BRUEZMRRS

IPSJ SIG Technical Report

FEHRMRZRICE D < Bug Localization ~D
AELEVOFRLUEDF A

Eff #LY 2=V A Fyayy bUD kTN iy TR

BE : K2 Y 7 b 2 7RF T, HEREDONT ERRT D21-DITBIETREY — 23— NEfT %
H21F % Bug Localization D’ E Tdh 5. H#WMERIZHE D < Bug Localization Fi& (IR Fik) 1k, N
LTI NNV R= Y =22 = RNHNDEYVa—LEeDTFF A MAMEZEEL, Tt
DEBETAREEVa—LE2RKETS. LHIL, ZOFEBEEV2-LONTOHEPTIOEENEE
L TWRWEDBEMEN., KHRXTE, V—ZAI—FHOEV 21— LDONTOHPTE L LTAER
BEWEAW, Inz2BED IR FE L MAaEDE 72 Bug Localization FiEZIRET 5. EFIETIE, A
HREBVOFELE L, R MVEMETIVIZEIS FFA MIAMEZKEALZH L ViliifEzEHE L TV
5. ZNRBEAEDENAERRWENTLUR- M EDEVT F A MEAMMOW S 2R 2E Y a—L%E Lk
RAZRE BT, NI 2R T 2-DITBETAREEY 2 —LEFHITS. 45D 0SS 7uyz s bk
ONTVR—=N2HWEZFETE, WFhouvzs b, EYVa—LREIIBWTHREFEORKEMN
7D IR Fik% ERD, F/2HKT 269%DM EAA ST,

Vol.2018-SE-198 No.16

2018/3/9

Using Code Smell Severity to Improve IR-Based Bug Localization

Aol TAKAHASHI®  NATTHAWUTE SAE-Lim!-P)

1. EL®IC

KB Y 7 by = THIFTIE, BFIRBFEIEIZONT %
BIELRIT LR S, NTHREIZEDISANTVER— b
REBER TN, T o DRIZIZL S DIRMZET 5.
F72, NTHRBEET B RO ERS22BELD 1D
&, NI VR=PMIEPNEZNTORKEEZ2EY —AT—
REFTORETH 5. Thung 5 [1] 1% 374 DN T % 43Kt
U, NTOR90%N 1-2fHDY — A3 =R T 7 1 IVIIFIE
THZEERALE. Lizho>T, EREYV—AI—KD
s, TNIRBETREY — 23— NET2REE L
T NIERR S .

FELOBE T T B FBD 1 DI, Bug Localization

TR TLERE

Tokyo Institute of Technology
) takahashi-a-at@se.cs.titech.ac.jp
b)  natthawute@se.cs.titech.ac.jp
©)  hayashi@c.titech.ac.jp
4 saeki@c.titech.ac.jp

© 2018 Information Processing Society of Japan

SHINPEI HAvAsHI!'®  MoTosHI SAEKTHD)

Hd 5. Bug Localization Tl&, N7 2R T 5720121
ETAREY -2 NEfizRETs I 2L, Hik
% (Information Retrieval; IR) Fik [2-4], &AM T
% 5], BRI RIE [6,7) mEDDD. 7z, Tho i
HUEFE [8-10] HIREINTWS.

IR FETIE, MESNAEZNTVR—-bEY—Za—F
LOTFANEMERGET S 2T, NS OBIEERE
RETSH., ZOLIT, HRELTINTVR- bV =X
I—RFNDAZALEUTHWS, FFADZDOHRIBD%A
WFRETH DT, BONDMEEIZHEEN D L. ZTOHN
D—2IZ, IR FEFEICADOT F A MEZIERLT
B, HBREUVTRHEINDIEY 2 -V EDRENTDH
PITVDPEZERLTVIRNI EDH D, R 1, A—7
VY =AY 7+ 7 (0SS) ArgoUML IZHBWT, NI
AR — I “Exception when saving to a readonly directory.”
EANEUTIR FEEZ#EALZBIZEONEEY a—)L
—EORRTH B, EADT T AFATONT LE—E&
TF A MELMEDE L, BlZIE2 5 A ActionSaveProject



BHRLEF SRR E
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

# 1: IR FEOREH

Table 1 Application example of IR-based bug localization.

