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Abstract: Fault localization is a process to determine the root causes of abnormal behavior of a faulty program. Most existing fault
localization approaches usually utilize coverage information of test cases to identify a set of isolated statements responsible for a failure,
but do not show how these statements act on each other to cause the failure. Thus, this study proposes Context-FL: An approach
enhancing contexts for these existing localization approaches by constructing contexts for fault localization optimization. Specifically,
Context-FL uses dynamic slicing technology to construct a context showing how data/control dependence propagates to cause the faulty
output. Then, it adopts suspiciousness evaluation to distinguish the elements of the context in terms of the suspiciousness being faulty.
Finally, Context-FL outputs the context with suspiciousness as the localization result. The empirical results show that the proposed
approach significantly outperforms 8 state-of-the-art fault localization techniques.

Key words: fault localization; context; dynamic slice; SFL; suspiciousness

« FEETH: EK ARREH 4 (61602504, 61672529, 61379054, 61502296)
Foundation item: National Natural Science Foundation of China (61602504, 61672529, 61379054, 61502296)
W R IR ) 2017-11-06; & U5 IN 7] : 2017-03-26, 2018-06-05, 2018-08-11; % JH I [7): 2018-10-08

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



BP FHIRET ORISR 267

AR L AETF R R RIS 15 3. 0 T ST R AR 0 1 B BF N R T VR 2 R A
o (48] 40 S TR [1—61). 35 Fv 56 TS 1) 485458 5 A7 7 5 (spectrum-based fault localization, fii#R SFL)E 4 12 5
A F 408 5 37 7 0 R IR T A0 VR0 A I B At A AR A 1) 1 43 b 7 T 10 A 2 ek IS T8 SPL 3o ok s B A A
) PR P BEAE SR VRN 15 15 ). 0 5 SFL R FH e bk L L SR ) B P AT AT, 11 Bl SO T ) 70 M FH 9 4R A T
R G R, DA R AR G 3 TR S SFL R FH A [ £ 5 o 2 3OR VP A T U O AR I T B I
Ji SFL %t LT S 1 4 Hi 44 (¥ 78 ) 51 2

SR, SFL DGV T8 ) B RN HE 44, 50 200 P RS T BT 75 220G 0o bR SOfR R AT BB Ry 2 IR (A5 1 O 3R,
I 5 R T LA (L AR 2 BT SR U AL B S PO B e = BT SO R T R 4 PR A A P B DR 0k, A
R LR S BRI A B 5 s A

T R R SO AR SCR B R R U AR TN R R A A g A ) S0 328 5 R R U B R AR IR
7 VE A B 5 s R o R LI HH B AR e i A ) P RS R X ANE A o )T DUR B, )
J Al CLSE R U)o ) 2 R R B S s KOG 2R, LR G RT3 0 e R A L U SRR R R
S S P AH DG T R A AR TR SCOfE L IX RO A B R A ) AR O SRR A R SO LI IR T UL
FAR KB 53 R A U1 R RS AR W6 K25 A U0 3 R 90 500 R0 43 A ¢ R e AT R e, T AN I8 AT R T s sl
PR A AT B AR IR A OC R EAT 43 1 8 S B N FH v B DD R LA 5 s ) IF (10 53 2% B2, D) R A ARV K, T g
SAEE 25 BARRAT N RG] B A& R R B i s S 2% B U1 A R /N T e s tH b i &
SRARE A I BB L il T Eh U0 AR AN B B R BRAT ARSI, 5 RS VLR ML, S AU A R )iz
DAL, A SR B A5 U1 N5

BARFEF YA SRAE T B R SO BB U A A R AR T A (R 16 TR R e 2 B 5 LR R

SR SRR AR K B, TR E AT R (N T A R PR i e — ANy B A ) I R B I A DG R

T BT, ASCR B R U0 R BN 58 A7 R, E S RIBCRR TR B R SR B R —
TG S R | N ep DR o 7 AR S O S B A SCAR Y T Context-FL 3 i A I Bh A U0 A ke i B TR S0h
B BL R T SFL M n] BRIk 5 SR VPl b R S P ) R AT BRI AR SCAE 14 AN TR R R RO AR IR B RETF T
SeE, 5 8 AN ML AR 8 A 5 VEREAT T A b Sz Ee 45 AR, 5 8 Al LN B R U5 iR A L, Context-FL (14 £ AAAY
)1 35 AR A b 22 W IA 52.79%.

AR 1 WA HIETIERE R E RS A28 2 W RARIR AT Context-FL.25 3 14 H
Context-FL [¥] S5 4 5 HEIR S0 DL R 25 R A0 28 5 WA ARG LAE 56 6 1 R 45 R 3L

1 HXEB=

11 EFSUER SR EMN

BT AR 445 58 A7 R (spectrum-based fault localization, iR SFL) 7 A4 SR FE 1%, 348 1 A] BE PEAY 2
AR AR T (0 P S 1% 2 M 18 4 R 368 VB A T 28 5 15 R B A I B R ) 2 15 i P A e A
JF BN AT o 1 — T HLAA R I L,

SFL A FRFHEE LT 4 MR IFLI TS AR 4 D SH anp. ans A aer 5 HAKERIIRE,
53 BN AT B AR BAT I 1 ) (0 20 B SR O . R AR IR A 1 8 T T i 1 B I 48
AT () B AR AT (n), 11 55 2 305 43 W) 2 7 I P90 45 AR o (p) 5 2 UL ().

RLGHT 5 MR BILT L Tor.., Ts}IZR G, LR B AN T SR AN E A1 4 DS HL R 1 PR, T 34T R
R 3R ) R AT R AR (0 RoR R, 1 R KIK). A2 5 AR B AN I, B A TR R s i A e
IR AT DL (L AHAAT,0 R PAT). Bl i A 1 i Ty N 1 RoR B T, A7 T T
Statement 1.4 T 1,8 MIME N 2 FoRIAT T Statement 1 (B NHER A GIA 2 e A 1 RRmHATT
Statement 1 ) RIS I AT 1 A a0, I A 0 o 45 AL I H R S0 47 Statement 1 F-) X H 49 A7 7.
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Table 1 An example illustrating program spectra
Fz 1 FEFPERY

T

i
—
o

T3 T4 TS anp anf ang Aef
Statement 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 2 1
Statement 2 0 1 0 0 1 1 2 2 0
Statement 3 1 0 1 1 0 2 0 1 2
Test result 1 0 0 1 0 - - - -

BBFE P={s1,52,....8n}, XKW P W5 n MK AR PR E M T={Ty,To, T AT, T G55 m AT
DB B B2 055 1A RIS AT (2 LI 1) 4 1 s UK s 4T 58 B 0 v 1) 22 2 1 5 it & 2R
AL Mx(N+L) B 23 MxN R B2 7R il A AT A5 00 i 2R3 1) s i DX 1) 6 40T, 000 > oA 1545 004 0.0
P doe A 0 £ 5 2R 1) i e R R 4 SR A Rt o SR P 451, 0 e O 145 T 0.

