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Fault Localization Method Based on Conditional Probability Model

SHU Ting, HUANG Ming-Xian, DING Zuo-Hua, WANG Lei, XIAJin-Song

(School of Information Science and Technology, Zhejiang Sci-Tech University, Hangzhou 310018, China)

Abstract: Fault localization is an essential step of software debugging, and spectrum-based fault localization (SFL) is currently amongst
the most effective methods. The fundamental premise underlying SFL is that there exists a potential relationship between program spectra
and the corresponding execution results. To formally describe and accurately quantify this relation, this paper introduces the conception of
conditional probability to construct a P model by using the statistical analysis of experimental data. In addition, based on the presented P
model, a fault localization method is proposed to effectively locate the faulty statement of the program under test. Finally, taking seven
programs contained in the Siemens suite, Space program and three real-life Unix utility programs as the benchmark, a detailed experiment
is conducted to evaluate the effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed method. Compared with fifteen classic fault localization methods,
the experimental results show that the presented approach is more promising.

Key words: fault localization; program spectrum; conditional probability; software debugging; test case
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SR RE A AT B A TR RN 4R 5 RS AR 2R 2 R R AR 2 R R I R N 1) 5 3 A% 8 ) T T U T A
7 2%, AN AT o5 A7 T 32 B T e, L BT i) R A B TR i, s LRI B 2 2 B9 1 Bh AR R T A 2 R R Tl
A3 SR FF H bR U LS AF SR TN G A R I A B 23t T — R AU EH B 1 3 Ak sl B e A7 16 5 8 B 2 190
(K7L ST R R A A i 1 0L R R 6 O vk DR T R A (1 7 v B T 1 B S A
051 I R 1 A BN A 4 M, 4k R S 4 e A s A DG IR IR VB R, DT AR N R A VS LR TR R
5 Y55 DD s A FH 8 AR R AR AT R PP AN AR R 2 1A (¥ 22 05 8 Bl B e 7 A 5 Vg A R A 56 T v AR i
KRR AT M 5 BRI AT S 14 vh 58 R HE SRR P A 5 A B 5, 3% T 450 1% B B 2 47 J7 7% (spectrum- based
fault localization,fAiFx SFL) tH 1 EAT AN T 2225 FE RS 5 A% 5 Py 30 46 0 FIAAAT RS /NI e s ok T — 2B I AT 22
RN i

TP AT 300 5 R P8 AT I AR 7 56 15 L (K 4 4 A AR R B0 AT R AIE 1 — Pk 7 U8 o TR 38 4T
RO b T PAT B T R 4R v 1) T 5 I TT DAAS H 8 5 M PO T - 214 5 4% T U ke B 2 1 R R A T T v I 4
TN RSB 1) T B R vy R bt T O SRR ) AR RN AT 4 R T IR R SR A S L R e B A R
ST AT Re AR, SFL 2k AR SR I 6] L A AT A I R A B AT RN SR AT DR AT A5 S AR A R [ T
S FEE B8 2O DU RS PP S AR (U 0« U ) S5 HH 60 1 ) e 5 288 RN 2 e T sl Ak g T 58 FE KN B
B —HE AT AR DRI, R S5 (L Al B 5l A 5 A7 TRDRG A FR B2 Al T T SFL VAR 95 1 3 B e dR br.

TEH AL R X B (U Siemens E4F R Space F2 728 HEAT I X LE, 2 VRN BT SFL 7R I EEIg 2.
By 26 43 BT 75 5 10 % 78 Naish 25 A TUSTp B 45080 0 S 56 485 45 (R AF M 77 32550 20 KT BB R o 430 28 2 O 4R 1y
TIHSEIIRBER A K 2 AR A Opl R Op2.bi i, 1 e b VR Tsong 14 A 5 (0 1 B 4 1 B 42
T B HE ST CAVRAN TR B T S 45 4R 1T, Shin 28\ BTV b B 18 23 M B 480 W, AN A AE 4 0 B A G
TR PR A A SR AR R S, T R SRR RTRE e 4 A 5, A TR 5 R O R % B A

T A AN BT &5 TR 2 ) A7 A0 TR 5 A DG T T A5 32 T A ) B (1 . S50 4, 76 4 Rt 42 9 AR R T X o %
TE IR 2R 5 (W B 45 7 A5 60,70 B 142 T my B8 S8 vl 450 2 Al B 2 7 14 00 S Sl a2 50 P 9F 9 R A0t 4
A7 45 W 2 2 100 (6 P 26 SR IBE, 5N SRV 2 (10 4% 1 M 5 JEARL A9 32 T FH DA VT AR 1 o 5% 28 i 59 1) AR A 2 et — 2
2L SFL 7 78 A H O 4 R R PR SHE 43 T L A4 140 T 558 B U 8 3, A T R 5 L e o o o7 s B 48
72 5 I AR JOT Jo R e 0k R T P R T AR A U 23 ) I B AT A T IR UE T VA A sk SR S LA
Siemens EFH 1 7 M. Space 25 LA 3 A Unix T HFREFE A BEAEPEIIN 4,5 CH 1 15 Fhas i e
P77 VEREAT T %8 Ll S IR 45 T3 W, 97 5 A ol B s A ROR 1 B — e A