R o7 2% T XA MNEE
1 ActionSaveProject 0.179
2  AbstractFilePersister 0.174
3  ZipFilePersister 0.150
4  XmiFilePersister 0.150
5  UmlFilePersister 0.142
6  ProjectFilePersister 0.128
7  FileConstants 0.123
8  ActionSaveProjectAs 0.122
9  ActionOpenProject 0.121

10  ProjectBrowser 0.121

it save 2 BEUE K DHFEEZHLAL TS, UL, EE
DEMIZZ D7 T AEEENT, 10 fLD ProjectBrowser
PIEMRIZEN T 5. ZZTHEHIRELE, 207 I A
D2 I 2L 0BT F X MEMMEIZZ LWA, EEROARHE
BEW 1] 2f->TW0WbZ e Thd. AEREVEE, &
MERBRFIZEODV Iy IRV VT EREELTEY -
I—NEAITH Y, FAEREVEREDEY 2 —)LIZIENST
MRHPT VI EWRINT WS [12]. ProjectBrowser 7 7
AN 5, THOEZ KT % Blob Class &, EHEDH
217 & B HHEVEICEING % God Class D 2 DDELWAHHY
INiz. 2OV AEREVORE T ¥ A MABEIZ
MATEETZILT, 20T T AEEBEMIFIE LTS
N3AHEMEDH 5.

AL T, IR FECIMATAE SRRV OEHRSE MG
HELIETIR FEOEELZM LI FELRET 5.
UTRIZARXDOERZIRNR S,

o AMXTIZIR FHLY —Aa—RIZEETIAER
B %M AEGHE 5 Bug Localization Fi% £
LU AFEE, V—Aa—FKNUSNDAHRLIZ,
IR FEOKEE 2 ETE 5.

o 4 DM 0SS (2B L THkiliFEERZ 17\, IR FIKITHA
TAFHETCELTOTOY 7 NCHEENM ELEZZ
ExRU.

AL DO UABEDOHERL % AR ISR, 2 3 T, Bug Lo-
calization & REREWEMAELE ZFIEIZ DWW THIA
35, 3ETIE, REFEOEMM%2MIET 5720 DFE
fliEBRONRE ZTDMRDERE21TS. 4% TIL, Bug
Localization & R 72 EWIZE T 2 B4 2 MHh 3 5. 5
BT, RWXDELHESBOPEIZOVWTRT.

2. IREFE

2.1 BE

REFEOMELR 1 IZRT. NTVUER-—FEV—2A
I—RZ2ANELUTIR FEZEHL, V—X3I—FAD
TV a—= VTN VUKR= DT F X MNALE & A
95, ¥/, V—AI—=FZ2ANE LUTAERREVZ KL
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Fig. 1 Overview of our technique.

U, AERRVOFAEZES. NEHBRWORLE L1,
AEBRNOFLE - B 2BUEALZH DT, AERERE
WO KD FEM 7R B NEALAT U & FTRRIC S 5. T A MR
BERERRNOFELEDW T 2 MAGDE D T & TRE
ANV IADEREINDG., EEVa—IVEREAMI IR
DE VIR 72 A b 2FERL, TDY A &S
IZBHFE 1IN T DIEIE %2 AS.

2.2 THBRVORH

HE Tz 7 DY —2a—-FE2AHLLT, RAER
BWERINT 5. MIINEZAERREWIE, ZOEHE,
REVa—), KE (FFX, AVY RRE), 8LUZD
HAE (Severity) [16] DMEHZMH>TW5D. REFILT
BATFLRRVWOEHROER/IGEE LTI OFELAE Z AW
5. ZhiE, BIZAHELRERWEZREODPENL D ML E
RIEMAT T 2T A B0 fREEZ 522720 TH 5.

