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Survey on Information Retrieval-based Software Bug Localization Methods

LI Zheng-Liang', CHEN Xiang'?, JIANG Zhi-Wei', GU Qing'

!(State Key Laboratory for Novel Software Technology (Nanjing University), Nanjing 210023, China)
%(School of Information Science and Technology, Nantong University, Nantong 226019, China)

Abstract: Information retrieval-based software bug localization is an active research topic in the domain of software fault localization.
It first analyzes the contents of the bug reports and program modules. Then it calculates the similarity between the bug reports and
program modules. Finally, it recommends the most similar program modules to developers when given a bug report. This paper presents a
systematic survey of existing research achievements of the domestic and international researchers in recent years. First, a research
framework is proposed and three key factors (i.e., data sources, retrieval model, and application scenario), which may influence the
performance of bug localization methods are identified. Next, existing research achievements in these three key factors are discussed in
sequence. Then, the performance evaluation measures and datasets commonly used in information retrieval-based bug localization are
summarized. Finally, conclusions of this study are drawn and a perspective of the future work in this research area is discussed.

Key words: software maintenance; software bug localization; information retrieval; bug report; program module
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RN R 2,376 AT REFE AT T H A 51N Bl B 3K 8855 7 e B ) 30 = i FE R S, T e o AR T )
AT 9 Bt T 2 2 of A AT 25 77 R AR 3 g 577 A T DR R ) MR ) 80 6 A4 P A 76 Bl B I, T R N D 7 85 1
AT R 8 A7 A8 5B B AL 8 R A VR D v T A B T A, 7R ) BE AR A R T A B S R AT
R W1 A8, O 8 8 T e Ak ) A 6 BCMEL. A T 4 /0 T 8 AR (1 48 2R 3 BB, 1 28 A 30 e e AR X e
VESE A N LI J7 58 A ARSI B 2 AL A . B IR S 5 BRI AN TR 2« 9l I 9l 1y &5 ) 8L IR e A 5
N VBT B S A AT B 58 A7 7V R TT T IR NI, B TR o A8 T R N 0 A7 4RI (), 4 v e B 8 o7 IR 28026 5
KR

T 1A Sl B3 2 377 2 42 FERE 4 75 B PAA T 03k P91, T Dy 4 288 < 2 A e 4 5 6 1 ¥ 00 e 2l B s 37y vk,
A )y A Bl o R A7 7 %0 e 3 AR WK A8 B AT AT R R AT 45 R, T UG R 3 1 N T &5 R AT 40 BT, DA
SE Sl I T ) FE A DU AR P P4 1 T BB A A B 5 A 7 VB Sy A B B R RRR R A e 11 SO A N 7 R U
JIE, 2 T 5 BB 7 ] S R R e S b, IR FLHERE 45 T S N 03 LU B 58 . 30 25 45 B g A7 7 vk 2 T Il 44 )
T3 w5 JE A B TR T A L i A A 5 7 vk A ) B L AR i A SRR 4 B BT RN B I IR g
ARAT L (10 D08 P 451 BT, A 45 4 80 Sl B I 55 110 475 S T A e g 67 Y e TS i A AR R P 450 P AT
AN 25 52 B FE 7 RSN 2 A2 V5 5 45 IR 35 1 52 i, 5L A7 B B S 7 AR IR AN v T 9 e A 5 A R e, B2 003 L
BT S 2R 1 BB 52 17 (information retrieval-based bug localization, ik IRBL)#& H Ay & 2 G ba @ A7 0 5%

IRBL ] 4 4 Wi & %€ i (concern localization) VB B 5 7 (feature localization)™ ) — AN 1] 24 75 B 5 o7 (1)
G 7 B AE 28 Ay 5 8 I R 8 o A B AR A o X R A i B o 67 IRBL. i N A — AR Bl &5 i B oA I 5 1%
Tl B T T I R R O TR e B 2% ] B AT S T IS S5 B 1R 5 R R ASE L] YA TG T AN 3 7 o 28 S 3
R8I R, R 3 A TN 0 N SCARHE 9 A FE B E itk U5 4800 T AR 7T I LA T R A R LR, 3k
{118 5 4E IEEE Explore. ACM Digital Library. Elsevier. Springer. CNKI %52 R 18 SCEUE 2 H #EATI R AR
AR FH 1 9% 52 S B 1] 3 45 bug localization. fault localization. information retrieval. bug localisation %544 5,18
b N A ) 5 SR B 5 2R A R8T 5% (W98 3G, I3l T A (9 AH DG 18 SC 1M 2 25 SCHRFI AR CF 7L N 33 R R 118
SCHN R et — 20 R H B PR 18 ST B 24, BATT I B 5 i 9 1) A DG I v B e 303 87 G (A B
2019 4£ 12 H).

FATTE Se B R R BRI AH DG S B DB AT Ge vk & R W 1 B s ANHER B R IR SO RO ik
EE ETHEHAE 2013 AT RER R AR AR DO T 0 £ 4 F).HAE 2013 425, b3 2 T 0 EE £
I SIS AW IS 2 4% IRBL 7 v R 50328 97 1k 1 245 SR AL 0 8 e A7 808 N 1 — A S A 9 5 1)
TEdl 3 4 B R R SCRHCF T LA E] 13 LA E.

a0
80
70

E,O-
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Fig.1 Statistics of annual cumulative number of papers on IRBL

K 1 IRBL #4F 8l R FL LHM ST
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el

Bt F AT T 18 SR RSN AR 918 SCHEAT 732K, 01 4% R SCEUN R BN HEAT HE P B 28 45 R I 1 s (i
KA Y CCF HERE H 3R 18 SCHOR T 1102 SO, b AR R0 TR T 1) sl i E R R i 18 S8
MEEIN R ICSE £3X(5 55). ESEC/FSE £ 1(4 %), ISSTA £ (3 55). ISSRE £:i(2 %), TSE HiHI(5 55)4%
BT O R BN A OL S0, IAT IRBL J7 ik AW LAREAT T RGBS I — DMFFIHESE N 3 AN
Wi DT 35 HE R AN TR S 2 (10 5 30k AT 28 e 1) 20 A A0 PGS TRD IS0 P A0 1 E VP 3 o A VP D00 B4l S 3R 4T U 490,

Table 1 Statistics of the publication sources of papers on IRBL
F 1 EXFIRBL @ MR RS U

ERESE B AR TR KRR AR W WK

ICSME Int’l Conf. on Software Maintenance and Evolution B 10

ASE Int’l Conf. on Automated Software Engineering A 6

ICSE Int’l Conf. on Software Engineering A 5

FSE ACM SIGSOFT Symp. on the Foundations of Software Engineering A 4

Ay ICPC IEEE Int’l Conf. on Program Comprehension B 4
=W MSR Mining Software Repositories C 4
ISSTA Int’] Symp. on Software Testing and Analysis A 3

APSEC Asia-Pacific Software Engineering Conf. C 3

TJCAI Int’1 Joint Conf. on Artificial Intelligence A 2

ISSRE Int’] Symp. on Software Reliability Engineering B 2

IST Information and Software Technology B 7

1171 TSE IEEE Trans. on Software Engineering A 5
. JSEP Journal of Software: Evolution and Process B 2
ESEM Empirical Software Engineering B 2

ARICH 1 RS IRBL JvAMWEFIHESE JF PRI 3 A H B8 M D 3 (ORI A A R A gy 5 ).
552 FI~5 4 TR IRX 3 AN PR IEAT VRN I 0T 5 RS 5 W R PR RE VR AR B 6 A A H
PP Kb 5 di i 5 45 4 SO F 68 AR T BEAELAS RV IRIWIE 5T i) AR AT i 22

1 HFRIES

IRBL J5 i %t — ANk B i 15, 52350 0 A7 1 W] A0 75 R B (00 1 8 e (LSS Hlor P8 AR AR 552 B o8 1 75 SRk mT DLk
BEONSCAE BT R RN b Sl B AR R0 T A I R e A R T g R SR AR PO R . LR
AU KR RS T RN — N E P PR Z A T 50 R NP2 F8 S A BB 1 ] B 1 AN 1 B
HEATHEF).

TE il 4 T8 07 e P v, — AN SRS [ sl A AR 5 18] 2(a) BT, i B R 15 SR B R0 L Aspectd. i B R 5 — e
S hr i (title)« ik (description). P& (comment). 7= i (product). 21 (component). WA (version)Fik 75 $
AT () 25 A R, LT o PR Ak B 2 P A5 B /& Lazy Transfer.java Fll RTF Transfer.java SCAE (U1 2(b) 7). B b R 25 P
) R 45 R B ) AT 3R 2 e B PRI ER A B Al 8 SR B FRIAT Sy 85, 91 10 U6, 5 VP 0 2 1) I A JE 46 X B S A
T8 H U B B AR Hh (R B R B, AR B 0 A BT 75 R DR 2045 S R T B A T — LI i 1 R A 4 5 LA R
P AN BT, R AL PR R T 2(a) S BRAR T S L FE VIR T R B T AR R R 2K A
RTF Transfer, X % it i3 i) 5 A7 FH 50 UE AL 322 4E F 70 B A PP IR I B J0 VA2 A1 2 8 145 B R HEAT Bk B 5 67, L T
X B L 1 7 TEAYH LA A AME Bk s AL AR P B A R T S BB 0 R AT Bl B s i I, L LR AT ST
HEZR P 3 Fioss.

3 B BB B4 IRBL (3 2, ok 7 0 A 4G P AN B B 55 2 Ay st B BRI ASE 280 7 Y By B R A e e, A
TR I B SR A P R,

(1) ZHERIEIREERE . A HI RS AP SO S HER IR, N AR R B iRk & . RPN Ar H &R 55

5 S R B R T S R AR R I O R R R B A s AR IR IRBL P AN B e 48 4R 10 2l
BfE BYUE.
(2) WU H T I B R o S R AR A 56 BE TR R AE, 20 BT R A B A I B (AR R 5 B X e R AT A 8
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Bug 83262 - rxvt pastes null terminator

‘Status: VERIFIED FIXED Reported: 2005-01-19 17:41 EST by Billy Biggs £
Modifiod: 2005-02-16 20:17 EST (History)
Aligs: Hone €C List: 1 user {show)
Braduct: Ratform Soa Alse:
comeenent; SWT (shor ciber bues)
Yession: 3.1 &
Hardwares PC Linux

Impoertance: P3 normal (xote)
Target Milestong: 5.1 ms (&
Assignee; Billy Biggs X5

URL: nafer _instance = nes RTFTramsfer();
Whitcloard: 1 String CP_WPF = "Bich Text Format®s
Keynords: 1 int CF_RTFID = registerTyps (CF_RTF);
Bepends on:
Blocks:
joe
* et an
[Atachments | *

1w(ﬂm pateh, testoase, #c.)

of the ATFTransfer

pablic static BTFTransfer getinstamce (] {
rmummmmmwu:mmnnwmumwmrmm. Sehs’_lstimn

Billy Biggs €058 1005-01-19 17:41:27 EST Descringion

By Biggs GIED  2005-01-19 17:47:15 E5T Comment 1

pablic void jawaToNative (Object object, TransferData transferDatal(
Fland & 20650110 it [‘checkhTi{object) 1] *isSupportedType(transferdata)) {
DD e rror (DND. ERROR._TNVALID DRTAD