N statements errors
Xu Xpooe Xy || &
X X o Xon || &
Xvr Xmz oo Xun [ Cwm

Fig.1 Coverage of M test cases after executed
1 M AT AT i 7 o A5 5

ST 1 AR, SFL TS IRENE A 4 DS anps anrs Bepy Ber, 2R I T BEPE B 0 28 ORI ST AN
AT BEAE. SFL A4 3t ) e 1 R A 20 SURRRE A SR AL AT SRR D 1) BT A BRI Y ar (. BRI ag, {1 JLELAR
15 DU R TE RN aer (EA 5K, T @ep L 5/ I REWRAG 5 0R 18 0 7 A R I IR FH 491 o e A AT 15 de 22 i
Ao (U 5 PP R ARAT A5 B 2D AT S 2 S W 0 3 0 e DR T B . — ABEOR i, AN Tl J32 28 S0 7 3
R I FH ) 9 AN [RIASUAEL, AN 7 AR AN [ FR) 3 4 BE 5N 3 KT A ATT B8 £ ) 32 AT 7 Sl I 8, 2L v Xie %
NI o3 7 T Kk SFL R A, Bt T 5 R 25U 71X 5 A /45, Ochiai . Barinel Fil D* /2 fi i i
BEE LV T e HE 44 BT 3 (B 5 R 36 2 S T I 8 R vk ) R B R e A S T B LW IR DX A
A T A AT 20 3 A A S 92 56 TSR A R 1

Table 2 Maximal formulas of SFL
F 2 il SFL Ax

Name Formulas Name Formulas
-1 ifa, >0
i . 2(ay +4/a,)+4/a
Naish1 {anp, ifa_ <0 GP02 (B ++/3) +4/2
ERY/ Naish2 ay - GPO3 |a% - [a |
T g, ta,+l f P
ay
GP13 Ay 1+ 2aep +a GP19 Qs \[l aep — A T Ay _anp |
ay
% _
Wong1l Aet Dstar(D¥*) ay +a,
a,
ER5 | Russel&Rao o WL Barinel 1-—=—
aef i anf + aep + anp aef + aep
Bi 0, if A > 0 Ochiai aef
inar . chiai T
3 1 ifa, <0 V@ + 8,3 +35,)

SFL A SVSCHE AN AT Ji B LA AT 5, O B A 2 A B e v 1) IRV T A 21 1732 RO BIE GO R0 R J1 4R 1 & T
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25 T FET 09 BR SCME 8 AR BT 25 R BE ) 2 ) B I 00 2 L P 28 1 ) HE 4 51 3R A R T ) 2 TR 4K
B R, A AS D ] BEE 52 1 (0 0 1) 5 PP R 5 H S 8 DRI X i ) IS 5 38 38 N 7 T R R N D g R
R I 70 (1 TS MR P A DR I, AN AH G 1 T8 g S T 184 o, 3 ] B R TR AT AR K I TP R, TR R i
H 5 B A SR ] 5 T S, DA T b T A A R ), I — 25 i F ol A R L
12 #EUkA

TR 7 9) v Bl A B i B FORR e 35 ) P 50 0 9 ARG O 2R, 6 8 5% W B R B 1 0 ) T A Sk i B S
5 B AR FEU A HAR 26 th Weiser 5I AN SR e R IR L L R RN SRR 44 05 T A3 202 N 48 — A
FRF P AN 1,24 P ARYE | 3T I (0 0 SCHR[L5-17]), V1 B AR U H T 42 1 ) 2 1 5% g — 0 5 00 P 41 1) ¥
SR FATEF VI LT P b ] i 4 52 mn A% Bt v 7 A i pt B A 1 BT A i FO 4L (R B K T T BRI
Tt PAAT AR T, R Ak FRE i (R A R BIAT, LA T R 5 SO PIAT AN I B 1 J B B b, A S P AR e o e
N ORRIFAT N U 0 AN 5t A N P PO A 0 SR 0 e kA 3 25 00 1 T2 Bl 25 00 v AT
B AR AR IB AT IN (R A5 R, 55 A A U0 P AR EL AT LA S 35 U 1) (10 K /N 19200 5 2 3 7 2 el 4 S T 4
JLU R T E AR AR 2, BB RIE XN SRR AR LR AR B HEAT R4 AR T 5 B V) 83 Bk AT
T 3R ) A8 BOHE AN K O R SE A B0 FURS B i, A Bl T RN B B AN G N JC A 2R T Rk, AR SR
MU R BARR 2 F R 3

AP FRUER] LLR IR A TeH C=(Si, V1), Horh S RoRtE AR 228 V I | BT S 1 k O H B G s
2 iR pRiE(n=9,,v,2), 30,9, TR 1 R BLEYIEA) 9.0 TN n=2, X R ZIG AT T 2 % RI v=5 Fl v=6
I3 AT 1 IR R B RS 2 ANMEFR A3 BC 5 B v AR 1AM T AR R v I IE R AR LS I AT LA )
AU if BRI else 43 S MARMEQY) T HIFE T IEAS Y B T 8AMET. B8 B AU B4R T4
ANEFRVE ], B 5 B ARPAT A OC, T B A X

. while (i <= n){
L if(i%2=0)

. else

v=6,

L =il

Program P Dynamic slice Static slice
read(n); Input: n=2; Input: n=2;
L i=1 Output: v==5; Output: v=15;

Slicing criterion:
(91,v,2)

Slicing criterion:
(%.v)

Slice result:
{1,2,3,4,5,8,9}

Slice result:
{1,2,3,4,5,6,7.8,9}

1.
2
3
4
5. wv=5;
6
7
8
9.

output(vy,

Fig.2 Examples of dynamic slice and static slice

K2 shiA S A5 ks T
2 CONTEXT-FL &:%i%it

2.1 BEiEgit

Context-FL [FEA OAUE KBV A BoAR R T SFL M T B8 - S0 H ot % .Context-FL & 56 b
N3, R A AERE AT I R o S AT 5 i RS R AR S R SFL VA bR S0 T ER B AT SR A

S L RE 2 558 T Context-FL 772 1A B 43

E % 1. Get suspicious context.

