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Abstract: Mutation testing is an effective software testing technique. It helps improve the defect detection capability of an existing test
suite by generating mutants that simulate software defects. The quality of mutants has a significant impact on the effectiveness of
mutation testing. The traditional mutation testing approach typically employs manually designed syntactic rule-based mutation operators

to generate mutants, and has achieved some academic success. In recent years, many studies have started to incorporate deep learning
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techniques to generate mutants by learning historical code from open source projects. This new approach has achieved preliminary
progress in mutant generation. A comprehensive comparison of the two mutation techniques, i.e. rule-based and learning-based, which
have different mechanisms but both aim to improve the defect detection capability of the test suite by mutation, is crucial for mutation
testing and its downstream tasks. To handle the problem, this study designs and implements an empirical study of rule-based and
learning-based mutation techniques, aiming to understand the performance of mutation techniques with different mechanisms on the task
of mutation testing, as well as the variability of the generated mutants in terms of program semantics. Specifically, this study uses the
Defect4] v1.2.0 dataset to compare the syntactic rule-based mutation techniques represented by MAJOR and PIT with the deep
learning-based mutation techniques represented by DeepMutation, UBERT, and LEAM. The experimental results show that both
rule-based and learning-based mutation techniques can effectively support mutation testing practices, but MAJOR has the best testing
performance and is able to detect 85.4% of real defects. In terms of semantic representation, MAJOR has the strongest semantic
representation capability, and its constructed test suite is able to kill more than 95% of the mutants generated by other mutation techniques.
In terms of defect representation, both types of techniques are unique.

Key words: mutation testing; mutation analysis; empirical study; defect detection
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AR S R0 I E R N B R R, PR A — AR R AR AT AE RS, B AL A
RIS, FFATPRA IR B LR IR 7 ot IR IRE R, TR EREEEINEMNRNEFHAL, BS
DA FH 8 v I 5 TF AR 22 1 1) o] Sk

BRAEMREN T ZESMRE S EFIETRENEZE, X TAERTE KA — R/ E LN, &
FAEER A S (PR 58 THREAT IR P A 5%, LR ARG Tester™. MuJaval®l, Jumble!*!, Javalanche! .
MAJORIVAT PITU, 33 8 56 F 10U 1428 S B0 A £ 7 A8 53 RS R A A oz i Mo BUAS — s F SRR I 4E
K, W TAEG GIRES IEAR, @id % I FFFETUE Pi AR A R F ik, A HE AR DeepMutation(f#
DML uBERT!A LEAMU. H R, %3 5 7248 AR A= i 7 T ERAS 7 & N BER  45 1

SR, FRATAER B, B T2 7 A5 kB AR 5 R0 R e 22 ) 4% e A B2 R AR A A AR F AL, X
PR RIS ST REMUEEEES LHEEREER, BARERTFIE X LRI RE, &
A AR IR AR TR A, B = SRR A AT L T R SR R KA R R A
1) 22 5 14 A0 IE AT 1

NTHEANE WA A H, ARSCERE T B BARTRE B RN T E O 0978 F BR (MATOR i PIT)AI 3 Fif
e S T 0 2 T VR J 2% ST 8 B 4% R (DeepMutation uBERT 1 LEAM)#EAT 40T Eb %t 2047, 5 DUE TAEAR, &
SCAM R T BATHER F R AT 55 1 (0B AR PR B, 38 TR 15 SCI A R A T AR A 3 o (93 SURe i, &
o EAARE N SR ESLEE RS ), IR INEATZ AR (R BRI, A RBE A 4L 70 . Mk, &
BB L AN R AR SR, M R A R VA AT I T B RS SRR, S ik R
FHOUE 28 5 AR SR AL T 58 00 77 ).

ELARH, AR SCLL Defectd] v1.2.0 IR AL %, HE MAJOR 1 PIT Q3 3L T8 1L M0 (128 S5 B2
AR FEL DeepMutation. UBERT il LEAM AMRE K TIREEI AT FHA. 45 RFH: BTN E S04
RGO B R F AR LB, H MAJOR FIIR AR B, BEREHRTIN 85.4% M) F AL B, 7818 L Fmwm b
MAJOR B i (15 AR AR /1, 5T A id iR AR e 8 % JEH R 8 B BOR AR U T 95% o L il
S EBREERAE L, PSRRI Bl TR0 A AR R R O A s iR e R R A AR E
BREE ), METEINEBRBARGEG S S LT SCE UTREFEE RIiGHE R

AR EE TR R :

o TJFRECHATE XIS, AT IR 5 I T Java (S REORIMERE, G352 Rl 2 AT

AR S HARE 3 Bl bt EFEIMEREA
o FERMUBEHHESE IR SHHAE % IR SEGFEARA RN R AEERFE L L ER TS IEL T
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A 2 FAARRNAE SRR SR TAE. 5 3 50 w4 F L i 1 T Feshpl. 5 4 75
ik BRI ST it 5 5 TR IF T LIRS IR, B 6 WX IR 45 RAAT IR, B 7 AT IHE X RR AR
FIREFCA. 2 8 RS AU REAR KR TAE.

2 BER5MEXIME

2.1 TRMWLEARES

A5 5338 (mutation testing) L HR 9 T35 5 B9 IR (mutation-based testing)!'™, & 3L 78 F AL FE HiEAN RN
B PR VE A R R AT AR BB, AR I A X e N T8 R BT 45 3, PRI E A 3k 18
T AN JE X 1 b i

AR SR, AR P AR N R R I (original program), Wi 51 45 A AR 9 £ 4 (test suite). 7F R FE
T H N NN T S VR A R 1 FERR N AR R (mutation), 7% 7 JERE P45 B 147 A2 FE R O AR 72 4R (mutant).
A8 2378 S5 W ARE SR — RV 8 X REE AR, B3 B VAR 57 5T (mutation operator), X JiE FE 7 H
FEREITEER. FRAEREFIET—IKE RS BMET BN — 28 F & (first order mutant), HBEAT ik K&
DL B AR S 15 B A2 5 FR 4 w51 48 5445 (higher order mutant).

BT HEBT PERLREE MG, FREPATEES T 30 AT RE . Bk, X THEA
AR m, W THEENRAG ¢, HPATEREm 5 P EAREIRX 5 m 5 P AT R), IAFRME G
t BEE R TE(KIID) B AR m, BUE AR T m BB ¢ A58 BN, WFRAE R m NAERE 2 75 (surviving
mutant). TEAFIELRET, FLB A BREIREES LS EEFAEER, HEDR LS ERF TE%EM0,
XL 5 IR T AN A S AR FR OSSN 2 5745 (equivalent mutant).

FEIETAR S 78 /0 MR AE I R, 38 LAARZE 028 A O IR H AR, IR A 28 57 4 #(mutation score)!' 4 bx
VA ILA MR EM M. B R 8E LA R(DFTR, BE EETIRERRIENE R BB S TG
RSN A AR 1) L AR

_ | Kill(M,T)|
| M.all | —| M .equiv |
Hob, Mall RESMBE R, Mequiv REEM L R ME, KillM,DRE THE M EARIEMAL mEE. {IHAE
FERERFCET A AL AN A8 S AT, HEUAS 100% 50748 S5 40 3, I DA Rzl 2 40 2 — A8 7 e 40 (i 2 4
(mutation adequate test suite).
2.2 TREARHR

Bl A A8 R K R, B SCHRAR RV 2 AR AR TR 5 1028 AR AR R R, 8T AR O A8 7 R (mutation
technique)!" ). X L85 5 F A 88 FH LA S FE AR S AR 1 5 T A OO s 24 gk g O T AR SR Y
WK 2 2T IR FH R BRI S 8 SRR, ik, 40 R BAR K 2 MR P iEE, RAML
SE LK N LB e T AT A e, dE T AR O AU R . RE A IRVE AR A, BB ) R T T R AR
FEARAHE Tester™., MuJavall, Jumble™. Javalanche®. MAJORIAN PITI4

W FE R, 56T a7 S VR U 2 e 72 A 18 S AR AN RE AR A AU 3R BLSE B EEO Y N TR FHE G
FARE R FARR R &, BEAN R T2 H SRR EAR. Brown 2 AP S 4 N FFIR IR H )] S48
TR AR R LR S B AR A . H R, Brown 25 AP M IFIEA X GitHub ¢ C 18 = 51 B F 48 H B
AT BAZ YR B A A F & (wild-caught mutant)”, BISEFRFFARACRE H PSR BB, F T IRHNE BN AL R 4
ARAE R AR R BR . Beller %)\[ZS]T%H:;‘T Mutation Monkey, T ReY H sk 3 77 5 AR B A 4 AR A5 =
F RGN A2 5 57 Khanfir 2 AP H T 5 T5 SRR B AR IBIR, @i IS B a IR 1 HRIE S
FFAE 5 A T8 SCRRAE T SR B AL B, @ 18 R AR TBar i [ 4 (AT RE 28 57

