private void logTrackingEvent(String pageUrl, String action) {
System.out.printin(" Lifti#s: URL=" + pageUrl);
7/ #
logDebug( eventType: "trackEvent", pageUrl);
checkPermission(action);
System.out.println(" Lf#4: #fE=" + action);
}
// 3 G1ei)
private void validateUrl(String url) { /*... */ }
private void logDebug(String eventType, String url) { /x... %/ }
private void checkPermission(String action) { /*... */ }
private void markAsTracked(String url, String action) { /*... %/ }

(b) HAEMFE I

An example of non-contiguous code clone refactoring

B ARFEEAD s e A 7 B


https://doi.org/10.7544/issn1000-1239.202550688
https://doi.org/10.7544/issn1000-1239.202550688
https://doi.org/10.7544/issn1000-1239.202550688
https://cstr.cn/32373.14.issn1000-1239.202550688
https://cstr.cn/32373.14.issn1000-1239.202550688
https://cstr.cn/32373.14.issn1000-1239.202550688

870

HENTR SR E 2026, 63(4)

o7 FH B0 AR5 A ) L, A TE PR R

D) R AT SC R SCHE R e s, R SR
e B P BB L MR RN ES AL E . BT
LLM 7E 4b $AK B 85 4061 I A7 78 5 D0 R0 , 31X 30
TR AR A 325 B TS S AN A O B AR AT o X PR AT AR LLM
ME LA 250 b K 5 I XoF 1) PN T 32 8 DG I RS Sk, O
MR G — TR B R IR, IEEF R i &, iXB
BT AERA S BT E X

2) 25 R AR A AT B ) 5, LLM i 2 X P 4 ol
Ui FRESCHRE Ui 5 R A R At =X E 0 A 2 R
X R W, LLM ME LUK B ] DBy 5 2 Xof J2 75 149 1l AT 42 B
R R RS T, 7F LLM 82 X i i
LT, IF & # NG TF 485 0 HA L, X 0 BERR
il T EA R A SR

3) R LT 06 5 1 ARFFPE B R (0], LLM (4]
e A A PRI RE = B0A 0 AR RS TR L E B, (HLEE LA
FEAS TR (I A AR RS Y 45 38 ) o LR T A AT
55 (18 SRS 0 S

BEXT B R Bk AR, AR SR A O AR il R S )
Br5 LLM. 1 T B 55 32 45 A0 O i A RS — a2 2
BF YR T4, R R U0 R 51 5 00 R 4 5
(chain of thought, CoT) AR, 485 LLM 8 51 56 3 1)k
45388, AN, X LLM Az i 0 55 4 4 RS 15 47 gt 7
KRR, $2 175 LG 450 — B A2 5C R, Htk
L LLM ] 58 ]

R, AR SCHR S — R LG RS AT S LLM YR
i 2 A T B TR vk, GE R Y U0 R BOR 5 S
RRG . RAEVE WA, FELL CoT 47 Fiisi 28
KRG FIFIUE LLM 1 48 it 7 DAk e 1 R Bk i
AL Java o HAREF SCH T AT H, FEEZA
O TR ERE B 5 ST IR BEAT SE g PR AR .
U AE R, A SO IEAER ISR . EA L2
T 36 AR e 2 0 I R A5 3 R
TEFEMAL LRI -, F1EIAF] 0.415, ##5E ok
T H GEMS 7.5%. AL TTERA 3 55

1) 4 — i35 0KS B 1 3E 3% S2 405 7 B A
Bio S5 B 2838 X T R v AR i Br i AT 43 2K,
N T B A I 2 A Sy 1 00 43 AT 55, 4R A DU AR

)BT 24 1R SUFE B E LS A
B LRG 248 T SCE B A B v R A A IS 4R
HUpR A

3)HE T WA SC R A SR IELE o K A%
&5 w5 A% I SECARL P T A A 6 T R, 5 i XL
(ELBL A 90 T, 28 308 At 152 T ) LA f (R T 4 ) T S e

1 #HxIE

1.1 KEEEEHREAR

AR T AL 2 B A A 4 R 1 2 ML O .
10 B AR R 7R AR AR ERAT A AT 4, 2k 3
AR AL, B2 1 e SRR
o F 2 EOAH L A e B, DA e AR T o R AT 4
C/ak i

WA VE Z 2 A AR AU A U T 2
BTk . Tsantalis 25 A" 38 52 23 M 50 B A A5 B9 72 4
R, R 45 8 e RIS RE R g A . Al
3 ok 4G I 2 B B R AR 1Y 22 S R 5 B A
B T8I RUR . Barbosa 25 A i ] 4 Fh o U]
¥ v B ACAS, A TF IR A THotDraw b i#E 47 TS24,
S5 RN, BT R0 A R 5 v AL BE A R0 S R AR
fErp g SO REAUAS o T aX 2R D5 Rl 2 LY
TR, -7 5 R AR I A2 48 a2 A% 1 I, 1 FH R I 1) R
W AT A . Zibran % " 7E 5 R T A B BIFSE
BT TAAHOCIR L, A AT S B e B KR ABE X e B R A
I A 20 R2 I, (] B A PR L B RAS T B
23 T R A B b e Az, TR Y B A AR A I
AR SRR R AR . AR Ge iy “ SR BRI B4l T
H., 11 JDeodorant", [F] £ F] Fl 72 17 U1 R # AR kR
ST B R A 7 Be . B RB B AL B A N i 2R s
A, AR R T SRR, AR, MR R
B ARG . YI6e L 4UnT, IDeodorant 78 #E 171X
Bt B e 555 1F 25 B i, 5 B R A BSOS W A BN

