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Project SLOC #Method Defect Density Correlation Defect Eiczrgi([‘grf[_‘:lnclrnj-clmesj Bugs

Total Clones Total Clones  Non-clones  Clones Equal # Methods  Equal LoC  duplicated non-duplicated
ant 86438 3642 7.883 208 2.66 [.65 0.195 246 2.61 4 0
berkeleyparser 57.905 7.842 3.364 357 4.35 0.89 0.168 4.08 423 9 10
cglib 13668 354 Lol6 28 2.69 0 0.123 374 1.65 0 0
cloud9 56,766 21,066 4390 047 11.96 6.5 0.149 5.02 5.07 - -
COCO0N 10,387 211 773 25 2.08 492 0.197 3.87 1.82 I 0
COMMONS-10 8.673 440 674 50 1.05 0 0.137 2.97 356 I l
domdj 17854 997 2.206 72 374 0 0.096 0.82 0.8 I 0
hadoop-hdfs T0411 5.016 5401 362 248 2.03 0.051 1.05 l 0 l
hadoop-mapred 64023 3452 5.577 230 3.05 1.28 0.205 24 225 2 l
hibernate 72409 3117 8.973 243 4.18 0 0.017 279 297 6 l
httpelient 18022 1.206 324 102 3.06 6.8 0.101 1.6 1.81 2 0
Jfreechart 93460 15.470 7034 871 1.01 0.2 0214 0.89 0.72 89 3l
Jython 211.905 7411 19.593 620 .47 1.66 U] 0.1 0.22 I 2
oz 6111 600 1687 57 0.86 0.58 0.142 2.32 224 2 l
lucene 15670 1438 1315 77 0.14 013 0.152 166 1.06 4 2
mahout-core 53.366 3.800 3043 249 1.61 0 0.003 1.54 .09 U] 0
mason 35931 3.800 2674 261 148 0 0.278 1.37 1.36 8 5
nutch 12.243 519 861 40 4.24 0 0.299 4449 4.34 I 0
pdfbox 13936 1.653 804 31 12.27 0 0.256 14.81 9.74 0 0
pig 54770 3.059 3458 130 3.03 0.33 0.157 2.97 227 I 7
prmd 60060 6,864 4634 254 0.79 0.58 033 0.67 0.7 16 2
poi 47804 5.003 4899 343 4.87 216 0.117 48 4.18 (1] 9
postgresql 23514 1.916 1836 160 10.22 21.91 0415 8.64 8.07 20 2
rhino 54.722 2412 2958 135 0.87 0 0.209 0.5 24 0 0
stanford-nlp 210,233 4430 8.692 295 3.712 9.26 0.192 3.18 345 - -
struts 24799 1.275 2,300 82 1.61 0.78 0.127 1.87 .24 0 l
substance 47.361 5.014 3026 213 1.32 0.4 0.233 .13 0.84 8 l
synapse-core 41612 2,370 2.803 138 0.78 0 0.18 0.88 l I 2
tomeat-catalina 73673 4.030 4757 232 2.32 0.99 0.171 2.26 276 5 2
uima-core 11.942 637 947 59 214 0 0.007 2.53 0.8 0 0
Xerces 76,185 7.340 5.131 345 0.91 0.68 0.205 l 0.87 6 4

TABLE I: Results. Correlation column shows Pearson correlation coefficient between method size and # of bug patterns. Defect
density (size control) shows defect density of non-cloned code when (1) using the same number of non-cloned methods as cloned
code methods (Equal # Methods); and (i1) using non-cloned methods whose LoC sums up to total cloned method LoC (Equal
LoC
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