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Abstract: Software fault localization is a time-consuming and laborious work, so determining how to improve the automation of
software fault localization has always been a hot topic in the field of software engineering. The existing spectrum-based fault localization
(SBFL) methods rarely use the context information of the program, which is very important for fault localization. To solve this problem,

this study proposes a fault localization approach based on path analysis and information entropy (FLPI). Based on the spectrum
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information technology, this approach introduces the execution context information by analyzing the data dependencies in all execution
paths, and introduces the test event information into the suspiciousness formula by using the information entropy theory, so as to
maximize the accuracy and efficiency of fault localization. To evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed approach, the experiments are
conducted on a set of benchmark programs and open source programs. Experimental results show that the proposed FLPI approach can
effectively improve the accuracy and efficiency of fault localization.

Key words: fault localization; context information; information entropy; path analysis
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Fig.1 Spectrum-based fault localization framework

BT JE T 0 B R e R AE SR
X FAR R MRS S S, AN )T AT (5 S AN 5 RRAE AT LU — DU e 41278, B Ng=(Nce,Nur,
Nes,Nus)-4 S T0 3R 20 AR AT R H A 6 FE 7 e S It A 8, AT R M UK s R S 4 S5 (K930
BHBIRE . AT R BB 25 AR5 524 S5 13l A A9 R BOCRTHAAT Bl T B 78 36 A8 7 S 4A S5 el s 491 T 8.
BB T AT Ne 2R BT A $AT 2 A I sl IR B, B N 20 T A AT s R B 81 vk . 36 1 2 s 7L
o TR ) 8 R 5 A7 3 R T P R A 5L
Table 1 The calculation formula of suspicious degree for fault localization
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1. for each node N in CFG do

2 if REF[n] is not null then

3 for each variable x in REF[n] do

4 for each pair (l;,vy) in IN[n] do

5. if vi==x then

6 establish data-dependent edges from node N to |;
7 end if

8 end for

9. end for

10. end if

11. end for

12. for each node N in CDS do

13. output the data dependent edges from node N to its parent
14. end for

end
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main () {
int x =read_int (),
int y =read_int ();
int z=read_int ();
int m=y;
x=x / z; // comrect x ==x>z;
y=x+1;
if(x>1)
X = X*Z;
if (m > 0)
int r=x—z;
else
int r=y+z;
print (r); }
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Fig.3 An example program and its CFG
B3 Bl e R

© TEBREEGESIEIFEFDT htp/ www. jos. org. cn



2172

Journal of Software kfF 34k Vol.32, No.7, July 2021

A%t TR 8 AN 1:1,(6,3,6) ta(=4,1,—4)« 13(4,2,2)« t4(1,5,1,)« ts(1,0,—1)« ts(2,—4,1)~ t;(0,4,—1)
H 15(0,0,1).F2 18 0 1978 365 2 X A8 ] Tarantula FI FLPI 75 ¥: % 7 4 B2 Fe 1 78 £ 45 5 3% 2. Horh B )7 %R
&7 HH R BT )58 745 B R R AR & A MK 1 B0 AT 3 A2 rhoxt & ANE ) B 8 5 15 00 “HEA4 "R 2R - Tarantula
JiEFARRATT I T3 1% 5 T TH A5 B & AN A A PR B A

Table 2 The result of the example program
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3 The result of path analysis

®3 MR

- Binls R iHHEGR
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(3,5,2) e © o o o o o o 3 0 5 0 0.757
(3.8,2) O O e O O e O O 1 4 1 2 1.459
(3,10,2) e e e e O O e O 3 3 2 0 3.786
(3,11,2) O O O O e e O e 0 2 3 3 0.264
(4,9,m) e o o o o o o o 3 0 5 0 0.757
(5,6.,X) e e o o o o o o 3 0 5 0 0.757
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(5,8.,X) O O e O O e O O 1 4 1 2 1.459
(5,10,X) e e e e O O e O 3 3 2 0 3.786
(6,11,y) O O O O e e O e 0 2 3 3 0.264
(8,10,%) O O e O O O 0o O 1 5 0 2 3.099
(10,12,r) e e o o O O e O 3 3 2 0 3.786
(11,12,r) O O O O e e O e 0 2 3 3 0.264
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—_ Nc(9) N (9) I S A -
H(C(s)) Z[Nc(s)+NU (S)xlog Nc(s)mu(s)J o xlog=—=0.17, H(U($)=0.38,
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/D VB ARG B AR B A R D R

susp(s) =

0.757.

