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Abstract: When a software bug report is assigned to a developer for bug resolution, the developer needs to locate the bug in a source
code file and make code changes correspondingly to resolve the software bug. In fact, most of time of the developer is spent on bug
location in the whole process of bug resolution. This study proposes a method level fine-grained bug location approach, called
MethodLocator, to improve the efficiency of software bug resolution. Firstly, it takes the vector representation of the bug report and the
source code method body using the word vector (Word2Vec) and TF-IDF. Secondly, MethodLocator augments method body of each
method based on similarities among all method bodies in the source code files. Thirdly, MethodLocator locates methods for change to
resolve the bug based on similarities between the bug report and the augmented methods. Experimental results on four open source
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software projects as ArgoUML, Ant, Maven, and Kylin demonstrate that MethodLocator is better than state-of-the-art techniques in
method level bug location.
Key words: bug report; methodLocator; fine-grained bug location; method level; word vector representation
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SR D A B A AR LRI SCHR R4S R DU Youm 2 APPSR —BP 45 4 43 M (bug localization
using integrated analysis, i #% BLIA)J7 ik 1E47 77 72 G0 I B AF 5 B o A7 BLILA ) i B ik o SCAR S HEARR AR D
TEARRD AR« PRI ST 5 46 £ SR RS AR i 28 B8 g sk A RV HEAT kA e B s A A9 — 4219 2 BLIA 1.0 2 T3¢
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2.1 AR

1 R/RMI & Maven TiH ID N#MNG-4367 [15kEAEHR & (https://issues.apache.org/jira/si/jira.issueviews:
issue-html/MNG-4367/MNG-4367.html).

Satus:
Pitjet
Component's:
Alects Viersion/s:
Fix Versionis:

Fig.1 Anexample of a bug report for a Maven project
B 1 —~ Maven 15 H 6B R 15 7 451
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IR I A A 5% S B R S AR ARG J5 v 2 18] (AR AR 3k 1 et 2 940 45 SR kAT HE) P
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FEA AR 5 1 42 5 I, MethodLocator 4 LAk 25 ] - 0H SR AR D 22 v (1 8- 5 15 55 S B 4R 4 0 4 S ARBLRE s AR AR
b 5 325 (6 A 3 PR 3R 0] 5 7 3 R A 5% Y2 IR HE 44 B e, Method Locator 342 A AL E [ 2 HE 41 B I 1) 0 9%, DA S i
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Fig.2 Overall structure of MethodLocator
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TRAL R 15 56, IR AR SO R 5 744, i 5L T8 3 hil 2 95 V20 (abstract syntax tree, [ #% AST)K SEHLG AT
SCAF (R 0 T AR ACRS Java SCAR PP SR BCH I — AN VAR, 30 8 mi(A<<isn,n D URAREE vh 7 vE AR IR D, 8
St A TR ARHEAT SCA T AL AL FEAK IR Java S FE DR U Ay 4% BN A J7 ¥ 44 T 43 B HH 9 S i (Saha 25 AT
FRIIF ST g 5 1044 AT 23 85 o0 17 i A SRR, B2 PR B 4 o 6 77 VR, T AR vy ol B o A7 PR E A %) 2 s
R 24 Java PR B OB . 28 & AN AT 5 49 B IRAL J1S 1 751k my; S5 a6 ) EAT 1R R IR IR T 1 my
T 1 [ B A )