1 #HxIE

FE IR FITFST R AT E 4R T 2 3 T 5033 (0 B 1 e 4 42 437 7 12 Joness 25 A\ 1A g - B 2 (1) 2K 2 ik
PAT T o B0 10 V8 ), 2 Dol 4 0 (10 T A T A R A AT RN P R A R 3 T B 1 AT A X
Tarantula, W 1 il B B4 4 B %8 4. Tarantula A3 & T 4 2507 F DL IR T8 ) 8505 RT 25 B2 A oG &
any 7 I 4 VB A LE IR Hh B 5 B0 R K G g 3o 4 T ) AR I A 7 2 B 1K B a00 R4 TE )
FE JS IR o B 5 3 0 K Ay 67 HE 4% T )8 2R 28 DR P o ol 8 5 30 VB A T A i R
HRIH T 1% 4 AT 5E L

Abreu %5 N8It J5 52 31 431 A2 27 6 DRAR AU BE 23 RIER 2640 Wi JAR I ] %, 23 5903 HH T Ochiiai A1 Jaccard™®
J7 5. SRR 5% 48 W1, Ochiai A1 Jaccard fr) i B 5 107 2% S 3248 1 Tarantula. Wong %5 A1y R 54 0 78 k451 v
(1 BRA T A 320 L A R A, ) AT 3 43 M 2 2 AR 451 g B AT B 22 ) 1 AR AL R R i B e B 7 T A
119 BT Kulezynskil™ i 24 X $2 1 T Dstar 771 Dstar [f16B & 67 20 R ZAR T2 17 #2 % Tarantula,Ochiai
At M2 TR 2 30K R A N BOMR T T ) Bl KB T 8 I R D) 6 Sk B o7 HE 4 Si2 56 4 SR
W HE T LK £ B LA (10 7 5 B v G 5 07 A R T A A TR A R R (AR 5 SR B LN B R A
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R 5 W R 0H 7 R P R A7 2 SR 1 7 T 5 LA 3. Dallmeiier 25 A IIIA 247, 1 S I3 0 2 2800k o 26 07 93 FH
B ) 25 54 T LA B e 4 2 o 6 T b e T 1) 0 R R R4 T Ample 77 AP Le 48 A\ P2223% Tarantula £l
5 R RE AR IS J T —F 5 & WIS B fa e A 5 15 AEALS 167 DNILREVRI 4 MR RS sl
Kb W 5 2 ) SFL J7 AR LE A AT 1 77 v T HLAL 34

I sy — ety dr 2ol SFL J7iE 51N T 58 v (program  slicing) ¥ A Sk gk — 25 4 - b e 47 50281
Wong %5 A BIEFPAT 1) A A AL e 17 B8 At B, B — ol e 0 67 7 92k 3 T s 25 N T4VR RS K 2
AT BN A D) B e 40 2 1 ) R A 435 R0, 0 3o 43 Tarantula 758 2 S04 ) 7 PSS-SFL 77 . B2 A M
M T — B AL Bh A5 17 U1 H AR R U B RURS B 9 i 58, 9 3 T 0481 1) A Sk by 38 397 T 8 R 14
A S IZZE T b R D) R AR S I TR 5 S D4R O, AT B TR T B T A R AR T R U R
K FRIATTA T A0 15 35 O vl AR R 7 2

gx BTk, O A J5ER S 51 H AR DG sk vh 8 A 5K FRREAT IR & S U T ke T B 0 A ) R AR B T
BTG NI FE 7 AR B NTF 8290 2T B B 20 &1 — SRR R B A s R BUTH
T A X A5 SR A 3 H T I AT g 10k X e B 7 2 v g YR SR 7 e (0 DR BR AT LLVA 5 A T R @4g,840,800,801
X4 ARUE R 72T B AE SR VSR A 0 ] S8 B AR B R T S BIAT 4 SR TR A DG IR B 5 IX 4 AR
T IR 2% LS AT R, S of B J ¥ PR 60 8Fa 87 280 SR L A A e T R R A SR 3 b P 7 DG 1B, A SC A )y
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2 ETHRUHMEMRIBEMSE
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21 SIS R RN BERD
S A FA R 1 A oL e 8 0 6 5 60 4075 AT 60 i SR AT 45 S e
S AR PR S5 AT 592 A AT TS, T 47 76 S 0 0 006, 060 8 0 0 B 471 T
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0T TP P BRI 4 L 4 5 Bk A T s MEBT IR ERIT R0 NIRRT
AN F AR ER 0 TARBEE SO0 SR 1096 R L4 1 T 00 F 5 /5L P
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pE () PER) Ay
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SR AL a+aug=0. I, B AT I RHAT 1, 546 1 48, A0 4 e e )
ESIERAA
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EX AP 1REY). FRJFTLIBAT LI 4T H 48 A AT R 26
P(ET) _ &
P(T) &+

FE T 0 e B 5 A7 7 i N o I R T 0 20 5 B ) A R 2 S 4 TR I A agotang=0 2T R4 AT

TEX 5(Pp R, 15 LAEA)ARIAT M4 1 N TR T84T 45 5 0 LTl I g 26 :

P(TN)
Pm =P(T| N):W: %Oaio%l*aoo+a01¢0-

2 ago+agy=0, % [ B A HE S8 AR T AT 1 S D AT IR AT P 8B 2 o 31 40 e % 0 i ) 19 9
W AE T TG Bl TR B 2 A7 DRI 0, AR S A s i 8 V8 ) R 6 2 2% A agotagg#0.