WRETDZEVa—LVEEM DS5H, HEDEY a—)
m CTHRESNAZETORE LR VDORLEDEE! Sev(m)
FHET 5. 72721, Bug Localization &RDE Y 2 — )b
WELFRUNEDODAELREVDOAZHAWS. Z0 Sev(m)
Z, UMTFO LS T ESILL THWS.

nSev(m) = Sev(m)/ér/leaﬁ Sev(m')
2.3 IR F&

IR FETIE, HRTuY s hONTORNENGR S
FeNTVUR=PEY—=AT—=FRE2ANETE. ZhoH5DA
i, V=A3—=FRDEIVa—NITLIINTLE=-IE&
DT FAMAMENGIHE I NG, HFRETEHEY 2 —)VEE
M®D>5, FFEDEYa—)m NI E-NLDTFF
A2 MNEBUEZE Prob(m) £ LTHED. Tzl FD XS
ML IESME L TRV .

nProb(m) = Prob(m)/ max Prob(m’)
m/e
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Table 2 Application example to ArgoUML.
(a) BEED IR F# (a=0) (b) REFIE (o =0.42)
e 2524 nProb  nSev  BuggyProb [[EC VA 4 nProb  nSev  BuggyProb
1 ActionSaveProject 1.000 0 1.000 1  ProjectBrowser 0.679  0.667 0.674
2 AbstractFilePersister 0.971 0 0.971 2 ActionSaveProject 1.000 0 0.580
3 ZipFilePersister 0.842 0 0.842 3 AbstractFilePersister 0.971 0 0.563
4  XmiFilePersister 0.841 0 0.841 4  ZipFilePersister 0.843 0 0.489
5  UmlFilePersister 0.795 0 0.795 5  XmiFilePersister 0.842 0 0.488
6  ProjectFilePersister 0.715 0 0.715 6  Modeller 0.222  0.833 0.479
7  FileConstants 0.691 0 0.691 7  UmlFilePersister 0.794 0 0.461
8  ActionSaveProjectAs 0.683 0 0.683 8 Import 0.430 0.500 0.460
9  ActionOpenProject 0.679 0 0.679 9  ParserDisplay 0.051 1 0.449
10  ProjectBrowser 0.679  0.667 0.679 10  StylePanel 0.586  0.250 0.445
#£ 3 Tuvzr DR
Table 3 Projects used.
A= N=Vay NITUVR—ML 7728 I7ADEVE AVy P AV Y FORWE
ArgoUML 0.20-0.24 74 1476 61 12131 411
JabRef 2.0-2.6 36 374 37 2947 60
jEdit 4.2-4.3 86 406 51 5276 185
muCommander 0.8.0-0.8.5 81 529 41 3916 44

2.4 REXANIVIRDFE
EVa—)IVIT I, nSev & nProb ZFWTUTD XS
IZANY 72 A%EFHET 5,

BuggyProb(m) = (1 — &) x nProb(m) + a x nSev(m)

ZZTa(0<a<)FHVWT WS nSev & nProb DEE
BONNEERT NS A—ZTHY, FHAEIRBRKIZEX
720, EHLZW e Yz hOBmEDT— XMoo
V7 FDMEBRENPSEDD. a=0D&E, BuggyProb
MNRTEY 2 —VIAMIZ IR FHEOMELEFLI RS, —
FH, a=10% &, EMIZIEAEREVOEHRD AHK
EINB., BEVIA-IEREA MY T ADEWIEIZA O Z
72U ANEERL, OV X NESZIZFAREIINTDE
EZEHAASB.

2.5 ERHA
AERBVOMEIZ inFusion®!, VSM iIZ#20< 7% A
N EUE D FHEIZ TraceLab [17] Z FH\WT, fREF L%
MAUEHIERT. K2k, A—F>VVY—RAVYT7 D=7
ArgoUML D&H BN T LR — MIWT 20 5 ARETD#
RO B2 10 2R LTE D, IR FiE (o =0) LEE
FiE (o = 042) OFREZEBLTWS., NTLUR—MZ
HUTEBIEFEINZEMS 7 AFIKETHRBAI N T
5. IR FIETIXEMD 7 5 A ProjectBrowser 7% 10 fi7(Z
MEFTFSNTWED, Z07 7 ARAREHELRRWER->T

*1 http://www.intooitus.com/products/infusion

(BzgldibEnTsy, BHER 7 72 ATERW.)
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B, nSev DMENPEN 72728, REFIEEZAVESE,
1 BHIMEMITOND L DIZko7-. ZOHITIE, I°F
BREVWOFLAEEZH NS Z 2T, EBIZEFHINEZZ T A
Z IR FiE & D ESEMICAIEM T B Z N TET WS,

3. FHMRER

REFIEOFMD 728, LD 2 DD Research Question
(RQ) #EDHT-.

