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Abstract:  With the development of AlOps, log-based failure diagnosis has become more and more important. However, this technique
has a key bottleneck—the quality of logs. Today, the lack of log printing specifications and guidance for programmers is a key factor of
poor log quality, thus the need of automatic logging decision so as to improve log quality is becoming urgent. This study focuses on
automatic logging decision. Specifically, the aim is to propose a general logging point decision approach. Different from existing works,
an automatic feature vector generation method is proposed based on program layered structure tree and reverse composition, which can be
applied to software systems written in different programming languages. In addition, this study leverages transfer learning algorithms to
achieve cross-component and cross-project logging point decision. The approach is evaluated on five popular open source software
systems, namely, OpenStack, Tensorflow, SaltCloud, Hadoop, and Angel, in three typical application scenarios including software
upgrading, new component development, and new project development. Results show that the proposed approach performs about 95%
accuracy in Java projects and 70% accuracy in Python projects on average.
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HEAT T o0t R th L (K 1 H AR T ED SR AR 5 R R IR S s R T — AN H G T BN P SRR A A% 5 R I AN 2
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FR— A BR A, Tl o R YR R AT U LR ER T 5 MRS B A L R AR D B — B AT A ARG 4T
(A A, LA AT B ok BE AR R S ST, BE A5 A AU PR AER H RE T B T8 R 5% ) 880D 2 20 2, R K B A I 2 i 1 AN 3 i
PR TR R, — AMARBG B P 50 0 H S T O ) 38 5 R AR AR R 1) Th 6 sl AT 45 R Rk K 2 s ol R —
ANAE e bl AL — A HARAT B Ay, Fax AN H T B9 A 19 B AR A7 B A 5248 5 4] hadoop 2.8.1 J5AXAT
M AT R IR H BT BB R BT A IS e R g 12 812 AMRASHRA AL A — 4 H B 3T BN TS A (& Lk
95.1%),658 MU B AL & 2 F— 4 H AR FT EVE A) (o L 4.9%). LB 1 A RS B 1709 H AT BR300 61, AN 18 %1
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R4y AR 7 Dy fie o At B dE — AN 5 — N DR 5 ACRE B ) 2 DR 45 4 b R 23 At 0k 3 /N T RE AR e 2
1%} hadoop 2.8.1 JEARAD o BT AR A He A B (ARG AT B b AT G v, 45 R B P R AR B AL 5 4.443 17 4R
DRG0 T H AT BB PSR AT 55 1M 5, LAARRS SR AR B2 e 5 H 34T B, R 1 0 ik Bh % )3 T N B3 4T B

Hi&.

561 public void recover(RMState state) throws Exception {

562 RMStateStore store = rmContext.getStateStore();

563 assert store != null;

564 ‘f recover applications

565 Map=Applicationld, ApplicationStateData> appStates =

566 state.getApplicationState(); CodeBbek 1
567 LOG. info("Recovering " + appStates.size() + " applications"); tbgged}
568

560 int count = @;

578

571 try {

572 (___Tor {ApplicationStateData appState : appStates.values()) { ) “yriif
573 recoverApplication(appState, state); CodeBbek s
574 { count += 13 finbeged)
575 }

576 ( } finally { ) o)
577 [ LOG. infol™SuccessTully recovered ™ + count + ™ out of " j .
578 + appStates.size() + " applications"); tbgged)
579

588 }

Fig.1 Example of program and code block
K1 R B AU B

DAACRD P by BEAilh, 3 B B A AR SCIRI AT 5 B AR

A RACHIHR A chie{cbJo<x<p}, Mt p AL ITA I B A A A H ST BN B R SR
HF(~), TRMAR R B chy; IAR2E257 0 logged B¢ unlogged, XAk 1

label;=F(cb;).

H:H label;e {logged,unlogged}.
3 FEHhA

P 2 45 Y T AR SO J7 V5 B BE AR AR RTATE 4
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Logged | PLST-based -
/ Instances - Features =
Focused Logging
ReSoﬂvlvarg —> Code Feature —>| Prediction Log or Not
positories ’ Vectors
1 Snippets \ Model
: Unlogged | PLST-based > , ,
| | Instances Features ! !
| | \ | |

>
(1) Instance (2) Label (3) Feature (4) Model (5) Logging
Collection Identification Generation Construction Suggestion

Fig.2 Workflow of our approach
K2 JrikuiRE

ARTFEASR I . FRAEAR IR AR ) B AR i BT N [ A T BN SX 5 AN DG 5 9. S 4R LA
IS e Sy BT ) 43 YA AR A5 bR TR R ACRS B b 48 28 1 35 97 BIRE A, U7 v ok OGB4 22, 11 LOG,logging, logger
S 3BT SR R BR AR IR, 20 15 BRI SR B0 245 ok

instance;=(cb;,label;).