Veronika Irdne 005N 2005-01-15 19

Loment 2
The Hill being e are Just he P
int count = string. length()
chac(l chars = pew charfcoust + |17
Billy Pigos EXIE0  2005-02-16 20:17:05 EST Cosmeent string.getCharsi, count, chars, O);
int codefage = OF.G=CACF();
| #led on | H0EES-2300,

Journal of Software #+3 4k Vol.32, No.2, February 2021

int cclaltiByte = 05.MideCharTolaltiByte (codefage, O, chars, =/, mll, 0, null, null)s

if (cchMaltiByte == )
transferbata.stgmediim = new STGMEDTUM{)
L] transferfata.result = COM.IV_E STGMEDTUM:

(2) —ANFEIR S FE] (b) B BARE e BELIR B A

g Mg aciges orglauguiahow_fug op Md=B1E2

Fig.2 A bug report and a corresponding buggy program module in Aspect]
K2 Aspect T H H AR SEAN G B A1 15 FIOGS B ) Bk e 42 P A e

8
BHERRREAREREER
I":
HERERL| | AR
-._.-’,_'_-
FRMERPAIR
RRA IR | Egﬁlﬂia e RERE e HFEED
—-_-—"'_r___ i
HET#% ”
i 2 BUEARR

i)

Fig.3 Research framework of IRBL
K3 IRBL W FUHESE

© RS EETT

http:// Www. jos. org. cn



FEFE FARTRE ARG AL F R GRE 251

el

TERE Y R HH B B, 4 Ak 38— A7 P Sl A A 5 I, 22 T B0 — o B B BOURF A, I I FH VI L7 1 e B 5 A7 A 284
S8 BN 12 80 B AR 1) A, g e B R B W 7 7 1 SR HE R 45 T R AL
R 5 5 4 5 A7 B 3 55 PR AS [R) 35 3R H R B 0 (000 FE RN 45 AN [R), R ZE RN B RRAE SR Uy SRR 2R
RS AE A A 35 5 i AN A 7 413K
T3 53 AT bR WA R B R S R FRAT T R R e 5 B e A PR RE ) 3 AN EE D R (WL 3 1T A A T R).
(1) BHs s o TF N 03 T 55, B T 3k A 5k P 4 5 1 JE RN 3 A5 AR A 22 A, 34 AT 2 4 o 30 0 R A g s
5 BANFR P B H AR BE 45 B AF IRBL J5 vk I N LR 8 T 78 i B 8 Ao 3ok A% v BT R0 2 15 B ) B PR,
T 2245 T A FE A gt 5 50 B R 5 P A Bl B A A S AT G P )RR AL, 36 2 ) S v B i it B 7 A Y
MR OC B
(2) MFRBBYIRBL A R AR AL Tl AT SO BE AT A 28, DR UG A SCKs B AT A R AR Y T 1 53 Tl
PSS LT SCARARARLRE 1) 5 v RN T 0 SCARARL B 1) 7 9.
() s XA I 5, AN F FF RN R 8 7 75 SRS [, DR s % B BF 5 s J82 R 3z (1] 45 S8 119 2 5K 4
B AR R AR OB 8R B i A7 18 N 3 s Soe AR EE RN A3 oA 4 R TS0 RS e 7« 5T iR 5
SBEEAT T A (0 BRI e A7 FIE TR AD A5 T (code change) (15l [ 22 437 .

2 BIRIREISHT

Ty AN St 5 BRI 2R 0 R R A 455 ) 3R G TP A2 U B R T I R G B A A A DM A R R A
J R I o 0 A B ) S B LU RV AE A A S AR R T o BT R B R A 1 N A T A OGT R Br R  IR h R IR
DA A2 W B e 5 e B R S 2 T PR A S P AR 3 o i B AR 2 A B BB /D de A RIS O, 3 B0 B S A7
R B FRAIG. AT S8 520K, VP 2 98 AR TR AR & b T M H Al (5 IR UE A7 FE A2 4 5 Bl B R e A G I R R vt th &
TG BRI, 3% BERFAE 32 ZE NG B AR 5 5 FE e B AR O DL R e B R AR B %) R B AE 238 A D 1 SR A 3, AN [
IR A R AR 2 B B8 P AN U7 THEAT 25 R A1 0 3l XA A S CLA T AR REAT R 45, 1 58 A W
MIBAEIE PRI 434 3 2K:(1) ShFEIRE R P RIEG(2) T H oddE;3) W A8 AT 15 .

MR B R R AR G0 T A2 4 R B A 75 A R AR ) R e (B 4 Gty CSV B SVN 45) rh ] #2548 HY s 7 45
VAR AN I3 H T8 (RIRR A g 52 A5 R AR ) A S A5 JRVA5). 00 3K FH 491 PR AT 4 SRt of 350 H 3 AT 22 AN H 491
A IS SR AL BB R RIRR P AR IRBL 1) 3242, 2 A 1 20 ()78 2 2 T 400 48 v, K8 20 Sl A AN 2 L s
BRI s RO P AL B AR, T ] 6 g A FH 48] PR AT A 5L 7 A AR SR
2.1 ERBEIREFIRE PR

76 IRBL 5T 15 33 9 B, K30 40 9 58 A 8 43 A1 R B 1R A5 F0RR e A B A R e 7 ] A 75 s B (1 A%
JP AR AR DLER FE AR 5 AR P B D N B 1 2 R BRI B A R A R TR (RAR. TR
BAE RS, B R AR )AL TR P A o iR . AR AT AT 4 B T 2515 5. K 4 IRBL
T3 VE I AN A FH A 0 1045 B T80 0 57 ) 0 ) 2 e B 5 v 110 ek 8 I LSRR e A8 e PR LA AR Rk
T B AR R R P BB [ SO PN 2%, 1 A0 BRI AT TIOAL BBk 1k 2 b, 25 HR Sl 5 R R T A R R TR SR (3
HRERER (stack trace) LA SCA4 42 S8 ) HEAT RR R AL B2 /N 15 B S A B TIUAL BIOT AR, AR 5 Al B 41 22 5 5 P A U O
R DL R R e A5 Lt B AL 283X PR AN A7 BE A iR AT R4
211 TAL PR

JEL I 1) e B R 2 R R A B S AR B AT AR 20 W 4 Y B a7 110 IRBL J7 5t £ 28 T Aa 1 S5 e B 41 2
TP BRI SR PAT H0 4 T A 25, A3 1) gk 21 i o AT v R B o7 M e 1) D %) 50t o 4k 2 0 T TR A SO A
Fr¥EAL (text normalization). 15° 1 (stopword)# 5k LA & 1 42 HX (stemming)iX 3 5.

o SUAKRYEAL:E Ju SR TR RS BRI A RIS ST A B ] B S R SRS D) 40 A T 2 1) B ] 6 T U

RS P R bR IR AT 38 75 A3 B e 38 20 132 (camel case splitting) 3k — 547) 43 2y B /N () B3] 451 2 A AR
FFeprocessFile” W] LA T 43 4 F.1d] “process” Fl “file”.
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o A5 HHRIRE B A X B v A 1) SCRY, 1 B 0 S b R A AR IEAT RS B A5 R iR 70 A SO I
T ABAE DX 40 AN (8] SRS A AR /IS 149 B3], G <<a”on™ 45 BRLTR] L X 2 P AR ER T 5, 75 B8 IR 7 1 5 AH ORI
15 F A, I int“private” 4.
o T B H R v e it B 6 I 1) ] T B 2K A8, B 3R] “localized“localization”“localize” F1 “locally” #f5 o]
I )5 A 1R+ “local”.
V2N R A SR 3 20 FiiAh B2 5 2, 3k 6 3ol 5 6o 93 /N ke P 41 42 R o St R 2 S Ve B 5
1. Thomas % AL°VRI Tantithamthavorn 25 A VIZE R 28 4324 34 Wic 5 Xl B 52 (07 2 il 52 R0 IsF ) 3 20 994k 3 5o R g A 7
HEF AL G, I B 28 T i 8 b il ek ¥ 7 2. 52 6 45 SR 3 W 68 A 1) S 0 ) R A B BE 2R 75, IR W) A 3 20 fodck 22
SR R 22 45 AT A L HE 5 41 A T X 5 TR R A S L 25 N YU ] B B e s s A (i
WE& B AL BT T 9T, L8 T 5 Finl 420U #% (stemmer):Porter. Snowball. Kstem. Paice A1 Mstem.
S8 SRR WA () 1A 1) T B 9206 R B A 5 TR 55 T A /AN 4o R R B R 5 TR 5 i DU R G D R Sy R e B 4
M) SCAS L 2T el [ ARAE 5, 10 A Sl B4R 15 1R SC A U)ol i 2 B A0S v B
2.1.2  SRFBRE 5RO G
SRR SRR R R AR DG B e R T SCAE B HERRIR BE . AR FE AR T X 3 AN R
(1) XAER
TR AT IR DA N A 0 B 4 7 ) A 5 R R DL R R e B P SOAR N TSR U R O H T
HE B R 5 N AR B ) A DG 0 AT 3 SORSE Y T A HE 5 PR R 5 R R P R () AR G
FLHA, Lukins %5 A1 M FE 2 0L BE AR PP AR (RT LU A Rl 10245 ) S EAR ) v ) 37 R R bR U445 LA ke
SCRYAE, B B A AN A FH i IA 58 43 (19 P9 25,3 i LDA(latent dirichlet allocation)fdr 28 158 71 7 i1 55 it i i 75 AH O 1Bk
R AR R Nguyen 25 AU Aol FEY e B 1 725 ) 4 R P 24 Sy 785 ) B2 R e A e F) 7 8 AR b YR A3 TS ot
IR SCAS AR DA CSdE T 32 R T LD A, 43l 6] w55 B 41 75 FHRE e A5 i I 3 A 78 3 HL )11 5 4 v sl B ik 5 110 32
RO 52 TR 97 (1 e B R 3 AR ER 1) 3 R0 2 02 ), B 2 A D36 S ARBL ) 32 R0y A S 0 N 2R I 28 )5 0 3 R
B bR 2t b Lal 25 A0 8 A FRFRI ) n-gram BEAY HY R HEAT A7 B R AN SR BT 0 i A 7455 £
2% 18, B A AT IL A HE S A 0 e n] . PT ULEC 4 5 1) S5 0 A, DALtk B AT B e 9 B e M T VA B R N R a5 B AR
5 b R R DA B R P A M ) S A 28 R SO R AR 44 PR A T E A B RE n-gram BSEY (1) A AR BCEAC BE M 3
WK E) 10,45 R R W AR50 n-gram J7 70217 R0, BRI 5 S04 AL G M T oAb 3 AN & B &
T B Zhang %5 A U3VR I, Be B 41 2 o 10 0 Bodl (AL RIRR AR 6L 256) 4 22 50 IRBL J7 ¥k 200 IR 4 1 — AN 8
IE M = AR L2SS+,JF2%5 18 T i B4R 15 J0H0 12 7 V2 A8 U il B4R 45 B AN ) 0 S0 TG AN 7] 1) 32 R A1 B A

JUHR AR B R R v B B A 1 Pk BB Khatiwada 25 AU WA JE B8 10 £ BE 40 A R 37 e [ 1 7 AR P i e 2.
V) P 5% Tk, T 1] 5 3 2 [ ) B R A AR SC RN ) B AR R Al AT SR F S TR 4% B PMI(pointwise mutual
information) ML YE /L google 2 NGD(normalized google distance).H: /1, PMI J& & 9§ AN il 8] (1045 B 8 & Bl 4L 1
MR B NGD 25115 5 B 25 Fll Kolmogorov 52 2% B KAl 1 1] 22 8] (1918 SCAH DG B2 B Ji5 , 1% 7 12525 T PMI B, NGD
1] ) (1) ST Fh J8 1) SRS 2 1) 18 S T 52 B 45 R W iZ 0T VA T VSM AT LST 4538 H SCAAREY.