RQ, :BEEEDINF A=Y a ZFEDREICEDEL DI
HETIH? o RIRETFHEIIBVWTAEREVOER & B
FD IR FEOEROEGEHETH Y, ZOMOHELH
RBHZLF2ODEHRDENTNOHEEL ZRD D Z &2
WRd 5. £72, EBRICFEZFATIBIZa 2ED B 72
DI, Bl a2 ROTELZLIFHEETH 5.

RQ, : EFED IR FEELA, REFZEEFIENTWEHN?
EEICIREFEEZA VS 2 THEFO IR FEL 0 £ L
TWEDPZEHFHRLEZ 2IZED, AEBZERWZREFD IR T
IHAGDLES ZEANRNTH Y, BEEZH LIE5H
RIS 5. o #EDDBITIE, RQ, DIEREFHT .

3.1 T—Y9I&E

ARFEFRTIE, Dit SOEFHPENOT — XLy b (18]
EHWEZ., ZOF—Xty M, 400 =TV =AY
JhuzT7 ez MIRHULT, REN—YarvDY —
A=K, WAN=YavETIIRINIZA Y a—, 1
Va—fRRIFIZEEIN-EY 2 - (Effky ) D&
FNTWa., RERTIE, NFATITVIZETEA Y a—
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Fig. 2 MAP values for each a. [C]: class level, [M]: method level.

%Nﬁvﬁ~btbfﬁﬁb# &7av s bOBRE

RKRIIWWRT. AERRWE, T—2ky MIEENWEEH
BiN—Yarvny—Aa2— K }’a': inFusion IZ AJJ& LTH
ATHEEZ FRZIOY—RAa—KiF, NV R— DT

FAMNELEOHBEIZEHVW SN

3.2 FHEANUIR
REFIETIE, BEA MY 2 R BuggyProb {2320\ T

BEVa—VEIEMMITILEZYARRELNE. IRk,
TRty bpoHOoNSIEMEY bEEIEL, MEAN

VYA NOKEOFEiZTS. 2, HEMAET U
VORI B DIZHVONDKEEA N IV ATH D
Mean Average Precision (MAP) %\ /2. MAP 14T
DN L R— N D Average Precision (AP) OEYITH 5.
1DODNTVR—-FD AP ZUTO L SIZFHEI NS,

AP — iv: Pre(i) x pos(i)
11E%&/F®%/J~»ﬂ

ZIZT, i WERMD SN Y 2 -V DIES, N IXIERFE
NI UEEY 2O ERT. Pre(i) iz%a{fz &
DHIEMDEHWEY 2 —ILIZBIF2Efzy hODEY 22—
NOEEGEZRT. pos(i) IFi FHIZT VI/FIFEnzE
Va— VR EMEy MEERTVIIE L, TERLIK0
ZK3. MAP I, 526N THONTLAR—FTO AP
DIEE L 725

© 2018 Information Processing Society of Japan

3+ 4: o DEEAE
Table 4 Most appropriate a values.

Juavzsh TIALR)L AV RN
ArgoUML 0.42 0.43
JabRef 0.25 0.44
jEdit 0.37 0.47
muCommander 0.46 0.41

3.3 RQ, BEEEDONIA—Y alZFEOBEEICEDL

DICHET EH?

3.3.1 R/EAHZE
RQ, ZEZ 5702, o ZHill, MAP %2iftilir 352
Z7%#i<. aZ001ZATONS 1 TTEIXE, Th

FND BuggyProb & i HE UEEY 2 — )V & EALAT T 7235
HEDOMAP 2#HE T 5. ZOFIT7%2EY a—IVREND
FSALREAY Yy RLRLVDliAFTHRTaY 7 bz
MUTERTS. ZhoickhBonizs7 70 ks &
O MAP DR 725 a DIEIZDWTHRT 5.
3.3.2 HEREER

MREZH 2R, £, TNENDT I TD a DI
HE, T74bH MAP Bk 75 o DEER 4 1I2RT.
BRLPEEBMERE LT, BED IR FEOAZHNWED
(a=0), ArEREVDOAEHANEZDTS (a=1) OTIE
7L, FNS 20 MABROEGED T BIRNFE 572
BB, 7 ITALVRIVDOKERTIE, oD 0.25-0.46 D
T MAP k& 257z, AV KLU RV DR TIX
a 7 0.41-0.47 OFET MAP kb o7z. AV v L
NIV DFERTIE, 7T AL NIV DFERIZHART o DREH
MWILEFIZ b7z o TWARW, — AT, 77 ALV T
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% 5. RQy THWz a O

Table 5 « values used in answering RQ5.