T cby AL H &R T EREE A, 0 label; BUAE b logged; [ 2 B 2 unlogged. BRAE i) B4 i 0 Bl it M 4838 5
HRIR Ay AN AR AR 8 — AN R AIE i) B RO ) 2 R S 21— BORR T o AR R i) o e 28 A e HE IR R
) &5 3.1 T TEAN A RFAE AR P BRI 5 5 AR 8 R Sl kAT A% 2 30 B BT A ) LA AN [
i 2R G ARRD AR AE 25 1) 2 [ (1) 22 St R 5 A0 R L8 25 o0 AR g 73 R 38 3.2 W E A A AR BB U vk 38
FTEN YR S5 A T YN ZRIK 23 SRR 37 10 B0 s i 440 b IR AT B AT H S T ER PR3
3.1 ETREFERPIHYFHE @ S5 K

R AIE ) B A 1 56 R A 2 T 2 5 TR AR AR B b R EURRAE 1) (T SCRR A T 1) ), AR AR

S LLARHUAR T B 0 1 SR8 B A SCHEHY I B AT 3 A

(1) WP TR MR

(2) Ao e, RO B XD 10 (URFHLA R E I X A 5 B B

(3)  E1EMG S MR T AL SRR A7 G 0T\ T R S

A A
3L TSI ST o U AR T

S0 T BT SCACREAE, 5 38 0 A PR S A 5 2 O O (B 7 0 ): 0 5 e A 45 )
SRR i, A A L 54 A 266 5 ) PV-DIML % 31 W 10, U6 B0 01 3
BB PV-DM BU AR BRI WO R 2 AL 50 N2 MO 1V ST R B (0B 1D A
N AT 45, 2o N I P52 X B AR K SR I S S B A A 2 4 1
ATHEE(N+L)XD BB P 5T S S0 SoftMax 53K 5p. Uik B it i JH Bl L BE P Wb U 4 B o
SR 0, 9 ELILI R 16 R ST BB, A2 M 1 26010 D 4 54 (RIS 0 7 o
302 TR VR 41 2 (RIGH T 0

ARG T E 5 AU AR A S 8 5 00 5 00 T B SR A PR S B, P 1
Codeblocks 1 1 4 F A Vi 0, 7 UM 4010 {RFYHEIUHIIA T B AP 41,0 % A5 41 EDVR AR 8 T 5700 I
TSRS A3 F 4 S AR IR SR R T A 2 T B LML e, F A T ] e i v ig
e PR 6 i I 64T O 0, D B LR 017 0y DR A7 A0 B8 41 25 M0 ARBTG5
(RARIT - SRR A5

S AST (5 A TRt T — M QRS HERE 45K LKL S 467 Ty H—— 2 YR (program layered syntax
tree, Tk PLST)/E A ALA T B IERY. 5 AST P A5 AF A i, 5 I S 445 40 4 KA L
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PLST 19715 fUR 7 ARRD R, B A R0 AR 52 2 1 I 38 e R 0T S P 200 2 AR A BURFAE 1) o P AR R H R AR
e, IZE PLST Sbfifs b iy S R H A QR B 1) BT 0 AR RS AR AE , R 47 2075 I A AR B 30 1 AR s B i
SN 5 R A T
o EE— P H AR FT AT I RV R AR M A A G R B AR BEK T, H AR T B TR Bl R E S I
KA FA A AT O, D6 T E AR QRS B 5 B e R T ED W S AR BN 1% A2 AR B
ZHT IR R B A AR e B 7R T ED A SR b 52 2R T 6 R AR AL S ¥ 5 0 1T oA B0 B R
TR ) B8 i B e, DR AR 7 oK R B P B AR AR AT e R 2 i AR R R R AT AL A T S 2
For H bR B
o BT ARITACKE BRI R SCAE BRI AL, 2o W K TR VE T A AT BN e SR TR AN AR T AR B S R
J SCAR A AR AR, 28 K38 40 T e SCA 2 A 7] F, (8 T B0 A 25 B0AR AT T R S 58 4 AR 7] 199 308 W K i
TR PR SRR ARG e SR 28 SR S 2% i R, A T R — R R 4 10 i %, SR R X AR A 4 Ao
B H AR AR B i i AR He - i AT AR BH B AR T B fR R A [
AR PLST ARE AR 8 AR R B B4 FR, 1T 0 s AR B A — AN B T Ak 1) )2 by LA 55 o [ ik
B RAE 7 )2 AR A B L AR AR R R S B T HEAG A A PLST i ik iR B A0 S 8 g ml LA &L
BRFEFACHS. 9 3KE PLST, AN [ 4 FE T8 o5 1A QRS B py T8 v AS ) T 5 22 /0 Bk 3 B 1k A0 L4510 4 Java. P () 40 J2
BRI {7, Python H UG 4 A28 B 3 JR IR T R 45 ) 0 I A 5 4 AT I 1 2 R V8 5 A [+ 0 7 B4 i, 3 1 B AR
TiEh ] LA e 46 il [ — B PLST.