A5 SCASAS SR EAT ol 4 2 6, A0 T B B R 5 RRE Fe A bk 2 ) (4 3 5247 Y1. Moreno %5 ATt eEAT T 4%
AT AHLAT] 5 30, 0 S 0 55 TR A4 28 08 o 1) DR 40 28 S A i s i S 3 5, S AT AN T I 2R (R B 28 A 5
% =] i B 28 25 A 4 RS i I R H ] 1 0 A R BN HE R I A R O VR (26.98%) BRI TR
(20.28%) Rl R 7Y 44 (12.69%) 48, 1M - 8 A 38 =2 3] 1 Ll A< K B/ HE e 9 46 2R b 28 44 (53.57%) 74+ 3 I
(21.40%) R T 44 (20.69%) <5 At AT 138 2 B, FH 1 =22 ] (1) 50 8 2 SOAH DM AT ) b — S8 SO AR R J7 70 5 v W ME A
A LA AR IR SR T SO BT R R 1M IRBL 5 v e B 4R 5 100 3 o 2 953 T 380 50 o 7 T 2k e

(2) FRABLGR B AR 35

E e B R B R G v A7 A T ST mOR AL ) e B A O A A TN BB R A A e B AR 0 SCAS H DL AR
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el

v, DU 3K A A SR 5 755 AR T X AT [ P e o P A DR DR e, T A A8 B2 PR B I 75 T R Y L 2 T SR B AR
HRAKER) e B 0 75 ARVACLI B 35 VP 2 1 D 189 i e B i 75 55 B B R e B DR S A AR 0P 0 i 22 4 D A .

Davies % AURE T B B4R 55 (0] PO A ADURE, 384 S 58 s s 37 0 B 1 s A ATk R P S e e 1y A e 001 25— A
TR YL LA N R T B A A A R PR ] 1) R, AR A R e R A R 1 B e R O 0T R Sk B A
B RRAL 5 A 53 AU R T b7 2. Zhou 45 NUTRE TR AL B8 410 25 110 182 8¢, e AR ALk e B 412 25 1oy e s
PSR — AN T BB AR 35 T AR ALLRE (0 0 23, 0 HL2% 18 B R e BB R A QRS A B 1) R T B TE R VSM(vector
space model), H L T FL4EAI ] VSM M LDA %5 SCA R B I oF 577 ik, i e s AL PR REAT 17 i 25 87T

(3) HERRERES

I AT TR A e A A A I SR B AR 2 B B R AT R IO B HE R R A L SR T HE AR
SRR AR LI R RN % T 20 A A G R B v 38 1 Rt R AR SR B AT B 5 7. Sehroter 25 NV B, JLT- 60%
F10 i A R PR 0 o 1% 7 S T D 3 A SO A BR A S P 1 BR ORI KT 40% 1 8 [ bR 50T LA
HERCERER (958 1 T rh AL, 90% ) S B4 bR 20T LLAE BT 10 it b 5 00300 A P AR BR 0K — A M R B A A 6L, 7T B
7 AR Rt o A7 (1) 1 B, B A R R AR T DA Dy o B 4 A 25 AR B AR S P PR b e

Moreno %5 NP T Lobster J7 i, 45 4 SCAAHALURE FI1HE b BB 10118 K 5 (7 e B3 7 V26 2 W ke B 41 25 11
HER R BR AR SR, 1 72 SCHS &5 K AHABLBE AR08 R SR 5 41 R R P e 1 P 20 A 7 i A AT DB i e Py B A 5
R R B P PR R e A B e, D00 55 e 0 MR A B B B o 5 st R

dist(stackTrace,c;))=min(VgcstackTraceShOrtPath(d,c;) UV gcstackrraceShortPath(c;,d)) (1)
min(dist(stackTrace,c;), 1)
Scoreg; (,¢;) =1- ) )

Herh shortestPath(d,c) 2 /s Fi P AEHR d 15 R P LR ¢ 1) Ji Ji B 129, dist(stack Trace,¢)) i it B ST REER: ¢ 15 HEAR B R
I A R P A1) Bt 6 2 28 Scores(ri, ) R BRI IR A5 v 10 MR B 5 RS ¢ IROAR DG RF 43
Wong 45 \PUSRIR T 1 SCHR[20728 LI 5 45 S0 A 0L/ 3 R SR AR AL BE A 465 4 AT R B T 249 B
R 5425 G A AR TG A A 5 0 S S 13 A 0 0 ) 0 AU 0 4 R P B
AR BT HEAT 45 K 431, E A0 R 5 1 43S P AR SCAATIABLISE LSt 35 T A5 R 15 L0 P ) 3 i
Sl R B P R PR A R PP BB T AN M LR R 2 JL B ot
#, ifc; e D,
rank, !

Score(r,c.) = ! 3
(5.¢5) 0.1, ifc; e D, andrankCj =10orc; €D, 3)

and rank, <10

race

race import
0, otherwise

Hrp, rank,, RRTRIFAR o) TEUEAR IR EE T (M HE 44 Dirace R/ HEAR PR ER T (0 FR P AEHE BRI 4R & Dimpore 78 HE
e R ER R B R P AR T IR PO FE P AR TR 1 1 4 0% 7 1) HE G R IR v O R P A e DU B LR e A e i i
B HRAK B FLHE 44 45t 19 5 VT 43
2.1.3  FEFPRE B i A A

PR 1 B DR JL A AL R 5 A2 2% S AN [, 1 P 308 45 A 0 I 10 A0 Rt AN )220 A5 W 5 N 52 2% 1 Al B )
REHURE I H R AFR P A v 424 HH B 2245 5.

(1) FEFe B oG &

Ye 25 N3N N 52 2% (A QAL B B A QAL B8 50 5| NGBl B At AT ] M0 VAR IE 1) £ 40 B AR I SR (1)
Jr A B 52 2% 8 Bt A 8 T A SIS AR B ARSI (2) R P AR AR PR AN (UM T e MR S (R s L R X
YT BRI SCAF 2 A2 5 5(3) 2P S H Ik S 52 2 B B A8 FH Ik 00 220 17 BRI 5 T IR e L 8% Ye 55 N TR )7
WP FH o6 Rt — MR Pk a6 B 4 ] PageRank F11 HITS(hyperlink-induced topic search)ZfJit T
FROCBEAE B AU SV B S 2 B [ R R R e DL SE A3 B [ Zhou 45 N AU R] M RRE e R e 8 1 £ 3 S 184 5
T 8 S AT P 1 B ABATT 2 AT S R IR A T P ] B o 4 1 R TR I, EE R B AR 5 R 2K 48 2K 48 )
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SO A i T SO B ALLRE D 43 o e PO iy o ST 4w L B SO RO PR 43 .Chen 25 NPV T 1R R
J7 AR ) (1 U P DG 2R, AL AT 366 T S50 B R A5 2 AT B S S i — Ak 5 W 8% AT B B 42 o BT T v R TR IR
WU — AR B RS 5 PSR A ORE 5, T I P AN B e AR A 7R — N L 5 H K R (co-cited relationship), i 1)
e X ) B 4 AT BT 3 SR e B AT A T DA S LR A AT TR 4 1] 1% v T CE (1Y) PageRank VA W] Al B4
AN TR P REH V43 22388 B — A8 0 e SRR 5 B, T S B R 2 15 7 S0 il AR s TR ARLBLE , el L) R P e g 7
BEYLPE o> 15 1.

(2) fhH 5k (code smell)

AR R 45 TR Le AR YR AR TS TP AR T R 5 1 VR )2 ) R A, i R I AR . WKl Rk, d k%
5 2 551 AR S RS T A YR AT 1 by i N A 1B 5 AT S A 190 R e 271 3 e L e R SIS TR B ™ EL R A

Takahashi 2% A P05t fit A QAD S R SR AR i ol [ 5 (02 B H0EAT T 020 B9 90, b AV D6 e g I 425 R0 R J e A e 14 S
AAEAL FE LA B AR St R 7™ S B AT 2 M 400 5 ok i 7 Bk B 512 6 45 SR W AR e DR 7 BR ORI 2R 42 001 58 A B 4T
RE 2 25 2 e Bl B B A7 1) P e
2.2 mETHE

B T AR B4R s RRR e B A S AT A2 0, RN A R A RAS 4% 1) 28 46 rh SR IR A AR AT 1 AR B 7 45 A,
REAE B E TR NS Git,CVS,SVN S5 IiA 45 il 2 45 i dl B 10 H 56 48 (metadata). 2o, 10 H o5 48 M
AR i FR e b ] H SR EUW T H OB SUE B D7 SR AR TR S BUR AL H & (commit log) &l i 2 AT H &4
5 LIS G R DUIRASRE e A 1 7 s A8 ok s R P SBR[ i B s 2 o 8L R P B b — I B 48 SIS [
— KRB E B ARAS TS B T SO SRR B BTSN DU 55 R B 0 SR — A SC A A e 3 P AR v A8 o B
SEPLFEAN T D e, A IR K IR & 5 I N FA X E B R P B e M 26 110 A B 48 (R A B

Sisman 2 NP7 VA8 I RRAS R SRR 1R P S 10 5 56 e 2 MO 3, PR S0t 3 o 37 At A 35 - B o LU0 11 2
FFFE AR, TA A SCAFAE 2 sk R0 S A S5k 7 77 5 2 BT e F4D S AP 9 7 e o Tl A A1 R et b A7 T 58 S 748 e g sk
4E 56 (modification history based prior, & # MHbP)F15 B )7 52 265 (defect history based prior, & #% DHbP) AN
b Fot A r.

S ln(fos)
R f|C..S,)= i=1 ,
MHbP( | k k) Zf,eckz:(:llm(flasi) ( )
“1,(fss,
Porpe (F1C,S,) = i ho(f.s) .

Zf’sck Z:;llb(f"si)

o CRARH K IR S MR RIS,

o S RIREE k AR BEAE U T R A

o PRE In(fs)FR SCHE F IR A AR S s YRR B AP A B AE SUNE 1, U o.

o Punbp(fICwSOZE T 152 S I B IR EL S BT 7 SCAHE SOk B HL 2R

o Pounp(flCh, Sk 2 FEABN, G5 VI 10 2 12 3T A [ 0 IR A8 52 TR oy T ST B 168 52 R B L 6.