1: Function: GetSuspiciousContext(V,E,T)

2: Inputs: E: The location of the output statement that outputs the error result

3: V: One of the variables or a collection of variables

4: T: Test cases{T,T5,...,Tn}.

© hRBIEB IR

http:// Www. jos. org. cn



270 Journal of Software #f+% 4k Vol.30, No.2, February 2019

5. Outputs: Context: The suspicious context that contains a collection of Statements
{s1.,52,..-,5n} that are dynamically related to the error output.

6: Begin

7 Context=;

8: For Every test case T; in the test cases do
9: if T; is failed

10: Context=Context GetContext(V,E,T;)
11: End if

12: End for

13: Return Context

14:  End begin

H % 2. Get statements suspiciousness in the context.
1: Function: GetSuspiciousness(S,M)
Inputs: S: Context
M: An input matrix that can be used to calculate the SFL formulas.
Outputs: EnhancedContext.

EnhancedContext=;
For Every statement s; in S do
Elementinfo(s;)=SearchElementinfo(s;, M)

2
3
4
5: Begin
6
7
8
9 GetSuspiciousness(s;,Elementinfo(s;))

10: EnhancedContext=EnhancedContext GetSuspiciousness(s;)
11: Order(EnhancedContext)

12: End for

13: Return EnhancedContext

14:  End begin

e L 1R 2 AT R AR R T AE 1 WA PRI B E4F TR 7 P i — 43R
9{51,52, . SmPITE A L A B IR TZAE T={T1, ..., Tn}.Context{s,,s,,..., S, % 715 5 485 i iy HH A 5% (R4 110 B2
4+ EnhancedContext{s,S,,...,Sn} 7~ ity T BEAE AR AT I _E R S0 ) 44 3% N ok 14118 Context-FL &3k 145
AR,

o UBR LR RIRE I BORMAATT IR T .

WYL 1 TR, 120 TG AR M A i nT 5 b 52, 1 338 D7 58 B A 2 MO 3 A 11 5 2 4T ~38 4 AT RN B
1 i BN & E Roni A iR g R G o),V RiEAPEREY — B RES T FRIR T F =,
5 ATRAVE L gL B0 BN S Al A R L AN R R E A AR A AR B T R SO S BORE R A R
r AT PO R R, S R T S BRI B B ) A R ) RS T AT, R SR A S B 8 AT RIER
9 4T R ARME IR U [ 58 A RG] 58 10 AT 3REX AT 5% b 3 B, BRI AR AS 2 W0 F 40 4832 4 HR 1 )
F IS a0 1 IR [AIATEE LR 30 Be Context.

o UDIR 2T BIN B i Boh A TG ER 1 P SEE.

WL 2 PR, 88 2 AT RS 34T o NAL 5, S(S={51,52,.. Sn ) /R NS 1 A il 88 B FSCH BEM &
AT SFL A 2P S i N AR B, A5 M B 1 TR 3R 4 AT R M 3 HAL S dibr i 45 T SR 13 s B T Bk B
SCAEEE 6 AT SR BN SCHIIRGC AR 7 ATIIR BRI S M ICE AR 8 TR 9 AT B
SearchElementInfo(s;, M) #r X FH 91 T 115 ) 2 5545 S AT 45 2R, i 4 GetSuspiciousness(s;, Elementinfo(s;))
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K SFL AT S AT ) (09 0] BEAE. 15 10 78 5 A5 2 IR ORIt A 9] £ 003 4 SR — AN B, an /& 1 i
7. o —S85E A [ W] SRR W] B8 AH F), BT LA Order(EnhancedContext) s 545 e A1 1 16 75 ) 18 ) 3t 47 HE P A8 A<
WEFTH, SFL LAJEARRY H (475 B - HE 51 L AR AH () n] S8 AH 1) o .

o UIR 3R B AL 45 R

b5 BB 2 A b A 45 B A e A — N ISR I 1R S AU LA SFL 4 H IR T B AE B T HES . A
gE T DL B RN BT MR S L A R A R B I B AN TE A B o nT BE (L ANAT S
22 BlIFET

W 3 s, AL A A R U sg AORE P, LA U W 4T 1 1 Context-FL.IX AN 1% % GP02 K it 55
16 A1 U 1 AT BEAEL BN TE AU 2T IR SR 0K 7R i 2 7 R T 51 AT (1 R s AT, 0 s R IAT), T e A
A 0 BRL 0 A% 2R 7 IR P 48] B9 AT 2 5 R (1 37 2R I, 0 il iat ). 1 GPO2 AR 948 7 6 A JE FH 0 P 451 45 SR 1 Hh 4
J:{57,58,59,512,514:510,511,52,53,51,513,54, 565,515, S16.} - 1K ML A AN BE R 7R 1] BT A1) 2 [H) 1K) 00 R, AN BEIX 43 56 W 5 158
A PR 1) A5 B, 5 A1 g IS 4 S S IO s 497 P 4R AT 55 A2 i 128 (KD £ T s AN AT AR T 5 s A1 L 55 8 B0 22 iy T
TLI R B PRAT . D5 1 55 () T B {2 L s 1K FL S 52 s JF ANAE 3 BUBE 1 H PR AT 12 91 25 Ph e B b £ 4
ss HEAA ST 9,0F H T BEAR bt — 22 55 41 A G 016 U K T BE(ELIR.