IR W 5 AN, TRAT R SE SRR O RS S B S AR PSP B AN B AN TN [ (R A A AR TR A
B AT 25 100G FR ARE 7 VR IR 2 5 AR e Fi A R JUCT B o e PRAT IR B0 22 1K ) B T R R R
AJUL TR o AR P RREIRY 1 2 ST LA P R AR R LA R

(1)  HERE I Pre,Per LA Pon AN /N T~ At 1 15 75 430 (1) AH R AR

(2)  HEIRIEFIIR Pog Fl Pg {ELAN R T oA 1E A 15 A1) R AH N A AHL.

HT HA BB X B2 U P OB ) BTSRRI R E AL RE ) TR P LR 1, T Rg AR
op F54 S5 I AN B0 E AR HRAE IR [BIPAT 45 5. 30 o ARADAT sg k8558 1), IE A FROAS B 24 result=ac+b. X FH 41]
T1~T6 H AL K4:T1=(2,1,sum),T2=(3,4,sum),T3=(5,0,sum),T4=(3,2,average), T5=(1,1,aver- age),T6=(8,3,average). %
1 R AR TR 1% R B AR IR A Bl AT, T R R O A A

Table 1 Spectrum and execution result of example program 1
F 1 ORBIRRT LRGSR AT 45 R

P, =P(E|T)=

v8y + 8y # 0.

1A R TL T2 T3 T4 T5 T6
S1 get(a); . R
Sz get(b);
S3 get(op);
Sq if (op=="sum”)
S5 result=a—b; //correct a+b
Sg else if (op=="average”)
S7 result=(a+b)/2;
Sg print (result); . . . . . .
PATER F FE T S« T T

MRAE 1 FBE Kot AT PR ] DA 31— 4165 B % R AU, AR 2,38 2 R 5 3R R Y )
BERUE by o3 S M v B 5 S v S R R 1) 85 1) Pre,Peg A Py 3X 3 AR AL (B K45 T oAt 15 0 15 1 6F BV 11
{EL 117 Pre R Peg (KIE I /I HE AU TE 1 o 0008 17 RDASE PR (L 75 1) s 45 SR A5 15 PR ZRL P AN P AL

Table 2 P values of example program 1
F2 ORI L0 P (IS4 R

Wh) an a0 Adu aw Pre Pg Pe Pa Py
S1 2 4 0 0 1/3 1 2/3 1 *
S2 2 4 0 0 1/3 1 2/3 1 *
S3 2 4 0 0 1/3 1 2/3 1 *
Sy 2 4 0 0 1/3 1 2/3 1 *
Sg 2 1 0 3 2/3 1 1/3  1/4 1
S 0 3 2 1 0 0 1 3/4  1/3
S7 0 3 2 1 0 0 1 3/4  1/3
Sg 2 4 0 0 1/3 1 2/3 1 *

IAIEATEE 5 PAT E5 RO R TP MRS T 5 ANANTE A I A UL A BER T P AR (R 4k 1 B
F it — T BE B S A A B E AL O T AU PEIGAE P AR (e A SC A BB Siemens £ A
Space FEF 3t 130 AN HAR R RA, 8201 T universe MRS B W AT HE A AL i T ProtPre=1, R 3R
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MIHIEFE Pre AR 4 ML G [ 585 4 4> P BN 52, 20 5 G vk AN [R5 FRCA o 0 8 ) g IS ABE 7R (L PR A 0K/
FE44. 18 L AP 2 2350k Siemens £ 102 AN U AT Space £ /5 28 M 1 WA 19 ¢ v 73 # & 2L P v i A
BRAETRAN RV DR AR PR G, 00 A48 b D) DA of 2 A r A 8 1 ) PR TR PR K/ HE 44 L

100

PEH B ()

Fig.1 P-Value ranks of fault statements in Siemens

K 1 Siemens EF 1 RER) P /N ESL
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Fig.2 P-Value ranks of fault statements in Space

Kl 2 Space F/F R A P AE KNS

M 1 ATEUR L BR T A BOLN RS IR Pre (AT AE T-IRAM, K 2 BB B RCAS P B IR A 1R Pre,Peg A1 Py
X3 AR /AL BITAT AT AT 8 v HE A4 A PR T, SE A SR AR 1T 409 LA N R AT B 1R AU TR Peg (L, 7E K
2 GO K nT AT TE ) T HEA b T IS 60%. 5 Ik, Siemens 504 Ze 145 R AF & P BB KRR PR 1. 2
FURESE K (¥ Space F2 /7 1¥) P ASEARUAE 8 v 45 SR P b 50 a3 T st A8 38 17 A 10 00 A1 75 20, 248K 2 50 U RGO AS
R I Pro,Per LA Pog K/ HEA ST, T Peg 4% U BLES 57 I 5 P 1 AR 8 v el A AL B Py (E 1K) 20 A A
AT ANEEE (KIRFAIE.

F ST 1 RTE 2 (1 0 T B0 7T R0 B B 1 ) ) P, P A1 P (LR /N BITAT AT T 8 A P HE 42 8 i HE 44 1122
{E 73 51 T 19.8%,25.5% A1 24.4%. #H [ , it 3 15 A1) 1R Pey fELK/INAE BT A7 0 PAAT 1 A0 7P AR Hk 4 B8 5 Ak T )
30%~40% 1) X 4], I 47543 A0 AN € 1 L, P34 41 44 A 55%. 8 v B3 W :Pre Rl Py IR 43 AT A AFAE AT E 1)
L, Pey JU A W . 5 I IR, 75 45 pl o 2o i 0 T f G v 22— 0 — S 3 ) B AR RAT T 81 4 L2
H AT Ml A R A 2 ) 2% P B AT % 0 U RE 1 0 i Y 5 2R TR 45 SR ATS R D By, TSN T Pre AT Py [
(. BRI GEvE S5 Rk D IE T3 U P B R R B TRt 10 PO AT Bl T B Al o) A e P A AN AT
&5 IR SR, il By e v 1R ) B R o 4 5K
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2.2 FFPHEBIFMNZ 8N