Tantithamthavorn 25 A8 I IP6 A58 5 17 50 K39 98 BugLocator J7 vty e [ 5 07 1 g 3L oy JP6 A4 A48 B S
FRAETF RN T3 — IR ARBE AR AE TP A7 15 22 AN TR P B8 S503 B8 1 I ABATT R T — /B 1 B SR — /S B B A e
WA 52, U040 5 e o A [ B 8 5P Rt P A A, 75 S A8 5 12 Y A I R A 0 A — AN A8 L R i 3R
2R AR A, — 18 o 1 YR A A8 L MR AR EAL S I B S BugLocator HE/F 45 AT k ANFE AR HOC I
) I HLOR T 5 B (0 AR e BEERATE Db il A R P A e, ) I 495 45 T N IR

Wang 25 A POV R 1) FE (ol B3 F0I0 AT 0198 0 1 SR, ) 2 e A R AR 315 5 2 A 56 PR Bl a1 S 44 AN B0 A T 4
J (RIVRR P A5 R il B 46 53 1y k). 28 560 3% B 3o 2 (19 Al FA 16 53 4 A8 RT o [ Jsst BRT %o e s ) 60 8P 7 596 T AN K, 3 2
Boe ARl o s 17 8 B AT TR A8 B Google JF N DA 4 HH I 5k IFa T 559, 38 4R A B ““fix B “bug” IR 32 58, 5 R 1
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FEFE FARTRE ARG AL F R GRE 255

e

XSO AT TE e B R A BRI (] ) Kk R DA P B R T T 5 B S0 A 0K IR S B — AR BE R AT o ST S A U R
1
Score, (¢,k,FS)=" > —— T 6)

ceFsagec 1€

RS il B AH DG ERAT I AR Bt AR AT o R N R I 41 45 B2 5 INF [1R] 114 A B R 2L
23 MXAFBMITER

TFRN ST AT 22 A W 461, 2 i 000 3k P 4970 1 83 = 15 JE R PIAT 45 R, 3% A A0 (spectrum) 5 B A D)
(slicing)fi &L A5 2L oA A5 5L 43 2R IO 3 P 4810 R s oy 30 sk P49 AT F 783 i LE A3, o S A AT R ek £
R T BE V23 1 D) itk 5 e A e DR S 00 9 A7 288 g 250, 7 0 487 2R IS, LA 50 2R I A 5 i) 1) 36
325 2 AT A A0 £ i B 3 S P 481 1) AT R P Bl 2 e b s 7 ), v e R AR 1 G o A .

Le %5 A\ BRI ARG SR SOAAS B4R —Fh 225 7 v, 0008 T 3 R IR BT A SRR AE « T 0000%
PR AU R 3 AT 5 T PR UL LA R U0 - SCAR R IE 2% R o I 7 AP0 R e AR R ) SCAS A AL S A3 R AN 2% R A
HE TG (¥ i B 8 A7 43 AR T SAH DG B, BE T n] 58 1] 140 45 A1E DU AR 4l 51 L0 3 HRAT S LI R i 0 OBy
] H IR T R A IR B B SO 3 SRR — AN PR G AR AT LA T SR R R AT LA
Hoang %5 APPE Le % APUTAEMSERS RELH T 35 W 48 2 11 22 B ol b s 7 7 v, R G A A iry  =X
BINE AN IR 3 AR AR SR R 75 2 TB) FRE s R e 2 ) g 2 110 5 2R 11 45 2K R 50 e AR AL A 7 RTAH
LFE PR AR SRR L R 4 A6 15 22 10 K A .

Dao %5 NP 58 7 40045 &« V1R {5 SR 25 45 5O IRBL 7 ik IR mi AT LR 7 4 2845 45 07 X7 o
f5 5 IRBL M4 & VI {5 B 5 IRBL Al 45 & o s BAIE (5 B 5 IRBL AHEE & U0 5 BB (5 5
5 IRBL AHZ5 4 78 545 BAY) 715 8 T B RO A48 2= 245 1) 9 4wt 2 WOk FH 91050 40 AT B IR 7R 1 S 44 A%
15 BT R T S A AN S A4 IR 58 ZR P 4, 06 HE e 3R AT T 3 5 36 45 SR 38 0l 7 2545 BRI ) A 45 IR ok A Ak
Fe 51 2%, e A R0 e B e 7 A7 MERA 22 000505 JEL A8 S0 — 20 B2 i b B 0 i FD 5 B o o7
2.4 REEIRERR S

2 0 IRBL J7 A B IR 5 BT T Ge vk MR P 2 A A1 A TR e B 4 o MR 3 S B4 by IRBL 777 vk
1700 T2 N RS IRBL 7 30 AS ) mlile, BRG0S0 22 LA B0 I o % (9048 SO0 B 58248 2D i
N G T2 B IR P AR 5k B 0 5 AR AR G 1 2% 18 3259 22 A5 R ANAT 2D BT 707 18 IR o A T e Mg 23 11 47 2
H R AR e B A R A R R S v, M SCHR[ 18,2111 2 B0t & LL i AT R B IRBL 5 ¥ 1 &, 3% T3¢
AAF B UE S A 50 B AR 08255 KT 2 T A AL e o I o R G B B O 5 1) R 5% B R B 3k T SO AR BT
PR O A R A T, F A 5 A A D00 A A P e B 1 75 5 P A RO X P R RS A B R 8 MR 3 A L Sk g 41
5T RO DG A 2 A PR A ol o R B Y A P B4 b AT VR BTN 5 L R N BB R
FIVRR 3 A5 H (1) S A P 25 L R, R T4 TGl B o2 Rl g R A B 1) DG 166 B8 2 B e e e B 0 75 A RSP B e )
WVEAS T L i 725

Table 2 Statistics of data sources

®2 HEESH

B K IR ERIRAES ! it 3CE
BB SREF I IR R B G i A5t e B AP 7 TRE e AR ) SRR 2 87

T ¥ BEER TPy BEE B s R A 52 2% 32 48 TR 3% i 42t At P S B A e o MR 5

T H o P s AR LA R SCATAE T B A 524 S AT R e A ) S B 15
DR BT B P B AT 5 B R 0 sk P 81 PAAT 1 0 0 e R S G e B AR 5 2

3 MRRE

AR PR R R A B R AR R K AN DE ) L IR BL S 3R A5 28 K T3] 5 (R R 20 A o B 11 SR A5
T 2 B T SN TR 10 18 5 a7 i 5 J B T 2% ST IO AR J5 75 IRBL A R A R A I 1) S22 3k m]
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hy BT SCAATARLRE P U7 32 R T4 SORIARLRE B9 7 1%, THPRFAR IR A 43X 28 7 .
31 EFXAHBMUENFE
301 BT AR Tk

TX T 1k A BEAROS R B 41 R o B e TR 457] P AFADLRE o R B 41 2 400 O A 0 R e RS WA Ay 8 ) AT
SCAK R E L SCA G A AL AR W] B A IRBL. H 7,75 IRBL 3 45 1) 28 SO AR 4 ) 2 2% (R AR VSML, =
JOUE BRI A ke AR 48

(1) &2 A8 (VSM)

VSM T 1] SR A% 5 e B 4% 42 FVRR A5 B e o D o B 1) 1) &, AR 4% TF(term frequency) 1 IDF(inverse
document frequency) vl 5577 XA [F) T A7 22 AN Bl bt 5 280 1 550 1) 0 1) 1) 4% SR ARVARLRE > B B 4 55 FAR )P
ASEHJ [B] P AT AL

Wang %5 APRAE 5 Bl TF 715177 2081 3 i IDF 7507 0% A 15 F0 VSM ARFI AL A1 15 Ff VSM AR BL3E
VP 7338 I 2 PR AR D0k AT 4G A, B S A8 s AR SOk B Bl A A S BB S e 45 AR Bl i A SR i O
3, 1% 7V R BB 2 A0 1 B B A T AR UE () VSM B Gore 25 A POLK N-Gram % 5 VSM M &5 4 2 1 TR
BT R B E A VSM R I 18 B A ] 1] 22 18] A 7 (R AR A ), 1) 2145 5 Gl 2 A% g vk TR ISR —
JGAE Y (unigram model)Fl - JG R (bigram model), I 43 56T rVSMUS TG B RioAIABURE, 58 IR A 5 4% 45
T3 AR G TR A B il B 5 7 M e B R

(2) TR

IRBL i F it 3 R 0 A5 95 7E 15 43 M (latent semantic analysis, f&i#% LSA T¥, latent semantic index, faj#%
LSHAIEE & 2k F 50 8 43 i LDA:LSA K &7 518 43 fi# (singular value decomposition)¥f VSM A5 8 it 3% 7R (] i) 1
R4, T Jle— A W 4 i 1) K4 ) 3R 7, B 5 305 v B AR B ARABL R Sk A e e B ik o5 R RR e S EJ 1) 1) AR BAE LD A
P % Bt o i 2 R R P A B 0 Ay 5 6 0 A o, DR WP e O 0 o R R e A P A AL B AT 25 04 A R v B

Lukins % AP "O42 7 36+ LDA i B i 07 7 12, 00 5 LSTAR Y HEAT LU A, 5 L2 W1, LD A B8 (1) 52 17 1% fig
W4 Wang 2 NCTVRBIL:(1) 5 WS B A 200 F IRAF FOAS 52 00 S A JE5(2) (Bl B 45 b B 4 ] 22 U LA
AH G AT H o (BHA LI 5),(3) KW AR P BEEe i ) T~ 5545 36 2 (R B A (BRI SCHF IR 5 56 T B3 R I, A AT
2 — i B A STMLOCATOR. % 7 ¥ 5l T4 % 2 USRS LLDAP 72 o i) Je LI 5 K S
PRI AT SR F 3R] w AT p e B 75 AR AR B b ) P I A B -] 43 A A B AT T A0 T ROk R AR B
AN E, 5T — AN AEXT R 1K) Dirichlet prior i 4 7 16 £ A [ 32 8 PR AN [FIABE 28 . 24 — AN SO RIUASE B AT R 1) b e, HL
TE P R 2R T 5.