3 X W

B0 AR SCHE H ) T B A5 o0 A RS 005 P R 0 A 7 Y IR AT SE IR B0 IE VR AN A R PE SRS B AT IR
Windows 10 Al Linux % %;,2.60GHz Intel(R) i5 VY #% 4t # 2% 4GB ¥ 3 N 17
3.1 IR

ARGRELT 17 MEFAE AL S TR WE 480 14 DMEFKE SIR ELE 3 ANTFETH
JFreeChar. Joda-Time F! Mockito 3 F Defect4] 2.

Table 4 Experimental subject

T4 LBAR
BF EXRE RS IMEEE: W 1 3
print_tokens AT 7 565 4130
print_tokens2 o it 10 510 4115
replace B e 32 563 5542
schedule e e 2 i BE 9 412 2 650
schedule2 26 9% 17 5 10 307 2710
tcas S 41 173 1 608
totinfo FRER 23 406 1052
NanoXML v, XML f##r 45 7 4351 237
NanoXML v, XML fi#Ar 2% 7 5671 237
NanoXML v XML fi# b #% 10 6 838 237
NanoXML vs XML fi# b7 4% 8 7 160 237
XML-sec v XML %2 5 8 21613 92
XML-sec v, XML N #2J7 6 22318 94
XML-sec V3 XML % 25 7 19 895 84
JFreeChart Pl 3% 2 i 2 )R 26 96 300 2205
Joda-Time H HAm 8] 25 27 28 400 4130
Mockito B0 PN R HE 4 38 23 000 1366

AR LR F A I T B HERR P ) 249 ANEE IR IR FR AR AR B HERR I ZE R A0 R A B R AR AR
JF ANAFAE 5 WLk FH 481, U replace FIRRAS 32 Al schedule2 HIRRAS 9;3 40 4 iR A FEF LIk IRERNE EE R,
4 print_tokens MR AS 4. schedule iR AS 5 F1 print_tokens2 FARAS 10 253040 55 1R A A 2 7 VA i HE A, T
Time [RRAS 2 FIERAS 19 Mockito HIRRAR 6 FIRRA 10 5.
3.2 NI

T VEAS B R R E LT VE I AU AR SCR LR 4 MR FR S I AT SRR LR,

o FRR AR A)H RN T A R B R AR A 1) BE AR P 8 6 BB R I 58 AR R A 1) A 1 ) e, AR BR AR, B A O
TR 2K

e Expense(§ti i & A7 UMM Expense  MAR X i b K £ FE 13K 1 #5458 18 057 5 ¥ (00KE BE i 48 b /R 72 R
FIFE R I 55 EEAS A AR P 1R ) I 49 b, AR ARG, U e 6 K R R v, A sU R I R
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Expense= Number of statements fzxamined %100% ©)
Total number of statements in the program
o EXAM(KE &850 EXAM 1873 AT DL B A Hh S5 I S [7) 8 45 52 67 7 125 2R i 4B A R o R AR )RS PR 4B
RS A BN R 7 B0 A e R B8, A e, U s o RO R 4, A SC R AR U R
EXAM= Number of fault examlneFi <100% 7
Number of statements examined
o I (A FF 8. 8 A 4 5% T B I (AR, e S B T AN [R) Al A S A6 7 1 TR 1A i % s 1] 305 6.
3.3 LIGFIT
T BRAE AR ST PR T B AR 0 T RS BRSSO R S A T, T T NS B SR B VR A A Ak A T
PESEIR AR B AL TV R 3 It 7 R R s 1 AN AR B L8R BD Tarantula. Ochiai
Naish1; % 2 2 AL 1) Dstar(Tarantula Ochiai Nsish1 . Dstar 22 35 L3 1), Naish2(/A 3 (8))F1 Russel & Rao(A
3(9)), 2 Dstar 24 20 %38 3 BL 280 J5 A2 2 BB IE W i s i A NP5 3 41N T5 BB I A R 2 A0y
% S1QM®,