AR B/ IITALR)L AV Y RLR)b
ArgoUML 0.36 0.44
JabRef 0.42 0.44
jEdit 0.38 0.43
muCommander 0.35 0.45

JabRef D&MD 70V = 27 MZHART o DED/NE .
ZOHEE LT, JabRef T2 5 AL RLDOAEZEND
MEBMLD 70y 27 MR TARL, FHEEZRND
WEBWRELS oo gD 5. LrL, 7R
R B AEHREWORIEEDEI AL ArgoUML 23 H A
Wz, FHROREIZIEE D FEMRITRABRETH S.
JabRef D2 7 AL X)L TOFERERE, o OREEIX 0.40
MEZERLTED, ZOEIRBIICMoTey 2 b
WHbRATE A AREMELRH B LERB.

WINORITIZEWTH, TF A MEABE, AEHREN
DOWERZEYNMMAGDEZEE (77 ALV Tk
a € [0.25,0.46], AV v KL R Tl a € [0.41,0.47])
IZ MAP DR & 7o 72,

3.4 RQ,:BHEOIRFHELA, BEFEIEATHL
M7

3.4.1 AEFE

RQ, DHRZHNT a ZEBITED, REFEEZEHT
5., T, 57V r bEFHITIEICE, o
37UV T MO a ODEEEDFYI%E AWz, FlZIE, K
K70V s N ArgoUML DIAIZ1E, JabRef, jEdit,
muCommander ® 3 2D 7BV 2 hD RQ, TRD7= «
OEGHEED VY% o & UTED TIREFHEEZEMLZ. 2
nix, BROBE OV 7 bD o DESEEDBEAITH 5
RUTHARL T2 bD a 2EDBGEEHEL TWH
5. FEBRIZHWEZ a DfE%EKR 51ZRT. 25U TMAP %
KD, REFEVBRFD IR Fik (a=0) IZHRTENT
WA NREMEET 5.
3.4.2 HREER

REE 3, B 41Tm?. KEHICIE IR FEICHT 542
ETFEDO MAP O EREEZRLTVWS., Wihoyayz
7N, BEVa-NVRETS, BEFHRICHRTREFED
MAP 23E ELTW5., 72770, @Kk LTZ5ALN)L
DN, ERBEMMEL Z>TWE. ZOFKRDD & DIZ,
275 AL R)VD JabRef TD o DERGEMEI D 70y = &
b EHFAERZR D, TNHARERTHWS o OfEIZEGE
ERFLTWAHZEDHD (KR4). —/HT, AVY LR
LTk 7aY s MED o OREEENZS, MAP ®
ERENRGELS o/ EZ 5.
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Fig. 3 Comparison of MAP values (class level).
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Fig. 4 Comparison of MAP values (method level).
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Fig. 5 Delta of AP for each bug report of ArgoUML.

AAP

TRTOFAFTITE VT, BEFIED MAP BT IR
FHE ER -7 (KT 269% DM E).

3.5 iam
BETFIEIZLSZ MAP O ERED LI BRERIZE-T
I 57200 EFMZHARE DI, NTVE-FNZT&D
AP 2F##& L7z, B 51%, ArgoUML IZEWTIZ FALNR
VD Bug Localization %17 > 72z, IR Fi& (a=0)
HWARTREFE (a=042) PEDORE AP 2 LRI €7
NERLEZEDTHS. EilllzzhEThoNTLVE—b,



BHRLEF SRR E
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

Mt AP O LRE (AAP = APy—g40 — APo—y) 2L
TED, AAP BEWVIEIZEDSNT LV ER— N E2IARTH
5. TIIM5, TNTNDNTLVER—=FBNT VA LL
AP 2 EXE-b I TIERL, WO H¥HBZehbhrd.
Tz, RRAEIZIEEEPIEE AL RSNV L R—
NA3B Y, FiED AP BARIZERO AP EFREIZHART
INEWV. 0.01 AROBUN e Z L2 MG L2 LT, AAP
A 0.01 LD KEW (B NZLAR—MIE20, —0.01 &
DINZ W (JA) NTVER= M 17, ZHRBADELD N
TWVWEDONITHY, BALEZEDI D BHEMUZE DA
ot £, APDERIZED, AAP OfEIZIE EAL
DIEFEY 2 — )VOEMET 1 E L HEL, FAOEME
Va— VOIEMEEDOMENNS V. TUH6DI ehs,
BREFEOEAN, SUFV I EAOEMEY 2 —LE &
DEWVIEALIZE & ET 2R 2527260 FX5. 5
#, L0ZRRRBEDS D VW HIRETHEORREE ST
LTWVWE7W,