Program P Dynamic slice(DS)
Si:Read(v1,v2,v3) Sg: d2 =v3+1; Sistelse {output(d2); o e Al
$»:d1=0,d2=0,d3=0; Seiif(vl <0){ S zoutput(d3);) Input: _:11‘_'1’“2‘5’“3_3
Syiif(v2 < 0){ Sivl = vi+vig) Ouputdl=6
Spdl =v2; Siselse vl =vI+v2; 83 is faulty. Slllcllzgds;ntenon.
55:d2=v3; Sip: d3 = vItL} E::;Cﬁ (Stli,ce ;eSL)l]['
Se:d3=vl;} S13:if(v3>0){ lt‘(vé<6){ (S S5 S' )
Syelse {d1 =v2+1;  Sjgoutput(d1);} 212307214
test | V1243 | § 5. Sa Sq Ss Se S; Sy Se S Sn Siz Sis Sis Sis Sis | result
tl 153 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 1
2 | 275 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0
t3 | 568 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0
t4 | -5.8.8 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0
t5 | 4.7.11 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0
t6 4.2.1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1
SLISpiC iousness 6.00 6.00 6.00 4.24 4.24 4.24 824 824 824 640 6.46 824 6.00 824 4.24 4.24 Comput
Rank by sfl 10| 8 9 [ 12| 14| 13 1 2 3 6 7 4 [ 11| 5 [ 15] 16 |«
Rank by DS 4 3 1 2 o

Fig.3 An example illustrating Context-FL
Kl 3 Context-FL 7]

N T B IXAS ) 5, Context-FL 383 A5 FH U1 B v (ty, S1a,0a) SR A 2R AR 546 HH A0 B0 A D) i D) A A 45 55 2k
JECI A5ty PR R AT L HE R AR KV 11 {51,85,57,514 - 35 Ji7 ,GPO2 7L HT ) 44 911 4 :{(57,514,85,51 3, He 1,53 BAFAE
%5 3 H.{58,50,512:510/511,52,513:54,56,55,515, 163 AN CLFHAE LN 3oy R4 AT T SR B 481 ¢y 1t FR R R 5 LR AT
K F A, Context-FL Eb oK) GP02 B 4524

3 CONTEXT-FL SLIQ#EZE

3.1 SLIUEZR

ARG VEAN A 2 € L )70 Context-FL (R SEBLHESE. i 4 P, Context-FL = B4R 1 3 > EZ I [E
BG5S R AR R U FIBE bR SCAE R . T RE T SRR

R 7 A5 S SR IR f) 2 2 20 2 A2 SAAT DN 0 SR IBORE PP B i 5 U250 1 AN R R ) 20 B A P4
G H ARl R B AT A5 S AT A 00 38 96 b 8 % 5 VA . R A WO R (R MR T AR A R AR
LT LA SR IE 2 A BOR, A2 S0 B A AR B, OF B 2 A KB MU0 R A B R TH0.58 2 P i
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Bl DU AR 2 5 R P 237 AR KRR B AT A5 L A6 20 DAIE 4 1) 7 QAR B AT i R A2, LLAE T R
B T AN ST AR ol T B A B, e B AT BT AT SRR e A I 49 A ) B R AT
I3 R AEAF P B LLGE— 007 SAE A B i 26 A SFL VS50 AR A I S ST ey T R (0 S 23 P MR 1] 25 488 T,
¥ (138 AT 20 Ak 25 18 o B8 SR SR T 2% o0 e A s 47 ol /D> A Wi o BOWC AR 110 il 2 (R 7 200 W 1) e i
D RAR R TS b, A7 280 B 23 W7 07 i et b B R PP ) A L IRESR B MG THE B2 2 i) 3 A 28
P B 2. Context-FL Al I 4 v S R 2 4 55 B URAT SCGIBR 10 1 A 3 i SR 204 (19 4 G2 B ek 23 R 1 () 8 0 4K
AR R 52 B OR A PR A% T VR A R ) r S TR R A HON D e AR R R R BURK
DU P 451 60 e Dl P 481 5 23 A JHG 2 S B J B AS () B3R 2 T R IR R PR R Aty 7 7 1 AT e

At
WA i AT %(ﬁg{l iy LS T strsR SR A

=N L e T 44 .
R 3 VERNE T S
AL r] ) B
— PR SR

Q"”@Dﬂjlﬁﬁﬁ AT e G LS D

Fig.4 Architecture of Context-FL
Kl 4 Context-FL HEZLZ5H4

A BE bR S0 OB B 1) D BB AR B B R AT ORI IR — AL ) B BeR A T RERE fU X
R AN T USACRS B3 I () 2 S 4 /) 5 2% i AR 8 v 5 67 PR R R PP UL B G — R R 4l
PRUE SR IO T8 f) e T B M 0 38 8] 1A G 28 0 it /N B TR 5 S A mT BE B SCHR IR AT B R
DI B 7 — PAT R I0 T7 1R 1 R R P AT R 15 S i 1 AR 5 1.2 U0 R BOR I 20 B AHERER 2 &)
J BRI AT BE J BE AR V) P BORAETE 7 SR 20 b BAT AR B 1K) B8 0 (EU b T RE e U0 R A j i ml e bR 3
IR T A AN BE DS 2, TR X 26 5 ) 1R AT S8 A2 A 7 (0. b1 T A BRPE IR R AN Wi K i AR B (R RUBEHs 2 KA
S A SR UM B 4 R A B AR R S AR, 28R 2 DR A BRI AT B v A Dl 16 2 T R AR Bl T BE
I8, $22 TS 1A R/ o) P B B R 3R AT HE

52 SFL BRI A e, 24 8 A (R ERAT R 0 17 2R I ﬁtﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂ’]iﬁjﬁﬁf B (K P BEAEL 3 n. 5y — T T, A R R
FP 1 0 BRI 52 00 ol o DN P )90 i b D0 EL 5 {2 ARG DR 0, T 5 o BB B2 S T i N 4 v 22

3.2 Context-FL{EFFH/MI A

HEm g EMMARIRT JSlice® EMMA J2& HI I B AR 15 Java fCAS7E 55 R (K P8 T L. & /2 100%40
Java H AT WM A NI, o] AAEATAT Java 2 VM H TAE B SCRE 4 PP ANRIM B G288 25, 7k, AT AL A
BEAR, AT LU B AN YEAHD AT AT A 256 40 B 25 . EMMA (0% R 25 8 A B 4l SOAR . HTML AT XML ) b
HTML ] 45 2 RFIRAR IS B 2. A ST Context-FL 3= 4 I 47 7 25 2R A0 HTML iy 2870 i 5 B,

W 5 JiT7R,88 4T MR € R s A0 SRAT Ml F 490 B ¥ 7 $RAT %47 ,83 AT A1 92 A7 IR B R mizAT R — i 4>
BEPAT FLRFRIR AT 58 A AT AR SO I8 78 3615 5 42 B A A SC 145 5L b T O B RS 5 1) SO B it Ak
%, DAL Lt 75 AR A DS 48] PR 5P o) 7 A R SCAF AT R 5 0 ARGk AE B AT B A R 2 5 78 26
5 O U B (0 2R3 AT A7, o P L BT,