(3) MR A R ALY

IRBL H A J [0 M8 2 45 780 40,35 SUM(smoothed unigram model) 1 BM258B),

o SUM HFBEAFE AR HRFN B B 2 2 7R 8 — ANV 4E IR ) i AT Jd ek KL 5088 TH 5 HH A e A

FEFiR 5 110 20 A 22 7, 3 DA AE D ARBLRE F8 Aok the o] FH A2 P RSB RN B 4R 35 10 A2 BOBE 2R P(W, | W, ) R, 5L
Hh W, W 23l A2 R R RN RR R AR 1) AR .

o BM25 HET R B 5 FURE AR H 0 A MR 2 87 St HCAH LU

Saha 2 \FOR I T BLUIR J7 92, K5 B B4R 75 20 88 45 (summary) R A 3 75 A5 43 65 R R Bl 23 e 26 42
R4 . AR ARERIX 4 AN 2T 2l gk BM25 BERY K HL 3R IR S RRAE 1) 42,88 5 43 90 T S it B i o5 A
o P A& 0 20 SCAARABLRE I B3 A DAy d5 28 () SCAARALBE T 4

(4) BERLLAS

Rao 5 N UM T SCASKE ZRARL6H i Be 5 47 VE R (5% i, LE %L T VSMLL LSA. LDA. SUM Fil CBDM
&5 il F SCASBERY LKA I 4 G, S 1o R B AR T R IR SCASE B E LR B R PR IR 4 R R
FEAL A% AT (5 4 LDA . LSA. CBDM 25)AH b, 8] B fr A 281 (] 1 SUML. VSM)FE 2 F 48 2% (1 B B 5 407 - 58
B
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FHE FATE LR GRMBRIG LT R iRk 257

ek

Wang 25 NRIPE SR HT T SOARKE 2R AL 60 M 22 52 07 (¥ 52 0, A ATT LL % T VSMLL. SUM. NMF. LSI. pLSI #l
LDA %5 Z M R B 4338 T 5 Rao 58 A AR SE I8 45 18, BRI, ) B 1K IR BEAY (451 201 VSM. SUM) BE 2 2% (¥ 185 724 (481
W1 LDA,LST %) 5E 17 230 4 T 4

Thomas 25 N\ WEZR T AN [ 43 S8 K TL LA 06F e B 5 07 fig O S i A TT EL 3% T VSMLL LST Al LDA %5 3 fif
IR A 350 B I 35 R R 3 Sl AN BB AR AL . AN R R R ) B % FE AR L S iR IX 3 MG RR P A 3R oR 4 AN K
FERR VT« A RETERE [R5 R AR TR AR FH A e DA B 5 75 e A AT O 19 177 S e B 4R 15 B2 6 55 6 28, Tl 3 1o 72
W o) T HRE A IR R 3 AN R HEA A A 7 T R 8 FiL AR 5 43 ik VSM IR 1A A 5 AH AU
FEVHELHN . LST fAA T . 8BS AR R TS . LDA BEARE. EHHES SR BT 2 MR E,
BIETEM 3 172 BT IR 1402588 1 T8I e 47 S 50 45 R 281 IR 14 52 LT v o0 e B s A M e
TR R M, Forh I a7 1K) IRBL 23 S48 T B 2 0 P e B R 25 AR Jo ASE B 1) 4 30 P9 28, AT 3 20 Tl Ak B3 2 R T 5
T TF- IDF ) VSM BER 3 3H 5 45 % A LLRE B 5, Thomas 25 A IE X 70 2 8 4 & EAT BT A AT K 0 25 B i T
FEAAR 5 FIAR PR H I R s T 300 N 4 AN 93 R8T 25 R) PRAIF R 28 20 S 38 0 S U7 R ] Be AN [, ) I % F 4
AN FE AR S E A AN T 2 18] v R TR T 23 SIS 8 BB BILOE % 23 S K SR R 11 00 8 A% SR T 2 UL 1 U7 s AT
SE A S0 45 BRI, R A A TE LT I A 15 DL T A 0% 4 i e b e 4 M g

Tantithamthavorn 25 A+ Thomas 25 AR T AR, 25 520 M T 40 2w 110 1c 5 0T B K 48 ) ol B o o7 14 e
S AR (effort) (14 53 W, i A F 4 3 B B 2 P 48 b By 5 4 2 A QRS AT ZO AR ARATT R HI AR ] RO TC 28, LB T 3 172
AR AT DU M EE:(1) 40 28 28 W0 B A0 3 X P RE A A S M 4% K, Top K Rank PERERI ¥ AT
0.44%~36% 2 [F], 75 B LA AT 4395L0C~50000LOC 22 [1];(2) % HiAH{EL Top K Rank B (194> 2%, 75 L 1) B
AABAIF;(3) VSM B L bR Z0 4 S0l ik [ 58 A7 3K 45 55 47 1) Top K Rank P4 BE RN 5D I AN ;(4) ST RELR
ARSI BC E X Top K Rank 4 B8 AN AR (19 5% W 35 0K 5(5) 70 BRI B0 A it B 5 67 b e A 00 P i 2 TR A ]
T3 s R A b

T R 23 BT AR 5 SR, BT T R B AE £ R R AR HR VSML, SUM 5 ] B TR AR TR A 4 RE R DU 4 1Y P Bk, VSM
TR 2 T AT 5 AR IR A gl S P IR B 22 AR TR TR A R P 4D 39 B 0o ST 8 T N M i % T A R, T B AN (R 4
P AMAS [F) e 5.

3.1.2 fifiiE

1) T AN U546 & 1 07

BRGSO E N BRE S SEP B E IR FE S AR K ZE T, B K SCARRL R BTN T 6 e
R A I R AN BE AL FUN 01 S35 T A3 i TR BURR AL, DAR K 3R 45 R I 28 T3 vk 266 1 A3 Jen TR (s S
o A e A, A PEZH AR APL HiR . 3 W B R4S 52 00 sE AR AR B Py s 45, 5 vl A T I RE R R B
BT A G B AR S 5 R AR TR AR AL

Zhou Z NUSVRHL:(1) AR MR B0 SC A, 2L 554 (ol B3 10 T A 5 75 (2) S 7 A BB B I 75 100 SC AR AR E
AR v, D)3 P A SR B R 5 AR T BB S A [ 1) R P ASE Bl A AT T 48 it 32 B T BugLocator 75, 7E T VSM PF 4 1 ¢
TR R UM A ZE S T I VSM P20 IR, A CAE 52 I S B 4R 15 o0 380 2% 5 24 T ol BF 4R 5 A ABL ) i [
& 4 0 I [ il B P2 SR T — AN VP o3 I L FE T VSM PR3 R ARL Sk B 4R 75 V7 49 38 78 6 BB,

Rahman %5 NU2E— 25 2 18 T F2 e A LA QAL 465 ) 0 L35l 9 4 52 TR 85, 45 Bl 3 R 5 v S DL 42 81 925 44 1 S
AR I H I %o Ik 8 28 B, B I 8 T vk ) S T AL R A 56 TR T 8, I IR AR AT R ) A e ik [ 48 A2 TR 0K Bk P AR
R P RS 1) A O S8 DT 23 AT S0 35 6 A SR VT 20 R 58 IRl 7 B AT S UL

Youm %5 NI R B SCASE B AR RS B . 4R SRR 2R T A R SR A X A D 43
StructVsmScore(r,c),SimiBugScore(r,c),StraceScore(r,c) LA & MAR IS A B 7 52 4% B vk 5 1 3F 4> CommScore(r,c,k),
A AL 4 TEk FA R & RIFRE P RO 43 AT AL

Uneno %5 AN H T CombBL 578 M 4 A5 T V155 ol B i 445 R eSS (R AR LLRE 35 T word2vec FRIAH %
FEVF4> 3T BugLocator! ™ 7 v+ 55 (19 SCAABLRE VF 43 « 36 T8 i 08 52 1) S (V7 43 FE T 4LAE Sk 0 v 40 SL v
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T word2vec A ICBE PP 43 2 K Bk B 1 75 IR A B AL 4] o) 8 1R JA0 M A A 37 1) o, TE B AR s AR AL 3 T
SRS PP 43 2 LATRU AL BT S 1) e R R A5 o IR A A ] R R AR 4 I A 44 R AT R BB R BTl L R A L
B JE AT 4 FhPR AR AT LA AR 2 56 1 S L

Dilshener 2 A4V S0 AR TR HERE IR AT JELI0 0 B8 H R, 3 BT ) 0 8 A5 R U R O, 7 Sl B A1 1% J &5 v 1)
1L S 2. RUECE 2 FEIECE 1 AN TRAR AT Rk N I R B FR AR A 5% 4 A HE AR R R S R B, B A R A
T ILE IR ER I ET 5 AN SO ABATIRT I SR B 5 ¥ A R R P 41 225 v (0 3] 7R AR 3 BB e s R 0 7
AN R T AN T PR PP 480 4, H R S A 42 o gl 37 B o 1) F 45

Swe 5 NN SCAR G . HERE ER ISR DUB B IR 250K 3 AN A J8E V55 50 B 41 15 MR P BB fr) AL ABLRE 3L v,
SCAGE AN R TR P (0 &5 8 A5 50 T i R R R SR ARy K4 i AR Ao S R AR
VS SCAAABLBE A% 7 VA g SR 6 3 Bl T a3 1R AT S LA K e A B

Barbosa %5 A SIGE A 5 F 4 HE Kol B R 5 FRS PP S e 2 >0 7 AR AE 70 A 58 1 i B, BT o 5 R 2 )
P TR SR B RN RS2 2 BB il — A e B R 2 FRP R, ARTE FE AR A5 T I e i) X 4%
2 3] — AN T S IR 3R 7% G L T (R R AE R s, T ST B 4R o R 3 R e 1 A DL

Rath 25 A\ US04 T G B 5 v 10 45 Mg A 45 8 TIRBL [ 5% M A AT T4 B B 4 75 oA 20y BARIE & L JBAR
TR HEAR IR ERIX 3 98, T/ 7 P Al 45 AT SIE 0. 45 L ¢ B Y ACRE SCATEL 5 R4 o e e e A7 1 e, HE G BR R U A
[SEEEIS

2) HE TR B J5 ik

IRBL H A [] FRREAE AT A [F] 1R 358 S0, 91 HLW 22 AN B 0 E A7 A [ (5% . S8 42 56 1 8 2 0 HAT T8 4
WSR2 2] J7VE T BB A TG B S I S T VR Tl B A ) R e B T 2 B S (R R T R R RE s T
SR B R 8 AR BN B RR T R 5 45 T8 G B R A DG AT AR AR % T VR R B S — AR R BB
HE e R 25

Ye 4 ANPUWR 1 —Fh L T2 5 HE S (learning to rank) 875 1 A AT ) I AR 401 TR, 45 A A0 rh 4 P G 26 B 3
AP IR BB 5 7 S0 AACRD AR B8 I 3,80k T 6 SR AIE T 1)V AH ALLSE (surface lexical similarity). API 3%
5 JA] VI AHALL B (API-enriched lexical similarity). i) id J& 1 43 (collaborative filtering score). HitFfi & &2 it X (bug-
fixing recency)- it f4 18 5 411 % (bug-fixing frequency). 7EARUEA G A FH — /NP B HEAT Y1 25, JL0¥ 23 iR 2 f(r,€)
JE SN

\N

f(r,C)=WTd7(I’,C)=ZK:Wi x 4(r,C) 7

Serp g R B AR  RIRR PRI 55 1 2R E. Ye S NPVt J 0 /Ml FH T 45 K 175 SR ST MO A7 S A AT K e
FEAAR 5 20 ok S A FO R IR KRR P Ay S8 . R . AR A RV RE SR 5 T T T SR ALL B [ B R 4 SO A4
Wi S e SR A N JEF 1 SRR fE . i PageRank TH 1R 2% 8 V¥4 LL Al ik HITS(hyperlink-induced
topic search) 571 Hubs PF43 #1 Authorities PF 4552 i, R F PP AL BEAT N ZRALAL 27 ST S50 w A6 i vk LA
AR ] L

minimize :

I = W +C T

subject to :

W o(r,p)-w'o(r,n) =1-& & =0,VreR,peP(r),ne N(r)
Horhw RBCESHOH M, P(N & 7s 5 5B & r AHIC IR B N(N R 7R 5 5 B & T0 R W AR e A k.