3.6 ZYUMEDER

NEIZ Y. RERTIZ450 70V 227 M EHWED,
TaY 7 NONTVUER= NPV =232 — ROEBEPZE &
A, NTLUER—=NDOENEIFNITEWNTY, IR FIEDOE
FENRTINS. £/, V—A2— RKOBEIPEITNITENT
Y, RERBVWHLZMHINEARELE WD, FF
HEWOEEEN ENSE. LhLL, 7—Xky b LTE
fHEINTVWE 7OV bONTLUER—FPY—AT—FR
W20, TOBBIINIWEFZS.

NHZ LM, AEBRTIZY — A3 — K2 Java S5 TE
PTwbd7a Y= MIBEUTHREEL D, fio7a s
FIVIEBETHRAL LD IZFEEA VT MAP B’ LN 3
CIEES . F2, 40D 7BV MIRLTU2RR
HTETCWRWESD, YOLk>5x7aYcs b TH MAP
N ETBEREZARN. TDORED, floTnr53I 07
SEXMOLL DTOV Y N THRIFT 2 RENRDH B.

4. BEEMR

4.1 Bug Localization

IR F¥% 1% Bug Localization D48 TlR/A L AV ST
B, V7MY THBOBITERS NN TIZBY 55
BRTHBENTVAR—bE, BIEDY —ZAa—RFD22%A
F1E UTHWA. 2 FE TIZ, Latent Dirichlet Allocation
(LDA) [2,19], Latent Semantic Indexing (LSI) [3,20],
Vector Space Model (VSM) [4] 72 ¥, %< O IR FEH R
FEINTWA. Rao 5 [21] 1, 205 DREMLFEOHFT
H VSM Db RIRKTH 5 LR TS, D VSM Il
AT, BEDQFELLDNT VA= b & Wz BugLocator [22]
M Zhou HIZ X > THREINT WS,

IR FHETI, NTVER—-NOBEICEKET 2720, F
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WARDNT VR FTE, ROERABONLNZ &N
e 5. Kim 5 [23] ENZ VK= NOEN %
HEL, +oRETHNE IR FiEZ2EH L TAT OMEHT
EFUL, 25 THRINEFHEZITDRVFEEZIRELT
W5, Le 5 [24] B IR IZHED Y — )L TOFERDZ R
PEHUETEFEEREL TS, ZNSOFEEHAVN
W, BEIRETIR FEIPBE->TRELCLESZEY 2 —
I 2 LS 1312 . iz $ Chaparro & [25] 1%,
BEARNT VR — 2R T 5 FEZRELTWS.

HIfRITEE < 2o HVWe N TE D, TOHBINRS D
T O S LA A VT B Wb B, HINAT A Y
VT, HABLFICHINT DA A AHMEEEZ, T
077 AP OKRFBEFRICER LT, BLFHIZBEROH S E
Va— ViR T 5. ZOFIETE, FERENATA A
HEZ G232 0ER 60K, IEFEEROHZEY 22—
WKL 7055728, BBEIZIEZ  OBEPE-> TV 5.
Acharya & [26] 1&, EHEO KLY 7 b = 7 BRI
TETUTTLATA YV TEMOMER & £ DWHERIT
DVWTEKLTWAS.