Naish2 = N _Nes (®)
Neg + Nys +1
Russel & Rao = Nee ©)

Ner + Nye + Ngg + Nyg
[] By SEBG 15 TF T 40 A A L
(1) A F FLPI J7ikRE B IR B R E AL R HE 25 e, ikt | T 2 /02
(2) ASSCEEH A FLPI 7 ¥k BE G 42 A R B L M RCR 02 e 3 a7 2 /0
34 LWHERSHH
16 17 NIFERFE 7 L IF R Xt b s ie 4 5% 8 AL 7 iR R AR 7 AR AR AR b 5 47 2145 5 0 RS 215 A) 501
X b gk LR 5,10 AN B 5 v AL AR i bl gt R LR 6.

Table 5 Comparison of cumulative check statements between FLPI and other methods

5 FLPI 5HAth vk BRUE &5 A 500 E i

Ve Tarantula  Ochiai Naish1 Dstar Naish2 R&R SIQ FLPI
print_tokens 769 739 905 744 840 846 723 687
print_tokens2 271 213 284 219 177 202 197 165

replace 1448 1417 1 460 1503 1611 1 684 1411 1348
schedule 390 396 634 446 486 596 377 346
schedule2 1182 1133 1017 1097 1034 950 1010 939

tcas 2709 2682 2527 2518 2527 2511 2414 2335

totinfo 922 799 622 730 643 859 615 594

NanoXML v, 1853 1772 1884 1 826 1892 2068 1720 1694
NanoXML v, 1592 1501 1703 1491 1736 1569 1501 1489
NanoXML v; 2396 2177 1752 1815 1807 1793 1748 1690
NanoXML vs 2 847 2 693 2516 2 S8 2 684 2904 2510 2 486
XML-sec vy 4369 4184 4010 4022 4107 4236 3852 3692
XML-sec v, 3072 2979 2968 2 896 3061 3308 2 809 2611
XML-sec v3 5384 5306 5247 5390 5413 5610 4767 4494
JFreeChart 45 632 44 826 44 192 43771 44 667 45075 41 037 37 833
Joda-Time 29 156 28 365 28 053 28 126 27 892 28 904 26 195 24 231
Mockito 13934 13700 12 973 13 084 12 905 14 098 11 965 10 586

SRR AR A 117 926 114 882 112 647 112 251 113 482 117 113 104 851 97 220
7E ¥ Russel & Rao faii#8 iy R&R
i R AR B 5 A) BB bR AT AT R AE 17 AR L FLPT 5 v RAR 25 15 ) 2 508 /0 1 HoAhowt B 7 vde,
5 Tarantula. Ochiai. Naish1.Naish2. Dstar.Russel & Rao 1 SIQ J5 vk B FUR 2 15 H) 2 B0 i b5 43 1) A 82.44%.
84.63%- 86.31%- 86.61%- 85.67%- 83.01%F1 92.72%. 4%t 3 4AXF LU tf B, B AR 25 15 A P 30D T 14.09%.
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1 5% 58 AL AN Expense $8 8520 87 0] 14+ 5 55 1 4% b J7 325 Tarantula. Ochiai Al Naish1,FLPT J5 7
17 AN FEWERE P AR E S A 2 B P BT FRAR T 1.87%- 1.43%F1 1.73%, 5 7 schedule2 F1 tcas P MEFE |
NIRRT 6.21%F1 4.75%;5 Dstar. Naish2 Fl Russel & Rao At FLPT J7 745 15 & AL AN 43 73 B
T 1.29%.1.47%K1 1.61%,H: 1 7 schedule 1 print_tokens P> T F 7 i N8 & PRI T 6.31%F0 4.36%;
557732 SIQ AH L, FLPI £ iR @ AL AR i 2 FRAIK T 2.57%.