Zhao % NPT 2 X) HE ) SR Wb 5 A (0 B A A A i R0, D 81 e B 3 A5 e T 0 A 2 RS AT 4

AR JEE LT 3 M EAUN IO FE bR Effort@k, MAE Fil MFEABMIRILT Ye &AMk e i 7 kP ot 5
VSM. Usual Suspects J5¥EHEAT T HLHC. 520 45 B % W27 3] HE e SOE TR AR BUR AR FF 2 W ZE T Usual

@®)
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Suspects,{H7E Effort@k 272 VSM 53k,

Shi 25 NG T 2% 3] HE P S0 A6 T8 5 B 0 o A7 1R 1 i AT TR AN RS T SCAARLBE RS . e A A 3L
MRFAE IR AS Dy S« RE PP AR A L B 25 93 W S54R8P 6 B S A6z 77 925 5 SC O R st % R A s & i N A
PIEEAE E TR NAFAE 3 A 7 SO R R HERRERER . WA DT . AR SCARE R AR B AR A
PAT A B H X RFAEEAT A [F) 9 )3 — 4k 354 linear JH—14k . sum JH—1k\ Z-score 15— LL S A AT AT AT 45 /E . Shi
LNZJEXT 8 FhaE S HE Y 7 i PR BEREAT LU AL IX 8 A 144y Aok MART(multiple additive regression trees)s
RankNet. RankBoost. AdaRank. Coordinate Ascent. LambdaMART. ListNET ! Random Forests. 3525 45 1 %
BB BT H— L AL PR IY) coordinate ascent 815 A& BT DA 2% 3] HE 7 L PR R S P 1.

Wang 25 NPUNFRA ) 50 MU BEAIR A . SR fe 8 HERR R ER RAR 25 A AR B A B8 T T S iy
TE,H LRGPP 5 FREAE IR I SR A% 77 VA AT 284 SR AU HEAT R 25 A0k B A 9 456 1 5 A8 S i B 4
25 10 s o M B IE B A e, BRI 3 VP 5 A MAP AT MRR s Flk B i e oAk B ks BAR R

ObjFunc=¢MAP*MRR) 9)
FLH MAP A1 MRR 2 IRBL £ G DAl I8 55 A D i 4.

Gharibi 25 NPT 5 2454 token VEECYESY . VSM AR VRSN . HEARERERTES> o 35 SCARBLRE $E43 70
HET OB SRR T 1V 4 o,

o token DLFL VS & e vk B4 15 FORE P EHL R 58 #0501 token UTRCHEE 1 B & D45 b R A5

A EAZ S 2 [y BE UGS 2 R S5 R IR P AR P token 52844, vk A R token AT IULIE.

o AT OB GRS B PE S S 2 474 53 285135 One-Vs-The-Rest %8B & AT 43 25,

%5 V5T H bR 5 ObjFunc=MRR+MAP X A i 2 3171t 4k..

Almhana 2 \OSHR L — R0 22 H RS AL T7 V5, 7 St /MR (0 R AR R 5 1) 7] i B8 A4 HE T SR RO A
L ATTR P 85092 NSGA-IL AT R W LA 0 — AN 0] 18 08, 15— YE R R HERR 45 e PR 7 19 288 322 S8 K I o) 12
BANITE ) S 0 LS AR eR Ok
_ LS ; HS (10)
I LS 27 1 V2 A AR el 0 7 R 15 i 3 5 R ) A e P A ABL B DA B Sk B AR 75 3 B A ) R AR B v R 4
APT U6 FIABACLE 20 B HS 3R 38T [y 52 B ARACL B I AR e B B 1) D s R RS & Il (1948 oSe e 1) J5 2 R
T3 S B R A A — B SR AR UUE .

(3) T EMEMMTTIL

RRTF AT AR B MEAR PR AR R B 0 T 55 b (R S B 1) SR S5 A e 7 1 248, kAT ke
R AW T T7 VI T AN R 0 Sems aT gk — 2D 4l 4 A #5978 (query expansion).  £X 1% #t(query replacement).
1 36 ¢ (term selection). 2 4 ili(query reduction)®).

Sisman 25 A D7HE T A5 e b il 3k M ) A0 2 1 oy il 10 ) B 85 L A 0T (10 WL 5 402 L — 1 (0 25 ) TR A HE
R AR AR 2 P AT R o (1 1] 5 e B A5 e 1) 3] B R Sl — AN R A% 3 R A A (RIS B R R R R
ST o) e A, 2 45 S R B HR 5 ) 06 2 v mh i) B A A TR R K N B 4h A TR B S TR AT A
RS o AR % 5 1L BE 8 A A b R i B E A PR AR BB AN S QR A% Rocchio’s
FormulaP®*'fl Relevance Model™.Sisman 25 A0V 2 Ji5 () T A wh itk — A0 SRR B B 48 25 v 1) MERR R 4 8 s b
T I I3 K 2 A o B BT SR M A 8 B A 4] . Chaparro 25 AR B AR K22 Bt B0 i B R A AR
15U 1) i R 2 AR A G 18] (14 A7 70 (B M), AT S A7 AR 45 0 0 o 2 v I 9k il X A i W U AT 4y (observed behavior, fiif
Fr OB) i AJ LA4 mi IRBL Mg b IRIIAT 0 8 500 01 BB AT o DBEINAT S i) ) = o N iR,
SR HRIE PSR WS LB OB I EAT MHI sk 2 56 45 AR 38 B - 2 f5h B R 75 T2 J AR B 2 7 AT I 447 St B i 45 3] 93 Ay A0
1709 OB AH K37, e A3 2% 42 i IRBL (11 fig. Rahman 25 A2 T 56 bR SO0 A0 2 0 T AL 7 vk A A TAR 5
R PR AR T P AR R R AR DR 10 0 SRR P 0 2 R R B R 5 400 3 8 MR BB 1) B 4 o (B A

f
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FE R ) BRer B FR)F 0 I B MRS (B R BB 2 )BRee RA BRE & MRS (I3 =
A Bl B 4R 45 )BR BT X 48 AN Al B A BB R 75 Rahman 25 A BEAT AS[A) 1 AR B 6T BRgr, B HE AR IR R 55 4 4
R 7 B (trace  graph), 19 55 o 2 4 8% U7 v 44 1A 3R ORI L TR] B MO 5% &R 6T BRpg, 2 T3 3 B (word  co-
occurrence)F1 1] P 4K 461 (pos dependency)#4) 7t AN SCAS [ (text graph); %) T BRy, 8 523% [l (1 51 k N FE RIS il
H A i T 9 44 BR AR R 44 25 A6 5 1] 1] (source term graph). fifi Ji5 S ] PageRank Jy 233047 1) B B I A8 42 4iE
DRI B TR RO AT K AN R 1A A4 T 1 A 0.

R P AR AL 11 5 (B S P 20 AT o A, A S B R ot v A M A IR B B S A 4 S A U A oA A N
B A A 2 R ML 5 N SPTER IS T 0% I Bl s 2 6 v A7 0 5 Al L, B T A B s (0 35 R BRI g 1%
2455 ) R S B R DA B 7 P e B R 5 7 e 3 A% SRR AT T 0 2 A IR PR i A7 5 R ST & R T A
BA I 5 1A 48 SCAS AR A U I, JC AR WA 08 A 4 7 (RR 28 44 BROT 725 44 45 ) ), B T SCACAS 2 1) 0 B4 s o 1k e AR 22
AT — A S A0 A A0, A5 L 50 B 0 0 1k e AH LG T RN B A 3R K I MR BB 4R T % 4500 7R A 8 A7 32 7 TR R B i
& AR SR ST ABATIA O Je DL A5 LRI FE IRBL W {E 453 — 2P0 K.
3.1.3 T SCACHHALL EE 1) 7 R TA) 1R 6 Bl

WK 3 R, %R GV B T SORAH AL 18 5 i A I 3R RR IR (I A1 CCF Bk b B 8L BB 30), %
R SCHRASEF T 9240 7 o I 1R SRR AU A 6 T30 AN VR 90 R 1 v ep IR 0N S AT P TR B A R A 8 3 1 22 il i 22
HUABE Y B IR AR AR A 45 A IRBL IR 8RB 08 A7 1 REA9 B T 40 28082 fan. 2 T8 Ak R 500 07 VAR R 2 AN SRR AE 1
Fefifh b MR B AR AT TN TR R 0 5 B T R B ) B T A A IR S A T
) 54 () VAR AR R TR A s N DR LRl b 32 T IRBL (BRI G 7 M e S AR B 2 7 %R - Ebig, H A,
FETOLAL B E 0 T VR A AR O 38 1) 12 .

Table 3 Usage statistics of the features used by text similarity methods
Fe 3 BT SCARAMLRE IR B R AE AL S Bl ge

gl 2% ik SCAREE AR RIS MEARERER  fkBic R ARk AR PUTEE

AR R [6,7,9-11,37,40,64,65] . - _ _ _ _ _

[17,18] . . — _ — _ _

[54,66,67] _ _ b

[29,35] . . - - _ -

FE TN [21] . _ _ 4 B

I Ik [20,46] _ _ _ = _
[31] - _ _ s 3

[68] - - _ L _

[26] - - _ _ _

[34,51] . _ _ -

T [55] . . _ e 4 _

BR EL 1 71 [23] . . . _ _
[32] . . — - _ _

| [61,62,69] . , ¥ . , 7 -

ER T vE [60] . _ > _ _ _ B

32 ETEXHEMUENFE

H AR TE 5 AIFR P08 5 AR RO 1 22 5, DAL I 36 ok e 5 5 2 P A B ) At A7 7R AR I 22 S P R i e A3
ANV PR (7] 0, I 0N D3 AT SO 5 0 OR300 T B B S AR, SURRAIE SR v 008 SCAHBL S X 2K vk R B i 2 2
25 W 2% T8 3 R P A S B IDURRAE R 11 55 F 1) nT AR AU CNIN(convolutional neural network), DNN(deep neural
network) 3 LSTM(long short-term memory)3%.