BT R TIE, ERIC TS5 AR EST LRI
BFonsEH%EHWT, Bug Localization #175. Wong
5 [MIEA&ZY 7 M —A%H\W2Y — )L BRTracer % &
EU7z. ARy L—RIZIE, TAMIKRTSETO
MIzED &S sz &0 & 5 RIEFTHECHE L 7Z000
KPINTHY, ZOBEREEHTS. £z, 7ur I 4
DFEIT PV =05, FIFTEILZ ML —AERRU
b —ADHEDART bVIREHE®RZ AT L2 AT b
VR —Z D Bug Localization HZEINT WS [27]. Dao
5 [6] 1&, IR I2&D < Bug Localization (2B EITIF R
DEDESIRILONEHFHEL TWDE. ZOHFETIE, K
BUZTANDANL Yy IR, BN AT A ZEHEN IR F
HEOWMBRHPAZ B S T E, BWENRONE I L
PHEINTWS, BN FETRE, SVEEZRONR
LIz, BARENEBRIZ TSI L2FITTEHENDD
BARE (T @A & R R 2 TRk 6 & &7 5.

Shi 5 [28] I% IR 125D < Bug Localization (Z3& I/ 72
BRENGELURAETHIeWARTHI ERRT WS,
Saha & [8] ¥V — 23— FREIZE D W FRE H W T
RIZEDSFHEEBEH L BT, FHTETHIEHESE
DD NI VAR — b EHWSY —) BLUIR 2% LU 7z.
fitiz £, Wang 5 [9] 1%, BugLocator [22] & BLUIR [8],
X 51Z Bug Prediction R— ADEFBEEFHEES LY —
U AmaLgam Z$2E L TW5. T 512, Youm o [10] &N
JUR—IRY —Aa2— FN¥EER, ZHBRE, AXv 72
b L= 22 AWz ER Z BE U7y — )L BLIA 2%
LTWa. Zho DB RE &5 FIEIE IR X —
ADFRHRIZHRTRECEEZR LIETER, 2L,
Garnier 5 [29] 1&, BLUIR [8] ¥ AmaLgam [9] DA% Z
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NS OB IERIZSTRATETH S L IFR ST,
HKEDAN 2 BELTE2H0LH5HEENBETHS.

AEZRRNWEMAEGDELHEDHS. Abreu & [30] 1
Bug Localization Z A HREWEMAGOE 2 FEEZRE
LTWwas., L2L, ZOFEKIFART PV R—ZAD Bug
Localization & DFEETH 5 5, WHNRNY — 23—
RTIEARK ATV Y N — N ThLEVREFIEE R 5.

4.2 FHLGRW

Fowler [11] IZ &, AELEWEFDOY —2a3—FN
DEY 2= VIIBGEHPFEER L@ DY, V77 7R Y
VI ERITIRELE/ARASNT WS, Chatzigeorgiou & [31]
¥, EVa—-VERAXTL2\ET, AHRRWIEDLD
IZHIEY 52 FE L TW5. Yamashita & [13] 1Y 7 b
VT IRFIZBWTAHRE WP EOREFE 28> T
WEDOPEFHAEL TS, M, FELEWERDY —
ATd=FREDQEY 2 —VI&, FRICEESI NPT, A
TR TVWEWSHHED H S [12,15]. Palomba 5 [15]
&, AEREVD, FRMIZEFINZ NI ERT
WATREMEDTE N Z & & KRB FERIC K D RLTwa. &
FREWZIE, < ORED 1] O THAINTWS
N, TNODAELREITEE [32] PRAE [16] 2H 0 Y
T, AEBRWERIEGN T 275 FEEHL. 0o
CEBRIZ, REXTERLAEITIERL, FEMZNERA T %
AATWS. F7z Palomba & [33] 1 Bug Prediction (2
LT, AERRVWEMAGOES I EDERMEIZOVWTHR
~NTW5. Bug Localization & 1Z572 0, Bug Prediction
TIREARKRNT VA= 2HNFICY — 23— K EOX
TERESTHILEZANE LTV,

5 &bHYIC

ARESCTIE, Bug Localization FiED R THHM L 402
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U7z, 42070yl b, Z2FALRX)LERAY Y RLAR
VD 2RIFEZEUT, BED IR FIELRETEZ L
L 23, BFO IR FEICIEARTHEAT 269%D MAP DA
ERRons. /-, YOoJuorzs MZEELTH MAP
BEELTEY, BALTWE T oYy MMikdrorz.
AFETHOV AT REWEY —RA2—-FOAE AT LT
578, IRFEEZEHATE RN TILHEHAITRETH 5.
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#7 Bug Localization FIEICHEWVWTH, R—ZA LT 5 IR
FIEE UTKRXDEREFELZH VS Z L AHRETH S.
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