Table 6 Expense comparison between FLPI and other methods (%)

6 FLPI 5 H Ath 5 k48512 2 A A B B35 (%)

g Tarantula ~ Ochiai  Naishl Dstar Naish2 R&R SIQ FLPI
print_tokens 27.22 26.16 32.04 26.34 29.73 29.95 25.59 24.32
print_tokens2 5.90 4.64 6.19 4.77 3.86 4.40 4.29 3.59

replace 9.19 8.99 9.26 9.53 10.22 10.68 8.95 8.55
schedule 18.93 19.22 25.92 21.65 23.59 24.08 18.30 16.80
schedule2 42.78 41.01 36.81 39.70 37.42 34.38 36.55 33.98

tcas 42.32 41.90 39.48 39.34 39.48 39.23 37.71 36.48

totinfo 11.95 10.36 8.06 9.46 8.34 11.14 7.97 7.70

NanoXML v, 6.08 5.82 6.19 5.99 6.21 6.79 5.65 5.56
NanoXML v, 4.01 3.78 429 3.76 437 3.95 3.78 3.75
NanoXML v; 3.50 3.18 2.56 2.65 2.64 2.62 2.56 2.47
NanoXML vs 4.97 4.70 439 4.49 4.69 5.07 438 434
XML—sec v, 2.53 2.42 2.32 2.33 2.38 2.45 223 2.14
XML—sec va 2.21 2.14 2.13 2.08 2.20 2.38 2.02 1.87
XML—sec vs 3.87 3.81 3.77 3.87 3.89 4.03 3.42 3.23
JFreeChart 222 2.18 2.15 2.13 2.17 2.19 2.00 1.84
Joda-Time 3.81 3.70 3.66 3.67 3.64 3.77 3.42 3.16
Mockito 1.59 1.57 1.48 1.51 1.47 1.61 1.37 1.21
P35 5 AR 11.36 10.92 11.22 10.78 10.96 11.10 10.01 9.47

T EOEL LT E FLPT A A 7735 1) 52 G ROR, (5 1] EXAM $BFR PP A5 AN 7 77 32 10 0%, 8 e 7 B FLPI
AN A7 VEAE Siemens Suite B2 48 _F A% 45K B 1S 45 R W1 4 Fros. 2o B A bR R AR o 7 77 70 b 0 A

PR AE AR A 2 V00 [ P9 5 o0 3 R% P 45 R 1) F 20 L.

M EL K 4 W] 50,7 Siemens Suite T2 /746 b ACSCER ) FLPI 75 i 7R Ao 25 AH [R] B A AT I 7T DA SE A3 31 55 22 1)

i, MEEZ AFERE 70%2 1HAHEIEHR
AT LASE A7 B A FR B AR BN EE 1 LRSS 2 A
XF b X % Tarantula. Ochiai F1 Naish2 45, EXAM
SR TR KRI$ S AT R A N 10% 0
PRI T 15%, 1 24 I 40%0, 5
e G A B s B SIQ J7 ¥ FLPT W — & 1)
.

B 3 AnF b R i — Fh g7k 48
EXAM JE¥51E Siemens Suite H1ELANFEF BT
i SEUR I AL AR 2 R A 5 BT,

MELE 5 v ERATRT LA EE R E
it — 2 W2 7, X T print_tokens2 #
replace, BT 7715 1) 78 o7 3% S 4R be 48 4 FLPT 7E
o 25 R [ AUARE P AL 22 B ] DA o7 38 B 22 )
i%,7E print_tokens. schedule I schedule2 &%
L FLPL J7 k€ A BOR R i 8 2, T A J7 VA AE
teas FE 7 5 AL SR AR G AR o 22 — 28,

TR PR tacs T P4 1R RRUAS B8 22 1T A AT 15 A) 2D

Siemens suite

100
90

i L2 {7l %)

= 40

o 30

— 'l'nfa_nt_ul:l
& iy | | | | === Ochiai
" - | | . * Naishl
| | —=&— Dstar
—#— Naish2
Russel &Rao
[ SIQ
og==l ===~ FLPI
0 10 20 30 40 30 60 70 V0 90 100
FRBS Fr 2 (%)