void makelip(Node node) { 1 def makelp(node):

h“." node = getRoot(node,node_List){ 2 if mode = getRoot(node,node_list):
elsel H clse:
reot_f = getRoot(node, node_list); 5 root_f = cetRoot(node, node_List] |
for(int i=8;i<reot_f.getChildren(].length; i++){ [ for child in « i : [
f(root. 1 getChilareal) 5] I~ node 7 Honita e arent) () (Cooti Y[t ] (ot ]
takelp( root_f.getChildren() [i1); ] tekelp( child) ,—Iﬁ
N ¥ 9 makelp(roct_fl ..
makeUp(root_f);
} takeUp...
}
(a) Java XA 7R (b) Python {75l (c) FRFPJZ UM

Fig.3 Example of PLST of different programming languages
3 ANIE) G R AR PR A R R e S R

PR A BEAACRD PR 1 1) B S SC T a8 ¥ PLST, 32t — il Fe 416 (0 77 10 0 A A AR R 2 i e 2 R

T 20 LT A 20 S 2 T A 1) e, R A e R me i B A ) SR R Y AR PR, DU A
R4 0 ) A RN AL m, DA ) A SR AL A 58 BRI I SRR R 2 T, LA IxmU AR S LU [ )
EA I BR AR HR ) A2 5 B 4 A B AR ARG A2 R 28 0 5 1 A BB R BB m A5 3] B AR S
AN R )Z i ARG %2 R HEARTE AR SR )E I B 5, BOE A2 EE R n DO A )
HEZHORE) R n A B AR AR S E] PLST AR SRR JZH0UN T n I RLEE ) 4055 & 58 3R A 1) =
JE A #] Ixmxn.

FEF P2 A BRFAE ) 28 7 VR AN ISk 1 BT B NS R T 2 O R AR SR AE ) 1 H BRAR
il e A H R H AR A B AR AE 1) &2 S50 VE N H AR AR B AE R e 2 o h i 2 4R, i N & R I, BAR T R
A B2 E FBR n(B8 247) 0 T4 — 2, UK i H AR Y A (temp_th) o 82 45 4K il [Ty FE 70 S o 71 s I B AR A

A I H AR R 2 50 2 9 5, ELRA B B PR m(ER 5 AT~ 10 17).

FEI PP AL A AR R TP B8 KA AE A% 19 I R AL B 21 O R R i) R AN S B R A T
MACH A1y B F FL %45 s AR RTRE A T AR A B2 i, DAL a2 AR AR SRR I ST B SR A 5% i A it
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PRI S T SR R DT VR A SR B T R R AL NS 2 s T AR TR B I 5 3 )
AR EETT I TN G 2 A7), AR )5 KX L ACRY AR Yl i I 1R 90 445 BB (AR v B (3 3 AT
B AAT) S Z AT BN SN ZRIV Al 215 F AR AR BOBT 0 T 1m) R (5 5 AT) AR e A G i AR b AT 2R
R 17 e AR v
BoE 1 HT w4l G RHE it AR s .
Input: PLST and target code block(tb), n, m;
Output: Feature vector of target code block(fv).
fv=[-], layer=init_layer, temp_tbh=tb
while layer>0 and init_layer-layer<n do:
fv.concatenate(temp_th.sub_vector)
left_num=0
while temp_tb.left_cb!=null and left_num<m do:
temp_tb=temp_tb.left_cb
if temp_tb.children!=null then:
temp_th=SubtreeRaising(temp_tb)
fv.concatenate(temp_tb.sub_vector)

© © N ok wDdRE

=
o

left_num++

=
=

temp_tb=temp_tb.father_cb

12. layer—

i 2 W LIREVL

Input: PLST, root code block of a subtree(rcb), trained PV-DM model;
Output: feature vector of subtree(fv).

