A2 1SSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn
Journal of Software,2014,25(6):1169-1179 [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.004430] http://www.jos.org.cn
O [E B2 Bt FR AT 58 T ROBSLIT A7 Tel/Fax: +86-10-62562563

BT MR L
hEE, A &

Abm A R RS v BE, AL st 100191)
BIAEE: BEPEE, E-mail: netclg@gmail.com, http://www.sei.buaa.edu.cn

H B ERMRAAT GRS T — A KT de RIS B ) AR ETE ) A K

Al P05 S A e A T S22 48 oy T — AP 14 215 5 i (GPBL), Br At st B AN 8 14, 18) - A A R 33X A4k 14
B A A T AR SE IR SR o AT A BY I R A T Bk A B B e A T BE 7 ik 69 A AOM R & T JFIRAKAF Eclipse A=

Argouml F 69535, R34k R A, HAT ARG AL M) E A FFe & R T ¥ 55 H 87.16%F= 78.90%.5 4 F LDA

E B Pl AT T R AT RAR R BR B4R E AR A R AL 0942 B

KEBIR:  BRFAEAL AR AN B B FA IR AR 7k, S AR

hEESES: TP31L

sc ] B RS R R ] 0l I T i T I AR I 5l B A 5V AR A 1R, 2014,25(6):1169-1179.  http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-
9825/4430.htm

H 5| F#%30: Chen LG, Liu C. Bug localization method based on Gaussian processes. Ruan Jian Xue Bao/Journal of Software,
2014,25(6):1169-1179 (in Chinese). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/4430.htm

Bug Localization Method Based on Gaussian Processes

CHEN Li-Guo, LIU Chao

(School of Computer Science and Engineering, BeiHang University, Beijing 100191, China)
Corresponding author: CHEN Li-Guo, E-mail: netclg@gmail.com, http://www.sei.buaa.edu.cn

Abstract: In software systems, bug localization is a key step in the bug fix process. By automatically narrowing down potential bug
locations, the difficulty of bug fix is greatly reduced. In this paper, a bug localization method based on Gaussian processes, called
Gaussian processes bug localization (GPBL) is proposed. This method can facilitate fixing bugs for the developers, by recommending
source files that may contain bugs. In order to evaluate GPBL, the open-source software Eclipse and Argouml are employed as data
sources. Experimental results show that GPBL can achieve 87.16% recall and 78.90% precision on average. In addition, GPBL can locate
relevant buggy files more accurately compared with LDA-based bug localization methods.

Key words: bug localization; bug fix; bug report; recommendation method; Gaussian processes
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Fig.2 Relationship graph between bugs and source files
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1 WIRHES Si={}, So={}

2. foreachueU do

3 for each veV do

4 if (u,v)eE then
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6 else

7 Sy (uv,—1) NHAREA
8 end if
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11, IERERIA %
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13. D<prioritySelect(S,,n) /1 WLE % 2
14. end for
15, Si={} S={}
16. end for
17. return D
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end for
for each (u,v)eS do
i=0
wheel[i]=degree(v)/degreeSum
1++
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M, F =argmax, log(p(F [UV,Y)),A=-VVIog(p(F [U,V,Y))|._-. 0 T 3k F %28 20(3) 0 s i, 75
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V p(F)=—F(2®2) *+Vlog(p(Y|F))=—FK "+Vlog(p(Y|F)) (7
VV o(F)=—K+VVlog(p(Y|F)) (8)
H,
K=(2®.2),W=-vVlog(p(Y|F)) (9)

o p(Y [F) =[] pCy; | f) 73 W & —Axd A RERE, A T A8 o F) B KA, o(F) I — B e B sg 24 0,5 A i 22
(7)1
F =KVlog(p(Y | F)) (10)
KT kAR (0) K T U I A AT SR AR, LA A A LA 3,

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



HEE AT EAERNEB ISk 1175
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u=E(p(f.|UV,Y,u.,w))
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K ((Us, V), (U VDK K+ W) KK (UL, V), (U, V)
DL, (Fe| ULV, Y U, Vi) R B8 g0 5 25 O 1A 7 00400 A R I T AR A
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N
3.1 ¥RE

T UPAl R R R B AL A AR A 2R 2.0 W VIR T Eclipse 3.0~3.2 P& L 3 M4
1 jdt.core,swt,gef LA & argouml FFJE I B 1 HR i w5 FO5 SCAF1E 9 500 B, 22 oK 316 2 DL e 21 0]
6 D RIIR SRR B, 36 1 R T AR A 5 A0 v A 5 1 Bt o 0 ST A A DA B e B 5 5 SO O R TR v IR AN
bt 4, jdt.core TRk 5L 1 107,35 SCA-ECA 975, i a5 I SO R IE R L AN ECh 3 124,