s
Java L f:
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,/7\
I I1 111

WEREN e
Flf i S
oy

b BT @ sy

Fig.3 Method body pretreatment
K3 JrikfkTiad o
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Fig.4 Skip-gram model
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JE S NAESCRR[O1P 32t T — Rl 2+ word2vec (9 3CAY [0 SRR VA LS5 G T i W = TF-IDF 7
25, IR SE B30 UF T %7 A A AR SCHR W S 0 VR AR BT W R R s A D . ORI LR 3
J U] 1 PR S VT DA ] 2 R PR G R e e, AT AR v T ) e v SO b (R AR A TR-IDF T DL pE
AT FEA T AR ) R T BRI IE i R S 2 MR R T R T VAR A A SR T SCHR[9]
HP R SO ) 5 e v B 4 G i 1n) 2 A0 TD-IDF ) 7 vE AR EEAT ) s,
of ! BEAT A 1) R R R AR R my i B S RR R
o ESEHITE IBBEIR A br 7R m L Skip-gram A5 2B 25 45 5 m ef AN IO R N 23]
i B W, H W= (v, Vo, e V), EE R vy IR TE S N AN AR A SCAEAE ] Skip-gram B8 BUBEAT )1 250
G0 — B2 B B2 2 P NI ¥ A 300, £ T 7 e Ak rP A (10 B AN B L A8 /b B LACKR Skip-gram 45
T B AR B B R 1,05 5 10 308 0 B 5.
o RJ5,MethodLocator % FH {6 F il [ Bk (1 9 7 J vV & 7 ] i) B R8P TR-1DF J7 B0 2L — 5 i
FIF Skip-gram AL BON RS AG AN G T A 141 1 ks 7 — 5 T, AR [ B T SRS AL IR il Rt A o
AT A A 1] T ) SRV AR tf R SCAR TR idf SR 5 VS IE tfidf (B {ty by, .. tn 3R AN iR A my R
(A3 Z5T,m 2 7% 1l R, DUt BN G 0, 2 tfidlf 507 2 2 K (1) s,
thidf(t;)=tf(t;)xidf(t;) €))
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2 3(2) () idf () BT U 2 (2) .
tf, (t) = log( f,,,, ) +1, idf (t) = log ['::Il] (2)

Herp, A, AT my PR G AR, my S SRS Tt R MR T R SO R R RO T
A FREFE 73 my(L<j<|M), JL 28 d 37 [f) B LR 45 4 tfidf 4L B 11 7 1% 2t 28 s (3) T .
mi= Y w,tfidf (t) ©)

KL, w4 i ]
232 JERY R
B3 55 1 R4 R T 0 i 2 1) AR DL 1 SO R 1 4, LA SR K(L<SKS M) Bl 72 my 6 b 2530 o oAty vk
my (izk) ¥ A 256 58 05 B I A my B my AR AR SRk my (k) BEATHE, th A5 3 — AN K/ A M-1
Je 8 5 I 6 A MR 30 v 1 s — T R (R AR VA EAT HE I AT 45 21 IMIAS K/ R M1 1741,
35 NI R T ORI 78 i FE . 3X B LLES k(LK< |M)Fh 5 i my g 9l A 8 L 5 Fe At M- Fh
I AN IEF R BZAIBAE A S 1,82, - Sk 1.3 1, 705 my 573 my (R0 £ 4% 52 ARALLEE 28 () BT .

S = Cos(mk’ml) = Ll

4)

]

N (B) R T TE m 5 HABIMI-L A7 2 18] (S G4 77 ik my )69 £ 4% S ARADURE 9P 25 {8 .

M|
(2 :[_;ksk,i]/(l M |_1) (5)

XF T o7k my e 5 R my BARABLEE Sici> GG TR J 3% 1 (¥ 1) B R m] i AR B0 A K AN VE my ok TR
FET 5 my 10 SR 1) AR 78 i (K 7 3 1R Ry s S A A SCHE AT VR R A I T AN R R R R
T o, H T oAl 7 vk my (1K) 0 my (9 78 5.3 78 05 158 K AN J5 0 1 R s amy WA X(6) T .

am,=m, +a)" s, m,s,; > 6, (6)

5 WoR T4 7 M AR

Algorithm. Method Expansion. // H {f1: 77 63 78
IERNAFY IR JORTTVER . S ARALEE . SPIARLRE . vk iR 78 R4
Input: my;  REY TR A
m (I<SI<S|M|H. ik S8 07 1344,
S:SSL<ISIMIH. i=K) ;15 k2 T AL
G IPEBIARLLEE
a. 7y 7%
LR I EPRFS
Output:amy. /1978 )5 I T L4k
P R R WA 78 75 A AR T AR 2 TR AR AR R 5 K TP AR AL,
R T R 0T R AR AR B R T A e
Begin:am=m; /5 AR
For Skiin S
If Sii>6 1AW T gtk my 5 773 my IATTADURE 2 45 K TP AR DU ame=amic+ g, m!
1P 2 5 A I TTVEAR Y R B R TT ik R
Return amg
End