JSlice & Java B2 )P B AT i TR .45 & — A7 PUT A TERBAT— M AsdE(L,L V), 8 12—,
L RoRAEREE P AT WIRRAE S | 04T 10— B A ISR &,V 2 0 L 31— 1A 8 P22 i) i T 2 A b))
J I H AR AT P TR SR B TE A Lo AR B VI 4LTE R R A X R A L AR RV RIS
SR B S 4 Java BT 1T B AR B e 0 5 AT R R A DR IBK ¥ 71 U, I LA TR 95 100 8 QAT F 45 dslice {7 (19
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U R ERAT R AR )P IR AT 80, vl LR B 4 2 ) B iR s A — RSV R B Rt 1

%”ILJ%’HJ L AR SR PAT 1 T £, T Islice [k T & ILIE FH S92 R U1K V6 AU 2 A0 36 1T g 2 R I — S8 i i £y L

(1725 155 V[ BRI 1) AR SCAE Context-FL A4 T ) JSlice AR A 2 ISlice V1.0, 3¢ 35 A S0 S K0 ) it e 1 2 it
J>.3Slice ] LLAE FH 1) /& Fedora Core 3/4 SiALL ) R 4. T — 11 5L 5 /2 7F Fedora Core 3 _[IZ4T1H).

741 IntWrappcr command — ncw IntWrappcr (0) ;

7o IntWrapper pric — new IntWrappez (0);

T8 FlugLWrapper raliu — pew FlualWroppers ( (Llual)0.0);
T int nprocs, status, pid;

18 process process;

) Tor (1nt 1 = U7 1 € MAXPRIO+1:? 14+4)

BO prio queue[i] = new gqueue():

81

82 int argc = argv.length;

83 if {argc != MBXPRIO) exit_ here (BADNOARGS) ;

84 int _prio; /* temporal after translation to Java */
85 for(_prio = MAXFRIO; pric > 0; prio—-)

i1 {

RT if{(nprocs = Tnteger.parseTnt (argw [MAXPRTO - prinl)) < 0)
BE exit here (BEADRRG) ;

89 for(; nproce > 0; nprocs——)

1] [

01 ostatus — new job({ prio):

92 if (scatus !=— 0) Exit_gctct:t,ar.usj;

Fig 5 EMMA coverage report
5 EMMA % il &

4 E B

4.1 LIt

SEUG KR 2 K 8 PP AR R A TS Context-FL X kb i} ELREVEFR P45 00 14 4H Java 727736 3 Hiiid T ix st
SRR A T SR (B 2 B S0 A P (R R e R AR BB (56 3 #1) s B AT H(ER 4 )RR 0 8 (56 5
51)).3% 26 I SIRPAVHT Defectad PNk I 2 5 4 12 48 7.

Table 3 Subject programs
x3 SN ER

Program Description \ersions LOC Test
Print tokens1 lexical analyzer 5 587 4071
Print tokens2 lexical analyzer 10 571 4 056

Schedulel priority scheduler 8 422 2650
Schedule2 priority scheduler 4 383 2710
Tot info Information measure 17 411 1052
Jtcas collision avoidance 14 198 1608
NanoXML_v1 XML parser 7 5369 206
NanoXML_v2 XML parser 7 5650 206
NanoXML_v3 XML parser 10 8392 206
NanoXML_v5 XML parser 7 8795 206
chart JFreeChart 10 96 000 2205
math Apache commons math 18 85 000 3602
mockito Framework for unit tests 9 6 000 1075
time Joda-Time 3 53 000 4130

FrPT 10 MEFPAE AL B 102 AN IR 5250 ¥4 R schedule 1 [IfCA 1. schedule 2 fIRRA 2.
fRAS 4. fRAS 9. JRAS 100 JRAR 120 JEAS 14 1 Tot_info [RAS 4. JRAS 10, A 12, JiAs 1455 0 EATAA
SRR B, A A 1A R MO I R AT B AR Y BT T L SRR IR HE R T AT AT R R I
Tot_ info BRRAS 11, LA & G 45 15 1) 78 A7 TP B A 19,560 T+ Jtcas, SEB AT T T 14 MR ARG 3 N F
% B Defect4?® Defectd] J&—AN ELS 4% 5 19 54E 42 . 7 Defectdd o7, S8 B T chart 9ARAS 1. fRAS 3. BRAS 6.
WA 74 A 120 WAS 13 A 17, A 20, fRAS 23 FJRAS 24, mockito [URRAS 1. iAS 5. A 7. A 8.
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JRAS 26+ A 28+ AR 29+ JlA 34 FIfR A< 38,time HIFRA 4. JRA 16 AR A 19,math ) 35 > FLA 1 A (Y
18 A AR R RRAS BEAT BRI () Ji DL — S AR ST 9 3 2 0T B 5 T S A AR D 22 8 — R B o
IBAT ) IR 3 o, Se i e 2R T 129 AR RCAS.
42 FERHW

N T PP AR SR Y (R R A T 35 TR AT R, SR 5 R R E (- Ace) RIATDX e B (B RImp)
M g VP AR b v PO Ace s Uk 7 4K B LT () 4 58 4 2 00 BERY A 0 T AT I A 10 T 4 L RImp 2 AE
Context-FL 1 I 5 5 75 SR 71 (14 7 1) o BBk LU OGS 7 5 7 SR 78 F0 1 ) 6 20 Rimp . AO(EDBUIR AR 52
A7 280 R i 27,

X ER 2, K 6 K U A i Ak B AF o Context-FL RN EE 791 Ace B0 TR 1
Fl——1&1 6(a) M1 6(b), 1 A bi 2 s 12 T A R 5 mh R 2 AR T SR AT T8 ) B T 20 B AR b 3 s o 77 925 46 H i ik
(KT L1 6 Fh KRR — A s R IR AR B TP T TR RO 1K) P 23 BN S 67 21 1 85 R 19 7 20 L

100 T " —f—— 2R Z:Afg,%, -
e TR
90 - Ko E |
A
80 B
70 B
1%
j oy
S
@ 60 N
ol
>
2 50 4
3
:é 40 -« ER5 B
o —-—- ER5(context}
a0 *- GPO2 |
& —*— GP02(context)
20l f £ A GPO3 i
;£ —4— GPO3(context}
GP19
107/ GP19(context) 7
O L I | 1 I I 1 I I
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 30 100
% of the executable statements examined
MO .
e ]
” il
o
R
ﬂ -
()]
>
= il
=
£ v ERT’ |
o —7— ER1'(context)
® <D J
—<— D*(context)
Barinel ,
Barinel{context)
O+ Ochial B
—&— Qchiai(context)
G 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Il
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
% of the executable statements examined
(b)