TEHAEIREN I AT, RS IETENR AT 2 SURE R T AR, HaTtA — 2 TER

x100% (D
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FI 0 22 X 2 AT ARG AE 5. 5% Brown 25 AP A4 25 524K i &, Tufano 25 AU H T DeepMutation, #
FH T S5 1 25 ) &4 L 25 0 3R AR 20 2% o) BB A2 7 B IE R AR I s A 0. A T IR A& M 445 R 32 7 10AE
PAER Y A SRR R R AR AR, Tian 2 AR T LEAM, FIF—MMBIEIE SR, 3T 4000 28 MR
UL Transformer AT R, T KBTI GG 5 B BTE S AR S SR A B S8R I, Renzo
s NIBHE T UBERT, 83T Mask 2 )5 15— 7 B ) Token I FH Fil I 2518 = % CodeBERTPS% 2 1 i 4T
255
2.3 T RIMIK STIERA

A e B — AR 7 23 1 v MU (adequacy criterion). T SEUERIT T 3 2 [ 98 FLAT Dy 78 40 i o U f00 A5 280
JRFE, IR ILUAAE SR IR E AR I 181 f 5 ik D s T A 465 ) Ak 7 40 MEE D) (31 i ) B 2 L ARAD
AT > S A AR AR S5 AL 78 A0 MR )OS Just 2 A B0V L A8 7 RINE A 7 25 45 5 B B R AR 55
Hoop, Al A8 F R /E IR bR B B A 6 . Chekham 25 APV i 5206 % B K T 58 48 5 (strong
mutation) (0 32 v U5 BR P AR B ELAT SR AR G, A TR B . oA i R RIX 3 R e ot vE I
5 R BRI 2 8] R B B 5 A R S 1. Papadakis 25 APl i AR SR MR bR B T AR B R EE K
NSRBI TR AR DG 1, WO TE RS IR E R R/ SR TR, AR 500 B BB T 2 8] A7 78 585 IR AH 56
Py HRRIMREM KNG, WE 22 AR DS EMEI M. A, TR LR EFAE R
T IRIAS 3 B, T LT 2 R T Gk A PRI 2. Chen 25 APV B BOHE S S 4 ) /B, 76 43t Papadakis %5 A
TESCHR[37]H M58 2105, BT L 1 70 S 5 10 ) 7 5 0K 790 P DAL 1D 7 0k A U PR 2. AT R B e
1B A 5 AR AE A B 78 70 Ja, PR IS T2 S il i v T, R % 15 281) B8 4 g e g s 2k SR

BEAR, — e T ) A A R R T FE X R 9L, Kintis 25 A2I7E Defectsdl 1.0 _LiTAl T 4 Fifh G748 7o
A(MuJava. MAJOR. PIT Fl PITev) kKM fE 71, FHak A TR HAR B, Gopinath %5 AMOMEZS T
Java Wi H FET ZFgbr(l 4L 50 8. /N8 RAEEASE) PN T 3 Fife4 T A (Judy. MAJOR 1 PIT)[
ROR, R BX L T AR B B BRI 2, ME LI B R 5495 . Ojdanic %5 AI7E Defects4J 2.0 1 fH 4
A 7 AR (PIT. DeepMutation. WBERT Al IBIR)R T T 248 57 55 JR A2 7 2 18] (B A AR A6 5 18 SUBAk 1 #H 96
. Tian 25 A\UIE Defectsd) 1.5 E LA T 4 #2874 R(MAJOR. PIT. DeepMutation A1 LEAM)E 3 N TAT
(A SR IR 0 HE 5 A B S ) A9 PERE. Ojdanic 8 AYYE Defects4) 2.0 b A 3k F 22 5 A9 28 B4k
PRPESRIG L T 4 Fh AR SRR (UBERT. IBIR. PIT I PITrv) () Bk Al 4g

BT, Mok Z M TIESE GIREAIEAR, FIHMS ML A ik i 4 A8 s R . AR, A1E
BR, H TR R 5 v N AR S5 R R A 2 X % B 2 T R T AR AN B 1 AR B ALER . X TSN [E] (1 AR R AL
FEAAN 2 06 A8 AR IR E T A R B e, BAA v Re 2 F R 1008 L 2B R, & RS AR 5
WA R, BRI, B AT SRS = 41 19 SEUE B 78 Bl 58 80 ) R 26 F 2 30 X P R 2R AR R BORTE 1 g
) 2 5 1 FH IR AS .

RNT AN AT A, ASCEFE T PR TSRO R AR R BR (MAJOR 1 PIT)DL K 3 FhEEF iR
2 3] 078 53 4 R (DeepMutation. WBERT F1 LEAM)#EAT A TH 0 EC AN 23 BT, AR SORITPAS 7 A FAE F AR
FE DB M B8 (A 25 (B i g R 00 R SR DA B R SR R A5, I TH M X PR R B R MR P B Ak, E s
58 Y B 7T A AR A R SRR, R B T SRR A AR AR AE — S I IE A, TT DL A LR
THAR S AR B AR RO IX —HIF 6 B R AR R I T R R IR R R B4 T A MR I T 4%

gE b, ARSI A Y S T 1 5 2 2 ) B 2R AR R ROR R TR SRR Y, AN VEAL T AR AR
WRAT 25 (B ARYEBE, IE M5 BB ASFE 08 X W Fo A2 B A8 S A o SCReME, N E R N R elcast 3 7+ B A
SRR SR (Y DL AR

il 5 2, AL TAER AT 3405w

1) HXEJE T R R 5 2 5 7 28 3 R AR AR S ARAT 25 10 Rk 5 vk g

2)  PRITIX A S AR AR AR AR A SR R
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3) I HTIK PN RAL R A A AR R SO B AT O R SO P
3 fAEE

ARATIETF Defectsd] (ARAS 1.2.0)H AT, S 2F J KU AN 36 T2 ) (1748 S 43 R A i 11 728 ke 1) 22 91
LA, SRR AREZESNI LN ZER, DA SRR ARE LR, BT mpR S, ~ e R ER
— 4> 5 R AR SRS . BRATVE F SRt R B IEARED, 4 m s B E AR

Kl 1 JB7R T Time-10 HHFE 528 AL, Time-10 & Defectsd] $#E4E Joda-Time I H 1155 10 D E 2B E.
FE1ZG T, JFKETE chrono.set T 5 VERISE 2 NS H0h£38 T BHREUE OL, HANT /2% chrono.set {7
2 ANBHETCN START 1972 (Bl B2 T 20Lx365Lx86400Lx1000L). 7EAF it 2941, MAJOR ff] EVR
(expression value replacement)% 57 5 14 START 1972 BIMR{H M 2Lx365Lx86400Lx1000L 48 5724 OL, M T &
W7, R, RTEIMNBRBEARYLFEEIZERME. %6 FiH: S0t mERE Tt
THREEETCREFRNERINE TR, MR RO d AR 7 8.

EfEID: Time-10 HiffEfiT#E74:: BaseSingleFieldPeriod.Java

@@ -49,7 +49,6 @@ public abstract class BaseSingleFieldPeriod
- private static final long START_1972 = 2L * 365L * 86400L * 1000L;

@@ -102,7 +101,7 @@ public abstract class BaseSingleFieldPeriod
- int[] values = chrono.get(zerolnstance, chrono.set(start, START_1972), chrono.set(end, START_1972));
+ int[] values = chrono.get(zerolnstance, chrono.set(start, OL), chrono.set(end, OL));

MAJOR

EVR: 2L * 365L * 86400L * 1000L |==> OL

Bl 1 Time-10 BEFE5Hr

B 2 g7~ 7 Chart-8 MG 578 B 48RS, Chart-8 /& Defects4] 334 JFreeChart T H [ 55 8 > EL Sz HfE.

FAPEID: Chart-8  FAPAFRTEZE: Week.Java

@@ -172,7 +172,7 @@ public class Week extends RegularTimePeriod implements Serializable {
public Week(Date time, TimeZone zone) {
1/ defer argument checking...
- this(time, zone, Locale.getDefault());
+ this(time, RegularTimePeriod. DEFAULT_TIME_ZONE, Locale.getDefault());
LEAM

- this(time);

+ this(time, zone, Locale.getDefault());

Kl 2 Chart-8 SE M7

FEZG o, PR AR HOK BN X 25 & RegularTimePeriod DEFAULT TIME ZONE {F°A this #Jit 88
(B HER Week DI 2 M EEN, HAN TR BOAR XA & & il & zone. 7ESLIRH, 1ZGk G2 T
MR AR LEAM Bl B Rd P, LEAM ¥iEf) this(time,zone,Locale.getDefault(-)) %% 7 A
this(time), B SEIL T ¥4 38E 4% 55 B A

Week ZEHAELE Week(Date time)ii&#%, AT N WA Week(time,RegularTimePeriod DEFAULT TIME
ZONE,Locale.getDefault(-)) \ T fift /2 BRI, Rk, LEAM AIX —2F B Rk il oh B BB I Chart-8. T8 = K55 HY
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B SE Y, FT AR R B R BNZ G, %] T AR R R W UE R A N 2
FE BRI A, REfs 3 B BLIURE i o 0 78 72 s B

o T it AR, AR AU ORI A AR A S B I E SR, B, 55
(K728 57 HOR (B MAJOR)3E i 91 BT (10 18 i3 A2 b U (B2 57t 553 ) 0f s 8 VA JC R B AT 28 i A, 22 T
S 30 PR S AR U B T R R SO A TR e A T A 4 ) A R R O A R AL BRI, fEIE RS b,
TR P9 A2 S B A R A S AR A I WA, R MRS S I T A A 3] AR S R AR ) AR S A
X E R ZHE, FE TR AR 7 bR SOl SCHERL T AR . 281, A RBORIER LB B2 R A2
Wi 22 5 AR K TR L A, AT W] fiE S AR AR AR TS SUR T DL 57, AT 520 22 53 K (K AR AR S0 B EIR
IR GUSE T A0 3 T 2 3] B A8 S B R A 2R 3 S A R 1 22 R A