Fig.5 Method body expansion algorithm
K5 ik smEk
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2.4 REBIRESHEEBUETERHEF

e 2.3 5 e, Skip-gram AR CBU 4 A G B A BB AR g RUITAT J7 7k . () B X S B AR 25 1) Py 2 th A
] [ AT B AT 0 T8 K AN BRBE IR b FOAL B IR 00 b =W g0 W o, 3 T 58, FU T [ FH R
B 35 b TP EEA 135 wi ROR A w = (v, VD L) SRS K b BT R R AT SR, R R K
Tt 4t MaxPooling 77 VEBSEAFANRFAE 4 JE 3k B KAV br (K087 i) Bt br, 78348 1 10 35 KA B bry o
(R0 58§ AN4EFE A by max{v?, ..., v PO} T B0 () 2, 45 4 Wi N (K R 50 S N TS, AR SO B T B 41 2 o 11
Mg FRFIVERIX 3 AN N AR A FR b F S W E 2 TP ERE~ L RO R, MethodLocator LLT A 42
LA T amy AE R A G, LA R b, 1 A 2 S8 B A AR SR A ADLE 3 EOAR B A K 1K
TR g 18 S B by, T T REAS T )y k.

o]

3 % I

31 FRAFEIRERE

3 T Be4F MethodLocator J7 V275 S b 5 6 B e AL o (A8 R0t AR SCIE T 4 AN ITFJ5 R A4 550 H :ArgoUML
Ant. Maven. Kylin, Jf W58 & AT i B AR 15 FHVR A IS AR T A5 B, LLIT J A SC 1) S0 S0 2000 4R i W R 0 3R AL 1
Wi,

(1) SRECIEACHS S A

X2 H B2 AT IR I E AR FE rp SR B 256 BT 75 B UR ACRS SCAF % T ArgoUML 15t H AT Ant 3 H 4% SCF)
F1 SVN T B SR ZEECIEARE 5 68 T Maven I H A Kylin T H A SCRH Git T2 SR SR I EACHE H4E

(2) o7 ik Bl 52 5 1 0 SO AR T £ 28

58, R A SYN B Git L EK 0 BR(L) b AR H s ARAE SC AR rh T (1) java SCIRIY log H G ICEE T 2k, I
AR java SCIF, 76 E log H & o bug_number (3 4 5, 5 S B4R 15 i 5 AR [70) R SZZ 55034 i i ok
SRJE N log H & 3RECZ bug_number XTI java SCARIF 4 I IRAC S Bl 5, A\ log H & 4k Hi % bug_number
>IN RRCAS T T TED 3 A ROAS (4216 DIt U el B s 1 ) 45 R diff i 2 LU i T WA &5 22 I AR B — A
S AT (AT B PR T T WA A DAy BBl FBOAR . HC 2680 224 N PR AR 55 R il AN 1) AN ) 1R 3 77) 46 b 48 52 1% bug_number
) bug T BN AL AR5 R AST $lt G 1B AR 0 A5 A il R A YA T S A4 R 224 I P AR YRAR TS S AR AT
A HT S B BT 11 method, JF A 3k diff 45 R4S 4T BT )8 119 method. f5 )5 8 bug_number. &2 Java 3CAH:
BRI ARG AT DA B A& B method & ARl ke, 37— S St 45

(3) WeBAR S SR

ASCABINIX 4 ASRAFIRE 1R B R B 2R 45 FP SR IR0 I (10 e [ 1 L 45 2 AT N IR 283 e N T W 5 A
SCIEIT BB AR A ) 6 45 (summary) - 13 (description) AT (comment)iX 3 /> BUK A 284y il B 41 75 9
SRIE TR P9 AR Oh T ARAIE S8 1) T R A 1 R AT I T, AR S 6 A T R R A o ) e B AR R SR R IE R A
3T A 30 40 B B IR A5 4 Sz 56 Bt B T L B [ 4 5 (bug_number), BE % HE T 6k 1 5l B 4 5 DA e 20 B (2) R (1)
TEARADAE O 3% 38 2 JEoR T AR OISR B 1) 4 AN RIS E B89 42800 1915 8.

Table 2 Information on experimental data
F2 LREIEEE
I H % FK S HE Method %i & A B R A A Bl B A 7 IS 1

Ant 1233 11 805 230 2000/01-2014/01
Maven 898 6459 491 2004/08-2016/10
Kylin 996 7744 323 2015/02-2016/08
ArgoUML 1870 12176 751 2001/01-2014/10

XL T2 AL BB Q2) 0 TR R AN BRBE S bug_number P R AERARES R R AR B,
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AR AR SCPE I 4 I RRAS R0 22 /7 BT A AR AR AR HEAT T diff LB A X R A R B2 1 e AR A
A4 A ao A R ASCAS S St A D ) 3 T A o R A s 1 R 0 IV b 4 B 07 9 Jon R 3 A AR o AR A AR
G Al H S B 7 B BRL,  AE AR SO A B — AN RIS 2 S BT I R 2 I RROA e ) — IR I
VEARD AR B A 1248 TR 18 52 12 850 B Jor Al T AR O
3.2 Word2veci)ll 2

A FH deeplearning4j(deeplearningdj:https://deeplearning4j.org/word2vec) H' [f) Word2Vec 57 i 4 1l F
0 ] BN 5 1] T £ ) R A DI IR AR I 0 L3R 3.