o
SEEE

RIE, WA — W I IR R R BT 7 10 . B R
A N R T T A R 2 S S BT 1Y bR AR
BRIZ I MR R IT 5, BT R H A R S
177, AR A AU AT A sh ik A Stk .
U A7T38 5 DF 4 R B v e 5 22 S o3 W ok ) A v o
PRBORE A, fiff DR T A G807 I AR R R A R, (H
ASCTAEAR R, %I EARTIA LLM, [N E7EAR B
Type-3 A7 7552 2R 1H X 25 57 B ve b v Bt e 1 32 BR
Xiao 55 NTHR I T — AL Tl 2 4 A T 4 4
A B e AN 7 1%, T T UM AR v Y A2 T )
R X R T kT I A D) A SO B R e R AT
55T A, (R XS RS A8 B SR EAF E AN A2, U
PRI 28 528 N A 5 AR 0o S A5 S8BT v 22 5
BRI HOR AR, oAb, Li % A1 2 —Fif



RE A4S RS S 0T 5 T8 5 AR B0 Al i 2 AR A Ty 1

871

LT UHRLFE RN T4 58 1) il G o VA R G 4 44 1Y) e R A
Wk o %7k BT IR B R B HNA S =7 AP,
BIE o 4 B e TR B S RN TR 9 AST 22 5, $RICC
U R A DG TC R, H DA AR B R & 4 . AR
52 3 1 G 43 BT B R GRS 4, (H L RT fiE 2
g L G 5 S TR A AR RLPE, T ELX T2 B A
S IRVE A, AST 2549 T i k AR B K A2 1k, 53K
R e 2. [ e, o T R ZEAT AST 22 S $#2 UM
U IR0 3 B, 3% 05 VR B TR 4 B A AH X 4 . Song
S TR — b 3 AR e U0 R A T T AR B e G T
Tk, HARHAE T 45 57 U 5 A Ieie, 58
LT UKL () Type-3 5 B AG I o (FL 2 A 0 3 61
PR T35 T BR BRI 1Y Type-1/2/3 By 5L, Bt = XF Type-
4 T AT B

Tl 1 W L W I (D B E | B s AW R L
R T AR ROR SR B 2 M AORU . BAR AR
WRT FBLALA W AT RETE, 5% R IE B — 1 BE 8 &
ORI SCRE X A A4 il 22 b AT B Sh ik A Y R 5
PRI IT
1.2 LLM ZERG TR PR A

LLM 7 A T2 45 8ok 1 473 78 25 s of ik 8 %2 %)
A, H, 33U A O LLM Sl DAY 1
Z U i, Wermelinger™ # 1] Copilot # 4% I
T SCHRE R i U g R IR S, B R MR T T O R RIOR
TEFRRFAE S 7 T, AH 22434 B & 3 LLM RE W5 AR 95 55
WA B B sh A siah T, 6 i A B 58 A LLM
PEATARAS AT 55 o IR FRESE AP R —Fh 2
Lsplitter [ 7 %, B 7T “ K Ir ik " U Sk . A fi]
TR A &N 5 LLM S fif g ik 49 fife Mk
JF Bk 32 B 0 8 AR A OB, DU
LLM 4 o X FE 4086 3F T LLM 76 48 RS B A% 4y it
55 LR A R, BALEE 1T LLM 72317 07 43
fif i SR oy AL 7 3k, B — 2 B IF IR
Siddeeq % AP Ui 33 3 F LLM B 28 itk R 46, 52
BT % Haskell fUAS 1Y B shib A . HAF5E R, X
T 7 % BB LR P 0 A RS T o R M BB AL T T YA BT
P, vE— RS T LLM 76 5 R AT 55 0 1 il A skt
Lk

SR, BLA A LLM 2474 A 54 ) AF 5% 2 22
TR E SLARRS v B . AT ST IR, i AR A4k
FIIR oy 384K Al A5 LLM X DL BB R I AL B . %
| Lsplitter “ 4 LLM 4= i, J& &b BRA& I 8 08 & ,
FAAEAR R LLM 347 vt 1) 3 (1) 3 R4 2 AN 0] FE Y, 020
BT AE R Y IR R AE 4 . AR SO SR A < 0 25 40 A T A

B, LLM 5] 54 g O HE SR, 30 28 i 25 20 B7 ok R FH
JPU) R R SOfE BB AL, SeAT R LLM
SE AL YU In) B, SR LLM BH 8 54 4T 55, F i MR TR
U L A AN BT ) R 1 R 1 T BB
1.3 BHUEMNRIESIERS

B £ 25 A B VE 1 E B 1, DR AR RR T AN AT O OR
AR H B E A R TR . H X T A 5 E 5 PP AL
(7 I KERR A1oh 3 2% FE T2, LTk 5 5
WREES k.