4 S

ARSI R AL W& 3 R, (RS 4.1 Fih, ANEARSCRUER 3 TR EH 4.2 Fih, AEHsk
B FE R A FEARSL G FE R . AR5 4.3 559, A48 S50 P 8 A AN HE 2R LK 38 5 Bl 7 B SRR X R AR 58
4.4 75 AR SR AR A AR NUE BT, FESE 4.5 T, ARSI T AR AN AL &L 7ESE 4.6 T,
RTIIAEE B E. EE 4.7 Trh, A HSLRIPA T ST 1R in

(s41@5mE —
§ 4. 2B RERERF § 4.3JLAESR §4.1SHEAM
Caman || e

RQ2

| wEey mL A —
N/ ﬁ

N
-[ 5?.3%3@; ||:> -~ ]\ﬁ?” - ]

|
[ sd4TBEIH |

B3 sER iR B A

4.1 fRZEIRE

BT LB A, BT R00 A0 BE T2 S A8 R R A BRI R AR TEIEVE RS EAAEEZE R, FFrTRexd =
FEFPAE AR AR AN M. 7 AT E P 2R B R AR il e A 1 22 e e, A SCHR 9 3 /N 9T 1) A

o RQI: WA F R AN FHETH R E 1 BB i 58 70 1 &kork?

1 ANRERAEREAET R WA S LR, ik, UAFEZFEAREROIEFN T R4
AR E bR, 18 50050 F G115 TF A4 3E A R R B A, ST HAE Defects4l b BB AR I 5 R

o RQ2: WAL TR A BNAR T AR T8 U M2

B2 ANAER AR F AR A B R ATEE L BRI R, Sl DOREZE R AR AR fl 7R R A g
W HbR, 18BN IE, I L BOZ IR A 7E F R R AR AR A e s b R 28 R

o RQ3: WA 4 AR Az B 78 T R R AL S B P SRR 2

3 AR TR F R A BRI AR AR TE R ARSI IRRRE ). DNk, BT AN ER B ER AR R R
{0 B SR B RSOV RICR,, R U A R AL 1) 28 S5 1 SR B SR A i
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4.2 TEFARIEE
T VP AS FHUER [ AR 55 7 T AR SR 52 i, 25 FEIUA STER TR 28 R RIS SR
AR, % MAJORSAN PITU 98 I 2L T8 U 148 B F R AT LA DeepMutation (fii#R DM)H2,
UBERTI!AI LEAMUDG AR R 3L TR EF I WA R R AR, £ 1 NS ADERNE 7 XS B AR S, T
fRITEAHIX 5 FhAR 53 1 A A DB LA R A N B S0 13
K1 TRERZ400

AL WIES A 505 3K AR S 5 AR BT AR YES €S
MAJOR Java e 1 9 Fh AR 5T -
PIT Java FA 1 100 Z P R 5T -
DeepMutation (DM) Java WA [ NMT-based encoder-decoder fix-bug H4f %
UBERT Java YA 1 CodeBERT LR SiERE
LEAM Java VR ALY = syntax-guided encoder-decoder fix-bug £ i 4

e MAJOR

MAJOR & — Mg id 2 48 F 8 R, 8 #1572 77 10 B 518 75 W (abstract syntax tree) #4748 5. B 7f,
MAJOR £/ T 9 FiAF {57, 4358 AOR (arithmetic operator replacement)s COR (conditional operator
replacement). EVR (expression value replacement). LOR (logical operator replacement). LVR (literal value
replacement). ORU (operator replacement unary). ROR (relational operator replacement). SOR (shift operator
replacement)f1 STD (statement deletion). 7EAF 7 it FEH, MAJOR Bk Rk 1 Fi 7 8P IT B RE8e/E, A
—Br ARSI R MAJOR 1.3.4 JRIRRRCA. 8 1 HEACHI 21, JT )8 MAJOR1.3.4 SCRFH AT 9 Fidg
/T

e PIT

PIT & —F Wi 2L R HAR, WX Java A RBEAT AR 7, NI S g PR F44. H G, PIT X H
A S HFHT TR, MILSEELT 29 I 120 PSR AR R H UL fEAE R AR, PIT 100 AR
JF AT — B A8 . SRR A PIT 1.7.4 WUA. O T HLE R4 TE P, JFE PIT 1.7.4 SCREET 100 FPA8 51

e DeepMutation (DM)

DeepMutationt 2 & — AN Jk F 11 28 [0 2% M1 2% B 1% 45 78 (neural machine translation) 48 B AR, BB 5 >
FHIE Java TiH W6k EAE 2 5228 BN AR P 34T A8 . SR A SCHR[45]HF VR Y DeepMutation. MR SCHRH
®, RS A TR R AR A

e UBERT

UBERT! L — AN F 9 4)I| 2515 5 B8 (CodeBERTP ) ({1 28 5 A . uBERT [#% 02 /& CodeBERT, —/ME4Y
i Java FEN W 6 FRRFE S . L 6 B AP LT IOUIZRI RAE S A, A8 e #2 vh, uBERT i85 ]
VERRNT IR R, JEPEFE)T R Token #E1T Mask, #32 H1 CodeBERT Tl 5 2 5. ARHE T, uBERT # #t
Mask 4t ) Token 75 3|48 F K. SZ86 R SCRR[131F R FUBERT. ARG SCHRHliiA, K FuBERT BUAKC E, *EE
o A AT RS AR EAT P AT A 5

e LEAM

LEAMULR — MBI S0 3T 40 5 2% 55 %% 48 ¥4 (syntax-guided encoder-decoder architecture) )48 57 4%
R, NTEHFEMERT BT S 850E 5, LEAM K25 R SR QOB R, JFomag s L S5 85015
B N T REAERIRTIEE BT, LEAM 5N T AN R Java 1BVERUN. A2 5id f2 4, LEAM 1 %616 H
TR SR T AL A B, AR5 AR R AT A A8 7. LEAM 38R X Beam Search 5%, i R 2E A28 7 44
fIZRETE. SCIGR I SCHR[341JT R T LEAM. fR 518 SCHIR, SLI6 B E BeamSearch K/ 64.

4.3 MAAERESZE R
250K A Defectsdl 48 S MAMESE, FRASS M 1.2.0. Defectsd] $24E T — RAIE B 47 1048 S 2 11, 3
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B FE N GLAR Tava F2 57 IR IREBAAT 45 . [FIR, Defectsdl 4L 7 30 E AN MW IFIFRIN B A ¥2 4 10 B SR, X
SR B 2 A AR e s AR 2 S AR Y. Defectsdd St ANBGES L T /M AL EE, BD
W T 1B E R A (fixed version) 5 B[ i A (buggy version) i 5 =4 B Bl I8 I AR SEAC RS, 48 95 AN A Hh 11
&AM B I AR 15 B Defects4] SNEEAN LI RARIR AL T — NI R & MK B (developer test
suite), FHAVEL A/ 1 ANBELE BRI IR AR b ok sk B 0 B (triggering test).

2R T SLIW RIE MHEAEE, Hd, F1<0H ID"RRIE FRIRFE, ZI<IH &R Mz <shia s 5
I3 MR NIUH 4244 DAL B i s B, A0 sk 49 0 A0 2 < ARRE AT $0 R 7 12 I H B BRAS 1R I A
BERIBATE. DIPB, SLIGIESE T Defects4] #1 6 Ui H(Chart. Closure. Lang. Math. Mockito Fl Time)-
i 395 AL BRI AT SE

# 2 Defectsd) SLIR N RIEAAF L

BiH ID T H 47 IR eE] I 1 % AR EEEE 53 HT BB
Chart JFreeChart 26 2193 152k 26

Closure Google Closure compiler 133 7911 261k 80
Lang Apache commons-lang 65 2191 60k 52
Math Apache commons-math 106 4378 171k 90