Table 3 Basic information of Word2Vec training
%3 Word2Vec I Z I3 AAE B

WH AR | I UARITH VSR 2GS i 4 A I 8] ¥ #E(ms)
Ant 12035 Bac"eggr‘gfca][ml:#o?i: [[Ov_‘gg‘g‘”s | 7236 | skipGram 8 846
Maven 6 950 Bac"eggr‘éf‘a][;c&g%o?;: [[OV_‘gg‘éO]WS ] 5501 | skipGram 7145
Kylin 8067 BaCkeggr‘éZ?‘a][;C&g%O?;: [[OV_\gg‘g’]WS 5| 3936 | skipGram 7774
ArgoUML 12 927 Bac"eggr‘éf‘a][;c&g%o?;: [%EEWS 1| 11822 | skipGram 16 541

33 HEFE

T AE MethodLocator 77 2 i B e 7 7 THI ¥ 5 B Mk (8, A SO I T P9 P S5 HE 5 v JEAT S LE S 80 f 468
BugLocator™ I BLIA 1.52%.Zhou % A 2 Hi f¥) Buglocatort™® g 5 i 45 Hi 11 i A it B 72 A7 5 v LA s
hy 8 52 (0 ST 50 W A J 3 b T AR ST D3R AR T 5 YR 00 R SR A BB e v, BB i, B AT 1K BugLocator J7i
V100 52 57 L T 5 1 S A £ S 8 2 38 530 ) 1t S A 1 v S R A DA se A AT BIT e A ) A R R AR A S
PR N R 51 AR B A R NE R 51 el 2 AR B B R A5 18 SR 5 AR SO 1 AR B Ok 5 A AL R B 4R
A S 5 0 AR A 9 0 ) R R A R R AR s B B o 07 1, AT Youm PSR HE ) BLIA 1.5
VET T Sz by b L A S R IR e FE T Youm 1 BLIA 1.5 1 g v 773, H T8 1iE MethodLocator {145 %%
PE.BLIA 1.5 5 {7 J7 VA4l S Re i (R B4R 25, 1 58 00 o] REAE H 728 5 (R YR AR AD SO R AT HE 7, 48 U5 226 SBUHE 1 5 i 1)
SCPEX AT B 7 AR — 25 B R AT S B 7 V2 S R 7 A 1 BLIA 1.5 {7 J7 v PR T HE A
JG I S ) 775 BLIA 1.5 J77k AT 4 A S 80T UG e A 3 R AT 45 . 400 i S8 00 AR SO 52 17 0 I 119 %
SCUS I () S H0E R, BRI :Ant(=0.3,=0.2,7=0.4,k=120),Maven(«=0.2,3=0.2,7=0.3,k=120),Kylin(a=
0.0,4=0.2,7=0.5,k=120),ArgoUML (2 =0.3,4=0.0,=0.5 k=120).

3.4 T IEHR

T VR UE A SCHR HA TR BRI 2 A7 7 v IR A 88k B s SO AR SO BE T N HEZ (top N rank) P34 HERfi % (mean
average precision, {#i K MAP)FI-F- 155 ¥ HE 4% (mean reciprocal rank,f&ii#k MRR)IX 3 AN FRHEAT S2I6 45 5L LR,
XEFIRATOH RS | AR by, 418 5% E G, 55 BRE S 7 AR IR A ok m (F%). RS AR SCHR HY 1) 5 7%
TEAT VA I 75 R P S B A8 PR D v AR B m (£ v BT v AR FE AR S 35 A SR B 3 vt I 1 67 5 308 A7 AR 2
B0 1B, LA SR VAN AN SCHE H 9 7 VR 1AL

1) #i N E4 (top N rank)

BN I I R A X A HE AR A R A H A IR [ 5 SRR N(N=1,5,10) 437 H (0 2508 ) b 3R A iR 1
05 0 T4 S8 BB RS W AT N AN S RS E b 1 MBS B A T VR AR, BN T B I MR E 4. Top
N Rank J3 52 {E 8K, 150 BH SR B 7 07 7 2 1) 5 A PE el B e