Fig.4 EXAM comparison between FLPI and other

methods on Siemens programs
Kl 4 1E Siemens fIF2)7 4 [ FLPI 5
FAbTTER B3 7 EXAM HU#L
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print_tokens

=t Tarantula
— B Naish2
—e— S1Q

.I.....I]'.Lp[
700 80 90

10 20 30 40 50 60 100

LB R T E2(%)

replace

= B~ Naish2
—e— SI0Q
.T‘-..FLPI|

70 80 90

e
|

30 40 50 60 100

LB T (%)

schedule2

—_— Tarantula
— B~ Naish2
——SIQ

30 40 50 60 70 80 90
RIS £ F32(%)

100

10 20

228

2 i B A # R EE 1R(%)

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

print_tokens2

8

| 45 5% HE A7 (%)

—p— ':I'.'lranltula
— B NMaish2
—s— 510

..l...']:-:L'P[|

70 B0 90

i ¥
il
=

21
=

30 40 50 60 100

R4 1 22(%)

0 10 20

schedule

)

)

—+— Tarantula

SE i | R R L (e

40
30 = B~ Naish2
20 —e—SIQ
10 1 wessss FLPL
D 1 I 1 |
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
RS T 2(%)

—s— Tarantula

40 i 5
30 {— =B Naish2
20 | | —e—8IQ

!

_ _ ssssesFLFL
0 10 20 30 40 S0 60 70 80 90 100
{CESEE L (%)

—— Tarantula
=~ W= Naish2
—e— 510

LR T (%)

Fig.5 EXAM comparison between FLPI and other methods on each Siemens program

5 f£ Siemens HJHEANFEF F FLPI 5 HAl 7 %448 815 4 EXAM EL#

[FIREfS FH EXAM F8 bR 3E Al FLPI AT B 7V 7E NanoXML 25 45 fl XML-sec #2542 B &% Defectd) b1 5E
LR TR 45 R 6 fios.
WELE 6 7] 41,7F NanoXML F2 /74 b A SCHE H Y FLPL 75 V2 76 K 24 [ be A6 AR RS B m) LA S o B 5 22 () 4
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0 Ho 2 WA 80% 194X AY 15 ) 5t vT LA E A B A A RS I 3 4 Bk G e i — g vk B
Tarantula. Naish2 1 SIQ #4773 M7, M FEARID A £ LLBIH 10%. 20%. 30%- 40%F1 50%0F , FLCP J5 1% i fir £
45 R G Tarantula 2 T 14%. 19%- 9% 10%81 17%,4H L2 Naish2, 2 T 2% 8% 5% 5%F1 13%, 1M tH L
B SIQHZ T 2% 3% 1% —1%F 4%. R FL A 43,7E XML-sec F2)74E L FLPI HiAE 2 R B A 70%H)
AT VE A 3T LA SE AL F 4 38 14855, FI BE 55 Tarantula. Naish2 A1 SIQ % Bt 2347 7] 45 78 ARG A4 25 L4 10%.
20%- 30%-. 40%F1 50%I FLPT J5 ik @ fr B (4% 12 L Tarantula 27 23%. 25%. 25%-. 14%F0 18%,4H L4
Naish2, 2 7 10%-. 14%. 14%. 17%F1 26%, i L SIQ, 0B £ T 6%+ 8% 5%+ 3%AH1 6%.1fi#£ Defectd]
1) 3 ANJFIRIE B FLPT J7 8 R @ M aUR A 7 R MR T R 25 v AT 1B A1 10%81 20% 1 f v W &2, 5 f
BT R T T 28%A1 37%. 26%1 31%. 23%F1 29%. 18%A1 26%- 20%A1 29%. 32%F1 41%.
12%F1 13%.