Mockito Mockito 38 1379 57k 35
Time Joda-Time 27 4042 83k 23
Mt — 395 — — 306

4.4 TRESH
WRAEIA SCERU T ik, ¥ Defects4d Hr &AM 70X RIS S ARA LN IEBIAR A, B FARR AR LA A —
ANMRFERIPERE. Bk, TEBERAFRBEE RARERE; R, ETTBRSNTWENREMNS, &5, 16t
R AR AR b 3R AT AR, SRR 2 A i A P o P DS P 4811, UL A ol A R U 12% Sk
RS Nl S 5./ a1 I i e ) R 7 W W -3 7
o TEAEMRMYE, ETARBREA, EGEMNANGEERA KGR FAE ST F k.
o TEMNRBY B, PATA AL JH AL RIS R R HAT A 1. Bk, X8 Rkt T gm e, %
Fr Y R AR S, FEAE R T R R i i g 3 1 R S AR S8 4 R I [E] A S min,
R LR AR S AR IR T 2 2R
o TEIIEMT B, MIBIEPATE R IERE S B RAE L S0 R LR AL A T AR JARGR T AT
RAEABIT . PWAFAR S R A ). T R S AR AR — AN AN AT i AT, i e R
WA R A TR, Rk, AR SCER[34) R, BB E TR AR Rk
o I, Wil IR 1T R R A A T S0 A
BT REGEHER VLT R AR LI, FAEFTE ZF B AR B GETE A L%t % AR R Rk, WHRARRT
B IR F L. ROV T HRKMISE R ARG LR B R AR, B/ — SR80 H s 58
MR ORT RGN, SLih RTEE B RORER e ) A4 i J R i s gt 4 Btk 47, Jodr, DM B AR LIETE
Closure =R S230 % % k4748 5, Ak, Closure LIsRI&xT St T H 4 4 PR R R R ATIHIE R, AR
FH I SE B8 X RN T Bk R AN 3R 2 58 6 Bl sk a7 Btas, S48 306 NMERFA. N T TE BR SEIR ALY, BT A
SEIR AT T 20 IRE E LK
£ 3 BR T AR REAREBERE) 8 g0 TR B8R ) A T 230 (o B 82 I8 S i B . P390
5, &8 —A XML, MAJOR, PIT. DM. uBERT Ml LEAM 4342 5% 550.7. 2006.6+ 16.4. 3044.9 1 1121.3
AR AR, BT 4R B 530.8. 1983.8. 6.7+ 820.1 F1 408.4 PNAE 4K, 4%k N 96.4%. 98.9%. 41.1%- 26.9%
' 36.4%. Ak b, TN IR AR S BOR B AR B0 (>96%) ) 4 B8 T 52, 17 ik T2 2T AR e BOR 9 1 1
T HEAR(26.9%—41.1%). #ETd 38, HALEFEALIAT R I, MAJOR. PIT. DM. uBERT #1 LEAM A T 741
AR SR 2% B o 360.1. 1078.3. 5.0, 601.5 Fi1 299 4.
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% 3 Defects4] SEI N REEAR(E B

AR SRS AR S H R /N FIy K
MAJOR 2.0 550.7 3628.0
PIT 12.0 2 006.6 13 822.0
A DM 1.0 16.4 110.0
UBERT 15.0 3044.9 20 345.0
LEAM 8.0 11213 8717.0
MAJOR 0.0 530.8 3510.0
PIT 12.0 1983.8 13 426.0
] G AR DM 0.0 6.7 35.0
UBERT 0.0 820.1 6 164.0
LEAM 0.0 408.4 6 638.0
MAJOR 0.0 360.1 2673.0
PIT 0.0 1078.3 11 188.0
4ebidE DM 0.0 5.0 35.0
UBERT 0.0 601.5 3242.0
LEAM 0.0 299.4 2329.0

4.5 TEEH

o WHRRYE

nmEk 3 fw, ARZREAREL AR B ERRER. BREREREERTREARNANEREZ
—, AN T B AT, PR sl izl . Bk, SEe s TEAR AR I R AR SR S RIS R R S MRS
EREATSRIG . AR AR SR R BTSN AR R ER M R KN B IME mutant_min_num; 8 )5 385 BEHL
SR AR AR 5 4 AR 3 T 42 HORAE mutant_min_num A7 AR, &GRS 20 RE E 90 REUCE 45 R

Hi# 3 W %1, DM &R AEHER D> T HREBREAR, LKV, UL DM NEAMERFERNN
mutant_min_num 1755 B 46 7 BEARAN AR SRR G Rk, BRIk, $%0 5256 25 5 All. Control w/ DM 5 Control w/o
DM X 3 P&, AR RMEH SO ITE. H5E DM K62 R AR E AL & DM %648 AR5 &,

o MREMRN

PUAT SCHRCOAIR B, R A (0 /NG T R R (4 R B v e o DRk, S o Sk ol ik
BRNX AR BN, HREGANRIN R T B [ AR 5 4 AR R AR o KN iR KA rest_
max_num; RJG, 2T test max num WIE 2 B 75 @0 10%), 8 FEHLRAE W7 WNEA 2R R IR E
R T8, W, BTSN T EHT R,
4.6 FELE

SEI (AR FR B N — B AE RS AN Ubuntu 18.04.4 LTS FIRSS 58, HAbFE 245 80 Intel(R) Xeon(R)
Gold 5218R CPU@2.10 GHz. &4 4 NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090 GPU. W17 K/NA 256 GB.

SEIG A A L HE Apache Maven v3.6.0, openjdk v1.8.0 362 5 PyTorch v1.12.1.
47 G

o JBURBERRFF SRR L

R BERR T 5 F AR 56 (Wilcoxon signed-rank  test)s& —Ff £ S HU4% I8 (nonparametric test) /7%, ‘& LM T fi#
FEAR SRS AT BN AT AT G v HERT. BUR BERR AT 5 ARG 56 A W 38 F T 7E PR RIS [ 26 A0 1 X T AH )% kAT 2 i
MM S8 sy 5. Segrh, fEEAEREN 0.05 BIEHL R, A8 BUR R 5 BRR 5 DL LB M AR S 4 A ) 4 1
R SAERENZE .

e Vargha Delaney Effect Size 4, *”

TE L H R R FE—PERR SR AR AT, BMEE BRI A ESR B FMEESZER, S —EREXMW
PR AR A A B2 0. Bk, RA A, S ks WBUE ERAE R T 5 —HR IR, g
A, BN 0.5, IARBIXPIFHARIIERERIAMF(FE 50% M0 T, A&k FiEH). MR A4, HEE K
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T 0.5, BAREBR—FBA LG —FE AR RIU A, RZIR. B, 24 4, HEEKT 0.71 BHE, 7TLLAN
I — PR B AR TG —FER; 2 A, SN T 0.29 16, AT LA G — AR B S48 F 3 — Rl R,

5 SCIGHRT

5.1 ROQI

o IPAlifEIR

FUSZHREEAT IR (real fault detection rate). F 5 &I 46 DI FE P SR B8 B 200, Bk, 7B fERE
7 EPAT IR, a0 FE AR oA SAT J I Bl F 9, 3T D i U 1 LA S B AR T e

AR S AR YR 5] 5 R R AG0 AH % P (correlation between mutant killing and real fault detection). F T3 fulith fF &
FE TR S 1 78 4 VR U 5 SR A DU 2 (B R AE DG 1. B R B R i HORE S B, B AR IR AR A
SCHR[38THIMHE, SR A =5 #H P & $(point-biserial correlation coefficient)& & 4% 5 73 H 5 B g Al —# 2
) YA DG AR

o TLIRAE

PEAG A AR R AR B SE B G A 2E: 1) TERASLR R b, AR RHEAR W HE, RATOHE
s A8 Fa < /MK I X A (minimal test suite)”; 2) FESRFERRA EPAT Z B MUK AR, 0 sk e b
MEER; 3) Gt JHARIEFTE LW R _E AT SRR 2, S22 8 b RN [ A8 7 i R AE
SR A I R i R B

PEAL AN 5] A8 545 R 78 3 A VR0 5 e P R DA D 1 1) e o e AL R A AN 4 R A R A I T KA
R T4 2) SAT IR T EIF T ILAR 080 3) WA A RME R AL L 1%, 10%. 20%- 30%.
40%F1 50% [ EL I, NS A MR A BE LR AE 100 JCEAT S50 73 4T

IR AR R4 A T SCHR[26,50,5 1 1HIEE. eAt, Dy T TE AT M AT S AN R AR SR 4 R T IR A A0 1 D 4
FE, SEEGSTIL T PSRRI, BIEE T o e 1 5 L TR LR 1 R R R SR B, BN Coverage (Cov) Al
Random (Rand). Coverage VAR 7 7 (AR 85 15 A1) Al 75 3K, Random DU 38 i I 7 (9 B AL R A6 14 7 QM iR 4 03X
B 3 3K A A1)

o R

Bl 4 VDR T T AN [FH ARG B AR 1P B R A A I 22, M AR BRR IR D B T ANFEER I 4R, Mk
FRB N ERBEA IR FIE. R, B4 %G5S Closure M4 TH45 R

10 101 1.0
-
08 - + © 081 @ 08
& - & @ ——
: : : -_— =
s S s -
T oe T 061 T o6
g o g
-] g -]
v o v
a a a
= 04 = = 044 £ 04
3 == = g
& 0.2 . & 0.2 1 & 0.2
0.0 0.0 0.0
MAJOR PIT DM LBERT LEAM Cov Rand MAIOR PIT DM WBERT  LEAM MAJOR PIT WBERT LEAM
(a) All (b) Control w/ DM (c) Control w/o DM

B4 B AN R A2 7 4 A 1R B SR B A %

Bl 4(a) B T 7E AT A8 SR 85 45 1R T 1P B R B A I 26 MATOR. PIT. DM. uBERT f1 LEAM [
243509 0.854. 0.729. 0.129. 0.804 F1 0.758, Coverage 1 Random I 24> 5125 0.688 1 0.364. & T
DM 24k, MAJOR. PIT. uBERT 1 LEAM iX 4 Ff4; R 1)~ 35 6k fE A5 %8 35 15 T Coverage Al Random.
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& 4(b)7R T Control w/ DM /4 T 17315k fa K Il 2. MAJOR. PIT. DM. uBERT #1 LEAM KR I
W19 0.190. 0.165. 0.108. 0.158 A1 0.157. I, Random IR ILAN 0.276, H THIEZ R A, EXF): DM Xt
FRANTEANAE AT R, SEESITER/N. S8 RTY, oD 578 5 S MK PR AR = R 0B 2L
PE. BT DM Mk R F T AR, WUERSMLE P, AHE ST S DM HA.