Fig.6 Acc comparison between SFL and Context-FL
K6 SFL 1 Context-FL ) Acc %t Lt
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M 6(a)FIE 6(b)rl LLA L, BR T ER5 Al GP19 2 4 K7 nf $AAT 15 ) 1] 5% U H I T W Gt (i 2 SR 42 7t
RI{fi = ERS A1 GP19, 7E R AL AR 11 43 Eb 23 5 ok 15% 1 109% 0 1t 8L T W1 8 () 2% SR 71 IR i, Context-FL Jy 7:4%
T8 i A Tk A R

BT 2 B 7 sy B 7(@) M E 7)) AT ELBR T Context-FL 7EREANE T EW RImp {H.R
JH Context-FL J5 i )5, 75 Sk 25 ()8 A1) W] 2 9820, . Nanoxml_v3 ] GPO3 [¥) 20.22%(#x f (i) % chart 1) D*[¥)
88.63% (IR 2= {H). IX Mk Context-FL HFF LR & SFL I 75 46 2 (M $h AT 1B U LY 20.22%~88.63%, H fit 5 37 2]
B A 7() AN 7(b)nT LAK B, Context-FL S iNAG 25 RN e o T At 24 R e M K I 2 1 ) 5 o 52 2%

100%

90%
80%
70% _
60%
50% 1 al | 1
40% _0
30% u N
20%
10%
| Print_tokens [ Print_tokens2 schedulel schedule2 tot_info Jtcas [ chart
ER5 O 69.59% 53.68% 52.89% 55.85% 76.03% 51.95% 55.62%
GP02 = 33.21% 37.88% 54.82% 32.95% 47.20% 70.28% 68.97%
GP03 @ 46.40% 40.35% 53.89% 45.28% 63.07% 73.84% 59.68%
GP19 m| 54.32% 44.94% 50.32% 56.42% 77.49% 72.81% 44.76%
ER1' m| 58.16% 40.36% 50.00% 48.89% 57.04% 83.44% 67.34%
D* o 41.31% 41.67% 44.60% 46.93% 50.10% 82.58% 88.63%
Ochiai m| 52.36% 50.21% 48.15% 47.25% 59.01% 79.34% 79.26%
Barinel m| 48.31% 42.67% 54.20% 42.13% | 6084% | 8125% | 67.73%
(@)
100%
90%
80% _ el H
70% _
60% = [ —
50% |
40% L o
30% | — |
20% L H mESES u
10% L | H
mockito [ time | math nanoxml_v1 nanoxml_v2 nanoxml_v3 nanoxml_v5
ER5 O 69.87% 39.38% 81.89% 36.36% 28.96% 22.56% 26.67%
GP02 m| 78.35% 42.71% 82.85% 35.63% 28.06% 20.57% 27.39%
GP03 @ 75.58% 62.89% 85.43% 32.93% 27.97% 20.22% 27.39%
GP19 = 85.59% 43.81% 75.56% 32.75% 31.96% 20.81% 27.59%
ERL m| 6857% 36.65% 78.85% 36.25% 27.97% 2057% 27.39%
D"_‘ 2 86.90% 50.50% 87.82% 63.64% 60.87% 44.53% 42.11%
Och|a| = 74.43% 56.79% 79.37% 56.75% 58.37% 46.87% 35.67%
| Barinelm| 7957% | 4841% | 8556% |  48.24% 52.25% 38.33% 44.58% \
(b)

Fig.7 RImp of our approach
B 7 A RImp
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T RS BCR AT R R 8 BoR T RImp ISR, 25 0~20%,20%~40%,40%~60%,60%~
80%F1 80%~100%. 1F A 1a] [ A4 2 40 A 6 IE X 18] (¥ Rimp A8 89 77 2 EL .41 1,GPO2 £E  20%~40% X [a] (4 4
50.00%. 1% & M 2E 500 1K1 4 5 MR AS P A FH A SC 119 07 3% 5 6 B %, e BT i o 25 R B R0 SO F GPO2 i for
P TE R 20%~40%. Il 8 AT LLAE Y, RImp i 3= Z /3 A 7E 40%F1 60% 2 [A], 72 20%~40%. 1% 3K W, 4% 3¢
140 7 255 2 1R 0 R S Al B 1.

100%

90%

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0~ 20%~40%

[N)
=}
=

40%~60%

60%~80% 80%~100%

ER5 O 0 35.71% 35.71% 21.43% 7.14%
GP02 & 0 50.00% 21.43% 21.43% 7.14%
GP03 @ 0 28.57% 35.71% 2857% 7.14%
GP19 m 0 28.57% 42.86% 21.43% 7.14%
ERl m 0 35.71% 35.71% 21.43% 7.14%
D* = 0 0 57.14% 14.29% 2857%
Ochiai = 0 714% | 64.29% 28.57% 0 \
Barinel & 0 714% | 57.14% 21.42% 1429% |
Fig.8 RImp distribution of our approach

8 ARICTHTIEM Rimp 7 A

Wi 9 FroR, B K712 & (Saving=100%—RImp) &y GP03 H) 79.78%, T £ 54 D*H) 11.37%, F3 T 417t
My 40.56%~52.79%.3X 72 Wk 45 75 48 ] Context-FL Ky 25 8 41 [ B & sk, v] LU /2b 11.37%~79.78%. 5 1] 5 2, 15 52
36 1 8 Fh e v J5 1A Ll Context-FL W 298/ T 15 A1) (A48 2 30 i [K 0k, Context-FL 52 437 §E 7 50 3.

100%

90%

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

GP02

G

Gpl

D Oc Bari

E

ER5

Max Savingt™|  77.44% 79.43% 79.78% 79.19% 79.43% 58.69% 64.33% 61.67%
Min Savingg1)  18.11% 17.15% 14.57% 14.41% 16.56% 11.37% 20.63% 14.44%
Avg Saving BB|  48.48% 52.79%% 48.93% 48.64% 49.89% 40.56% 41.15% 43.28%

Fig.9 Saving of our approach over SFL
K9 AICHVEA SFL ) Saving X Lk
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Lei 25 NP272810) 80 25 52 1) V) 7 RBRAT U 4 (00 A0 S M0 2 A R R B O 35 134 B 4 1 T 2 SR A PR 3
SN T VECR SCRTFR Lei-FL).2A 73— 22 Ui B Context-FL 94 %k, 92564 Context-FL 1 Lei-FL 34T T L&
& Lei-FL A F (A2 P46 50 CREIP 5 S8 i i F JAVA AR [¥) Print tokens 1. Print tokens 2. Schedule 1.Schedule
2. Tot info Ml Jicas JA—4LREFE A5 RRAS AR (7). A1 kS50 308 X /0 X U FE e L 4 i) 5 Rl (B ERS,
Barinel,GP02,GP19 1 D*),4> JjI % i Context-FL F1 Lei-FL, %} He &A1y &l 10 s i 5 FrA TR
|, Context-FL 1HhZk— B & T Lei-FL #h£&. 3% 3 B Context-FL ¥ 5E £ %% /) i T+ Lei-FL.