1.  code_snippet=*-’

codeblock_queue=DepthFirstSearch(rcb)

while codeblock_queue!=null do:
code_snippet.concatenate(codeblock.pop(-))
fv=PV-DM(code_snippet)

IEI 4 2 ) il e A Al R AN b Ng 2 H AR AR 3R,

oo W

Reverse Composition

Sub-treelitting (M F----o-omeseemeememeeaees > Layer1 -—--»[ v, ]

avor 2 =[] [va]

ovors —>{%] ]
]

Layer 4 ----;.[ Yy

Layer 5

Feature Vector:

l[v‘][o] [o:”:v,.][v‘:[[o]_.. [O:Il[v.][v,"][o] [o]]||:u.:|[o] [OHO] [o:I

o [ m m (n=4)xm
Fig.4 Example of reverse composition

K4 8 r A&l

ATFE G W P 415 AR 4 22050 12 B2 1R T Ne 2 55 4 J2 e — 9 ACRS B, HEZ1) Ng X 1 f8 1f)
v S F IR AR5 4 & H AR ER IR [ 55 T2 3 2 MKIRAL & Ng (195275 15 N X N1
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I 5 Vg LA Ng f 22 5L 285 19 10 N 1 1) B ve £E 51 2 )28, H T N A /1745 10 Ny, ISR AT 7 18 T i

Trp B m KT 2 96 Hon KT 4, HLPTA T2 1) R e AL 1) 8 2 g B SRS
FERE PP SCA HR o B AT AR R PR BT SO P ARALLEL 22 22 HOR AR [R] 10, SR 100X 2B AR A Bl ] 75 4T B e 5
L SCAEAE AR B0 AL ] DAARAGL AR R P SCAR F 2 AS [ PR AR SR B BAN ) P8 5 A0 1) 5, jafe o 38 P D RS 4T AL
"B R SR ) B I . 300 P 2L 5 12 2 RS A P ARG B o AR o 8, RS A A 7 B AR B 1 AR B ) bR SR P
FE AHACLIR AATT PR 0F 5t AN [RD 14. 25 FE P 4 7 Ng A N A2 P A4S FARARES R, 1T N PR SR A Ze Sl 26717 12 Nis,Ng
55— AN 22 L 1Y R 2 Nio, PRI N A1 Nag F917 i) B0 55 00 1 H ARARA B Nig,Nio 5 B 45 AL 1] F ) Ng 7))
A5 SRR T H AR Ng,Nyo FHEA 75 5 28 58 R AL 1) B Ng 11952 i) B8 23 .
32 EFEBRFIMATITEMIERKEE G
Wil 5 PR, HAGHT BV L SRR R A G — NI B AR R > 73 A,
o RFAEIEAL B A A N AL AN ) P 2 P T AR DR A i B i O B (R A 1 AR A %R
3 PR AIE T 55 N TR AR AL 1) ) DA A T R AL 2R W AR P AN [ P AR AL 22 [R) FR AR AL o) 2
2B NIRRT 3 TR AN ) A 2 P F 4 QR SRR A 1 R S 380 3K R i 2 ) 25
o IR JOBERY R A N S SRR AL 2 1) PR A Rk A ) B R X A B A N H RS AT D AU g
ERaE

[ |
0 |
: |
: :
4 |
\ Feature Transfer !
! Model I
|
|
: :
"""""" \; ""7""“"""

Shared Feature
Space

> Log or Not

Fig.5 Logging point decision model
5  HEFTENLE s A

T2 B A X B A TR,

R E 3T B B AR N Bl 28 L R R AR 3B B S 1 ——E B 143 43 BT B3 (transfer component  analysis, & #%
TCA)BIHI & 43 i 3 it 429 (JointDistribution adaptation, %R JDA) LK 22 GedAiE 1) & 50 H % 22 Sei A 1) =
W S5 8T IRV R AE 25 18] TCA BB BE YR R SURAE n) s 25 R0 H AR R AL ) 4R & 20 4 Xs Al X+. TCA FI T
T ERAEZR Sy AT RAG VIR R G AE 17 HE R H AR RGASAE 7 2 () 22 57 A — BB E S X LSRR Ak
P(X), 48, P(Xs)=P (X7). TCA I H bz S FREL— AN 4 R 40 6, 18145 P(H(Xs))=P((X1)). I FF:, ¢(Xs) FlT (X) A A 37 FLIF]
A3AT IR VIS e bR B TCA T8 5648 45 R 35 (i 22 53 (maximum mean discrepancy, fij #8 MMD)K#j & P(Xs)
R P(Xy) 2 [ (1 s v B 2 e

dist(Xs, X;) =

1

L3 00) -3 gt

1 i=1 2 i=1

o ng T ng 7R I B R ) (0 25 AR5 TCA BIN—ANTHEL N SR IGH AL dist(Xs, Xr) MR /M 1 55
DRAEL I ZRE R, Xs A X 5353 HT g(Xs) FT g(Xr) A