NanoXMIL XML-se
100 i s 100 e .
90 90
80 80
= )
= 70 < 70
= 2
i 60 = 60
= it
#m 50 4m 50
Rl Tarantul: = Tarantula
= . | . Ochiai EE R ~a=- Ochiai
RO | ' | |=— Naishl 0 ~ Naish]
. [ —e— Dstar g —e— Dstar
20 | |—w— Naish2 0 —=— Naish2
10 | ]eee et Russel &Rao 10 eeeeee Russel &Rao
; SIQ sI
0 | ==== FLH 0 st ) 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 1] 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
RS 7 5 (%) TRESE 71 #(%)
Yefectd
100 e i '
90 i
80
=
<70
=
2 60
B
i 50 o
i [}
= Il
% 40 = Tarantula
= - | ===+ Ochiai
ey 30 + Naish1
= 0 —a— Dstar
i Naish2
10 [reeeee Russel &Rao
S1
==== FLDI

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
FURSHE 71 %(%)
Fig.6 EXAM comparison between FLPI and other methods on NanoXML, XML-sec, and Defect4]J
Kl 6 NanoXML. XML-sec fl Defect4] b FLPI 5 H A 77 A 213 5 EXAM L

N T BRI FLPL 7k (K4 Rk 48 F EXAM #5408 3 5 Context-FP4 5 3:3E 47 06f Eb, i A9 45 SR 4 7
Fios AEARRG RS 25 LGN 10%- 20% 30%- 40%F1 50% 5 ,FLPT J5 % Lt Russel & Rao(Context)$2 i T 29%- 14%-
6% 1%F01 3%, HALT 4 FJ5 i P i AR [ Dstar(Context).

R T4 W T FLPL A S5 L iR AE 17 A FEUEFR P b 7 B4 A48 58 R 1 1 2 B I 45 175 400, T AR
W6 75 P2 P R 97 K, B T X AR 5 $AAT 6 428 5 AT B30 406t 20 A 11 Ji B51FLPT ) F 8] B A 2 7 Jfr 386 .
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100

s pasprrppe B

e (Ochial (Context)
g MNaishl (Context)
=== Dstar (Context)
R&R (Context)
eessse FLPI |
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 T0 80 90 100
RS EE T 35(%)
Fig.7 EXAM comparison between FLPI and Context-FL

B 7 FLPI 5 Context-FL ¥ #5157 EXAM LL#E

Table 7 Comparison of time cost among FLPI and other techniques
7 FLPI 5 H AR Ty VAR (8] T 4500 b
SE A7 B A IR A 1 2 I8 8] IF 48 (ms)

=}
ey Tarantula Ochiai Naishl Dstar Naish2 R&R SIQ FLPI
print_tokens 237 234 28 5 246 230 223 261 848
print_tokens2 216 220 214 223 218 211 239 495
replace 243 244 240 242 237 249 277 891
schedule 175 169 153 161 164 180 202 520
schedule2 188 182 174 165 171 216 223 579
tcas 132 130 126 134 131 123 158 501
totinfo 164 145 150 139 152 186 199 723
NanoXML v, 1713 1467 1747 1633 1802 1925 2246 11908
NanoXML v, 1792 1873 1613 1595 1607 1842 2567 18995
NanoXML v; 3154 3046 2873 2 809 2978 3 464 3906 34378
NanoXML vs 3407 2998 3120 2925 3176 3445 4725 44240
XML-sec v, 4905 4810 4142 4096 4127 4730 5749 51992
XML-sec v, 5302 5189 5403 5213 5537 6755 7286 78380
XML-sec v3 3710 3767 2913 3 896 3401 3532 5124 45953
JFreeChart 6 148 6019 6268 6 047 6423 7 836 7927 90887
Joda-Time 6497 6463 7 443 6339 7085 7193 8067 86604
Mockito 5247 4931 3 804 5091 4352 4 600 6721 67686

BT IR S8 45 T B, FRAR B 25 5 3.3 1542 H X 9 AT 5T 1)

(1) 1l Expense fHAr4F FLPT J7 %A1 Ath 75 v Bt b Sz 36 45 51 26 B 76 R A 0 S 36 78 5 1 JFLPT X th
Tarantula. Ochiai. Naishl. Dstar. Naish2. Russel & Rao Fll SIQ A4 i% B AN B 2 F4K T 8.80% 7.03%-
9.12%- 7.03%-~ 6.79%-~ 7.28%FH 2.57%, 1Ml *F- 33485 15 7€ LL AR 20 A FEAK T 1.90%- 1.45%- 1.75%~ 1.31%- 1.49%.
1.63%FH 0.55%. K, FLPI J5¥ETE — B RS HiR e T 4R A kG 2.