2) Y HERH 2R {H (mean average precision, & Fx MAP)

BRI AT B SR AT VR AR B A S 1 HER 1K P (. MAP B S B T 450 B 5 A7 5 VAR AR b
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T 58 A7 T A 75 BB S R AR RS 1Y) SR FE AR Bl B 0 A7 7 VE RS R L R 1K) 7 B AS SO R RS g R AR BR SE T (rank
i), MAP BRSS9 A e 28 L 7 A8 SO S AR D7 VA AR U HE Aff R Bl 0. A
R B 0P 2R JE (R R AvgP) Il A =0 (7) TR
1 Bk
AvgP :ﬁk:1 rank. )
b R RIR — I B 58 A0 T RE R A 58 A I TR AR Tk A P (R 46 |RIZE 7 TR 4 8 A (R AR 7 AR
ranky K7 55 K A E A AR Ty A R HE 4 5T BT A R B R AR 2 1 MAP 123 50 (8) T .

io]] Ang.
MAP = I (8)
j=1 |Q|
o, Q ik B AR 5 AR QIR R Q AR & I H  AvgP; 7R B j AN BAHR S 1K 2K P AL
3) K844 (mean reciprocal rank, fi 7 MRR)
F TR AN YR AL J7 A4 11 A7 B 80 55 (1)~ 2 48, MRR 8w, 0 W 5503k I VE AR 3B 7. MRR TH 5 A 20 R
1 1Ql 1
MRR _@; rank 9)

o, Q Ak R 5 FIAR A |QIRR 7R Q Hh Bk B i AU E H rank; 275 g A7 HH i 55 55 1> SR I 15 A 5K 07 VR 4 B
FERTHEA KA

4 FRERESH

O T AP MethodLocator 75 75 ik 2l K A B B 5 A B I MERE A SCREE T BUR 3 AT ST 1) AL, %
MethodLocator [¥] 2 1% & L\ R FEUE b AT T 2T I 40 H7.
o LI 1:7F MethodLocator H1, 7 V3™ 78 8 2R o 38 44 o] 1A e I 2 7 14 12 B A 1] 56 1 2
o WFSTIAIA 203930 SO 2 1) i B 72 A7 5 15 (BugLocator)iz F T 7 25 4 5l B B o8 47 N, Lk B 5 AR SO
$2 1) MethodLocator # Eb, S A 50452
o WFFUINE 3:A43CHE 1) MethodLocator 5 BLAT 19 /7 1240 i (¥ sk B 5 437 5 3% BLIA 1.5 AH LE, 3R 0552
41 WHRREBMLEI D

MethodLocator 1, /7 2444 78 R H oL X 2 A R s an 18 6~ 8 Frow, b Bl 6 BIR T oA
MAP Fs2m, 7 B8 T o404 MRR 5200, 18 8 R T o8 fhXd ToP-N [ 520 48 30836 35 B a0 3 148
b, BRI I 0.05.24 =0 B, 87 (Rl 2 0 7 2 AN HEAT 4 70 100 5 A 3R

ML 6~18] 8 JEE 7R IR T LUE HE:

o HEEEEM 4 ANTH T, a=0.05 T EUAF I LR 2 0>0.05 B, E AR B # AL 22, MAP, MRR Al

ToP-N B #i &A% 4 o IE 3 K 2] — & FE 2 J5, Top-N $5k5. MAP febsHl MRR & bx 191 GE #0454
KB a=0 R REAKFE R T J7 AR 3,4 o BUE IR KT 3 78 18R W 2N A 7 i 2R 0 1
XA PR RRE 2, 21 o /NI LAt vk my R M Tk my I R R R R amy JERL T A R AR e
BRI Hoth 77 vE m 45 4 R0 05 1 my O RN T amy 7ok T ORI I A I R 3 0, 2E X T AR AT
P78 I 7 18 5 SR VE AR A B R I R I R A 5N — S8 e 7 T . oofE — 5 BB T Pl P 4 i 2 SRk
TR IR AT A B R AT BT 24 oI B T 1270 B, PR AR K T 38 a8 AR X R gk 25 A
SERL AR AR 22 AE MethodLocator 1, J7 ik R4 78 I i 4] 9> T B A5 B 2 — AN Mk i 7 VAR AN vy gk
Gt 2 T I TP B, of B AE R R 45 ) T 005 B IR . B 5 78 7 35O 1 I 3R 8 B AH 56 )
T AR 7 vEAR, I ol P e A 23 AS AR SCHEREAT 5256 B 4 oo LA S s (i, BA 0.05 Ay 2B HEAT SE 46 . %
T Ler S8 g A A R B B0 A0 H B 8 ol f U, A SC S TEAR SR I T AR h it — AR

