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Identifying Links between Source Code and Software Features

TakAsHr Isaiof! and SHINPET HAvAsHIT?

To maintain a large scale software, developers must identify source code where implements
a requirement or a feature to be modified. Program analysis techniques including concept
location, feature location, impact analysis, concern location and traceability recovery are pro-
posed to support linking source code with requirements and features. In this session, we
would like to discuss technical issues to design, implement and evaluate novel techniques in

this area.
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