Table 1 Description of datasets
Fz1 HUREHRR
HRsE  BRBAEC WSCHES BRSPS R E AN B

Recall =

jdt.core 1107 975 3124
swt 392 955 1105
jef 244 260 432

argouml 478 712 1196

3.2 ;g1

FRBE 5 95 SO OC R P R A 4R TS IR — A IE A AR, 11 38 320 1 At g R 55 4 A5 R ST A1 R B — AN SR AL I
WiEk 1 PR, £t jdt.core SR E IR HOR 3 124,115 0N B EOE 1079 325, G IEFEAR U B FE AR EL T
0.29%. I At A H 4 o AR AR JZ: 7 SRR A S0 LU B AR /N A8 1K b URE A0 % T IE AR A BT, 25 (A 21 ()11 2
R385, T A T A DB AT Dy SRR A, DR A A SR HEAT — VR AR N T 30 0iE A0 56 SR AR U7 ik () A B, 433l
A T A0 56 SR 4R D7 v AN B LR A 5 10 R A A TR AN B3 A AR 88 I {68 T 3k 7 AR A 0 4 o vy 9 R AT 1 5, B
S AEAH ) B AE T AT
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Fig.3 Comparison of two sampling methods
K3 REETTIEN

3 Haf UG H B OfF 136 0, 25 4 %6 2R B M0 B A v SR 2R T T N B A SRR A U R AR AL
(1 1t 22 T LA H o OB A R R A 0 A A B 4R b 0 2 R4 5 v 1) e 4 3 R A v 2 8 e T REBLOR 46 05 14
YR A A A A 2 T PR 2 SR R W SR T B LR 4 5 ik 2 OEUAE A 0.5 I 7 B dha 4 swt b BEHLRAE Jr vk
(1A e 2 A2 0.63, 1M1 e RAE T VA (1 A ik /2 0.816, 82 i T 18% /i A7, fEHdi 45 Argouml I Bl BSR4 75 v 1)
WEFIE 0.672 2,1 U056 RS ETMER & 0.812 9,327 T 14% /445 N 3 B AT LAE H: 0k 0.5 i, IR A R RN 7
V2P A 34 HO 65 8 T 6<0.4 I A v 8 11 050.6 1N, 77 4% 8 1 16 DR e /6 S 56 2 v, ORI 6 0.5.

56 A T YA T AL R S J7 2 1) D5 TR A A0 516 SR A 3 3 7R AN IR e et A3 A Gl 74 10 510 B PR e P B 22
P05 SCA 2L P Y S A A B A AR R A 3k e e I 5 22 1 YR S AR G B B 50 B RS A 2 1 S i 1 B
HH OG5 ELAT AN 5 L LE G SCHR (167 38 14— AN A A 1) A S R ASTR, HL B 552 236 St e A5 28 1) )l 2 kA 4 B, T AR
26 9 PR Al I B0 22 TR ST 0 ST SE AT R T AR 2R 11 1 2.

3.3 ;L2

—BURIFST N BRI T SR 22 A R 810y g g A (AR | B OB | MR B T SRR R s 70 K R 8
20 WO Y (LDA) (MBI [ 1) 5 37 . 55 e it A o0 4 52 437 (GPBIL) 2R AL, 3 88 5 ik o 2 7 dole o A0 05 4 A i 5 il — A
] 1) o A A A B A Bl B S 62 7 7 T LDA S 80T A 5 125, 9F FLEe 9 AR 1] L1 LDA 27 (1) e
B R AT HA I 4 B R ARy T 2 0 v e A A 1 LDA R A ] SCRR[212] R (9 LDA T 5, S5 &
W5 B R — B A BR A B

N TR 7 Al B ARABL A Xof v B ok R e o 52 A7 5 SR 10 5% 00 K A A B30 4 43 B R AR T 4 i A s e