BT AT A SCCan 2 s X R )
i 3 32 HE PR B A RS R AT D S B
U5 B 455 ) G BEAIE B 2% (40 Coq™”, Isabelle™) #4
A SR I S AR A o SO RY LR B W 3 T A 0T B
BT B B — B 56 TR S AR A A R
JEASE TR A (] 7 Ja 1 o PR AR B R 4 ™ A 1Y 1
PRIIE, 35 F T 0F Al SE PR SR = 1 R 48, 3 s BRM:7E
TXF G 2R A HE R . B Sk AR, BT
JLAR e, XE LA FH RS Tl 205 H

BEF LY AR E AL I UE Jy %, I KLEE™, %7
il ok W R R Y PR S bR AT i sh AT N, XF L E
P A AT 0500 LRI T — 3tk . o WER L6 47
AT AR R SN A A . RS BT 8 I A S A
3k D5 R T 10 BT A T BE AT I AR, I sk S A T
AR L B R LI UE 2 A 5 A i R B
i A e U] 2 A R ) i A X B R I R G A
PR, 2 900 — SO A A E6f . X RITEm
8 5 76 T RE A B2 7 32 17 B ) s S A B, o b i S
OYAT XA A% R SCARER R AR o H R R S B
5B, LU AN A A R K ) R, ol HC i A7 55 T A T e
AT B AR, JHROXT Hi A g o 36 A 1t AR 5o

B 25 TR 3 2 >0 A6 B0E TR vy N, 3 T I
S R AR R 2 2] O et A T A B Y,
AU B A CodeBERT (Hiff $2 i X A% H.) . TreeBERT
(WP TE LG B ) % . AR E AR,
RE PR A R RS, R E A5 LLM &5 &4 1Y &
5, (AW — o JR BR 1, BRI 35 I 250 B 1y
FoRBEST o A ALEE R OT A AR 2B 5 A A
IR W] BB AEAE R PHME " 45 21

BEAb, 50 UE A AT 55 30 B8l o $ T A i E
8, VPG AL JE R AT O — Bk . HAZLO AR
v AR S5 AR B 3 A i A D i B, R A A
b TR AR D AR R O ik e A T R R
Sy AT, A E R BRI E O A R I R, 1S
TREEIEWS R A, Xk B aEEN BAR:



872

HENTR SR E 2026, 63(4)

B AT AR S8 A RO I 9 A0 2 e e A TR
o4y, BRI e JCHE A L E A 5 BT FE A 1R o

SR, o 52 2% i A 4 4 01 XAk i T ot Pk
TE A 2 A HE PRI B, 3ok A | e 3t e g < 0 3k
i 5 ML [A) #2” (test oracle problem, TOP) , A3, i A8
3 ( metamorphic testing, MT) T DA 5 3 2% fif ¥l & HL
B, B AN T B PR AT B I e, T
o A AR AT B A5 2 AR R A e
S 5 7% 5 2 (metamorphic relation, MR ) 3¢ ] 7 5
JE A IEAT, PR AR A R, WA 56 R I IF
i 5 25 PR R R SR A TR A ) i BIR HESE .
UL, Xue S AR T —Fh 44 S MT-LAPR () 156 42
DN CHE 22 FH T PP Al R e A B B 8 2 HOR i fe
PR AATTIESE 75 A8 I R 6% A AR 4 TR T LLM 1Y
H sl P 8 & pfaet vk o R, 0 B 2 48 A5 X3
T B A 43 B 0 58 AR IR AR R R AT T IR AT,
FEHE A8 5 R 08 5 SCRIIN A H 48] 7y A4 e X g 2 0
WA Rk E

2 G0 1R W5 A8 OC 38 R TR T 0 A B L T
XFF ARG AR B, Py 78 038 OSSR {5 BT DL
AR O R PR o PRI, T AR R R A AR O
FONGER LLM B L] 58 [n] @ AL T n] 17 S8 B, el
I B s fb A ik

2 FEZEREREENBIRNTTE

AR SO ST A0 AR A e v 28 A I A % 224X
M FO ke o B B ) R S Sk A D TR i B,
%L B b 2 ik TR A G5 5 A TR 1 SO ek i )
S T 36 3] 7 A

1 48 1Y EIVC BE 5 2k B K AT LRI AR % 224D o
W, (HJR I 23 52 % B v | T E B RCRAR, MELLN T
KRB AEITH v N A DX — ) 3, R SC4 H —
it % S AR B R A e S8R DU O ¥ o i T R RO A L
FET, 18 3 B U0 R K 52 2% 1 11 DG 5 (1] 72t % 48 kg Ty
PR AR B AR AL Lok, DL A1) AT AR 8 o 25 A
(algebraic classifiers) ™™ M\ 2 GE 1055 A B #2 B 31 45
fiE ) S, W0 AT = R BLA 27 2T o3 2RAT 55, $RTHE
T 2 AR B B RS T %
21 ETFREFVIFBINEEEAE A RIEN

FEF U1 2 — A iR R iR o T R, e RE g
AR e B S i A7 0 A 4 T R (AR YT
PR AE) A S B TR R RS ol T R R T R A
FVECHE T AR 4T 1Y, BT A TE IR EATE Y B e &

2%, A RS KK 1 2R B DI R AH G Y15 ), 33X fel A
PR S D RE MRS A B BEAR T H

R TR A S D REAE G AR ), AR SR
THRTRETFY A SR, 8 WALA(Watson libraries
for analysis) E F# A /BT 512 . X F 202 KA B H#
HE T SR Y E e Ui 0 A BE 0, JF HLAE BB AR L — M 4
¥ 4k 1) 8] 22 7 (intermediate representation, IR), {8
AE SRS IRY) B . A SCLA Java B2 5 o ), 38 3
FIHT WALA #3553 HTHESL K Java 7735 i % 45 Sy —Fh
#5025 H. A (static single assignment, SSA)JE =X 4y H 8]
TR, JFHEET WALA IR I T —Z M . R H T
B oA B s LR &, IF DLUIGE B 0 728 i
W& 1R, £ WALA IR o, 256 5 25T A7 il
5 il WA O HE S WA Y 1 0], 23 01 2 returnStmtGR (0] 35
A]) | printStmt(FT ENiE 4] ) | getStaticStmt( 4 J5 725 F 4k
BGE 4] ) | invokeStmt( R 2L JH FIE 1)) | assignStmt( I
[IEREEXCIDIS