Huo 25 ANUOVE B CNN SR IR A5 e o AR 1) 4 b 475 SRR SUARS JEL, 127 6 (0 i N o ol B . 35 R R e 45
Yo B M AAEE T NRHESEUZ A 15 5 RS )2 708 5 N RHIE SR HUZ, 23 0 it B o R R P B e g2
BUREAR BN 25015 B 7RIS 8 S R IRl & 2 B A I B R — AN WRHIE & 2 5 il — A4
BRI R I ERBIT.
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mvénZ[costnL(Zir, 20, Yy wW)(1 = yy) +cost, L(zf, 25,y W)L+ y)] + A | w [ (11)
i

o, 2, 25 SR B AR o RRE e AR 1 17) 3 os gy s R P AL S SR 4R T R A AR LA W -Tw
P 2% 45 K 1) 2 80 Huo %5 AUV IS 77 SCRR[ 70 AE (0 35l 30k — 254 B Rt P A8 e 0 G2 P A AP DA AR £
P AN 1) 2 2 BUAN [7] RO AR 485 205 008 M 0 T SCAR RN A% 736 S Ol 5 AR R SR U2 o RE e i & IR AR S BT
AL LSTM Skl HURE 3 5 K P 1 1 R AR 4 7=

Lam 25 A\ U273V FiT DN fi#t g i B 410 75 FIRR 7 ASE B 1 1) AN DG IC 1) 0, e 15 361 3K PRARRAIE 1 7 VA AT 4 A AR
T HyLoc J7i% HyLoc 75 %A H] vV SM U ke [ 43¢ 1 AR o AL B 1) SCAS AABLFSE A5 A1 K41 250 H 78 B ARl B
AR AR SERFIE; 1L DNN 945 27 ) i B 4 3 AR PP BRI AR IR AT 40 R iR LK
API 3R ) Gk i Ja 8 — 4> DNN RFAE R 5 J2 27 2] & R AL S 40

Xiao 25 NUH75 43 FH e B i 15 FIVRR P AR (0 SOA5 R, 4% CNN R BB 52 g s A% BT 45 & 4 1 T
ST 4498 CNN [ DeepLocator. i 7 V25K T AL BE 5 0 ol B % 7 MIRE P A5 Bl TG HR N 1) 3 s, DAl 2 41 35 AR
PSR B K ) A B O L SRR B A ) B[R] — 4R B AF 19 58 CNN A 19 55 CNN B8 1 M ERUZ 1
A RMALR AT 1A dropout 2, 7EAHT B 20 5 LN BRI 8 S DR AR R 12 ST, AR

L(O) :ﬁzi{ cost, (12)

cost, :—Zzzltij log(y;) — oyre, — o, fr, (13)
e N 2 batch K/, T AR PRI HH ccost Rk FAHR i A LY S BB | 0 TR PR j IR
SEARL Y3 A2 SR B RS 1 G FRE PR AR ER § 1) it A 2R AE, oo 1 oy A2 TR P 418 523U K1 RN 8P 168 A2 000 6 A W 1 2 80 Xdao
5 NS J5 D adh 7 SCHR[741 (KBS 280 IATE 2] A B 6 08 ) 3R s g — A Tl i, e Ul B R o5 R A B R P 1B
ANTR] B3 N H K :Sent2 Vee FI IR 374k A (weighted average word2vec). Bt B4R 15 (4l iAW ik Sent2Vec AT K¢
FErP R AR 0] T AL A 1) R I A SR A FRAIS A7 b TR SEAR (6 [ I, 3845 5 word2vec AHABLEI BE 47 1)
T BE R PP B AT 3 RN W] R4S A RS IE A IR RN 75 RS 80k CNIN G (ol i 41 5 R 7 R e )
I £ 3 7 EA TR U AGH U T B B, 8 — W5 A 1) 2 1) A4 5 DA P AT 42, 3L e AN R B 5 SR 741 P A TR

Xiao & AUOUE F i A H B B 10 o5 R J A p 2 48t Ay i) i, DR A7V SUAR UL 8K 5 2% 18 81 Gl B i o5 AN R 7 45
LA R ARR P X Gk B 4 &5 AT 22 fillter 19 CNIN 19 45 S BURFAIE 1 98 41, 0] A% 3 B He A F 22 s 55 451 4 1R RE L AR AR,
I JE L P4 CRF(completely-random tree forests)F 4 A BE L AR 1 1 25 TG AR MR R $ OUI B 4 75 FIURE J 45
PR =R AE I 202K,

e B R 5 RRE ) B B LA A [ (¥ 23K 07 30 Xiao 25 AU TVRg Vs B 0 26 45 R ) 1 e dol o 492 25 AR 2 45
B3 AN TG TRC, 1) R 32 7579k R0 N R ST A31) ke I 41 o R 12 5 g R 13 RS B AR AT P it G4 v 1 1T 1 ) SCA
PAKN APT SCRY SR EIZS . pR . FBRITER SN REOR A . 2852008 eI SCANT 2y il — A4
FET R IHLEI RNN 4ufid a3 fl RNN f#05 25 I R B 1 25 78 — 07 I B4R 15, 12 07 V258 T B 4R 45 FO 2
J B HR PR R 6 PP 3 K s 07 df B P A e

LA I 2 T VR B 2% S0 IR B 58 7 43 R OK 22 42 v T 37 20 T % 85 ) %) T o, T S5 O 26 46 2 Bk 001 e - ik =2
AT CA K TAERZ AR 20T sigmoid B8 S E R P 8 20, K A8 SO R 04T Y1 3 b4t 2K b 40
Xt B 4 2 100 AR 1 S s LU R R T B s e AN I P B T A e X A ) R A 2 NS R AR A
ORI T R 23 AT DA A58 2K o 50, 0 T 8 23 A D8 A ) R0 o A A B8 1) X e 28 R Rk . % g VRl i — )2
LR — R0 20 Gl B 4l & SR BURFAE 3l 2 MRS 2 AN Al 200 B e B R IR, AR )5 PIF e i A
FRE R IR, IS )2 5 2 — A G — HURRAE WS 0 ) 35 U 5 e 1R B 2 5 67 SR P 2 P A e
3.3 WMETEN L

N AR 2 43 BT, 5 T SCAR AR ABLBE 1) 5 125 2% S B 4T A RNRR e AR 1 A ] DG P, G L 5l B 4T 4 v 1
PP S vk 4 55 TR P S Ee v PR B2 512 Ak 44 (¥ DC 2. Wang. 25 AUV EL Y LUK - SCARAABLE () 7 ¥k Dby v 7 v VP AR
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IRBL $A A RO AT AT SR B 1 715 o (R e 9 424 30 9 6 TRBL F) 1 R AR L TR A7 P e B A 72 o 0 AR
A RN K P 491 35 JE ) AN B AT R, R 2 SN VR 22 0 5C IR P BB i A AR T 1 B AR 5 ik
f 8 B 41 75 IRBL 5 32 R il B i 7 Ak RE T AN BEARLJE T SCAARABLEE 1 U o0ty B ARV 5 AR P ¥ 5 22 i
J 14 35 A DG TC i) R AN BEAR 47 17 LR e, D2 0 D0 A 110 Ay SR AR TR ) JF o 9t sl B 412 75 o 9 T AR RS 2% S0
AU K KA 550 P 422 48 5 0 e e P S DR 6 PO AR A £ S 55 48 M, 2 At P52 78 0 B 2 A7 T 5 PR 8, 2
T 5 B e F A T T SCARAUJRE () 75 5 2 s R ke o A 25 FURER P A5 B 1) g 7658 SC ) ST i U0 )
TR A7 U V48 22 A 18 25 1 R IBId 2% 50 APT SCRS L 350 H SCRY A5 SRS R 0750 UG fig ok b 412 2% A
TP B EJe 1 1] A DT C 1) 88 Polisetty 565 A SUPE 3 BT Bk T3 BE 2% ST 169 W B 5 A D5 s AE P I eh ity vl IR I,
P8 T SCAHAALLRE B D7 VR HEAT T BUE I A AN 22 57« TR A 8 AN 77 05 05 3 Y 48 A FEEAT 20 T T 9.
45 SRR R P 25 2] [0 7 v, FL B R A e B T 3 T A% G AR L 1K) 5k, O T AT 2 % M ] AN DL G )
7L A 75 2 5T 2 PR I RN ) R B

MTE R FEE (9 #13 JEE 53 T T SCA A ALURE 1) 7 VA MR 08 e 3 77 05 AN ) S AL B SCAF L eR R, 3 F MRS
A% 525 20 00 10 35 SCRFABUE P9 075 92 DRV PR N 2 DR 3, — JBCHIS R o7 2 SR ) 52 BT N Y 37 S5 AT RN BRI

4 HERA

R0 AN 7 ¥ 37 5% 75 5T 8 N G 0 e B 5 073 JS€ RIAE Ay 2 1) 75 SR AN [ 66 T TRBL 1) 58 Aok 2, IRBL J7 i
R T 53 A SCAFCR) D PR < 1 A SO0 AR AR S 200, I THRE AR A 41 FG o SCA RIS PR 22 K
SCAT o BN SCAF A 35 AN 2 SO R B SOAC e LA 6 IRBL J5 9110 5 )L BEA DXl LA X 45
4.1 XHE

H I, K2 80 IRBL J7 IR A7 B SCAF 2 ) 405 78 — AN BB I 7 0 — AN 4% SRR B PR BE R MR Z /N A
o SCATBRAEAE 25 TT RN 53T 2 0] e B 5 o DR AR SO 35 06 22 (945 U2, RS TR D7k EL Y 1 30 fF
) 1 B o 5 A7

Kine 55 N2 i 2 2 50k 1 712 ke S SCA 5000 0k g 5 A6 305 1 20, 00 7 el 1 5 SCAR R BB A 1 1)
R R R R X 25 BRVE R AR . 2844 . TR AIERE 4 30K, 200 v S i B R A O ARABLBZ O
HOBUE RS0 2 AESS 1 PR ORA7 A AN B B 0 0 1 AR AT kAN R T 9 SRS 4, % 7 AN A SR 1Y
FE PR, BT R 8 (0 R 5 1 F 200, R PI 45 R &2 5 %5 8.

WA ] 8 N USSR T T e e L S50 o A7 ¥ v e R 1 e B 7, 6 O ST AR g <A
AR B A 75 7 R RRE P AR O o I — A B o (L B B o U 5 A W8 T AN TR A R G R
LI o B M A vt 39 2 A1, W 22 R K e R 0 R S 4 X T P e A O R B A8 N SR
MUHE R TEIE, AL AR AL 10 1E SR A 24 55 (K0 88 I 27 20 R B 410 35 AR R P R B 1 x5 R {1 e 8 2
A7, 2 B B K 98 0 BRI U TR AR 1R P e g i B 4 755 AT R

Distante 25 A5 H — AW Bl 4 5 007755 1 B BT A AR BRI 25— A 22 I AL, 3 ok
(1 e 85 755 PN A2 e B DR 7 5 Sl B IR A A S AR G R RE e DR 15 BRI SR B R P B R 552 2 Bir B x5
BRI RE PSR 5C 10 22 A B B 4 5 2 7R SRV 3 s, v S0 (10 5 o 41 iy 5 AT O B o A 1 2 R IARLLEE,
AR ATBLRE &5 SR HE 38 5 K% 328 Bk o e P S Bl DA HE P 5 R