Kl 4(c)fE7 T Control w/o DM 2514 T K358k fa kI Z8. MAJOR. PIT. uUBERT il LEAM KR 5351 A4
0.711. 0.634. 0.660 F1 0.668, ULHT, Random 1R A 0.331.

NT AT, WAITR AT TAS Closure BT8R AR 2 7EA 64 7 A % &1, MAJOR.
PIT. uBERT I LEAM [{1£5 58 0.855. 0.718. 0.797 1 0.741; 3% #125 R4 &/, MAJOR. PIT. uBERT
FLEAM FI45 50 0.680. 0.601. 0.633 F1 0.657.

SR E, MAJOR EA7 & B a2, GEm el 85.4% 1K) B SE ki, H X AUBERT(80.4%); i PIT
(72.9%)F1 LEAM(75.8%) U] B A AL R . DM AR |1 F 28 il 1028 S AR B /b, U IR 12.9% KBk fG. BT
DM Z4b, BT H 4 P8 57 4 R 0 1 R 22 1 1) 8k B A T B8 77 39141 T Coverage(68.8%) Al Random(36.4%). 1%
—SE R BTN S BT S R R R Y W R TR R R, A Bl A R R 1 A A

F 48 BUR AR SRR LS 5 Vargha Delaney Effect Size X PN Gt it 248 br it — 5 R R AR AL TR A
FEM R IAE S EACRI B2 R, Kb, Sig RREBAGEEVEXESR, 4, %" Vargha Delaney Effect
Size. HHERTFIHI: MAJOR EBRFAR I BCR B &R T H A 4 FrHR, DM UEBR Z B S T HAR 4 Fif
A; £ All 5 Control w/o DM )44 T, uBERT & # 1 T PIT. ik 5k, uBERT 5 LEAM 2 [ .LEAM 5 PIT
Z 6, fERE EAGEREEER.

T4 BTG AR AR R R R U s SR 2 2 R LA

) . All Control w/ DM Control w/o DM
RIHBA Sig. A, Sig. A, Sig. A,
MAJOR-PIT N 0.574 N 0.535 N 0.567
MAJOR-DM v 0.914 v 0.652 - -
MAJOR-uBERT v 0.533 v 0.537 v 0.542
MAJOR-LEAM v 0.561 v 0.536 N 0.531
PIT-DM v 0.828 v 0.620 - -
PIT-uBERT v 0.456 2? 0.503 v 0.471
PIT-LEAM x 0.470 x 0.505 x 0.467
DM-uBERT \/ 0.102 R 0.385 - -
DM-LEAM v 0.116 v 0.377 - =
UBERT-LEAM X 0.534 X 0.499 x 0.494

B S8 T IERR SR B AR/, BT AR R AR G PR BRI s A 2., o, bR RoR
TE#i& Minimal Test Suite it 72 H MR EAF FIAH X KN (L test_max_num NIEAE), PAL KRR IR T B AR I 2.

Bl S(a)@on 1 AN i A8 S R H i i) )P 3 SR Al 2. 24 Test Suite Size /NT 0.6 B, MAJOR. uBERT.
LEAM 5 Cov R Z R A K; 24 Test Suite Size 4 0.6 I, HAG M F 4> 54 0.514. 0.510. 0.523 5 0.518; 4
Test Suite Size T 0.7 B, BRFEARTFIEM T Cov (B U1 MAJOR 4 0.619, T COV K 0.580). XKW, HETiE
) 78 i (107 D0 R U B 356 72 S fg ko O B 2% 252 /9P A R B PIT 7 Test Suite Size /T 0.95 B KT
Cov, R H 2 Test Suite Size #3T 1.0 I 7 B A B s ik 62 77 (ML, PIT 24 0.729, Cov 9 0.688). iX /&[4 PIT
FEFZLRENERE T, Wt EFE T E WL, MAERREMA. B, PIT &S A&hFE—
B AR AR, AR S DUAR A M A AV AR R

K 5(b)5 K 5(c)E 7R T 1E Control w/ DM 5 Control w/o DM 2% 14 N f)-F- 2B FE #6028 #E Control w/o DM
%M T, Test Suite Size /NT- 0.7 B, AS[RIF A 2 [8] (1) ZCR 22 7 H A 85 1(0.404-0.418); B % Test Suite Size (173
B, MAJOR Ji 7 H! 5t i B BRBEAS 0 2% 5(0.711), uBERT Al LEAM #1488 AR 1LL(0.634 A1 0.668). 7£4L$E Closure
B, AT AR S8 A U B — B
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=
o

MAJOR

— PIT
oM
WBERT
LEAM
Cov
Rand

s = @
2 @ @

Real Fault Detection Rate
2
1Y

=
=

=] o o -
Y @ @ o

Real Fault Detection Rate
L
¥

[t
o

MAJOR

— PIT
DM

UWBERT
LEAM

e
=3

Test Suite Size

(a) All

0l 02 03 04 05 06 07

08 09

10

e
S

0.1

0.3 0.4

05 06

Test Suite Size

(b) Control w/ DM

=3 =3 o -
= o @ =3

Real Fault Detection Rate
©
~

o
=

MAJOR

— AT

MBERT
LEAM

o
=

TR A R 5 2R

01

02 03

04 05 06
Test Suite Size

07 0.8

(c) Control w/o DM
5 IR BN RANFETR, BT A FEAR R BRI SE Bk B R %

5 B TEEHIMRE R R NZAAET, AR R AR R AR 555 5005 6k A AR DG, 4
B4R/ 1%8F, MAJOR, PIT. DM. uBERT F1 LEAM KIS 4> BO8%, 235029 0.178. 0.174. 0.082.
0.163 1 0.119, F& T MAJOR S5uBERT LAAb, HARE AR IGHEIEIRIIET Coverage £ AR(0.155). B ik
BRI, AREERREA SRS — e, flun WHRE4K/NA 20%E, MAJOR M 0.178
$ETHE 0.201. ZEE] DM RN, BATH 2 All 5 Control w/o DM 15 #L. 45 KK W: MAJOR B %t
5 5 (A 5 4> %(0.201/0.191); PIT (0.198/0.171)AUBERT (0.188/0.183)A% B AH{EL; T LEAM FfIAH 3¢ 14 73 HH
XA (0.142/0.137). AT HT, X2 MAJOR E78 53 51 S b 72 b S8 7 200 MY, — e fR B B ARAIE

09

10

0.7

08 09

x5 ABRSBCGEARIZ R 0 S

— - WAL I
RABUR BA 1% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%
MAJOR 0178 0185 0201 0200  0.197  0.197
PIT 0.174  0.184  0.198  0.197  0.193  0.193
Al DM 0082 0059 0069 0075 0070  0.063
UBERT 0.163 0176 0188 0185 0.8  0.185
LEAM 0.119 0123 0142 0140  0.136  0.145
Coverage 0155 0170 0.68  0.155  0.150 __ 0.149
MAJOR 0.115 0113 0117 0119 0115  0.116
PIT 0.118 0.119 0.125 0.128 0.135 0.125
Control w/ DM DM 0.069  0.048 0056 0070 0065  0.053
UBERT 0.105  0.103  0.084 0088  0.089  0.080
LEAM 0778 0539 0.069  0.077 _ 0.074 _ 0.077
MAJOR 0.174 0.177 0.191 0.197 0.193 0.193
PIT 0.161 0165 0171 0175 0175  0.175
Control w/o DM UBERT 0.161 0179  0.83  0.182  0.183  0.178
LEAM 0.116  0.124 0137 0145  0.141  0.148

e RQI M4k

kR, BRT DM ZAh, AR AR S B R B AT DABR THIN 1 1 )k e A 0 e

© P EBEEG T

, EFEYERE EAFAE—
SEMZE S, FEAlh, EAR MAJOR fEAL S5 T MU AR S 50K, (H 2 56T HAGIE MR B 1 20 B AT By iy sk
B ez I 2R . MAJOR HEAS I S50 X B 85.4% ) FLSC BB, AU TAEGEOR PIT (72.9%), H A PR+

http:// Www. jos. org. cn



=

ki

£
o

o A TFANE F 3 69T FHART AR 3105

TR 2 5] (978 5 1 R UBERT (80.4%) M1 LEAM (75.8%) %3 514 5.0%81 9.6% 1 #E 7t
5.2 RQ2

o TSR

R F M (representativeness). T EA R BB ARE SR B AL G2 MHE AT D). Bk, o
o, BT —FE FRARE AR SR E < RMUIIRR BN, AR5, 165 —HARE N F R E FIITiZ
“se /MG E 3T B o B

o SLIGURARE

S IR SCHERINABOE, VPGS FAR S BER 2 B AR A, AT 43 BT S 5] A8 St 5 R AR g% S AR 4 5 11 5 b
KEZ: D) EEGALIN R b, BT AR NS ARSI W& /MENREL; 2) 1£5—BARM ST
£ FHATZMREM, I HEZREFN TR 5L

o oM

Bl 6 JBn TAREREAZ A AR, BAARERR S MESEAR, IUFRRESHE. 6005
B2 MAJOR 5 H 3 1 8% PIT, £/n%:T MAJOR #i& ] Minimal Test Suite 7E PIT FI4> 74 LEUE T 0.959
78 S5 43 4.