Table1 WALA IR Instructions Abstract
%1 WALA IR 4%

EEESI] IR #5445

returnStmt return <%v>

printStmt getstatic <system, out, 10> %V
getStaticStmt %v = getstatic <global, type>

invokeStmt Invoke <class, func(l) V> %v, %x

assignStmt YV =0p %X, Yoy
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FEGIE

end while

© OVF « TSlice,,, UOVF;

(0 end while
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1) BUREHE 8 (10 4> ) AURS AT B, A AL i i

B A A RO L SRR L BRAR AT RO | RS

B R B AR R AR B
IR IERTERCIE 16 o

2) AR R (10 1>): JBl 2 % ¥ | Halstead [ XfE
J . Halstead %% JJ £ . Halstead [E Xt B +%% J] & | return
WA BB BB | R RiRE SR TR
% (for/while) . W # iz AT | try/catch it .

3) G5 B (44 ) A Ty vE 9 0R AR | AR
Ty R IR | 2R T | e R

X TAT B A LAY 7 B (OVF,, OV Fy) I FE
FEAE, H 21 24 4EFRAE 10 i PR A 48 AE Y ) 1 V =
Vi, Vo], H— UG 1E R 5 253 2 dn i A o
23 EFRESEFBHOIESERBTELN

TERG BT 1) v X A R e 1) 48 ZERAIE
m) T, R A2 A i AR e R A T [ R AR B U B
B A R — > MR BLAR 2= ) A AT 45, BRI
Z 1) i AR B AR X 2 5 AL B SO . R E] Tl
et 5 s 2 A 3 A XA A, SR n il
SRR R L EE . Ik, ASCRRICR AT
B FERR AREIY BRI AL G LR 2 ) 43 2548
TR AR B B 40 1 i e, HAZ DR ARAE T, BN L
A BRI T T E RS AR B ES A 3 A A R
YN 25 78 AT DAGE 3 L ) B s BOR S e L.
R, A LTI )ZE % 20 8% (AR 2= DU B | Je sk
W45 ) SR HIA% Gt kit 28 SR 1Y 58 3, AR o 2 i id
I B [ S A AR S L, T DUAE AS WG4 IS 2 2 > 4 [
Ao JERE BERY AT T, A 50 Uk i 8] 52 4% B2 AL G2 1)
O x )AL Ok +n), Ferh nf2 AR KL, X MK R
R E KT, 15 78 R RS R R AT
R I 5 AR B IE

Bk 2. AR % 2 v B AU ARG DU Bk

WA TH;

i 11 - AR 2L SR XS SRR Pairs .

O WA ACRRAE 0] 5 V DL SR 1 22 sn R

Pairs;

@ I REVEACHS 7 BLSE A OVF;

® for (OVF;,OVF)Ai # jin OVF do

@  FEBORF D REPEACRS R B REAE 0] 2V

® end for

© for (V,,V,) in V do

@ AR HLearn A5 25 45 53 2 45 R isClone;

if isClone = True do

©  EHAREL X SR Pairs;

1 endif

@ end for
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W% 2 pios, A7 O i 3 1 PR E) ) R EAR
T F B, SR )5 X T A5 I REE Fr B f BBURRAIE 1) 4, I

11 HLearn R &3S 88 0 HEAT AR s RGN (¥ — 432K,

PEAR I 23 45 SR AR R P () BT A e e o v, AR
T 28 5 B X Pairs = {(Ci, €}, CIC 5333 Dy RACHS L

¢2¢ﬁ£4ﬁ@ﬁﬁfmw%%oE%ﬂxptpﬂ,

Cj= UCF;. AR AR R 2 R D BE A5 A A B AR
S AU B, FARE O T A Y S X AE S ELATY B
AAFAE 22 5 o IR, e 8 L Rl b TR 0 A e R
Xof b B

i bR AR I HE 2, © AR BB 5 MR 1 PR RS Hh g
R R R TR T R AR S e RS o AR, SR T
TRHEZRAGIN H Y e [ I Al R R4 R 45 B FE AL A (i
AR . — A EROR B 5E AT S HU B B, TR A
ARSI E b, TR B B R B 5 AR A AT
e MR BEUR R o PR, SCH R] REU7E T 4] JA 5
g i 7 v 28t ECIE (AR A APl

3 FEZEABEEMNEHLERTIE

78 A HE TR AR 2k v B o i 2R b L, M
LLM T Fp 47 A 24k © 5 Ok B Bt o AR SO
T MO AE T 2 AT AR H M LLM. 2 HE 2L
HEZE A A M AL B 51 5 LLM AR 158 Al 14 22

AN

! I

IR
TR

PRz A

o ©
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RS FERE R A S AL E A .