P28 M AH o B v R JE VR M B AT Ak T R e AT AR T 45 R IR A B P OB AR A i R, R Ly BT N
PPN LA ) — S 28 S AT0E 5 202, e B I A 0 A AT e 25 IR 0L, BRI 3kIE T 4 AN S i vl S S A e
AL R (P45 R 8 38 M 1 2 s ¥, T LA iR R P TR I AL & AR I T

e Ochiai
susp(s) = &y =\/ % X\/ % P x Py < P x By )
V@ tag)x(@y +a,) \ag+a, Vag+ay
e Kulczynskil2
SUSP(S):lX[aﬂ+aﬂj:1x(Pfe+Pef)©Pfe+Pef 2)
2 \ay+a, a,+a,) 2
e Tarantula
an
P
susp(s) = &t 8 = ©)
ay, + alO Pef + Pet
Ay a8y Ayt Ay
e Ample
susp(s) =|—2———20 P, —P,| @
&y tay &t Ay

AMEREL K Ochiai 24 SNHEAT V- I7 8 51, 85 R 25 T Pre 5 Pes UFRBLIMAS Kulczynskil2x2, M54 T P 15
Per FRIA IR 0 75 T S 15 A W] 58 B I,k 88 0 A% 46 A 2 5038 0of I 18 ) W 58 A 100 R BTk, A U () AT A X (2) 38
X A3, 3 A ProxPeg il ProtPer B P AR (95 (1) 1T 01 ot TR A1 Pre 15 Peg (LA T AT 19 1T 90T 15
) R A4 S I, PR AN A N3 2 A R, B 25 U ST SRV HE 44 th s SR FE 1. BT LA, Ochiai A1 Kulezynskil2. (i i
SE SR AR B A BLAR.

[ 31, Tarantula 75 vE 52 b 454+ Fer i AmplePH 5 3 2 T |Por—Pe X B AN 2 2 (1 3 7] A 2 45 8

ef + et

AN T EARE ) P BALE AR P BIAURFE (2), Pey fELHF A2 MU AR X T oAy P ASEZY A B A AR E M R e, 2 T 2
2 (3) A2 2 (4) T 5 BT 73 A0 7T 5 3 7 e o 07 2R b th 2 Bt A e v DL d T LA T AR 4 R (3) A1 A K (4)
B Ao 20 R A o A () A0 A 5K (2) B AL
2.3 A RETELAR

FET B IS AR PR, 5 SR P AR A, T AR AT S R I R R T B o S A KL
T T YT OR PR R SRS, AT S PR P RETRY (R A0 A FRATTER L T BA R PIAN B & 2L

e Cpl

a, ay
f,(s)=ay xP, P = 5
1(S) =y x Py +ay, x Py aux(an+am+aﬂ+amj (5)
e Cp2

a, |, ay

fz(S)Z Pfe + Pef — a,+3, a,+ay (6)
1+Pet l+ alO
8o + g

AR P ASE IR (1R 1 (L) R 0B R T ) 1) Pre T Peg ELFIR A2 38 5 1ir. A1, 23 50 (5) 328 K5 A1 O v 1) ] B P A7
R0 S T AR T AR R E RIS DR IR AU Pr BRI RE K TR IR G AU Pre {EL, AT FRAIR T 85 3R 15 RO IR W] BE
JEEHE AL S FLBR B8 AL AR 1,3 3 Ol Simenes B FH tot_info RE/F V19 WA B AR ) Brsy AR R f,
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JE K2 MAXLINE {f 52 SCES 3 AEIZ A7 b L TR PRS00 32 A (A s7 A1 sg), 11 T4 ago A1 gy AN
(AR FE (R ek d 2 2 B0 AR AR DA AU 1Y) P R T IEFAIE RIS
Table 3 Example program 2
x3 mUIRF2

Tot_info #2548 v Bt
sy while (fgets(line, MAXLINE,stdin)!=NULL) {//error
s;  for (p=line; *p!="\0" && isspace((int)*p); ++p)

S3 if (*p=="\0")

Sy continue; /*skip blank line*/

S5 if (*p==COMMENT)

Se { [*copy comment through*/
S7 (void)fputs(line,stdout);

Sg continue;

Sg }

S}

T AR T RBIFET 2 45 1052 AR B F BIPATAE BRI 23 15 ) 1) P AU, X L LB B AT AR R
(RIS IR T 1) s LA IEMAIE ] 57 A0 s M4 S0 TF 500 7T S0 40 SR FH Pre 55 Pe 8000 5 (RIS ABL Kulezynskil2 J7
TRV AT A AT B B, 45 S AT R s7 R sg (1) T B R I TR R A1) sq, ANTTIT BRAR T A R (S A T T S 1% IR
% ,CPL AR 51N T Wong PR 23 A 3 (5 B (BRI, 7T 58 B A SRR T @y S 5 MALE D), 78 Py 55 Pre A1
(3Lt F 36 LA agy, AN TTA& 1 AT 5 B35 AH 1A Rt Cp2 A X 1 A48 36 P AR Rk 2.1 F P (B BE 1T HE 4 D
Ji I A AN RRE M R, 4 T B3% Tarantula 5 Ample 775 IR, Cp2 # Pey S0 BIBULE 43 BEA A7 B XA, 7T 4 BE 11
A RANARILT Py IHRFAE, [7] AT {56 b B AR 77 AN TR s 24 Sk 4 2 o7 200 R T vk K (10 7 T 5 )