[i] TCA AN IDA AMEAE 30 Gt 3 AT A AS VF U AR GERRAIE ) S A0 H b 28 SEARAIE 1) 2 [ 9 22 522 ] ) 3
5 L8 2 0] 1R 25 AE R 3 A 22 5 A AR Al il ABE AL P(Ys[Xs) A1 P(Y1[X1).JDA ¥ H AR FRIE— A
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FEAHERE AT AL P(YSIAT(Xs))AP(Y7IAT(Xr)). A 51 % 5 e AE B JDA [A]RE A3 MMD SReffiy it X Rl X 25 2910
72, BT H bR RGFHE 7 A WA AR S5, L Y 2R R0 8 A2 B Y1, JDA A FHYR R SeRAiF ) f 42 5 111 5
A B 5 S (X, V) SR R X HEAT v 0 170 45 80 007 5 PRI 25 Yy, 9 B Y, AR Yo U 2558 B X 1 AT (Xs)
AR, X7 B ATg(Xr) AR,

SRR 3 e AL a% 2% ) 5005 AL 36 SRR [ 2 L (support vector machine, i #x SVM). k-1 i 4B (k-
nearest neighbor, fii# kNN)FI Logistic [7]J-(logistic regression, fii#% LR).SVM [ 3L A< S 2 7 3t s 1k 25 1) vp
2 2 REAE PSR H AR FT B 1) B R FE RS THLKNING B35 189 23 S 0 S A 0 A R B o L S Re A1 245 1) o S5 3 40 1 J LA
ACRB B J 2 500, 2 5 — AN ARTE B AR AR i) 5 T L AR S e 3 B B AR HT BN A, AR RS Bt R A0 2 H
BITEEA)LR (1 BRI & B A5 s 0 H & 4T B ), B AR B A T R R AR I A8 5 TR A RS p St 2 R A 1) 2
25 [FE 43 BT, T LAAS SRR AE ) &8 o 1) A — AN 4 S %o DR AR 6 1) S W o, 18T P H bR R G AR A Bl SRR AE 1)
[ R AR B A

4 TR 5 RWIE

4.1 KRt

T VAR BT EE H 1 v, S0 A8 Apache Hadoop™, Angel™® OpenStack!*Y SaltCloud™#1 Tensorflow!*14%
SANAT B KBTIV K A R SRR AT REAT 7 P9 20 SE 46 . Hadoop J2: 24 4 B i AT B9 K508 20 #T 7 &5 2 — Angel /& i
TRTF 5 ) 43 A1 AL 3% 2% ) °F £ ,0penStack Al SaltCloud Sz ¥ AN 1 = -5 °F- £, Tensorflow j& Google JFJ5 (1) 3%
JE 2% 2] °F & i Hadoop 1 Angel i Java i & % 5 ,0penStack,SaltCloud F1 Tensorflow Hi Python & & %5

XV 2H S50 A HE 22 37 VT AN SI 00 R0 45 I BOVEAG S 060 22 1 S VRl B AR S TEA ST AR HY IR S AR A L S A &
G0 H ST BN Wk 3 T7 IRAEAN R N FH 37 50T AT R 45 B B oEAG B A8 20 3 DT Ak e AE 17 2B e H 84T ER A B
PRRBE TR 5 4.2 TTRIEE 4.3 TR 250X P 41 S50 11 S 6 5 SR AT HE R SR A 2 SL 0 i TR 08 A
B, LR SHORE. PR
411 TR SHERCE SHEER LR

SIS R B, T RE 4 50 R S UG 45 S TEREAE AR oD IR AT 3 AN RS AT E TR, B T R A |
TR EIR m 2SR R 0 SR 3 AN S EUN TRBEE 4 A 50,10 R 10,4845 S AR AE 17 1 1K E
“h'5 000(Ixmxn). Ay & FH Il R FE, 5246 7481 T PCA SELI0 0 R AIE ) 22 P 4 7 R AIF 95% LA 1 25088 Uy 2 i) 350l 1=,
FHRRAE ) B P 2R 200 4. S0k B op S F T TR IR 2 SOEU, SE 58 45 SO0 S B0 B i T8 SR RE PR A,
FEATN I AR T AT S BR 45 K —— 1) 2.