o U EL 4 NI H KU 2T (0 BT bR Top-N. MAP 1 MRR _E,MethodLocator £ Ant Il H _E ()%
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& U T E He 4 3 A3 H ArgoUML. Maven #1 Kylin b EIRILAH T .45 ok S 6 Bl i 23 4,
TIRMAER — A6, 4 Ant T H H P BB 4 NG Kylin TE H P EE S 8 ik
A Maven 55 F I S 2 5.4 A7 AR Argouml S HHE I B B 6.2 N ITER B E AN
JIT G SO R I B T L B Ant I H R A O i e D X R B R B BRI T R R 1
e FE 4l #5 MethodLocator 76 Ant 35 H 1= H AT 547 1 £ 30

016 026
=#— Maven
S Ant 0.24
0.14 Kylin
== ArgoUML 022
012} 0.2%
0.18
01
£ g,
16
= =
nos
0.14
0.08 b 0.12
01
004 ¢
0.08
L S S T S S S S S S S N S — 0.08
0 0.050.10.150.:20.250.30.350.40.450.50. 55060, 6G50.70. 75080850 90,95 0 0.050.10.150.20.250.30.350.40.450.50.550.60.650.70.750.80.850.80.95
affl affl

Fig.6 Effect of expansion coefficient « on MAP Fig.7 Effect of expansion coefficient « on MRR

value in MethodLocator value in MethodLocator
6 MethodLocator #1378 A ¥« 7 MethodLocator #1,3" %& & ¥«
St MAP {8 (1 5% ] X MRR 1 14 5 1)
0.26 05
0.24 ——TOIP-1 0.45 —=TOP-1
z f —=—TOP-5 o4 —a—TOP-5
T ozff Top-0f | = ") TOP-10
O 018 o 035
0.16 2 o3 f&“\l
q
0y
L 04 E-u.e__ﬂ 0.2
"% 0.08 £ 0154
$ HM,M S
0.0
002 0.05
1]} (1]
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 08 1 0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 0B 09 1
03 affi 03 afif
g-g —#— TOP-1 g-i. —%—TOP-1
54 &—TOP-5 T 024 &—TOP-6
.99 TOP-10 % 0.0 TOP-10
o 0.2 ooz
K 018 0181
0.16 0.16
014 014
0.12 o 012 Ry
c 0.1 e S Emann | 5 01
E\u.w © 0.08
0.06% 2 0.06
0.04 e gy | T 0.04F s TR TR——
0.02 0.02
0 0
0 01 02 03 04 05 068 07 08 09 1 0 01 02 03 04 05 06 OF OB 09 1
afii afi

Fig.8 Effect of expansion coefficient « on ToP-N value in MethodLocator
Kl 8 MethodLocator "', 7t R o) ToP-N {4 ) 5 i

4.2 R ERE209 5
A SO AL 58 1) SCAR G 03 ¥ Bk B 5 A7 5 3% BuglLocator S FH 38 75 322 9 ) HEAT S0, LA 25 4% S 20 5 A T ik
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B3z H B 71 9000 58 A I BRI 24 0=0.05 I8, 55 4% SCE H I 7 v MethodLocator A1 b, — 35 (AN /] 2 b = 227
T ,BugLocator X} J5 vE A REAT M) i R on N B R A tfidf 1 R OR U7k, B T e AT R
MethodLocator /£ X} J5 i R BEAT i) R s i R K word2vec A1 tfidf A0 45 & 10 722, 3F HoOW B kb AT 76.%
4 78T MethodLocator Al BugLocator 7EAS SCIEFE M 4 AN H szt 45 11,

Table 4 MethodLocator and BugLocator comparison of experimental results
% 4 MethodLocator FI BugLocator 525 &5 J %} bt

IiH 44k 7144 R ToP-1 ToP-5 ToP-10 MAP MRR
BugLocator 0.139 0.278 0.365 0.134 0.210