Table 4 P-Values of partial statements in example program 2

&4 ORPIRRY 2 Mo TE A P A A

WA an @ @ aw Pre Pet PretPet  a11xPretaiixPet
S1 47 1005 0 0 0.0447 1 1.0447 49.100 9
S7 46 633 1 372 0.0677 0.9787 1.0464 48.134
Sg 46 633 1 372 0.0677 0.9787 1.0464 48.134

3 KRRLERN

T B UE AR S v A Rk SR i B AL T A AR B & BUEEHETEI C 7 5 87 Simenes £
Space F£/5 LA K 3 /> Unix T H 2 (sed,flex A1 grep) g MR xt G t479121924 ek 3% 7 15 AN 1 AT 58 )% o 4
20 35200 g 47 1 i Ll Sy S8 A5 4T PR 355 4 Ubuntul4.04 #:45 %45 . Intel Core i7-4500U CPU F1 8G 4 17, Hithh,
Gee Al Geov I B RAHR y 4.8.4.

3.1 LEMRINAEE

Simenes A EAT VG 1T AR IT IR, 54 A 3 I3 4038 S IR ATF 9 b A8 A 0 5l (1 PR AR P 22—
CHAAHE 7 AR AP AR T — AN IR ARAS LB AN R AR AR L rp AN R R AR T
AN TAE N AR 5 4B X Simenes B 41 7 ,Space F2/7H1 3 A~ Unix T EL 7 00 43 501 T S5 RIUBE RN R A
P LS ATER T 8020 N B DLAR 38 A0 5 7 B S B T & Hh 7 74 (0 B S 5% TR M, 2 T AT 10 SR
JUah B B AR M Space FIF /2 BRYNILR J&) - & EE X ADL ¥ 5 IR R 7, B AT 38 AN AL 7 B 18 I A 1R iR
AN 13 525 NP fl.sed flex FiT grep #BJ& Unix 48 H 1955 LR 7,03 0 VPN &5 B0 s34t 7145
fEEAl BRI, EA1S A S T — RFVE A R 5 IR A, B A A AR SO AL & T LA AR A A
SCRTAT VDN 5 3 AT LU SIRWEE: SR, FLARRE I M 245 R L3R S(REJF 2 365 W o B R4 55).
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Table 5 Programs under test
x5 LR

Ty JB A 5 RIGAT 5L A4 2 ik
print_tokens(pt) 7 563 4130 Lexical analyzer
print_tokens2(pt2) 9 406 4115 Lexical analyzer
replace(re) 30 563 5542 Pattern replacement
tcas(tc) 40 173 1608 Altitude separation
schedule(sc) 5 410 2650 Priority scheduler
schedule2(sc2) 9 307 2710 Priority scheduler
tot_info(ti) 23 406 1052 Information measure
space 28 9127 13525 ADL interpreter
sed (1.18-4.1.5) 22 6 671~11 990 359 Stream editor
flex(2.5.1-2.5.4) 53 12 421~14 244 524 Lexical analyzer
grep(2.2-2.4.2) 16 12 658~13 372 469 Search for patterns in files

T SIR g BEAN B DIFE PP #8232 4L T — 28 HA AR PR (Rl 4R AR Ik 2 36 3% FH T o 35 3 1) universe -k
F B AEE RIS IR 28 B b, F T SFL J7 v 78 ZEAI R RO AT I A5 L, DAL, — S8 AN AE 7T 2 28000 4 461 74D P
A HE R 91 2 schedule2 T ¥ vO 1 Space F£F 11 v1,v2,v32 Hi1 v34 2 Ak, — sb S 808 FE AT 57 0 28 1B IR iR
A print_tokens?2 [¥) v10,tcas ) v38,schedule f v1,v5,v6 1 v replace [¥) v27,v32 L K Space ] v26,v30,v35,
v36 I v38 A5 1l F Bk 753X L6 PR Ay e B 1 S B8O 5 e o A AR I RROAS A — 28 UK RO B R BOR P g AT
S 1 AR BT S SRR 2 universe WIS 491, 24 7 R S 56 11D 7 R — S0 A R K S AR HE R
G, LK R T Simenes E A1) 123 AN AN Space FEF 1 28 AMRA LLK 3 A Unix T HFEFHI 91 AMRA,
bk 242 M RIRA.

S8 A S v AR P 15 1) A AR LA R SEIR R P e, — SRR PR A R O P SCEE A R L AT R S
A g JE M E SURR R, X =3 T0VE AR TR A R I E 0 B ARAT 5 R R A R AT AR IR AR v AT T e X
B 5 DL R AR 1 ST S SO 50X PR R S A0 A R AR s R 1) L A A8 s 1 4 AT i o T AR A ke 2R T 5k 1
B PR R AR AT AT B BE AL TR 212 Bl S ARHD BT A2 AR D B S — 47
3.2 XLWEIt

T RAESTER K Cpl 5 Cp2 iX PHAN AT BE 5 v 55 A IR BB 8 (7 80, SE B B8 T 24 1 3R 10 15 AN Stk
AT BE ST U S PPN M, B B LR 6. 5Bk R 15 AN A KRS T SCHR[13,26] 1 #1873 #1453 Hh 1 e
AL~ ERL M ERS LA Rk 135 A% SR 2L B Be fE 22 50 GP02,GPO3 Fll GP19, HA — & AR L% T A
F o A4 ERL 1 ERS, AT Sk T Op2(Naish2) Rl Wongl 2y AR b S g AC 2 5 BT A S5 i 47 3 w]
58 RS2 3P, AT Dstar 7 i BB LR 1 5 50, A IR S 36 BE star 240 312