(2) 1FH EXAM F8bR5F FLPT J5 v A0 HAth 77 v 5t Bl 536 45 SRR WA . 7F Siemens Suite 27 £ [, FLPI %t bk
Tarantula. Ochiai. Naishl. Naish2. Russel & Rao M SIQ 517 3 Z# 4 12 &, Hith 78 print_tokens. schedule
FI schedule2 27 LR 182 MAASKE FLPL J7 VA TER 25 AH R E A7 AR 0GB v DA A7 258 2 4=, T L2 2
HTERE 70%2 ARG E At nl LAE A B0RE 77 16 A5 30 15 IR G FLPT J R fE — e AR B s T 85 e AL 1 3L
# T 7E NanoXML FEFE4E b FLPI 77k % R KA 80% M ARHY 15 A1) 5t AT LA 58 A 3] 4 30 B 45 108 T 7EAC D 4G 7
EEBI A 10%. 20%- 30%- 40%FH 50%H) , FLCP 77 % € i B 45 % L Tarantula £ T 14%. 19%. 9% 10%7#l
17%, 0 ELE Naish2,%2 T 2% 8% 5% 5%FH 13%, Wi LA SIQ, 732 T 2% 3% 1% —1%FH 4%.[F] # 7]
8,78 XML-sec | . FLPI J7iAE £ HFERK A 70% M ACH5E A 5t AT DL E A 2] 22 5B (45 3%, % B B3R 3 72, FLPT
D732 58 AL B () 55 R EE Tarantula 2 7 23%. 25%- 25%- 14%A01 18%, 4 EL# Naish2,2 T 10%. 14%-. 14%. 17%
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1 26%, T AH LR SIQ, 20 22 T 6% 8%+ 5% 3%A1 6%. 1M #£ Defect4] ) 3 N ITYREI H b FLPI J7 4% 1% & fir
HIRA T IR KR T AR B AT AT IE A 10%F0 20%0 2 4 B 2,5 B 5 be o7 v be s 4 A4 & 7 28%FH
37%- 26%F1 31%- 23%F1 29%. 18%F1 26%. 20%H1 29%. 32%H1 41%. 12%H1 13%

4 BN

AT ERA R AN RPE S S5 M S U TSR 23 W B AR SCRT R 7 i UM R 3

Xf FLPL J592: 9 #6452 0 32 Z2 70 T AN J5 TH.(1) 3 4% Bl S0 78 4 30 v R 177 4 - 250808 R o 1k
AL A BE AR G SCHR S I S8 B ARAIE TR Bl 2B BOHE 1 B S (2) B0 AR R AR 2 AT RS B R TE Al R
SE ARG FE R A SR % T Aho 25 AN UTOHR A SO0 A0 20 b7 7 42k, [ R 77 R A 2L e TR 43 RS 1 s U Ak
TR AR

X FLPT J5 RSN A ROPE 0 #2032 ZEAE T S5 S v AR e AR ME AR SO B T 7R 48 8 i ge v 3z
i) Siemens Suite,NanoXML F&/F7%E,XML-sec F2/7 % Defectd] 1) 3 NJFUEIGH JFreeChar. Joda-Time #l
Mockito fE AW TR R0 GEEA /D AU AR 77, SO RS I F2 5 SEER 2 7 vh B R BE A N AN
iR, S BLSE T R,

X FLPI 77 VAR 3% A7 ROME IR R W0 32 22 7E T A S0 H R VPAl 85 1R 5 A2 7 V5 20 O VRN A v, 48 SR AT 3 ANk
PR s L A R RPN FR AR B R AR BB A 2. &5 % 2 ALRN Expense. 1157 EXAM FlH 8] JF-45
53 VP4 FLPI J7 VA0S b G A 2 e AR P 4 10 58 60 R, BRI I AT LA 388 AN A ) 7 425 R i 8 6 R o9
BT AN AN B 5% T 7 77 VR AR A i B A PG SR B b PR % E A KR, DR e T DA RV AN A [] 7 9 R i i A
e