T A O T
o W J*l |

=l
|
emaetp|
|
Sag |
ol
s

o

o
=]
o

o

o
o
o

=]
IS

o
S
Mutation Score

Mutation Score
o
N

o
N

0.0
MAJOR PIT UBERT LEAM MAJOR PIT UBERT LEAM
(a) All (b) Control w/ DM
1.0 = - -
M T M
p 08 H it i i I ] 1 ! H
-m- MAJOR § L 1l R O
~e- PIT C 06 v * T O
—¥- DM s .o i O
2 0.4 : .
—- uBERT g . ! H :
LEAM s 02 .
0.0

MAJOR PIT WUBERT LEAM

(c) Control w/o DM
Bl6 AR RAHEAK R

FE A HI) A8 B4R BB I, MATOR %}F PIT. DM. uBERT Al LEAM 1B XA AE 115 0.959. 0.983. 0.973
#10.969; PIT %f T MAJOR. DM. uBERT #l LEAM [#i% X AR AL 7174 0.825. 0.810. 0.823 1 0.825; DM Xt
T MAJOR. PIT. uUBERT #l LEAM if XARERE 14 0.336. 0.312. 0.355 1 0.344; uBERT *f T MAJOR.
PIT. DM A1 LEAM HJiE XACKBE /14 0.947. 0.944. 0.951 #1 0.943; LEAM %FF MAJOR. PIT. DM FIuBERT
(38 AR BE F19 0,941, 0.932. 0.926 11 0.942.

7E Control w/o DM %4, MAJOR % T PIT. uBERT A1 LEAM [{1iE L AREGE /14 0.949. 0.966. 0.953
#1°0.907; PIT %f T MAJOR. uBERT #1 LEAM HJiF AR BE 774 0.907. 0.906 1 0.895; uBERT % T MAJOR.
PITT F1 LEAM 98 AR BE S M 0.932. 0.921 1 0.927; LEAM %+ MAJOR. PIT FIuBERT HJi& AR fE
79 0.948. 0.936 Al 0.952. &4k |, MAJOR A= i i) A8 e 4 B A f v IR 1R AR BB 7, 45T MATOR #4938 iyt
EHERRB R ARSI MWL R A EYEEIA KT 0.950 #4854 . uBERT (0.943-0.951)F1 LEAM
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(0.929-0.942) ) 1 AR R BE JIAHIE.

HREE: AEHEARZ AR HIIME AT 1.0, BT —FhE R E R IR B ARG 8 2R/ 0 —HAR
AR R, X RB R BRI IAR R, AT HE DR T2 INEREAREET
FU A 5 HR 2 AR BE DB BAb R &R, FATINE R E TR, o T2 I MR RN TR e 57
T AR RE

® 6 MK 7 R T AT 52 ST AR R EORRT T MAJOR M PIT A8 53 8T A KB ST, 4T Original
F78% MAJOR/PIT 48 55T 544 EL 8, uBERT/LEAM 43 B % R 7E AT 2 T uBERT/LEAM H#Ji& A E 15,
SRR P RRE T4, BT PITEERZMERE T, FHEAT RS 7R 4A HE w8 #, 73531
A UOI (unary operator insertion). CRCR (constant replacement mutator). ROR (relational operator replacement
mutator). ABS (negation mutator). RC (remove conditionals). AOR (arithmetic operator replacement mutator).
NVMC (non void method calls)#1 IC (inline constant).

F6 FTHEINBREALTT MAJOR HIFCEBE 11(%)

. . TRET
RRBAR AOR COR EVR LOR LVR ORU ROR SOR STD
Original 20.2 10.9 8.9 0.4 237 0.6 221 0.1 13.1
UBERT 724 9.8 14.5 (M 0.4 25 0.8 18.8 ({) 0.2 233 (M
LEAM 14.1 (1) 8.0 ({) 10.1 (T 1.8 357 (M) 1.1 20.9 0 8.3 (1)
* 7 EFEINBREARXF PIT FREERET1(%)
s EL
23t SR UOI CRCR ROR ABS RC AOR NVMC IC Other
Original 25.8 16.6 12.6 6.4 6.4 5.4 55 34 18.4
UBERT 18.6 (1) 17.4 14.5 4.8 93 (M 24 ) 75(M 3.6 21.9
LEAM 234 () 18.5 11.9 6.0 72 3.9 5.9 3.7 19.5

UBERT %fF MAJOR-AOR . MAJOR-ROR. PIT-UOI. PIT-AOR IS AE J1 558, 4 9 F#1E T H 8% 2.3%.
7.2%F1 3.0%HI L E. XK uBERT XIFEJF H A Token HEAT Mask HI3E NG AT AR IF ARSI AOR
(arithmetic operator replacement). ROR (relational operator replacement)Fl UOI (unary operator insertion) &, HJ
X ia ST B e A AR B RARERRE ). BATIAN, XE K UUBERT i HIH CodeBERT Kifi & #i72 (large
language model)FL A L 115 SCRIE VA ER AR RE 1, REUS 45 AP I L 3UE BT 5. SR, uBERT X F
EVR (expression value replacement). STD (statement deletion). RC (remove conditional) {73 B /15559, fii
G AR P R IGE L E S H 5.6%. 10.2%F1 2.9% 1 LEE. 3 A1iA N, uBERT ¥.— Token ¥ # [1) 45 5 5 W
XT8R2 A Token [N 248 S 1A B B mn AR AR R .

LEAM *f - MAJOR-AOR.MAJOR-COR.MAJOR-STD FI PIT-UOI 4R fE 7155, 43 5l B MK T 3 6.1%.
2.9%. 4.8%H1 2.4% L. XKy LEAM MR 3] ) S 4R A2, Refs 2 >) B AL 28 57 SR, LA HRL R
5 AR A R ST, AU R SCE B, LEAM ) URE 2 2] 31 ) 38 i 58 Y B2 7 ol e A sk B AL B E
F|: LEAM ik REF ALK EVR 5 LVR, XR W] LEAM X - $ B # #4227 AR BE 0 858,

o RQ2 M4k

ik, RS RER MAJOR AL 1738 744 B A e o 15 SURERBE 1, Fxt 2RI A RE % R ST I
RPEARGHT RN 95%HZ Tk, ZXRY, LGKNERETHRAEMRMRERR. RN, BRIV &T
IR SR T R R ST SR AE ), T AR BRI B A S ST A R, Bk, AT, A
A9 2838 3 BOR I 1 SCARERBE 0T DUAH ELAb 78,

5.3 RQ3
o iR
i SUA B (semantics similarity). T Vi B3R A7 92 1 ORI DAPE. 30 T i 2 B BUE S 0
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AT RNIBE S RFE R AR ). MR DA SCRRI R Mk, 36 1 D0 9 0 HhAT 45 R Ol 3 Rl ) SR R AE AR 7
VB BoAdcHh, JEF R 2 AU Ochiai A 3 EGFE 7 2 (B 08 AR, A RQ)FTR, % 2T Pl.
P2 DA KW 5o B I RAT R (R FTS, . FTS,, AR4E 2 30t 80 H0 vy 75 2 95 & 1938 ARSI
Ochiai(P1, P2) = ST OIS, | )
| /TS, 1| TS, |

W% & (fault coupling). M TP Bk 5 B L MBRAT AZ MG R R, HAEFERT P, TRiEm 5
MREM T, LRk m S FBEREG KRR, 4 HAY:

1) AEEMR ] re T, 1 B8 R AL FAK m;

2) A TFATATRIEAS T Ak m B 5] ¢, 35 REE A DI s 5% £

o SLIGURARE

WG, A S SOMALE P A R 28 5 BOR AR A 1 7 B4k 5 B SIe g B o I B8 SR ALY, Bkt 72 & A
T G bl S5 A B A 5 B S B 1 1 SR A

NTRAL RS ELHRENIRERR, KRG T 58— MEREAMENELREES, FoIA
A4 AR R BB AR & 2 I I AE FHE R &

o R

Bl 7 R T AN AR B R AR B A8 R 5 B SR e P 1 S5 K SO, #EARAR D51 T 5 MR RE R I 4
FR, DALFR R IR EEAN SIS R A AR A 5 R 19 R KIS SCAH . P82k E, MAJOR. PIT. DM. uBERT
1 LEAM 5B i 5 KARALE 2> 50 0.766+ 0.651. 0.148. 0.731 A1 0.664. [ 7 DM Z 4k, H4x 4 M
ARAE R AR S A B TR A AE AR S A T DUBERL R B 15 S, o, MAJOR (0.766)FIUBERT (0.731)4: 1 ) A% S 44
5 RSB e E X E BB E A, AEAHE Closure 33 4/}, MAJOR. PIT. uBERT Hil LEAM 5 &k 4
BB AR 5] 0755 0.641. 0.722 1 0.650.