S N EXAM 5 BREPORI I B s A7 A PN A B BE AT 06 L 201 EXAM $5 45 %00 T 75 7] 5 5 1) 4 rh i i Al
5 T R AR AR, 2 A A, R, 4 2085 15 B 7 HE 2 1A AT 1 9 A2 2 AR AT 519 7 20 B ARE EXAM . Fi5 F5 0] 41176 AH
A A AR HE A F 3 G, 4R 380 1 5l B R AR 00 T 5 RS B8 T 4 L Ay, U2 77 ¥ A0 B 7 2000 SR B 4 55 B o 7 A
A V) A2 78 A7 U R T A R R AN v B R 1 ) T RS A TV ) A B S AR 1 T 20 b SR B S A AR A R S, B
W AZ S 7 58 L 7 ¥ 1) S A7 R %6 1

KT S A [R] 5 v 58 A Tk A U ZE S K 3 R N HE S B 56 v 1 2 - KR JE (Mann-Whitney) U £33
T R EXAM FE bR EAT B TR 50 50 UE . FATT 1 AR HO Jhy AR SCHR H IR U5 vk 5 S0 R LGy 125 2 TR A Bl B
SENLBUR T A 3 72 5 W AR B HL DAy s ZE SRR o8 A7 380U R T T, AR SCHR A IR 7 v 5 SR 0t Bl U7 ¥ 2 TRl £ 7
o 2 e S R W MK B E ) 0.05. 5 A I 45 R p BN T o, IAE 48 Z2 5 HO, BRI AT DAL A SCHe )
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Table 6 Formulas of 15 spectrum-based fault localization methods
F 6 LU 15 MAEEEETHA AR

SRRy vk A
Ay
Tarantula susp(s) = .
& L A
ay+3y At ay
Jaccard susp(s) = %
a’ll + aOl e a’lO
Wong1l susp(s)=ai
Wong2 susp(s)=an—aio
&y — 8y, if a <2
Wong3 susp(s) =42+ 0.1(a,, — 2), if 2<a, <10
2.8+0.001(a,, —10), if a,, >10
- Ay
Ochiai susp(s) =
\/(3'11 +8g;) x (8, + &)
- 380
Ochiai2 susp(s) =
\/(3'11 +840) X (8gy + 39) X (85 + 8gy) X (8gy + gg)
star
Dstar susp(s) = T
81+ 3y
Kulczynskil susp(s) = —1—
Ayt
Kulczynski2 susp(s) :EX(L+LJ
2 \ay+ay, a;+ay
M2 susp(s) = W
ay; + gy +2(3g, + )
_a Qp
op2 Sup(S) =2
GP02 SUSP(S) = 2(ay; + /A ) + /2
GPO3 susp(s) =y & — /3 |
GP19 SusP(s) = ay;/| o — 85 + 8gy —agp |

TP R F 4559 20 B T A 200k 1 1 K i star A 18 S BT TR A A E B

33 LWHER

FT EXAM FEAR 6 B 8 A R HA 5 R 8] 3 T 7 B AR b R o R A AR 1Y) 7 23 B (AR IE HE A BL), AR
B2 7R BT BE R D0 1 357 g3 AR 00 7 B AR 280 040 7 4 Ll GRS R AL HE 3R N 3 e 00 vl - 0 3 /N 1 5% AR AT H
AL N, Cpl BRI K 2 v (R Op2 il M2 PRl < Jia Bl A AURS Hi 2 LU I A W38 i, Cpl (45 iR A H 22
BT AR T v S AL HE R L AL T 1%~19% 22 1], Cpd 11 e 4 5 07 280 SR A 1450 50 b A7 24 AR A HE 78 ELlB i
19%}#}, Kulczynski2,0p2 H1 M2 (W45 A Hh 26 T URE W0 Cpl, e AT ER R A o T Ho A 07 2%, A Lk
I 31%I,Cpl,0p2,M2 FI Kulczynsik2 [¥J%5 121 H #38) LRI, 0050 T- oA & 2805 1%, M AR e Lt b T
42%~60%[X 1] i, U] Cp2 5 Wongl RIfE 344 g B B0 e, B 5 A D HE 2 LU (4 AS IR B85 n, 8- Pl i 63 5 7 7 25 PR

ARG, Cpl JriETEACAEHE A Ll /N T 42% I, 55 52 56 i I Ath 5 vEAH b TE R L 2 7 T B A LA R o &
AR T Pro 5 Per WIIE AR AR, HERN B AL T FR 50008 55 PAAT 25 S 2 1) 11098 7 DTk, ST 36 4 R4 5 TOUY) AR X
AR HER LRI (R K T 42%),Cp2,Wongl Fl GP19 Jy ik I il [ 5 A7 285 T e by Y 25 TR I ZE A S HE TS L
/NT 20%IN,Cp2 1)l b i A7 250 R 248 WAL T Wongl 1 GP19.
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Fig.3 Fault-Localization effectiveness comparison based on EXAM
K3 T EXAM RSk I 8 fr AR LA