S R b B TR AT T R A D AR B R B Y, DAL A A I i R AR 3 A A IE AR
B A AN H49 457 1) 16 4510 n, 76 Hadoop A 65 th JL 3 HY 397 442 MRAE He, Horh X 13 470 AN B 40 2 H 4T ENiE
R PR i 53 SRR TS 1R I 5 R 28 R 78 I B RN 4R rh 23 0 SR F T SR 1) 7 2 SR [R] LE A AR 250 2 A () 1)
BORE AR HEAT Y5 AT A5 4, 5 D3R #2 ) AN Hadoop AN AL 8 H & F7 BB A 1 383 972 AL B A B AT e 4 H
13 470 MRS HAE b SOREAS AL T S0t 26 940 AR HAE g MR 4R .75 2 3 5o VP AL 5256 T I RO T+ 9037 5 b i
T IR FI MR 73 0] J2 A 2R 48— A AL I PI A AS IR RRCAR, DR] ke 1 25 B A0 IR & vh mT e A0 55 AR R R RE AR .0
T G B ¥ G () e AR A v 5 ) 5 A S TR B PR AN e, T 3 380 3 246 () 3K 4R
4.12 P RFR

PR b5 R S 22 LI LR 27 =) B TE O e b e 22 (accuracy) I FL H.

o Accuracy f& [ A&7 By 5 IE 0 (M ACRD B v P AORS By L 48], e B e T T A5 4T B0 Y SEARL Y 114 3 A

fe, TR

Accuracy = #code blocks being calssified correctly |
#all code blocks ’

o FLIRARHRII 2 (precision) 174 [H] 2 (recall) f 1 A1 448, AR AL F TEAEAS 1) 70 R AOR ROk i 22 IR
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A 2 Bk 4 2K 0 T BT BN G R AR e TR A ), v (] R A 2 HET BN RS B AR el o
A7 8P S e TR Y B il L 2 i bt SR 0 55 GG FT B f) RO AR B ) 1k R L S S
F1=(2xPrecisionxRecall)/(Precision+Recall).
4.1.3 AHRITAEXTEE

1 HIZE T AR SCI J7 v (RN IX 8 T AR 6 Lo AR OC T ARS8 1 ol R ik 28 280 10 ARG SR RS o 1) H 76 90, ) IS5 ¢ Rt 1
A MRS IR CH#Java 5 R R FRTE T VAR C BT LR — S ATE T A SCITIR 7 i 2 — P
o B ARG B () A ST BN B SR VA AEAR AR B I S AT T AE AT B DX . SRS LA e AR A e
&5 1B e SR AR A0 R SCIR 7 VRS 24 S S0 L i A AR S e ) T 25 T B ke SR 285 R D% A D6 AR S A 7 Rk
SEIG U R M 9 AR BEAT Y SR R B S2 B VB L T LogAdvisor FF BTN L Y 75 vE——BE NS i H &3 3T BN
fiJ(random error logging)E A L2k, I FEHLINR 5 YKHK T35 DAYk 2> SI26 25 5 1) fm 22

Table 1  Comparison on related works

F1 MRITAEX

AHK AR AR IR 1 F1 5 22 BR il SRR 5 R
LogAdvisor™  exception & return-value-check blocks ERROR & WARN  C#Java 2 4 4 2 1 &
LogOptPlus!*4 if & catch blocks NONE Java

FineLog X I X

42 ZIHET T BEITEMLE RS

FERXAN LI P IRAT e T 3 M BT AT IT R M R G T A MR g 21 55 O AN 7,5 A
BAT R Ge4 5 A W 2 :Python 201 Java 2H, 73 3 46 19 2H S22 46 LI 3 Fhdgy 5t H AR 4T BN B e SR A 2%
MR 2 FRAEIRA TG I 5t IR B A RGN IHRRAS AR AE by IR 97 AR 1) A QR A U A 38 e A
PEAG T 52 H PR 7 VR AR S AN H RS T BN B R SR B RO AR AL OT R 3 35 o B — A AL BOAR IS A D U 24,
[F]— R G0 53— AN LA A AR A B AR 36 UE RN VP A B 358 H 10 D7 VA AR B AL H AT B B R SR R R0 A
ARG Ry b kB — A RGBT IR, 73 — A R G AR BEAT I8, 36 UMVl BT 5t 1R 5 T A2 08 3R
g8 H EAT BN R SR P 0.

Table 2 Design of multiple scenario experiment
x2 ZROHE LR

Mk |, b= ke v e : s 22 425 gy 2
oo lO | b | AUPETE RO | RETTRGERARID
Java Yarn-3.0.0 Hdfs-3.0.0 Angel
Yarn-2.6.5 Yarn-3.0.0 Apache Hadoop
Nova-16.0.3 Nova-16.0.3 TensorFlow
Python altCloud
Nova-14.0.10 Nova-16.0.3 OpenStack