AL

Major PIT DM WBERT LEAM
Bl 7 AR Rk B 0 g RS SRR

SH R BEAR LEAM BEig o] LA BR324 1 i A8 R, L A Rl I 78 SR 7E 5 6 B 1DV
SO A U MAJOR FIUBERT. 5 LEAM A [A] #J /&, MAJOR FIuBERT A= i 148 T AR 35 7T LURAE & — B A2
SR, MAJOR % T 5 F A8 5 5 T #E4748 5 . uBERT M3 H CodeBERT X #4™ Token #E4T ). ¥
BE BEIENT, HEE GRS RETITRE RS, REERFEEEFAFERT - ERE. Fik,
BAVAN: 5 FSLH G E SCHIE AR R A — S AEERIE S L 52 ik, {£H MAJOR FUBERT 4 R — K
AR AR ATS IR R A A HI AR 0 2L S B 1RV AT A

* 8 BN T 5 AL RE AL RE R BB AMEG R RN EEN. £ %E Clousre/% & Closure, {1
A AR AR %44 T, MATOR. PIT. DM. puBERT 1 LEAM 4= B35 4620 55 173/2364 146/203 16/
157/216 #1 142/195 N ESLHIA A TAE &, RS 270505 0.765/0.771. 0.646/0.663. 0.071/-. 0.695/0.706
#110.628/0.637. fEA % & Clousre. Control w/ DM )%+, MAJOR. PIT. DM. uBERT #1 LEAM HJT-3#k
B A %N 0.128, 0.106. 0.061. 0.105 5 0.095. 7E% & Closure. Control w/o DM [ £5 T, MAJOR. PIT.
UBERT Al LEAM [{J°F 1 # k8 4 %4 0.598. 0.508. 0.541 F10.551. SZE&EB]: MAJOR ELAT % & (1 ik b 4 A

Max Similarity
o o o
N o [}

o
N
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#(0.765), UBERT X 2.(0.695), PIT Al LEAM HIRIAHIT(0.646 5 0.628); TEFEH T 48 R A% i 5, MAJOR 4=
RS SEARAT AR LA 5 i R 4 22(0.598), T LEAM(0.55 1)UL X T MAJOR. X % H]: MAJOR 4= B 48 A4 )
U B v T 8 ) A S AR B (1 1 R, LEAM A BRE S 44 (1 5 & B & T PIT. DM, uBERT.

R 8 AFTARK G R

. i e
RIHBR All Control w/ DM Control w/o DM
MAJOR 0.765 (0.771) 0.128 0.598
PIT 0.646 (0.663) 0.106 0.508
DM 0.071 (-) 0.061 -
UBERT 0.695 (0.706) 0.105 0.541
LEAM 0.628 (0.637) 0.095 0.551

B8 L BB T R R T 5 A AR 53 R AR R A vk B R 58 R IR IR AR S 1 L. 7= 3 DM L
R, TESERKZHEES. FKt, RI12Z0% DM, HHEE 8(b). £ 306 MIARN %, 83.7%KI 5
(256/306)fE 5 £/ 1 FHERAEMIE TR B EMERR, MRS HEFE RS IE AR A AR 7R A
81.0%[F1 5k [ (248/306) 5 MAJOR &5 PIT E TR FE ARIE, 78.8%MHk[4(241/306)F8 SUBERT
LEAM ZE T JMESEHAE. WEAFRTERES 0T FRARRFHENSIEREGE, XRPXH A
A BRI S R 35 BT AR, B SR R ) ST AT R, FR ST R AR TR IR 2 1 1A Rt

MAJOR

(a) AELFE Closure (b) B4E Closure
B8 AN )AL 7 5 AR A AR S s 1 e B R 5 1R 100

SEES R FATE 6 LRI S MAJOR #4 4 (Closure-17. Closure-111. Mockito-7. Mockito-16+ Mockito-17
5 Time-10), 7Z4 4 NRIEICS PIT #54 (Closure-21. Closure-22. Mockito-10 5 Math-88), FE7E 5 MREE{Y
5 uBERT #4 4 (Closure-16.Math-23 . Math-30.Math-87 55 Mockito-30), £7E 3 MHFA1 5 LEAM # 4 (Chart-8.
Closure-22.Math-34). 727 15 MBI 5 MAJOR 5 PIT 3 T #U (1) 38 7 5 R M4, 7E7E 8 NBFF I S uBERT
5 LEAM £ T % W2 R EAMA.

ARSI LA R ] TS R B 1) B SE R 2 AR A R R AR HUE AT, T o AT T A TR N
TP R FHARA A AR, SRS, BTN B BRI R AR T R A RGN
Fasg, JF BHRE OB R RSl R B BRI AT E B ), ETH MBS ARRAEREN L
TESUREIRE S, R AR ERAES N RR, HARMNEFAREEEES EFEAZRE. B TRIMMENS
SIHT, BATAS B AR SR I R AR TARAE W hALE 78 F AR il IR B S B 8 K.

T HEET RN R AR, BAT AR,

o RIBILHETZFHIFEMN

BT U0 P A S 43 AL UG I v VR AR 4 U AT A8 e R, R, X T RS oo 3 B TR0 ) A

© PEBEERKEFIFEU  hapy/ www. jos. org. cn



SR BE NS ORAIE WG E (1728 7 7 o K.

3109

W 9a)fTa~, TEBLFE Mocktio-7 ", FF R FH B T iE4) registerTypeParametersOn(new TypeVariable[-]
{typeVariable}). MAJOR i Rl STD A ¥ H I [ iZohff. ERERNZ: HEIE S, RAITKI LEAM

A RE R A TS A IR AE /0, SR B8 & A HE R R AR 1% A Bl

SEE TR E A TR A R I AR R e ).

HFAID: Mockito-7  ERFAFITEZ: GenericMetadataSupport.Java

for (Type type : typeVariable.getBounds()) {
registerTypeVariablesOn(type);
}

}

@@ -376,7 +376,6 @@ public abstract class GenericMetadataSupport {

= registerTypeParametersOn(new TypeVariable[] { typeVariable });

registerTypeVariablesOn(getActualTypeArgumentFor(typeVariable));

MAJOR

STD: registerTypeParametersOn(new TypeVariable[]{typeVariable}) |==> <NO-OP>

(a) HkFE Mockito-7

HREID: Chart-26  HRFAFTIE: Axis.Java

}
if (plotState != null && hotspot != null) {
ChartRenderinglnfo owner = plotState.getOwner();

- if (owner != null) {
if (entities != null) {
entities.add(new AxisLabelEntity(this, hotspot,

this.labelToolTip, this.labelURL))

- }

@@ -1189,13 +1189,11 @@ public abstract class Axis implements Cloneable, Serializable {

EntityCollection entities = owner.getEntityCollection();

PIT

COR: owner I= null [==> true

(b) #Bf Chart-26

GAFEID: Math-30  EAJGFTYEZ: MannWhitneyUTest.Java

@@ -170,7 +170,7 @@ public class MannWhitneyUTest {

final int n2)

final double n1n2prod = n1 * n2;

+ final int n1n2prod = n1 * n2;

throws ConvergenceException, MaxCountExceededException {

UBERT

double |==> int

(c) #kF Math-30

FREGID: Math-34  ERFAFATEZE: ListPopulation.Java

public Iterator<Chromosome> iterator() {
- return getChromosomes().iterator();

+ return chromosomes.iterator();

@@ -206,6 +206,6 @@ public abstract class ListPopulation implements Population {

LEAM
- return this.chromosomes;

+ return Collections.unmodifiableList(chromosomes);

(d) HB5 Math-34

Ko wa s b

© P EBEEG T
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o MR DA Rk

S KPS RR, MoRRE T O BA B &M E R HREE . Bl XM EFSHRET
(ROR) AT LUK 2% 1 I W 5 e B 2 O AT /R M8, DO AR P s i, AT S RE e 3C. Al 9(b) i, RSk I
Chart-26 1, PIT ¥ 2614 HIWr ownerl=null B ¥ true, 52 7 RE R 8 X148 B3 7 B 926 6 10 72 3 47 M.