EXAM FEFR BRI 1) 5250 25 R LR 7,38 h I e v o 3R W1 75 K 2 4B B0 N AU ) R S S U
AR B 78 BB T 0 28R T T A S 2 M 2= e Rk L, Cpl B Cp2 i S 2 P R B g A S ARt R
/7 (print_tokens,schedule 1 schedule2),Cpl FI Cp2 R ILIF AL HAKN,Cpl Br T 5 Wong3 DL Rt A 1L
Op2 AH LR e e 0 25 0 25 B AN W A A4, B 2 LA 5 10 380 A7 D 2 S 28 PR e 8 e 7 30 SR et AP 19 A s 1) e A 6k
T84y ELAK (K B A0E 37 5 (4 Op2 J7 %% ] T space i1 flex F£/5 LA Az Wong3 v F T~ tcas,replace, flex Al grep £ /%),
XL R HL 4R R, B ,Cpl vk B S N S 3 0 B B e 47 2 SRk 4k ,Cp2 A X F Ochiai,
Kulczynsik2,Wong1,Wong3,M2,0p2,GP02 il GP03 %% Jj v, Fo U L ot 9 A 2 38 AHAH bb T 0 4 S 36 20 = QI R 3L
T R ZE S

8 N &Mk b 8 AR B BAR G B B T 7 A A R B A I R 3 T A IR AN I B R
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H1,Cpl 2 2UAE B 1 ik B 0 A 0 T 20 I o . 5 S 300 10 % Pl 7 92 A B, Ak e B s 67 A O T 3 B i A
30.52%. .+ ,Cpl Lk wong2 J7 ik Bk i 2 i 63.12%, 4 i J5 vk Tarantula,Jaccard 1 Ochiai 43 5l F#1% T 38.31%-
SR I ST T LR B AT X Space 3K A H R R 1) VR A RE e, CPL BB e AL AR B Op2 BEFRHE T
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Kulczynsik2,Wong3,M2 Fll Op2 77 %, V- ¥ 48 i@ B & 12.7%.1E & 4E Schedule. Space F1 sed 5L (1 i 43 4 i
FiAS e 563 52 A7 77 ,Cp2 (PR M ELLE Cpd iR 40.26%. 5 A 1T 5, 52 56 B 95 38 M 3L T S AR MR AR i) Cpdl AN
Cp2 J5 1 A LA R vy il 4 o 6 FR 0.
Table 7 P-Values of fault-localization effectiveness of different methods
F T EFNITVEGIE AL RO AT P H

ti pt pt2 tc sC sc2 re space sed flex grep
Ochiai Cpl | <0.001 0.2 0.016 <0.001 0.8 0.024 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.001 0.025
Cp2 0.001 0.2 0.056 <0.001 0.8 0.016 <0.001 0.107 0.444 0.003 0.364
Ochai2 Cpl | <0.001 0.2 0.024 <0.001 0.4 0.8 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.001 0.003
Cp2 | <0.001 0.2 0.024 <0.001 0.4 0.056 <0.001 0.02 <0.001 0.001 0.009
Kulczynsikl Cpl 0.001 0.2 0.024 <0.001 0.4 0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.002 0.021
Cp2 0.001 0.2 0.024 <0.001 0.4 0.222 <0.001 0.009 <0.001 <0.001 0.042
Kulczynsik2 Cpl | <0.001 0.6 0.024 0.003 0.8 0.222 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.003 0.067
Cp2 0.898 0.6 0.8 0.75 0.4 0.222 0.333 0.075 0.528 0.091 0.625
Tarantula Cpl 0.001 0.2 0.024 <0.001 0.4 0.9 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.118 0.039
Cp2 0.001 0.2 0.024 <0.001 0.4 0.222 <0.001 0.007 <0.001 0.066 0.001
Jaccard Cpl | <0.001 0.2 0.024 <0.001 0.4 0.667 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.001 0.042
Cp2 | <0.001 0.2 0.024 <0.001 0.4 0.056 <0.001 0.033 0.209 <0.001 0.364
Wong1 Cpl | <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.008 0.016 0.001 0.011 <0.001 <0.001 0.001
Cp2 0.159 <0.001 0.01 <0.001 0.159 0.286 <0.001 0.143 <0.001 0.091 0.071
Wong?2 Cpl | <0.001 0.4 0.024 0.03 0.05 <0.001 0.005 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.005
Cp2 | <0.001 <0.001 0.4 0.04 0.06 <0.001 0.005 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.02
Wong3 Cpl 0.261 0.9 0.222 <0.001 0.9 0.667 0.001 0.071 <0.001 0.182 0.001
Cp2 0.348 0.9 0.4 0.002 0.4 0.9 0.005 0.041 0.075 0.091 0.02
M2 Cpl 0.001 0.4 0.016 <0.001 0.8 0.286 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.009 0.15
Cp2 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.9 0.8 0.051 0.9 0.091 0.9
Dstar Cpl 0.006 0.2 0.056 <0.001 0.8 0.286 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.001 0.038
Cp2 0.035 0.4 0.056 0.003 0.8 0.9 0.018 0.005 <0.001 <0.001 0.011
op2 Cpl 0.087 0.9 0.444 0.9 0.9 0.667 0.333 0.005 0.006 0.182 0.125
Cp2 0.087 0.9 0.8 0.9 0.4 0.9 0.8 0.009 0.038 0.091 0.375
GP0?2 Cpl | <0.001 0.4 0.056 0.001 0.6 0.024 0.003 <0.001 0.007 <0.001 0.002
Cp2 0.832 1 0.222 0.01 0.9 0.024 0.007 0.041 0.003 0.001 0.442
GPO3 Cpl 0.001 0.4 0.444 <0.001 0.9 0.111 0.028 <0.001 0.003 <0.001 <0.001
Cp2 0.919 0.9 0.683 <0.001 0.4 0.024 0.003 <0.001 0.001 0.001 0.055
GP19 Cpl | <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.4 0.016 0.001 <0.001 0.002 <0.001 0.001
Cp2 0.159 0.003 0.222 <0.001 0.009 0.063 <0.001 0.009 0.009 <0.001 0.071
Table 8 Performance comparison of different methods under subject programs (%)
8 BTN IT LG FE T LA EL AL (%)
&7 ti pt pt2 tc sC sc2 re space  sed flex grep all
Cpl 9.83 3.65 354 2711 16.32 28.89 6.56 2.9 2.86 9.03 13.35 11.24
Cp2 16.81 4.57 10.66 28.61 5.81 30.84 7.05 2.38 1.76 1401 17.60 13.48
Ochiai 18.24  8.83 12.09 29.34 439 33.71 8.04 1.97 1.88 9.41 13.39 12.75