A SCHE R S ARRE SR K sl 2 PR . dE O AR
S AR B B %) 1R 80R  Jr 32 R HE E SAA SERE X,
T LN SUFE B R E LS U, AR B E AL X A
G R EH R, 454 CoT WD REATEREI
T LLM #F 47 82 CeR Foat AR B, I HL 30 0F AR B0 3
WO RTS8 — S R, AR
i AR OC AR AT S, i S A AR s S =2 SR
R4 515 LLM 15 21| 1) 5 0 #3500 A7 W50 48 OC 3R B ik
HERFE S . ZHESL o 455 S i iiAb B
5145 LLM A 58 iR 2 AR s B 1 I sl Ak EE A
3 BEFETXEENEMRIISIRS

TE H A AT 55 v, 3R Br A A 3 5 A v B R
(HAF AT EM . A58 07 B W AUHO- N R RS 55
PR P 08 2 o R ) W, T 22 W T A A R A R R A
P o (0, S RO A A R RS SE PR . AR LLM
Tk 8 R HER W E AP A PR, A SO T &
P ML 2 BRI\ 3 A4 4 B 25 B 1T Al — 1
B ) B A B

1) 4k7& I F S (relation context, RC)

TET A X R ARG, SOk v BT e B9 28 Z 8] 1Y
YRR OC R E AR E T A IS 4R R ek R Y ik
B AR WP . PRt AR v BEXT (C, C )T TE R By 56
E 0 B TS iy e o ) =37 T E

J BRI B A A L =
PATH
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Fig.2 Non-contiguous code refactoring framework for integrating static analysis and LLMs
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F7RD“ TCoR7 s, IR TR A A L e .t
/] 288 /77 7 0 3 6] 22 97 1Y) B R A B A1, DL e )
B o

2)fiE I F 3 (location context, LC)

v R v Be A A 0 B AR A 52 vl A 1Y ]
ATk, WO R R O . (HA S F 2
T ARG ) v B, PR R B AT SR A 4R R B A

3) J& M I~ 3C (content context, CC)

S RE B B R R0 B SRR, R A R L AR
AT RS o o TR A A0 i Bl AN R A Y E
Ptk .

&%k 3mSRk

HiA:WH P;

i HEAE T v X 4R B SuggestedPairs .

O 0 b Ak 4 77 T 7 B X 46 4 Suggested Pairs;

@ AR HUAE % 22 s BE X 4 Pairs;

@ for (C;,C)) in Pairs do

@ T RAEHEE L XS (C, C)), TR AR K

R SCHE BERRAEAS 5 scorereiaion« NLE T
T SCHYE FERRIEAR 53 scorercion WA BB |
T ICHEFEAR Y scoreconen
® if isRefactorable(scoreuion, SCOT€locations
SCOT€content) dO
© W AR % SL L REXT (Cy, C ) FN A HERE T A4 52
B XoF, I BT 77 A SRR AR
SuggestedPairs;

@ endif

® end for

B3 R T HEMALS RN SRR . X T
B A B Pairs, B35 50 0 H A HAE 34> BRS04
BT 09454y, B 288 i — AN PR PR isRe factorable
R FN W HoE BAEA H A, Hoh, isRefactorablet)t % bR
B T RENLAR MR IL SC I =0 28, 25 3 N4
FEAEAS 53>k A By 5 FE X 2 75 3 5 R AT < S ek B0
o AL E AR B ARG RRE AL 4R T SR X 1Y 2 9, L
WMITER . BBV RE DR, SR (E B M CI
fE F 24y w2 e m)Z g, SR 4 0 DL Tk
Ak7K o 5E R XA JE M AR AR R AR RE G R AR
R R r N R E SRR BsERT
Community Corpus-A, ZE A5 T H At X & Zhx
T Y 72 75 N 3% AT 4 SB0eR B0 B A 1Y Java T, K
AR SCHEME TYNGRAEAS o 25 sa B RO | 4k 2K A 1
TR S R RE AR S5, DUDRE I T R X A F
B AT T A0 1) 58 [ X 4R S SuggestedPairs . 45

PR R B B, AR SR LLM AT 5 R HE I A A S
SE TR

St T B SUE B AL RS, S i
T B W EE AT REME M T . A, FEH
JEIAT A B4k TR 52 A i, B An el A LLM ZE AR
IE A HOAT SR Y B B RS . X AN U X LLM
RE A% D g, W Rl & w3 S r Hr 5 LLM i 475
A B B TR HE 48 A AR T B OB R B
32 FE CoT WIBEEMEIER

FE R A 0 A AL 23, I A A% O Bk R
BEAR Jp T 51 5 LLM A pa% 8 1 6 HLIE X — B &
FARATS o 5 R FH 87 B 48 4 i 32 7R, LLM AL g A
P, A D e = U8 2 32 48 #3877 2R SR R
PRB 25 44 AN B RINE & R AR LIS Inl i, [,
I BT R T CoT 1Y 2 B AR 1 /R T2 5 WS OF fiff T it
[F] 75T

CoT My %L A IFHE B4 N LLM 15 B 5 248,
1717 2 300 3 7 4 7 SR s 1) s 61 b S X b g o B
B, T 515 LLM 205 A28 & K AR il
56 43 BT v B i B 9 AN IR AR DL o pR B S 4G AR
Jew 40 7 R A A DA e 3R [ 2 A 5 B2 25 K 40 A%
DI RE A HoAiy 445 B Je A oA B0 R RN FE A 0 9
A5 o 38 2 2 2 O A 3X Bl 25 0 Ak Ak 2 R AR,
LLM HE % 57 47 3 JH figp 50 44 4T 55 (9 A< 5T, DA A= 5
HERf AY 5 09 F A HEL, A RO £ 98 0 7 A

ZAR N R 3 EBA L REAR S DR R A
FRIMESS o

D) ZG484 . WHEE L LLM [ (O RHE 5 H b,
FF B2 Bt 9 JSON 4% 2K

2)DREAR TR o SR AN (] 28 B 4 AR A5 v [ (Type-
1/2., Type-3/4. Ak % £ vi b ) T 5 o ek 1) 20 4 /s 6
o M — AT IEA BB B, RFE S B ASERE 1~2
M LN N 7 S S 3 P N s A N 1 L RE S ]
i EBIE A T CoT, Wl ER T AL Kk T
TR IR Y DG B T ok AR 4] 2

CoT 1: 43 H7 v b v B 19 Sh R A5 15 (url, body)
W2 AT AT R A A S EL

CoT 2: £ & 5o B h B 5 18 Bl /bR AR S A 1R
WA . AR TG, OB PR EGR [ void .,

CoT 3: M4 Dy ik (FT R VEE ) by 5 ok B iw 44 4
printDetails .