5 MExXIfE

H &7 = AN GRS AR R B A — R DA HHT T REMHF IR TR 2 2T 3 it
BARE R A AR EEARE LR UM RS FRF A EAR, TR NEAR, ETHREIE
BRI L B TIE R ST AR DA R EE T-18 7 R A 28 T8 R R AR 3 3 B2 o A o ik T e A 11 R
s % N

TR AERIR T AR T SN A AT AT M5 B B0 PP 4 38 54 43 S AT 15 B BE H0 B A2 108 75 45 5L T
RN GAT DL I 26 {5 B8 B0 SR AR 5 14T 2228 Collofello I Coussis™ ) L JIAIF 5t 2% B, 3 Fh A5 =T DA A
T R AL AT R U 3 {5 5 T DL SR YR ) 3 B MO v B AR AR A o R B T AT ) b i
(executable statement hit spectrum)& 7~ 7F BTN AT FH A UCHAT I 72 o IR e PO R A2 350 2 49 75 25 e 3 o b gk
AT DA 550 H 8 R e 2L 5 5 AE 5, AT 447 /N X6F 5 S8R AT R 1 e L4 e 4 2 L R P T A ML A
T 1400 1 ) 3R AT T AR (0 8 R R A, S R 1 2 5 R IR AT RS T AT R W 5 O SR R R P
IR ) 22 5 B 28 3045 1 S 4 (¥ 45 5 Renieris Al Reiss™ H H 7 —FhJE T ESHS [ H A, BRI A B I BR, B8 2%
T (87 3000 X ) 48] 5 B 0 P 481 e 5 R AR AL R IR A BEAT B, R B A 1 ) 1 AT AR B e T B A i R 48 )
WA, TR 1% 5 1) L 10 AT R A A OK

B S N VSRR H (R R IR R 0 125,12 7 VAR MR A5 S PR R S I 2R B R LR A R R
BT E B, sha st SR B8R 8 A 1 85 R S5 AT T iR AN [R)L 3R ATRR 7 88 N5 5L e SR R 4 T BEAE
F R PRSE FETHSA AE B BN T B R 4 23 BT, L3R e i R AL RS FE.

Tarantula®™ & — Fft 2 S () B 52 P 5300 () 85 5% e 1 R 1% 07 124 PR i SR R BAAT 48 SR (e oy s R ) oK
BN ) [ T S8 B R S T b AR T 2 B A AR B T 2 VR A Abreu 2 AU MR B A bR 4y
TR AAE KRB B &, 5 R T Jaccard J5 5 Ochiai 7%, X 88 5 VMR KR & T 4512 2 A1 /Y
AR A I, B AT T HUR BN AR TS TAFE KRR N RIETT R 7R 2 S AR 7 4d 44 Al L
FL 75 R8P SC AR (1 AT 58 E T 5 A5 5 5 48 4 Naish 25 AP H 7 RiF AR O fl OF Hp iR 0 2Tk
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— bug HIFRFE I, OF il & T2 M Z I FEF . Wong 25 Aif$2 1 T H3b A1 H3cBY, 22 X B2 DStar
FAREY Souza & N B 1 Fh 3 T 2% 26 1R ) B R L5 357 10 3k 8 508 W A 5 4 SIZ B 7 8 g e 2% ) AR 7 vk % ) i T S
JiE e WO AR Ak T B AR R B AR AR A AP N A SR T M R M TRE BAR G L4 &, F 4R i
113G I PR ) R SE AR TE LG itk AT ) P A HULIR K R R AR Sk M i T — AMFRA FSMFL [RESE Sk
AR R 22 A AR 5 AT 10 R 5% 5 5 S N DTV 17 vk o7 o s R 0 A0 R, v s e G 5 s 1 L A 7 A S T IR A
FOH L BATHE TR R HAT ) B SOAE 2 BB S 7 7 v 2 AR I T (0 B A S A (R FE DL 5 B
TN LR B A B AR A AR ST TR N T B AR S AT A S R R TR FT BEE A) R B R T LA
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