Ant MethodLocator, =0.05 0.157 0.335 0.426 0.156 0.242
MethodLocator, a=0 0.139 0.278 0.366 0.132 0.202

BugLocator 0.053 0.138 0.185 0.054 0.101

Maven MethodLocator, o=0.05 0.073 0.177 0.230 0.068 0.127
MethodLocator, =0 0.052 0.130 0.180 0.051 0.100

BugLocator 0.068 0.176 0.241 0.071 0.128

Kylin MethodLocator, ¢=0.05 0.077 0.207 0.269 0.078 0.144
MethodLocator, a=0 0.065 0.172 0.236 0.070 0.120

BugLocator 0.046 0.183 0.273 0.073 0.118

ArgoUML MethodLocator, «=0.05 0.063 0.196 0.267 0.079 0.134
MethodLocator, =0 0.045 0.179 0.264 0.073 0.117

2 b a] L #1,MethodLocator .45 Et BuglLocator B 41 (20 R LA SR 36, 22 MAP #5645 L, MethodLocator
2 BuglLocator 7£ 4 NIH L4353t E T 16.4%. 25.9%. 9.9%. 8.2%;7E MRR #&#x_I-,MethodLocator % 2.
BuglLocator 7E 4 AU H L4y A4 M T 15.2%. 25.7%. 12.5%. 13.6%;7F TOP-N f§#x I, L ToP-1 A
1 ,MethodLocator #; 2 BugLocator 7t 4 NI H E53nl$g s T 12.9%. 37.7%. 13.2%. 37.0%.75 VL4 AH X T U8
ARG SO R, SCAS A 28 BT L A5 R B B R D 0 T A% 8 S A 41 U7 2338 FH 380 5 R 0 s 7 I, LT g ik Ak gk
AT ) B R 7 HEAT 78 A7, 3t o5 B R 5 iR AR A AR R AN R I AR A 22 1) &5

2 o=0 I, 3 4 vp IR RIS ANKE T ik AR BEAT 47 78 I R 58 B 467 R P LUK EIL A 20 Mebsh A 3t
BugLocator A [7] (1), LA 7E 1 AN ¥E4% L L BugLocator ZEHLAT T LA, S FH 8 14 1) 8 28 7= 5 V200 AN 7 ¥ AR gk AT
¥ 78, MethodLocator & Ff 58 {37 R I 8 A A0 T J e U7 v,k — 20 B 7 A9 70 (W = B2 1 oG TSR B i) 1)
R IR JTVE S T AR 70 0T A A 22 14D 52 0 T8 kg 1 40 1R D0 ) R, D) e R T A RS (R BL SR R R A
4.3 MR E 35

BLIA 1.5 Jjik & —FPLi& T 2 J7 A5 BURUEAT J7 V2 Gk I 78 A0 1) J5 1 STk [25] Hh &-15 BRI 52 A 43 A7
HORT LR B, A0 A A R B R A A BB IR HEAR AT R TS A AR i B A b MEARRAR R 20 B R B AR
KA RRARTS 55 BB 4R 2 B AR AR Tt SR — AN Bl B A 5 v AN Q0 5 HERR AR B 70 B0 B 0 7 ), U A Q) 5 55 B
5 22 1) (R A AR DGR 2 AR 5 AR S ) MethodLocator A EE,BLIA 1.5 2 RE {15 B4 £ B2 h T
25 B VAT AT 2 7 A0 AT H b SR A5 455 0, DStk BLILA 1.5 78 5 Sk 2 I B i s A b i M e v Bk — 2D IR AIE.