IFEIMTE S5 o A4 1 T A 1 o B X AR A 22 B 4
LLM. 8 &f 2% > 3k 26 2 % % 48 4 38 1% CoT 7~ fi,
LLM fi& % T 47 b, $HLfigf 550 0 1 74 0T, DA% 18T 19 SCAR %
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S 160 VR 2 1 2 A e, T 4T A
W PE A T A, A ARZE AR LLM K05 . 75 S5 ST 30

L, ARIESE SR T GPT-4 #A1, Sh T Haas nl &2 Bk,
WE 3 Fiasss BT HAKAY CoT # R 4 .

The prompt template

System Prompt

logic.

“You are a senior software engineer proficient in Java and refactoring principles . Your task is to analyze a pair
of methods provided by the user that contain non-continuous code clones, and apply the 'Extract Function'
refactoring . You need to return a JSON object that must include the following three keys:function_name : A
descriptive, Java -naming -convention -compliant name for the newly extracted function (string).function_body :
The code body of the newly extracted function (string) .refactored code : A complete code snippet containing the
two refactored methods (string) . When thinking and generating the code, please follow professional refactoring

User Prompt
Few-Shot demonstrations:

/ Demo#1 \
{

"method 1": "public void logUserActivity (User us
er,String activity) {\n  System.out.println (\"Log
Entry : User Activity\");\n  if (user == null) {\n
throw new IllegalArgumentException (\"User can
not be null\");\n  }\n  System.out.println (\"Use
r:\" + user.getName ());\n // Irrelevant business lo
gic\n  auditService .check(user);\n  System.out.
println (\"Activity : \" + activity);\n System.out.p
rintln (\"Timestamp : \" + System.currentTimeMil

/ Demo#2 \

{

"method 2": "public void logSystemEvent (String
eventName , String details) {\n System.out.print]
n(\"Log Entry : System Event\");\n if (eventNa
me == null) {\n throw new Illegal ArgumentExcep

tion(\"Event name cannot be null\");\n }\n Sy
stem.out.println (\"Event : \" + eventName );\n  //
Irrelevant permission check'\n securityManager .
verify();\n  System.out.println (\"Details : \" + det
ails);\n  System.out.println (\"Timestamp : \" + S
ystem.currentTimeMillis ());\n}*

Task to be solved:
{
"method 1": "public void trackPageView (String

pageUrl, String userAction ) {\n  validateUrl (pa
geUrl);\n  System.out.println (\" 32 3# fi: URL=
\" + pageUrl );\n  LogDebug (eventType : \" page
View\", pageUrl );\n checkPermission (userActio
n);\n  System.out.println (\"_FRI 2T fE=\" +
userAction );\n  markAsTracked (pageUrl, user
Action);\n}*

}

lis());\n}*
}

N

2 N /

Fig. 3 An Illustration of few-shot prompting template based on CoT
K3 T CoT WY PHEASRREAMR MR E K

33 ETHEXEANEHE W —HHEEIE

iR LLM A S AT 58 | AE7E “ 4]0 1 )
B, AR T — 8 A SR UELE o g0t
J7 MR K T AL, (A E T A 3 BT M LA
At 28 W5 A8 DN 3 3 3 E 22 R T AT B A B A OG
FoE I R TUE SO IS O ORI AR B R . ARSI
P& T 5 VR R K — SRR AR P A A B D B e )
R 72 8 dul, Y9 I A AR A AR R A A TR
FE SCI TR S5 454 — BB AR G R

IR S L E I R, oA B A
WA AE R AR 198 D00 5] e A ARG A L, T 2
B ACRS 2R )2 T b HE AT 50k, A 5 R R A
YEA B0 — Fh R AR 4, IF @ LT R 2 AN
RS RN AR SC R, T 90 1 A8 46 (4 1E A P

i L —F Pk (MR1) . A3 AE AR N B8 72 7
DI BEHE Lo R A I 25 0 A% KB CodeBERT
Vg TR TS A 5 R ok BOUR G B Sy e 2T ST L B
REUAY A DR AR SO AR, BRI, 5E L MRIL R : 24
Te] St () 14 4% 5% AHABLBE v T 0182 19 (B Tern (0.98), 3% 14
B — M 1 R B AL,

Similarity osinc (Embedcoaesert(F UNCuetore )
Embedcogenert(FUNCaier)) = Tsem © (D

2) G5 — 3Pk (MR2) . A9 A N AR R R 7 1Y)
T WL ZE R AR R R E , U IR AR B W R B0 3X 2K Jm
A L, A AR A O s 2 A Rk Y T 2k

B TreeBERT, 45 52 A4 AT Je oK B3 14 4l 2 1 1 W 4 )
A5 AR ] B . MR2 SE LN s 2 A S5 ) ] AY A% 5%
FEARLEE 55 T I 1 1 e (0.85)
Similarityosine(Embedreesert(AS Toetore)s
Embedrepert(AS Tafier)) = Ttruc o (2

3R 2 AR Z AR B 7em = 0.98 Fll T = 0.85
FHFLTHHE:

D18 L — M (1 = 0.98) o “FEEPREL B A4 1Y
A0 JE D)2 A% AR R R P AN IR AT N AE L BRI,
BT — AR w0 B, DR KRR B M £ A T
Jei BRBC A O o SO R AR o 12 1B (B 152 5 10 o)
T R R, 7 A — ] R I A 0 TR, Bk
G| A H SO T B R R

2) G AL —FME (e = 0.85) o FEAYAR B il & —Fh
PR 25 K 19 78 e, G2 08 W 0 AR 25 e A el s Al
i, JE GG AR i 1 ) R — AR ek O T AR
PRI, 2 50 AH 6 BTG, SR — 8 I S5 A A fk, B
AT 5 0 PR B A 1) 2 W25 R AN B 3R

2 IR {1 2 AE AH 56 STk [36-37] 1Y Al |, 4545
B WL A A 1Y, AR SC g rh e B T R4 01 A
SR, 3200 2 55011 356 1 1T BB 52 W) 360 U 1) SRR 32, L,
FEAR W T AR, SR 47 4 10 1 2 80U 50 0E 5 4
i+ s e,

Bk 4 A A LS WAES

i ULE Py
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iy th: HAM SR RYE P
D # B 77 58 4 58 FE X 5 SuggestedPairs;
@ for #7572 X pair in SuggestedPairs do
TR BT T8 X pair B TE A
P CoT WY REAIRIR
T T LLM Az j T A
S 7 A S AR 1 1 S —BOME: passwiri 5
ZhE b —E Mk PASSMR2
if passyr; and passyr, do
TR FE M JE I E P

end if

10 end for

X2 A O R AL R L T — B R HE A L
A S SR IEHESE o R T A Y JE e =K e
AR IR AR I 1 28 % DR IE, (H B 7 S5 e e
RO U B LLM £ 585 2009 1 O8RS 1R A 4
MR, BT T A S A A AT SR

Bk 4R T B RS R A H
I3 i3 MR1 AT MR2 XUH 56 31E ) FAA #2184 B A
RZ . TSR TR A5 R . AT QAR RE R
¥4 50 [ X} SuggestPairs . 173 ~A0%T 5L 51 21 it 5 44
Pl2x, #y3E a7 CoT YD HEA S 7n , AR 4lE LLM 275 T
P AR U R L, SRS R R R S — B 5 45
— PRI A O RIS UESS R . AT O~BRR & A
g A G 2R B i s U g P R AR Sy BRARE Y, S
2, DU AR A 50 E 45 5 F R AT A

g b, A A RO B TR R R AR IE T LLM A2
JG ) e — 4% R I, R 6 0 S T S — B A
A — SO 0 XU W OC R UE . HUA I o i Y
WA PRI N e Z Y TG T7 58, AR d 2 0 U Bl FE 26
ZALENER O T 3 Ak T A o AR Y T SCOR R A2 A
R 1, T) IRkt 2 592 30 vy WA R A 1 O B

@ ©vee

4 LIS

Ry A TH VAR AR SO B A 7 2 A e R A
WA RE, ASCRTEH T 3SR, BAERI% 3 %
> BF 5% 18] @ (research questions, RQs)

RQI: A SCH Y AIE % SRS v B A I 5 vk, A8
BT A At i 15, HA R an a2

RQ2: ASCH A EE T L SUF B M EA LR
7, AR I A 4 g 2

RQ3: ASCHE I Y A sh i E A ik, 78 K
A3 H b X B9 o 1 B T ASCR an ] 2

AT KA A S5 B (A S 5 4R B4R
J7 5 FVEAG FEFR ), IFEF % B~ RQ J& 7 Fl 43 # 55 B
iR,
41 KEHE

BigCloneBench(BCB) 52 — /> £, & # i 800 /7 4~
FLAZ Java B X A R RILASE 56 o, L o AR 405 2 B AH
BURE B bR ic, JE B G S PEAS T ) 2 B Y B R A I
W 2 PR, A SO A 7 vk S BT H T T T2,
ST3, MT3, WT3/T4 45 A [f] & B4 1) & 31 269 760 4~ 52
REXT AT S8 . An3R 3 7R, Google Code Jam (GCJ)
B E R S (Type-4) 0 52 9145 5 1) 5
P sE BEACRS R, J2 VAl 1 S5 B A DN 8 T A B 4 b
e YT IR VA RS Bt 46 R 0 TE Al BT 48 Oy 75 b B
i S A v R LAY B RE T, it LN GCT Hp B HL A
108 /> J7 i, i 1 72y Ak Mo X A HE AT A FEHE L
AT RIEAFEHAE, NTHE T &Mk
S5 v [ X 19 TR A 0 4E . Community Corpus-A & —
AR B RN TARER LT T PR 4 R %0
PR BNMERR T AR E . EaE T 122
A FCSEY L WA NI BN B i AT B A Y Java
o N3 4 Fr 7N, Junit 1 MyWebMarket f& 2 4~ A [
FIE AR I AT Y B SRR Java T H o Junit S2 A% ) R
JCI R HE 2R, T MyWebMarket /& — /™ T i #H X ffj 5.
1) Web W o 753k 28 B S H b 3k 47 R0 5%, fig
TG b AL BT 4 O i L PR N (B . AR T
TR SCHE T EBR A 8192 tokens (1) GPT-4 #4751 % 42
A5 T B2 R B A, AN 4 R, N IE ORI
token < JB Hy [ 72 45 4 . A FEAS 75 1) R A7 Ak 2R 1Y) BE R
XA Y sE o BT A AR A K R R T GPT-4 1