o IEI Lo STTT SRS BB 2 ) A ALLEE A R R AR AR E PRI B o R, MK v AR AR R ST o R
e HH 0 B PR A B T A e e N AR A R Sl A R MR R 1 i B A DN R B
o EIE 2254578 1 ik RS AS [ 0 2 A JEUEICHE 4 HR NI 1) A AL RE ARG 1 Sk 4.
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P TE L ARG TE 2 FTLUE 16T 1 b T s AR U P ok B o, T 15 T 2 92> T I ARL P (e B o o 7
SR P T 1 A VR 15 TS I 4D 8 5 A A T D, 242 SR R T 30%, L2z 1V A5 AH [R] f 5k B v 475 T 11
SR AR WA 2.
Table 2 Comparison of Bug Localization Based on LDA and GPBL
F2 ST LDA BRI 52 A 5 e T R B B 52 (0. (GPBL) 46 SR 5T L
g1 T IE 2
Hd 2 GPBL LDA GPBL LDA
AR mER | AR BMER | AR fik | Ak ik
jdt.core | 07815 0.8057 | 0547  0.618 | 0.8451 0.8598 | 0.603  0.573
swt 0.8016  0.736 0.816  0.705 | 0.8509 0.8277 | 0.831 0.673

gef 0.8138 0.6624 0.786 0.594 0.8831 0.7332 0.801 0.615
argouml | 0.858 6 0.792 0.764 0.629 0.9107 0.836 3 0.785 0.657

F 2 WoRGE R B AT 2, R i R B b e A7 (0 2 A A A HE R T LB RS FE 0 45 22 iR
AN K (5%~10%:2 1)) 451 G- E £ Hi 4 jdt.core 1 45 TE 2 BT 4% 02 0.845 1, & R JE 0.859 &M EEE 1 i 4
gt 0.781 5, £ kAL 0.805 7.7 HoAth i 42 v th A5 BN 45 L, e WA Bt A 5040 412 vl Sk ) AF AR P82 388 o, v 9Tt
TSI I 7 1) A A SRR AT Ul S £ 38

MF 2 BT LLE BN B 1 1 ER S swt S LDA 1) 7 4> 280 1 T i 1k R e B o 7. J IR 4 v Ay it e e
BF4 5 o7 75 BRI P 5l B 2 D PR AEABL 82, >4 5k P -z ) )R A A A1 T, v 300t AR 40 B 8 17 (R 80 SR o N B LDA A58
TRUAS ) FEY e 8F 2z ) FFD ARABLFBE BT b e B -2 ) AR B BEE BT v R AN 4 o) e 7o A b 2 ) S i i o 1At 3 AN B 4 b
LDA BBt fr B SR MEm MR T m i B G % 1 W3R argouml b mlid B E SR A
0.858 6, A #fE Ky 0.792;11 LDA B [ #F 4 Ny 0.764, T E Ry 0.629. 3 T iy 10 i F2 11 e B 5 A7 1) 285 S W) B A
TIET LDA BB LR A T BB 2 A B AR 5 R 1, R 2 PR 1 5 SR 3 o P i 55 B 3 S )
AL LDA BB BB SRR AL S5 AR A AE DG, 2 e B AR 2 1% A 4] 5 ACAS 1t A 3R A — S0, B LDA THE A3
(1 Sl EA R 455 L5 950 B BT A 047 AR S (9 A G P AR AR ;T 25 T v 0 a8 (1 5l o 2 o7, T B T A S PR R 4 5 60 B
A5 B AHACLE DL B SO SO 22 10 (R AR AR R ARL 2 0 1 B 2 A ) — AN T SL23 ) SRR A [ — A1 SO ) il
AT H R AH G B B .

4 B %5

ASSCHET i i e T — AR B 5 A7 1007 3 BN DI R Bt B o I SRR AN I X A ) L 3R T A
SRAEFEA I S5 0 LA e 7l R v 5 S 2% P R PR i o 4 1R T 2D o S5 10 7 ik SR IR A SR AR W Jx
JiEEA R, T LDA BRI [ 8 A 3R AT LU AR T, v S i A e 2 12 W] 2 T LDA B,

e R AR LR A S 1T i A TIN R  UI R HE () JCRAT % R ) 1 AN AT A R A
)RR PR (1 iy 424 AR B DR, B0 o e il B R 7 P 28R 2 52 BUSE . 3 A VI R B0 0 ) 5 (Y UASE, 75 ) e B
SUREHTN R VAT & SERSRE A TR

1% B B ot 0 o R A 2R ) 00 3, AR SRR B X M A R T 0T AU v 0 o R ) o B SR BE T T
FUAt A% o 50 7 D0 B 1) A P R A D0 B DR S A I AR v 0 R ) v S5 SR 2% 1, P DA iy ey il e
R R I R B — 20 AR (R B R AR ST 73R T AR ol 30 ol e 7 B2 o A0 DA s o 5 B 1 — N LA, 28
FRAZ AR I G 7 Sl 18 SN O3 HERE SR ) BE A AE MR L8 ST v mT BAE By O N B pRGE A S s i LR
PR VR AR I B B A B T R,
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