X3 T ST AR SRR AT A BT R

o _bNOCIE SCHE AR USRI

BT 5 ST A S BORR VR BE 2 IR R b A7 AR e, DRI, T2 ST 48 S BOR e 8 BSURL  3RAR /7 R
SR UE BT A R

W 9(c)frn, fEBFE Math-30 1, ETSCHMIREESR private double calculatedsymptoticPValue(final
double Umin,final int nl final int n2)3R W, S nl 5 n2 & int 58, [H LA 53 FE#, uBERT 2 F CodeBERT
HEHDG A & nln2prod BRI M double 25 52K int, M2 B EFE.

o EVEARHRIIZFENE

BT 5 ST A S HOR DU B ISR BORME A SCHE, BRI 2 1IN U T i LI B A 2 R AR i . Qo
K 9(d)fFra, G Math-34 W, EL#:Vi W chromosomes W iterator 2 S FEF 7 %. LEAM @Eil &7
getChromosomes 771k, TEJ7 RN K E X771 M Collections.unmodifiableList(chromosomes)?% 5t A this.
chromosomes, M2 ILHLFE.

e RQ3 M4

ik, BAVRI: LG FREARN TR ERME TR FEANRE, BHERNERE T RL LR
¥t BABERNEFIE CESNRE D), T 52 2 AR R BOR BA R b SCE R RE ), RERS 4SS S5 R
A TE D EAR I AR A, HE AR R AR S i B N 2 R VA AR O R, W] DLRAE 2 AR RO SR IE AL R,
ATy BT R AEE T2 2] W9 2R A8 S LB B AT IEAS IO BRI RAE AR 7, AR R AU FL AT LAGS & P 2828 S LB
A A SO R R AR A
6 = it
6.1 TREATREE

AR A A B T BAR Dy — SR ) A O R B, R R AT AR, B SRR M R AR
RFRINAEE. EE 4.4 75, BT SRIRIET . BORSEIAERIEK, ik #9738 5 BOR TSR AE Defectsdj v1.2.0 4 #
S x R BT AR R 5. v T Oy A O A R AR R R B RE T, FRATEE— P AR R BOR e 8 BT
AR S IR S RBCE, X BLAR AR BRI S

K9 RN T AR e B R BB BT AR B R AR 1) S Bt RACEE (RR A Zp A SR 2D, Herh, NEROR 5 AR
BRI EU s 4. B4k E, MATOR. PIT. DM. uBERT £ LEAM X} 5 f#) 2 B BB 2023 591 9 395+ 351
254, 351, 357. SEERRIL: MAJOR B A AL SEPE, R RLINZE 5 Defectsdj v1.2.0 ARSI 4 PIT.
UBERT #1 LEAM W48 S 68 J1AHIT, Ref A8 351-357 NSEBe Xt &, DM TS L0 inl @, JoiE4E & Closure
TH, FIAXEEAE 5 254 A SEE X R, HowSEdER 7.

R AIFAR BN 3 B sk £

Sy e T H 475

PR Chart Closure Lang Math Mockito Time
MAJOR 26 133 65 106 38 27
PIT 26 101 65 97 35 27
DM 26 - 64 102 38 24
UBERT 26 109 57 98 38 23
LEAM 26 112 54 100 38 27
n 26 80 52 90 35 23

¥ = 3] MAJOR 1E 8 Defects4j v1.2.0 N ik 19748 F A 51 2%, R RIRHIAE Defects4) b B ARUT IR A
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PESEEEPE. SR, G R A B AR (ED PIT. DM. uBERT Al LEAM)RIITFURSEEL, ATRKIINE 4 &
FEARTERAD S E A — s PE. ik, FRATE SRR BRI TS TF R N 017 B8 o6 48 55 it
PRI TS, DARRSRH N Tk S B 5 24 AR AJE 72 52 S AR ARIE.
6.2 TRIMIKFF 54

N T VSR AR TR A U SRR, BATIC S T EAE A S8 X R A R 5 R 1 ).
R W T RN R, ARAESFERERNEFEBEAEARR. AT HERAPE, RATETRAK
306 ARG R BT AR AR F R AR N R AR RSP RS R E]. Bk, MAJOR. PIT. DM. uBERT #l
LEAM KF 4 BN 0.063 s+ 0.007 s 0.812's 1.120 s 1 0.920 5. 45 B % 8]: MAJOR 1 PIT iX p fh 3
U A8 B ROR B B s 094 R (N T 0.01 s), 1 DML pBERT Al LEAM X 3 Filt 3k 2% 5] (948 B 4 AR A8
A RS RN T AR X B (I ) R 45.(0.812 s—1.120 s). X — 45 R H: H T2 ) (1738 S R 70 TR AR A
o R T NIRRT R 9 AR S AR T A A
6.3 BB

AR N R R S T R A B SR DL R S S, 9 T SRR, SRIG AR 07 R oR 3R 3
B BRI, RS 4.6 TRTHIR M RGBT TR, dhAh, ARSCHIRT PR F gD SO AT 7 T SLEe AR
i, HERE IR, SEI B e B

AR SRR R B T SR 1 S R T VAR FR AR, O T BRI, S8R A S T AR 3 A A AR AR

ARSI R I 2 Bk B SEI R SRR K R, N T SRR, S8R AR R A
T2 A FH I R S S 4B DefectsdJ (B R L HEE AN E M), [EAER N Z: Defectsd] /& T Java [T JHII X AHE
WG EHARE, REFLAERMG TR RN ZHR A, 2T Defects4] 178 F MR LI AR A
Reft iz B G 450 B MM P E S, HELESWERESE T Java AR RNR S MM AT R, X2
RICHF TR R, TEARK, AT BRI R, £ 2 WRFIE S (Bl C/C++5 Python) [ HX A FIHLEE
AR 5 R AR AR R, TR B SE N — R 4518, Bhah, TS8R Defectsdd ME—— AT IR FEHE SR
4, LI AR AFTE — E M A RS, SRSk A B % AE 3R 2 I 0 48 AT BRI

7 XARRIAER AT RER MR

MR G AR S T2 5, FRATT B0 45 T R0 U A0 T 5 ST AR S B R B e 6 B 0 SR A S, R AR R AR
ETEE R E R — e, T DU IR, TSR AR 58 22 1) B Sk . A S SRUERIF AL % T AR SR T
fERTBEA LA R 3 AN TS K.
1) fmirdidZe: WA 3 i State-of-the-art 1) T2% > 4 T H R DM, UBERT F1 LEAM 4 i 4% 5 44
P BB R TN 41.1%. 26.9%F0 36.4%, FUE Fa T2 F R0 2 7R MAJOR (96.4%)
FIPIT (98.9%). A K TAF R % ST W] 32 7+ 26 T 2 21 178 R R (1 g PRl i 28, 9 v L 2E B 4
SOl DAER 3
2) AR REE: SLie e, MAJOR. PIT. DM. pBERT Ml LEAM fE&AN S0 % A B35 74k
KT %08 360.1. 1 078.3. 5.05 601.5 F1299.4. 3T DM Z A H R4 Tk A B AR AR A 1 7
BERZ LR, SR NPAT I BB S, AR AR AT DA W fe] B8 A5 280kl T A0 i 348 = 1
AR E, siE A4 AT B R CGEBRE A B TOR, RS 700 0 v 52T 4.

3) B RRAR A ANE m B AR AR AT DL R A o AR TR B, BRI T B, BRI AR S
A 2T B B DM ORI LEAM BAR M ER 6 1 AT DA B o &2 2% 1 s B A8 S Ak, (H SR 45 S &
N, FEAR R R T AR LA SRR A ). SRSk T AR AT AR 2R ] R T DA R R A ) R
B B ) s AR A, HESh m AR S R ) K
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8 = £

FATTHT T M AL T2 5 (A R AR R IT 2 LT 7T, IR SR P2 R LE IR 28 S 4 R A e 38
SR E S T Bk, BATH N R

o (EARSIARA B b, PIRAR SRR R A AR R AR, EAEMERE LR e E R, K,
MAJOR 5 T MR A B P2 2 R de i, kT B2 B A 1 e A DU 85.4% 1) BL SRR ; PIT. uBERT F
LEAM 43 BIREAS TN 72.9%. 80.4%F1 75.8% M 2L SE R [,

o TEWE N EAME L, MAJOR A RUM7E B4R B i il 18 SRR RE T, 2T MAJOR 3G 1R E AR
FIH R RSN HE I 95%MA A, FFAD, ETFEIMNTREAELS LT CHEMAES, 7
DA 55 A 30 40 A8 S 51 1048 SRR RE 7. IR BRATTH, BUA I B2 A8 5 5 R 10 18 SRR B8 T
DA AN E.

o TEBRBERAEFIMARE b, BATA: BTN MEFEARBRA ERENARLITRETG ), B
RETFEAB NG GHE RG], T3S 1R B WA B UK E NSO AR, B
AL R AR B, AT B TR AR R B R L. R BRATIA S, Sk E 5T AT A
S5 A WA AR LI LA B A £ 5 1R S A

ARSCAE R HAR AR Lo M 8 T 0 5 25 T 2% S) B AR AL B (1978 R 3 RE B RARIE X R ZE R AER

Sk, FRATHJKe B T B AR e (1 A S A o B R S S AR A A, SR R R, BT
RAEBRN . R IRYE BN OB XA R AR R HR, DI SRR R 7. AT IR
5 SRR T DUAE SRR 7 BB VR RN, 78 43 2 ST AR T 43 M DR B ATk i, 9 282 R Si(type system), AT
PR AR L AR RO R R IR MR AT g e IR kA, KB SR IIR I, AT R R AR TR
(9 P9 A%, AT DA Bh A R B AR S RATTIA: X e TR A A R R B EE X
AT MR 4 AT B AR R B, B e S A sk 2R R R

Wt
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