100
i gy
7R g B
90 SV ; SR
S s
80 gy 1
7

70 ) -
@ ) Ryt
o - -
g e vk
S [ A
> A
2 50 / A I - 5
= % Iy --+--- ER5{Lei)
= 7 kK —-—- ER5{context)
3 i/
‘5 40 i - Barinel(Lei) T
R ’/' —k— Barinel(context)

ok |/ P £ GPO2(Lei) 4

/ o —4— GPO2{context)
f /o GP19(Lei)
201 ) s GP19(context) 7
A -7+ D*(Lei)
10 ! —— D*(context) —
-
4
0% 1 1 | | | | 1 1 1
o] 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

% of the executable statements examined

Fig.10 Acc comparison between Context-FL and Lei-FL
110 Context-FL #1 Lei-FL [¥) Acc X} Lt

100

XK 4 FHR T IX LS B0 R 1) ) TR RS ek LA . 28 P B 1 4 F R A B Context-FL IS P 18] R 485 15 40
SRE A RAE R Context-FL (1) W 18] FF 85 15 000 0T LA HH, B8 26 R 7 MU 47 K, i TR sh & 90 B 10 s XL 436
Context-FL ¥ 8] gl A 26 Jir 38 .

Table 4 Comparison of experimental time cost (s)
Fz A4 S A IF RN E ()
ER5 GP02 GP03 GP19 ER1' D* Ochiai Barinel
Program (context)/ (context)/ (context)/ (context)/ (context)/ (context)/ (context)/ (context)/
ER5 GP02 GP0O3 GP19 ER1’ D* Ochiai Barinel
Print tokens 1 0.872/0.201 0.889/0.218 0.87/0.199  0.912/0241 0.876/0.205 0.819/0.220 0.875/0.214 0.883/0.197
Printtokens 2 0.37/0.216  0.367/0.213  0.374/0.220 0.372/0.218 0.388/0.234 0.387/0.233  0.377/0.215 0.397/0.221
Schedule 1  0.353/0.180 0.266/0.093 0.267/0.094 0.271/0.098 0.285/0.112 0.276/0.103  0.279/0.091 0.259/0.099
Schedule 2 0.394/0.191 0.302/0.099 0.298/0.095 0.297/0.094 0.299/0.096 0.296/0.093 0.315/0.112 0.305/0.097
Tot info 0.338/0.106 0.28/0.048  0.27/0.038  0.273/0.041 0.282/0.050 0.271/0.039 0.291/0.045 0.287/0.047
Jtcas 0.223/0.099 0.158/0.034 0.155/0.031 0.161/0.037 0.157/0.033 0.159/0.035 0.159/0.058 0.214/0.032
NanoXML_v1 8.989/1.531 8.755/1.297 9.184/1.726  8.788/1.33 8.848/1.39  8.757/1.299 8.757/1.167 8.622/1.35
NanoXML_v2 13.14/1.524 12.968/1.352 13.8/2.184 12.956/1.364 12.951/1.335 12.936/1.32  13.16/1.55 12.873/1.79
NanoXML_v3 32.79/3.28  32.03/2.52 32.63/3.12 32.335/2.825 32.19/2.684 32.17/2.66  31.89/2.884 32.57/2.712
NanoXML_v5 56.11/3.216 55.661/2.765 55.504/2.608 55.871/2.975 55.81/2.912 55.62/2.73 55.314/2.798 52.31/2.508
Chart 46.21/3.8 45.761/2.854 45.504/2.814 45.87/3.066 45.808/3.04 46.217/2.933 44.72/2.919 46.36/3.18
Math 21.36/1.79  20.78/1.92 19.25/1.88 18.89/1.85 22.27/2.07 20.75/2.01 19.57/1.99  20.33/1.82
Mockito 25.23/2.123 24.134/1.841 24.256/2.86 23.335/2.468 26.85/1.756  24.88/2.35 24.71/2.276 23.19/2.298
Time 60.89/5.21  67.45/4.45 62.36/5.26 69.89/4.33 61.39/5.39 61.48/4.59 60.87/4.68  61.34/5/145
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4.3 BHIEEBH

AT AT U AT R S

o SERRM T ISlice BN AV A TR AR, H1 T V) ) $R 15 ISlice TR Jay BRAE, 15 28 48 AR G R HORTE T2
SR I B 1 T A AR A T REAN A S AE DD T S5 R, 10 Tot_info MIRRAS 1132500 v BRI 55— ANk i
TS HE B SRT FR) R R SO VA S D) P B 3 U SR R PR R R e AR BT (R B B S YT R e AV E
RIS DR ) X ek U2 B VIR BOR B SR s P s E .

o SEEA AR B 2 AN RGN ] B IS AT I A A A T U N AZ A AT XA B BT, S

T AR HEAT W ST A B D R e AT 22 A B R BEAT S A AT T SRRt X i O A K 2 H
A7 I TUEE A B B DR S0 A

FEVE 22 RSN 3R, BT EATIAS R o JF 38 1 B S o (K BT AT 156 D0 DR B0, R SR AR A P B 2 (1 R e K
FEF R 2 AT T A

5 MxI{E

BVF 2 BN GRS 56 5 B8l U 5 B 0T 5 08 A7 BR AT 1) ZE A 21 I Se i 50 58 22 R e 7 T
YETT 2% Wong 25 Nl 301 % 2% (1 2k