B DAL LT VR AR AR T SR G000 R 8 B 78 7 P A7 A — SRRE R 1A 7 1% AE A A7 A e i B 9 SR i S AT —
ANFIEEPEFIWT IAE IRBL A, o A7 £ SRR B R o = AL 05 152 (045 53 i IRBL J7 v 8 A ROR AN BLAR 2 R
R ANBILAE R e o 72 67 45 SRAE AR 45 T RN B, S T 4 384 0 o 78 67 J AR, I G ke o 52 67, 77 92 £ T A B B 3 A
T 8, K 45 (St — ol 0 B 7 AT ) T e B A 2 2 15 5 A 2 5 1 15 L, U A B B i B 1 B TR £
SN AR 25 R T SR AR T B A A TN e P AR A TSR B R T B L R . s DL I B PE IR
H it DU AL S B 75 AR PR A R R T B A 0 R A AR 3R DU B HE R (K T kAR PR e
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3/ AN R AR DU 2% 5 B AR5 e DA A T T 4. S e B A I A o SR T
(%l A A 15 2 755 0 T, 4R X OO0 £ Sl A 40 25 5 P 22 7 AT HE 27 5t B P oAb e A A5O3 3 g e
— NG (oracle) el 4, B ) TR IRBL J7 3/ E W #1E 7 51 A 47 FHLAAT T Dby s — AN HEFF A2 A1 11T 11,0501
B B R PP B H LA R P PRI I N A U5 SRR AE ) D 4 FEWRBES VP M RE R AT 64 MEAE) A3t
SCARRFECE AT 2 MDY FEEBRSAECE AT 8 MR RTCEERFAE (B 14 DFAE), 73X 4 RIHSAE |
I I TRIAT BT T A 45 S 5 0P 00 240 20 KT 3 BB W HE 3 910 35 20 S 2 T2
4.2 RERA

SN SCAR G TE AN B 5 A7 AL S LA o 0, 7 2T 5 N B ARy A i g AR 30 ke B F 48 S
TR BR BT Py 20 5 — AN B A 15, T R B PR S 52 02 5 T DK — A 2 gk i DR 3 K/
JF O P o OB R AR 25 T RN % BRI o 08000 F 0 s 5 2 L S G000 F B s 5 0, DR Ay L 2 46 A
R A P AR SCAC RN T B /D V23K 2 3 B0 0 ) £ 0 2 A28 K1 Dl s i 42 7 ) 38 AT R A

AWEFUN G SO 8 10 Fi JEE U 52, 3800 R R 37 £ 408k Nichols™* i Hy — 4> R B 1) IRBL J7 ¥, 1K
A ot B A1 25 01 B0 % o R Bl RN N BT IO B s R B RS2 B W ) e PR P SR e st A A
T L ST B A SR PR R B SO 5 UG8 A7 0 e B I 55 B0SR e, T L SIS A 5 8 0 ) bR A

5K S N2 18 55— b bR RO 5 7 VR, 08 T AR BRI, V2% R K AT AT R AT AU BE ISR P S,
B K1 S FA R 000 R R 8 e B U S A R

K
m® =m +a Y cos(m,m)m,cos(m;,m,) > 6, (14)
k=1,k=i

FEr g, my 43 1 2 7 R K T R R KT K G )RR s cos(my,mi) e s R KL i R R BT K P ARSEATBLRE, 6 on R BT 53T
At B R AR BZAFADURE 1~ B0 2 5 K SO AP T b B0 S8R 7 192, AT SCARMABLE +  F TS AR 8 FE A X
3 A7 LA R o KR ) FRARABURE B2 A B KR i) B 7S 1 KA S AR AL R 30D 1) 8 3 s gl JL v B s R

K
m® =Y ac, xm, (15)
k=1

L my R R K 1 1) B3R 7R acy & AN 3 AN AR BE AT R BR AT R BR B K TR ARLABLRE B9 SO 6T B SR B e B AR 4
AT T4 S I R HOH TR R

Youm &5 AT7RRL 5l [ 5 00067 FE A SC P20 500 400 8 4 o 50 2 i 1 SR AR ST 20 5o F40 mT 25 ST HE 3 51 3 11 6 il
b AT 10 B SO ) R T L 5 5 B AR T 1 SCASAH AR, R R S AR AR AR T g s AR R R R FR A B kR
VAR 40 %) R B8 T S BRSSP 4, B A B B T A5 R B ) PR BE VT 4

Rahman 25 A P92 W7 58 B0 591 1) S5 BES E A67 J7 925 MIBuML 3 3o 5% /N 48 2% 245 i) ok 1 1 o o MEAfG 3 A AT D
BNAS O TR AS o3 AT AHZ 5, 0 S AR U0 A2 17 A5 M AT 866 422 R T o 000 P ) R o AS A DG 11 B8 550 4% i AR A1 o 4
0 B FEEAT FR A BT B TR AR S AL R RN R T S S R R MBuUM 8 3E AT ] A L
fic., i “terminate”,“stop” 5 “close” V][] .52 56 45 52 B, MBuM £E K843 F 451 Hoks S B bR BOHEZE 56— 47

Davies %5 NV%x4 22 A5 R BETH 55 B0 B0 G IR RS E, A SCACAR 514 £ 53 s 41 725 38 5 o 20 10 A+
ABLEE s AN B R 25 110 £ 52, P 10 s R PR 455 1 by SRS AN BRI G — A 43 888, F s B AR 35 2 5 5 o
HAT 2, 4R 5 KT 37 2 A Bl B R 75 A A R B 0 28 ) I e T 4 R 5 A 5 D B I 8 D 7 A IR B P HE 44
(31 00 doe i B 173X 4 SRR AR P 4 Pk [ UE 93k s v B

el St o 5 20 S e o 5 A7, R A F SN B AR X 53 5 o 5 20 o RN ST 2003 B 52 437 45— X6F 5. Chaparrol g B
Rl & IR 2 R 5 AN 4> FRE . AT A OB HAEAT Jy(expected behavior). S IN D BEFIRAD J B IX 43¢
ARG HR Rl I N TR AR S5 R 5 AN A HEFU AL v T AR 31 ASAS [F] (10 3R S, JLRS 3R SO N SO 2Rk
PRI 00 S 36 45 SR 2R W < R I AT kg A 5 2 B T T A SR, A 0 43 45 o SO 3 G PR AR A R
{10 75 ) T R BB A % 25 B A o e B v B s O M BB LHNL 25 NP3 R A R i A 47 BE B (positional
proximity) >k & A 7 Bk H R B B 4 2 AR ABLRE , LUSE & ] 40 3 AN P A 8L 3 e 303 s B AT E s T 8
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PEFIACHS S A4 TE KL EE Locus B 03X P AN B RLEE 73 A HEAT HARTE 5 A0 ARS8 52 440 20, B 23 ok S e B 4 5
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Fig.4 Statistics of the number of papers with different granularity levels for IRBL
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number of positive instances in top t positions

(22)

R(t) =

PR (23)
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(10) Avg.Rank:iZ 3545 IR (A1 1) 2 T A S BE RS H 6 T 39 H 4 L B A 0N
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|Fs N Ryl
ot Fg FOR B B4R 15 1 20 SEAE ST R P A e Fr R HERE ISR FA TR P B rank, SRORFE PR £ 1)
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(11) AFH@n(average first hit at top-n):ixFabriR W FLEHEFFIR T 5 1 A EREFRP SR 3 HE 44 i 5
TERN R TAER, i E AL
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o,(rank;) = (28)
n, rank; >n
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AFH @n = == o (29)

o rank; RoRHE P AR P 1 AN EBEBIEL HE 4.
AR b A R PSR K £ BE 2% £E, Zhao 25 NPT E ONAR M BBUR (cost-effective) 1 £A FE 4 T, 35 T AR A
7 TAEBr s X3 AN BB e A M fe 46 b (Effort@k. MAE(mean average effort), MFE(mean first effort), AR .
(1) Effort@t: 1% Fr iR [B] 1) 2 BT 7 A7 AH I b 72 P BT A8 28 1)~ F B A0S A7 A AR Lo B A 0k

¢ Loc(f,
Effort @k = "‘zr; | () (30)
by RO S | PR D ] AR P LOC BREER IR TR P L AT AT SR R m ik

Ty 5 AL 1R il 4 4175 2
(2)  MAE:ZHR bk 7 1) 52 5 7 Gl B 432 15 1K) T A7 B e e R R T A6 98 (10~ 38 A (K 33 8, 2 i b MAP (K]
AR AL A 0N

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



B FATEERRORS T R EE 267

ek

S

>, LOC(f;)

Avg(p) = ; 31
SR Frrererraerme )
MAE = éi AvgP, (33)
(3)  MFE:iZ b i [a] (1) 52 58 A e B 25 I 3 1 ANk AR P BE I 3T 78 9l 1) AR R 3. Foh A AN
MFE :éi,zkl LOC(f;) (34)

Seb rank, o BB § 55 1A BB HE 4.
ASCAFELAT TRBL. FCH 6 F 0P R P AR B P CHOIERT T 4634 9 AN EAT O 24
T A48 0 22 PR ] (L0006 % SR, B 2 24 LA 4 Mo A 7 123 G P 4000 9 b
J& MAP. Top K Rank Fil MRR, IS4 b 1) 4 RS b MRt 2 50,6050 DM A M A LR DA
BRI i P B8 18 RO (L4 Effort@k. MAE 7l MFE.

Table 4  Statistics of performance evaluation measures

x4 VEREVFIIRIRSETE

hidie) febr FAH A RE AR | e febs ZAH I RE 1 A )

1 MAP 66 201101 9 SCORE 2 20111
2 Top K rank 59 2008 10 Avg.Rank 1 20131
3 MRR 50 201218 11 Effort@k 1 2015
4 R@t 14 2012127 12 MAE 1 201582
5 P@t 13 201227 13 MFE 1 201552
6 First relevant rank 5 2008 14 Rank of retrieved files 1 2011141
7 AUC 4 20167 15 AFH@n 1 201857
8 f-measure 3 20145 — — — -

6 WNBERESLES

& IRBL o, DA T U8 00 i AR BBORDGS 5 5 W TN 52— SBCAE P P 000 H B AT RF2 B 9T 3K A
SO TRBL HR 3 A A0E P PR D 00 5040 3 e 52040 P O B30 o A P g e A T Uk 4,5 (5 i B F S0 N % R AT S 6
o LR A SRR 50K 5 AU B EoR R 3 PRI £t 4.

Table 5 Usage statistics of evaluation datasets

%5 VRIECRE OGRS

B OBIREAR O BIMEHRE ERMEHENE | P HH 4 44 FR S RE AR B[
1 Aspect] 48 201111 12 Mozilla 7 2010
2 SWT 41 2012 13 Ant 7 201347
3 Eclipse 29 2010 14 Jodatime 7 20137
4 DT 22 20131 15 Rhino 6 201010881
5 Zxing 19 201208 16 Derby 5 201412
6 Tomcat 19 201451 17 Eclipse platform 5 2016
7 Birt 13 201451 18 Pig 5 201412
8 Eclipse Ul 11 20101 19 Maven 4 2014120
9 ArgoUML 9 20081 20 JBOSS 4 201217
10 PDE 8 20167 21 APACHE 4 2012t
11 Lucene 8 20141 22 Jedit 4 201247

IRBL A (K] 3 1 A7 K4 4 1 2 PR AR B 41 75 AN PR A G, EAT B 135G 28 00 W S Nl B 4 75 AN R PR A G 1)
RGN 5 Fror BRI 3 30 5 A P TE Hu 7 vk AN B B 2 4 m TR, 75 N T3 i e AN Ja T B o Py i
B P T 2 0 Bugzilla ATJIRA S5 F A B2 RS 23 T80 58 A B0 30T O I35, vl DA b 4%
TP, SRR A B TR E 2N Git, CVS M SVN 25 858250 R 0T — R H Dallmeier 25 APSHE H 1)
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Fig.5 Collection process of bug localization datasets
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