Ochai2 43.04 16.07 2055 31.11 585 42,66 9.49 5.07 198 1454 26.07 18.35
Kulczynsikl ~ 26.56 17.91 20.80 29.73 585 39.67 10.95 431 17.07 39.77 34.15 24.80
Kulczynsik2 ~ 10.36  3.65 427 2719 1632 2898 6.80 3.09 1.87 9.29 1328 11.34

Tarantula 26.28 1791 2082 29.65 585 3749 1055 431 286 2245 2191 18.22

Jaccard 23.98 15.61 2038 29.58 545 37.23 1019 275 2.06 9.62 13.17 14.25

Wong1l 21.13 20.68 2797 38.61 43.03 3587 1886 16.62 10.05 1520 16.85 21.25

Wong2 59.37 2825 30.07 4712 1235 49.27 3578 20.61 1237 1861 23.80 30.48

Wong3 9.28 3.65 3.68  27.77 1632 26.71  9.02 3.84 2.99 945  20.27 12.64
M2 1416  4.37 731 2823 502 3084 6.82 2.96 291 9.01 1282 11.80
Dstar 2246 432 2926 30.63 7.62 30.67 7.08 7.99 1793 39.25 33.94 23.85
Op2 10.24  3.65 345 2700 16.32 26.63 5.89 5.05 2.99 8.98 1278 11.42
GP02 2533 1185 7.69 31.88 333 4552 10.23 7.68 393 1289 2150 16.87
GPO03 16.50 4.12 345 3121 1632 3793 852 571 6.41 1503 2381 1598
GP19 21.13 20.68 2797 38.61 43.03 3587 18.86 17.04 10.05 1520 16.84 21.93

T IR LS, v LS B T 4 i
(1) Cpl 1 Cp2 JiikfE EXAM Fa b5 77 45 AR B AE AT HE A L /D F 42%0),Cpl HAT BT I @ A 3R



AP AR T AR AR G B 1 R AL T R 1767

T 24 A HE 2T Ll Ak T 42%~60%[X [A i, Cp2 Fi A A6t 2 U oy 5 W 2 A 34
(2) AR SCHR S (R0 7 VA0 R 7 R0 R 5 2 U T, B AR A SR 40 S0 R T AN SE G U R R R AN
BB AT 5, B B o o7 00 SR 3 A T 3
(3) LTI ALARM 7T, Cpl Ty ik B kA B S B A Op2 L& Kulezynsik2 J7 il 5 #3024 5 %
AN ]SS 248 70 (10 L A ol 2 e, DU S i R e e 24 2% LA 3.
SRR UL BT AR PR ) T SE TR A S Cpd A1 Cp2, B T840 % 08 T R P An A4k AT &5
MWA%MWE$MTﬁ A HEA P 0 BE AR, SRR 1) 15 i 8 BT 2 G LA T e 1 Bt B 8 R

4 HEXRE

Tt A R AT 45 SR 22 1] (R0 DG P8 2 5 - A% 1) e B 57 7 Y I D £ AN iy B2 AR TR0 Ak e AT I v £
SR, A7 By 15 VI 1R 5 ) AT B R B 3 I S 8T 9k TR s e A SO 8 56 M 40 T R S TR R P A K
106,15 B T G5 T 2 (1 2% A Mt e SRR RS 77 T AR 20 W A 38 00 AR IR 5 VA (1 PRS2 56 T P BEZY [y ek i Uk T
PRSI 0] B R T A 5:Cpl i Cp2. 2Ttk 32 Hh 7 — P T 45 PR R (0 350 B o 7 7 5 R o0 T 3R Hh vk
[P RbE, LA Siemens £24FH 1 7 ANFR)P . Space F2/F A1 3 A Unix T HLFR )3 2 JEHE VP 5, A EXAM F5 b5 Al
SEEIRMM AN BE, S EE 0 15 ANG LI R 5 A7 5 IR EAT T S B L A AT S 6 5 SRR B BT AR B A B
S K T TR AT PR A

BRI L S 6 3 AN R BUASE (1) 3E ME DU AL 36 0E T 00 0 VR A S AR S S R PR I e R T 2 A R

5 B 5 V2 5 A R T T B3k — 25 A S 6 56 1 RN I 22 e A, Cpd AT Cp2 P9 AN AT &8 1 T E 58 o R A R G
FRFHE A LGS 7 155 LA A 2 20 b Rl 4% 1 PR AR R v S R A e B i 7 T R K R TR AT R B Y
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