BE T 5 IR R A R ARG TR 15 5 M IR AT e D R S A I T B A, A 0 3 TR
BB 8 AL (SFL) S5 G5 vl A U0 SE AT HE P 24 08 P X S R I A SCAN TR B A A P (M PE 445 B, U R s 1T i
R I £ 008 461 Chen 26 A 2904 1 1 Jaccard 43R 3% 2 — P 40 45 52 10 5092 Jones 25 ABPHE 1 T Tarantula
AR, VT SRR E A (0 ] BE AR, FRAR B8 A AT 1) P BEMELHEAT HE 44 Tarantula 75 J5 2R 70 & T2 A R LR B R
Abreu % \BHUR;H Ochiai 57 45 Bt AL AT H Al AT 18 A Ochiai — B4R T Tarantula, 3 HL7E EXAM 7343 J5
TS 2948 8 T 5%. Abreu 25 A B27E 5 Sk RIS AL T Tarantula (694 20 DA oAt H A, Jf-48 i, Ochiai o 3
FIEAT T AR (R VEA Wong 25 A B3R B A v A, R 1 7 JLANEHR, W1 Wong1-3,Wong3' & 1 T4 42
S LA S IO P 491 1) R P S AR P T B O 25 o 24 30, BB 8% Wong 25 A BHR T — b e T4 R 78 26 (1) 5 2%, 7T LA
S IR AT 3 B0 R T B T ) (KRR S B T g 4 R 3 (1 7 7 Wong 25 N BAELE SR I Tl T AL
AR 7 R B A 0 A S5 FIBAT AR B JF R tH T — #4204 DStar(D*) B AR A% J7 i v 5 T 48 B0 ) (1 m] 5Bk
. J53, Xie 25 NPIZE LG FRFSC T GP #Efk 2

TR U0 P B3k (B A B 28 10 S B A 2 IF S0 N B3 2 F S0 TR e i it Lei 2 AP 2B 5 2 070
X AE AN WU 48] ) SRR AT U0, LA ) S B N R 9 5 T X AN S B TR A AT BEARL TF 5 R AR ST A
SR WO 481 (B R R AT B A D) SRR G ki, 8 e T R T s 48 T R R AN e R R B A
PRBUIN T B A VLA VR, 35 2230 B B /N A S S 45 LAl 26 1, Context-FL AT Lei 5 A ff) /714 .Zhang 45 A 1%637)
WER T AV B AR R T AR IR T — PR ST R SR mE @k vh &N 0 2 1 /85 A,k
P AT A8 S R ) L AN TE B IO f 1 T4 Zhang A5 NBBE AR Y T — R AUY) B0 EAR, LUE NV £ 58
b BT ERASH S K 31 1F Jones 25 A BOU T 50 2500 AIHRAT D0 SR Zb 48 22 5k Allves 25 N\ BO0Kg A5 4 5 i 43 47 44
NSV UGBS 2 ) 7 . Wen 25 N T R IR A 1) 3% 0 40 o 7 vk, LASR: o 5 A 7 1R 2
PE. 5 I 85 R [R], AR SO VEAE F B S 300 R SRR P B S S ST PUB AT T 0T, B T e 3R 8l A5
o A A0 3R Wong 45 NG T —Fh 36 T 3T ) A R BR 22 ] (0 5000 4 0% 2R 70 /N 3 FRLAR 1) P 52 B o
SRR ) 5 5 A 1 O 1 BRI 5 I S AR ATR A 3h & V) Rk gt i Ay i B R SRR,

4R 1EHf P (coincidental correctness) i) g A 5 5 5 ALHIF I8 B — AN #0203 T B B AT T 45 D E A), H1 E 5
B PEOR T 50 507 4 T AR AR T8 v A % LA e ) R AT e T 0 3 R A8 e o) i 5 A P R SRR
IS T iR A R T 8 A ), e S5 A A AR I A O £ P 451 R O Wang A5 AR T B

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



R FIRiR BT U IR LA 279

N ICRE (context pattern), i it 77 LS bR OB TR A A5 R AR TE A il A R S B 8, O Lt e Ak
8 55 L, AN T B T8 58 5 0 il Masri 28 N 0905 ST B B 01 21 2, A AR LA 068 08 T 1 e o A8 0¥ e 2
R P81, T BT R AR A AR T A A I A0 Maaasri 25 LTV 5 4R T At 1 1 A3k — 2B T, R A Euclidean
o P R T UK 9] 45 2R DU k481 22 ) PR ARVABLEE , LA S A I AT A 9% L P ) 85 10 e B 00 i 1 461 Miao
i N VOOV 8 4 T 0 10 e 0 ) 5 M PR 91047 AU T g 1 AR, SR 3R 288 T 0 U038 P 491 B4 T 53
&2 B A 9 4] 2 30 5 2R I SR P 48] 180 288 3 IR, 122 18 I3 300 P 491 A A £ % T P A8 ) T RE PR K
Bandyopadhyay™® i i Dy 9 55 S0 51 2 ] 00T V8 1) F AR B E SR 5 SCBLTR, O LA b 7L o] fi R AT
A8 SR A ) A0 e 038 P 481 05 KR 0 ok B A48 358 52 A P i Lei 25 ATV R G2y T R 45 17 03 41
B AR 8 (0 24, N BEVS AN S IG IR W T A % T P i AL s B Uk P 8 38 R A7 280 HE 5% Wi e K ) PR 3% A
ATTERI AT 5 3 B iy 21 DTt 1 P 4810 ) 8 5% 5 A7 R0 RE R AT T RN A - el ik T 48 ) AF 4% T 1 1) AR B, 2R D
DGR AR SN S0 B A 80 TR e AR SC 75 9 SR 0 T AR Ik I 491, 30 3o 8 28 070 i BB SEORS Aff A 6, K g 2 4
AN R L, DA b St S LR 0 0 M B AR T M EAIE T Lei 25 VTR 2R U P 481 1 45 148 BEAR AR S
TIVEAS R AT A8 SR TE A 4 1) 50 1y e oy 0 38 490, LR PR B 25 U0 R A BE AR B 8 4% LE 4 1 Ll i )y 25
D8 % I P 45 £ DA, A B /0 i 48 R 9 L 300 A0 0 LA £ 2R 8 17 1 A £l i o P 81 5 4% 4 2%
S Ry 2% ) i 2 2 g 1 AP AR I 1 )

6 4% it

AP T —FPEE T R SO RS R E AL I % Context-FL.Z V245 & 2 A& D) v A AT S P B2 St 5 123, g st vy
BEAELRRIC ) TR SC S 45 SRR W], 5 5 il 5 A7 77 VA 0] EE, Context-FL g 25 D8 3K 28 75 3%, A R i ji 1 A0S e
B0V B K B BT 1R % 8 A R B AR OR K AR L 35 D7 R DAk, AR v L HE A . e A, BT IE 2 BE ST
Context-FL §" i€ 1 2t ik 7 5 F A7
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