S SERLATE 6 TR,

o LERUARTRIA R T VAR B IRAS 6 H T B B R S AR 2 (4 18] 6(a) JiT7k), Python 20 52 3L T 0.692 [ v if
N 0.525 1) F1 fg ks ; RN, Java 4135 £ T 0.965 (¥ #ERA 2 F1 0.890 (1) F1;

o TEAMIT R F VIS IS AL H AT B B YRS (an ] 6(b) TaR),Python 155645 %) T 0.659
FRIHERf % 0.690 (1 F1,Java £ Sc ik ] T 0.960 11 HER %A1 0.866 1) F1;

o HERGIHRYFTIFGE RGN A &I O E P S84 (Bl 6(c) it 7 ),Python 4 1) S 5 A
TensorFlow by IR A I 1A 2] 0.663 HIHERIZEF 0.529 [ F1,44 ] SaltCloud 14 Ml 4R I v 1 28 ik 3
0.773,F1 14 %] 0.565;7F Java 41 556 ik £1] 0.969 F¥ ki %€ A1 0.925 (1) F1.[W) 24k (RandomErrorLogging)
AH L, Python 414271 T 38 20% 1) ¥ A % Java 4142 T+ T 409% LA b [ A %
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1 1
0.9 0.9
08 0.8
07 07
%06 0.6
Sos T 05
£ 04 0.4
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02 02
0.1 0.1

0 0

NovaVersionUp YarnVersionUp NovaVersionUp YarnVersionUp
(@) WRATFZ (5 WA H 4T B B 3

1 1

09 0.9
08 0.8
07 07

2 0.6 0.6
Sos & 05
204 0.4
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02 0.2
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0 0

NovaToSwift YarnToHdfs NovaToSwift YarnToHdfs

(b) ZAETT (5 AL H 3T BN 9k 5K

£ 8
a7 07

+ I I I I-. I I I
1.3 ]

(€) RGUIT R (B8 R GE H BT EVAL B P 3)

Fig.6 Results of multiple scenario experiment
K6 Z&silfliscin 4R

TR S 2 PR W AR D VAAE 3 LA UM 5 B AAT MR RS RIS T R R L, 7 Java 4Pk
F1] 0.95 FIVERG A 0.85 ) F1,7E Python 2 ik 28 i 0.65 RIVERG A 0.5 () FLH HE— 5 [, R 7 VL A48 B R 45
TFR S R I0ES R G0 H TN B v e 6 MU AF MER R L S AP g Stm il 4 0.0 3L R RAE T /8 8T R 4T
R e HEA R GERIRARRDAE g I G, T AE 55 A0 P Bl 55 A3 X — AN 2 A O A P - 1 5, I R 4R 1
/N T BE S 43 SR I (14 1 B AR 4593 28 10 S s AR T VEAE Java 4 TR AR T S I 0 R 58 Python 41l 7 i
8,3 AN ER Java 4L HERGME R LE python 41 /& 20% 75 45 5 HLJRUAL:
o Python 145 UK B8N R 5, HSCRF 22 Tl 5y FH ) 8 58 K 160 15 V5 RR AiE 1) 522 28 8 7 V20K AR A 40 A 2 S0 AR
) T BRI ST AR AE . R b, 2B AL T B 1 A ) S BT 2 i PR R A0 AT K 2 S, 5 B e S A 1) Ak AR
RAE;

o I Java V5 F WAEAE S AR R R FIAN G AR FEHL, H AR FT OGR4 A I e R R R AR AR
IR I A A5 AIE ) 2 2 S 25 ) 4 3R A R FT BN TE A I AR B R SR A H AR T B A RIS Bz
V¥ 1) 25 5, e SR A 2R 3 T O 12 0
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WPythien Grog Blavasraw B Python Group Baeasroup

Acouracy
-
LA

Faluitl oo a e et D ceTimr - ched Daw oo Eplack Lo ar P o a-t B e s Fdect Bres oy

Fig.7 Comparison of results of Python group and Java group
K7 Python £ 71 Java 41525 45 Honf L

4.3 MR BEITEMLERRK

ALY B A VAR RRAE o) 2R D S H AR T E0 P S (K SR A SRR 1) B AR VA R ORI 2R 4 28
iR f04% Logistic [7]J9 (logistic regression, & #k LR). k-7 4k (k-nearest neighbor, ik kNN)FI Sz &k i) 4L
(support vector machine, fajFx SVM)IK 73 2 &0 SR PFAif T Az BRI HRRAE 1) 5 14 5 0 A6 H ST B0 SREVT AT v, 0 st

LA AT T NN RS 27 ST ALY i RS AE P SRRt AR P R
Pl 8 AR AIE [ i A o A R 11 S 45 AL

o LERUARTE (WA HR) I 5 Java L TER R 2 0.959, T3 F1 24 0.865;7F Python 21,13

HER I J9 0.664,°F 1 F1 2 0.469;

o (BT R (B AL D3R b b, Java AL - B ER 3 0.943,°F- 1) F1 0 0.838; [Fl I, Python 21 (111

BIUERI =Ry 0,649,134 F1 Jy 0.644;

o EFMARGEI KIS RG K 50, Java A 1K HUER % 5 0.960,°F-35 F1 24 0.899;1f Python 4111

PR 2l 0.667,°F1) F1 24 0.527.