M 5 A L tH, MethodLocator 75 i:AH% T BLIA 1.5 J5 15 4E J5 19 2% ) 1 S A B g 52 A6 5 1T 31 1 341
R BAKSR G, ZE MAP 4845 L, MethodLocator #2 BLIA 1.5 7£ 4 NI H L4y B4R T 16.4%. 23.6%. 6.9%.
3.9%;7E MRR f§45_I-,MethodLocator %2 BLIA 1.5 7 4 NI H L4 542 T 14.7%. 24.5%. 10.8%. 11.7%;
1£ TOP-N f&¥5_E,LL ToP-1 i, MethodLocator #;2 BLIA 1.5 {E 4 DI H _E MR T 12.1%. 32.7%. 8.5%.
28.6%. /3% BLIA 1.5 J7 VA M 18 T S A 5 i B HERR (5 8K H 5 B 45 IR FI PR SCA (1 B AR TR 5 S0
53 TT A ¥R AR 2 TR AR SC T 5 22 IR It H o, B R B R b A B S AR R PR R B R A BT o B A IR DR,
N 5%~100%:2 [, 1X LE 3 F A7 JE B AR I RE 70 e I 8 67 1) 2 S v e 31 v 5 2 1)V R 3L ok B e Bl o5 v 5
HER AR B AR, B T HEAAT BT 0 515 B AT A DA g 2 1T O P 1) R 250 A RE) 28 B8 81 e gt J2 HE O ) A g AR, A A
YRR I (1) B A2 A, AT S 8O T 3 R A I B ) A D 14D 35 ) A8 A A SO 8% 1) ArgoUMIL T B S f 4 o
4 173 B A I HERR S B R B R T 11 SR 14 AR R U, 11 SR 14 AR DL EAT
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ARG ST R B 1T B A e 1l 12 R B 14 o R 3 — 2 ke U 0 s AR SCRATTE R IO, M S — R S A 4l 1 AL
5 P I AT A 1 2 SR TR O AR S 7 9 0 O AR J3E A, b MR A A o e 1 3 9 1
15 5 554, DRI I 2R W) FH HG 50 ol B 00000 50 07 (R E s R fH T DAL 22 Ji R A S 1 S o M A
15 ROIFANGE 3 42 5 T VA GO0 0 R B 1 67 R RICR.
Table 5 MethodLocator and BLIA 1.5 comparison of experimental results
% 5 MethodLocator fil BLIA 1.5 5256 25 HLxt Lk

I H 44 Fk 714K ToP-1 ToP-5 ToP-10 MAP MRR

Ant. =005 BLIA 15 0.140 0.308 0.405 0.134 0.211

' MethodLocator 0.157 0.335 0.426 0.156 0.242
Maven. =0.05 BLIA 15 0.055 0.136 0.183 0.055 0.102

’ MethodLocator 0.073 0.177 0.230 0.068 0.127

Kylin, ¢=0.05 BLIA 15 0.071 0.184 0.260 0.072 0.130

’ MethodLocator 0.077 0.207 0.269 0.078 0.144

BLIA 15 0.049 0.185 0.274 0.076 0.120

ATGQOUML, =005 | \rethogdiocator | 0.063 0196  0.267 0079  0.134

5 & i

o TR KA T A Tt A P BT A A T e PR kg T R v A O R P R, A 2R T TR B I
THEAF T 7 2 i AS: 53 A 7 52 o 08 D v %) S A TR — A B 40 5 B O R N B 7 B2 B e B e A 1) A7 B 18
GBI TSR B AT 4 O T BRI RN DA e PR R B B R AR A B AR SCER T — A g
T ER R I 7 340 0 ¥ Bk [ 52 A7 5% Method Locaor. A [l T4 G5 1) S48 4 0 (1 78 467 5 325, 1% 7 325 16 7 48 /N ke
e s 7 (AR T RS 9D B B 18 N B 8 B T4 & 3k 3] 17 & 7 v TF-IDF Jyi%,MethodLocaor 523 T 5
AR 5 1k B H] 26 ) 4 o 3 7 44T 78 75 v MethodLocaor i vl T USAR RS 5 e SC AR R IR L 7E 4
A2 BRI H H ) S5 56 3 W, MethodLocaor 19 7 R4UR 52 2 7 VY 78 R a5 00, AE AR SO SRR B4R e
1 0.05 &b 58 A7 R et 5 4 B SO 4% 58 437 )7 13 BuglLocator N 21 05 1 4% ) 1) %5 S AR L, MethodLocaor B A7 8
U 1) 58 A 1k R 5 75 R 45 A 777 BLIA 1.5 J5 A H, MethodLocaor 75 T 411 % BIL.

TEASR I AR FoA T 275 2 TR B R 25 AR ACRE 7 vE 1 2 % 5 B R — 2P 48 %1 MethodLacator 7% J5 %
S b il o 5 A 5 R B ARSI U P R B R A 1) R T, R AT % SR SRR S 1R A N GO AR A
FEACIN ] . B OSCABERAE B HEARMS EAMAS (5 B A5, 7R RIS Uy v T, AT T 25 i i M B R B ik
Z MR R . RN A RAE B H 1050 S B S AR A 7 v 1K 4 7 A5 S, R FH 38k
AT 3R A 7 2 400 5o P 50 % e 7, LS4 380 200 SR B A P ke B 7 7 9.
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