Table 2 Description of BCB Dataset Selected by Non-

Contiguous Code Clone Detection

*2 RESNKBEELNIENN BCB BiRERHIA

AR FEREXS El 3l 90)
Tl 48110 48110
T2 4000 4000
ST3 21395 21395
MT3 86 341 86 341
WT3 109914 109914
JENN 269 760 269 760

Table 3 Description of GCJ Dataset Selected by Non-

Contiguous Code Clone Detection

%3 AFESABREELNERN GCJ HiRERHI

JrEg AUBATE SRR RN RGO R
108 1081 T4 432 5225
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token [ BR, PR BEOE PR AIE LLM BEAS 42 006 TR 1% 2L
WX A 5e % T 3CE R . Xaff 1 AT
YR IR K R I £ S SE B, HEBR A LT SO
Wy 5 Y E AT 55 A

Table 4 Description of Experimental Procedure Junit and
MyWebMarket Dataset
% 4 SLIETEFF Junit F1 MyWebMarket $iE £ H)HI4

o (M) AN

FENME 47 18

TEER 509 81
A1 TR 5450 1515
ST AR T AL 10.7 18.7
FAREA T AT B /tokens 3754 3923
HAREAK A\ B KK JEE ftokens 5078 5398
GPT-4 | N3 |- FR/tokens 8192 8192

42 EEEBRIFMNIER

XFF RQI, A S 75 1 (ASLONE) 55 4 i {3
ANTFH AR B2 SOTA b B Aar il T B 47 L 8%, 43931
J2& SourcererCC™ (3% Fii] 1% ) | DeepSim™ (& T % )i
% 2J) . TBCNN™(HE T4 45 A0 4% ) Fl Amain™"(3&
TR ER), XETRES T NERBETNZ
Fiv B, GE A8 4 T PP AL A SOk R R . o
SourcererCC & — ' 5 F token A9 7 B T H., A%
FHTF K Type-3 72 [ ; DeepSim S — Ff 5 F I i 24 >
() A I e AR DL i & Oy ek, A G ARTE TN
T SO P A ) R GUORRAE, I8 ok 43 280k T 4 A
RLPE ;s TBCNN J2 — P il o 4 45 R0 2% 43 7 B2 /¥ AST
SRR A AT 55 0 O i, T SRR X R AE ) B
(8 4% 52 AR AL EE , O B 18 (8 15 47 AR LU 1 A6 5 Amain
S — i SCHA I (Type-4) So BRI 75 4, HR
R R RGN AST 5% 4 SR IR 28 5% B8 0 [, P 2
BLas 5 2 43 JE an Rl e o % T RQ2, A SCHE #4 Bl
2R 5 2 (C1+C2+C3) 5 3 Fl¥E Community Corpus-
A FRIL 1 SOTA HAGHL 2R T B #4173,
43 )42 JDeodorant, JExtract 1 GEMS.,

XFF RQL 5 RQ2, SR H b #E 1 4 1 % (Precision,
P). A A3 (Recall, R) Fl F1 43 ¥ (F1-Score, F1)#E1T
PEAL o X T RQ3, SR AT 4 N4 it & B i 8 b )
A i ok PE AL F AR, 4 iR AU S L i (AN, ) |
A% 5 5 B2 AR Ak i (AN, ) . MoCabe Pl 52 2% i 75 Ak i
(AN.) IS8R B (AN,) o
43 LBWERESN

BExt RQL, AT 4 A LA ), 12 GCT KIYFEHME I,

AR SCHE BRI VAR FL A BGR B T 0.94,
T A SR D7k, MRt 2 5 v LUE 78 GCI £
A8 T RE G A T LT A B [ R L ASOR
M 7E BCB %44l 48 I, ZE 42T T1 Fn T2 28 M i | F1
G385 HoA T H A7, % T ST3 28 BAI MT3 2871, 3¢
%5 SOTA T HAHZEA K, MX; T WT3 28 5, M
XFFREER VAR 59, X UE B T 3R T O et A B AR
JE 1 7 T RE A AU PR AR 9 A% 0 D RETE L. T AE
LR 1 TR VA B 4R GCI L, AR SO IR B A [l R
BESTHMTH, XG5 TR R ERARTSE
TG TR A T Ve, B MK 3R % 2k 19 T RE AH DG ARG
RAEE R AT 0 R % 2 s Rk I 77 15, 7
Ko DORG FE N2 G PR 343K 3] T SOTA /KF, JLHAE
Ab B TR A A . EEHE T B0 AR 1 2 e R A, SR
TR R E

vz PE= R &3 F1

TA
(a) GCIHEHESLIG N L

CITI 72 T2 =9 ST3 &0 MT3 3 WT3
o\ <
Q0 N ) ©
1.055 :';Oo"‘. —— —— SO0 T O—
NS 7°w£ RS 7%2
Nes | N e
0.8 <
el
a S
+
1z 06H N
g_\u_':
0.4}
N
0.2 =
(o]
S
0 L
& & SRV
&S 9 ¥ K
%0
TH

(b) BCBHH£E L0t Lt

Fig.4 Comparative diagram for experimental results on two

datasets
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Table 5 Comparative Results of Average Detection Time
on GCJ Dataset

®5 GCJHIRE TN E XL 45 R
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Fig.5 Comparative diagram for experimental results on

Community Corpus-A dataset
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Table 6 Non-Contiguous Code Clone Detection Results on

Experimental Procedure
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> i s Bt BRI RS
Junit 100 226 211 15 6.63
MyWebMarket 72 291 260 31 7.30

Table 7 Comparison of Non-Contiguous Code Clone

Extract Function Refactoring Effectiveness
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Table 8 Intermediate Results of Refactoring Opportunity
Recognition
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