&5 SRR WY RFAE ) B A 1 7 9 AT LA AT 280 AU v i BB A8 1 8 DA A A 0 ] 5 SR AR Java 441

o S8 25 Ak 2] 0.9 BLE R Ay B2 AT 0.8 LAY FLL

(b) F1 55045 1

Fig.8 Experiment result of feature vector generation
B8 Rk i A D BRSO I U S 45 R
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Bl 9 JEoR T HEF RSB L 45 R

o Python 41:7EMRATHR (5 A YL 5R) I 5 TCA Rl SVM BSR4 453 B A % 0.692,117 JDA Al
KNN #5881 20 & 43 B e FL 24 0.525; 788 4144 JT i (05 ZE A1 1 35) st v TCA I SVM ARLES (1 4L T8
I EHERZ O 0.690, TCA F LR B 4168 Bl Al F1 o4 0.695;7EHT1K R G T K (85 R G K) %
HcH IDA FII KNN BB 1) 41 G 5 31 ) de A v Aff % 0 0.663, 354 F1 24 0.529;

e Java 41:TCA F1 LR A4 A 70 MUAS T 9 (85 WA T 35 ) s h IS B e AR MER 2 00 0.962, /4 F1 24
0.878; 41 4011 T & (1 20 A v 38) 7 < v IDA F1 KNIN [ e A vEAf % 0k 0.960, 5t 43 F1 4y 0.866; 78 5 i)
RGTT R (B RS 30) 1 5 TCA Fil SVM 40 &35 %) 0.965 e AR VERG A 0.912 f Bt FL

55 i 903 BB R A L Python 2H 51256 A 3 A% 24 S AT AR 0 T 2%~9% M HMERT A 1%~12% 1) FL4E R A T
2 (B FRA Y 38) I 50 7 TCA F1 SVM BERS 20 & L SVM Al RS B4 1 T 3%, 1 JDA A1 KNN A5 7Y 20 4 1
F1 Lt KNN BRI 5 T 7.3%; 468 41k (5 204 o 52) 3 5t P TCA R SVM BERLK 21 45 b SVM LR 1 5
FEARTET 2.3%,TCA F1 LR B[ F1 B LR JEER4RTF 11.1%; 765 K A RS0 TT R (W5 R Gi vk 5%) 3 57 JDA Al
KNN #5581 41 Gk B S5 AR RE BE A FL 5 KNN ZRZRAH LE, e 32 0 T 8.6% H A K F 1.2% (1) F1.

7 Java L IERS S ) I T S HE R S R0 FL BRAG 1% 4545 A8 RR A TH 035 55 RO S0 1F R G 0 e (B R AR R s
GLP )5 TCA M1 LR BB 4 & T3 F BEZ) 0.8% M HER R A 1.9%[K FL 46 B4l 4F 1 & (B 4 1F v 35)
Forf DA IHER R & T 3.3%,F1 425 T 1.1%.Java 41 R A E RS 2 20 Ja A R0 FL AR B v] g2 i T IRk
I AR I R AT ) 22 TR PR 23 A0 22 e 3/ 0 W R3S G B 0 4%, 3 BB I SO B 1 1 L. T 1R O B AT
B2 S A AL RVP A R R P IR B R K TR 1 23 £ Java 411 S50 b JE AR ARY 1) 45 TR [ 4, 2 A 3 VR Sl R
AR 1) 8 B S0k 04 4 A1 22 3, DR A0 S B 2 o) e Al o 1 o s Sk I B 2 o % = 5 RV A Java 21938 4 s 6
HRAELEME RS T B (TR 2 SR A Java 21 P B AR IUATI AR HH €0, R 6% U0 B I R FT N g SRR 2 (1 AT Ak

1 OT-| R kNN

T

K M 3K NN

]

e

G

T

2%

S

s

B

() MERAH LU S5 R
1 OT-LR BT-KNN mT-SVM EJ-KNN

S S

52

|
“E=
B |

e
o]
wh

A

5

(b) F1 szoG4h

Fig.9 Experiment result of logging point decision models
K19 ST BN P R B A4 R 50k

THEEA AR 3 BRIV AR 590 45 SRAE, v SR B 51U 2% 1 S8 v AT 19 e S RS AR TR AN AR L A
%, A F1 5% T Java Fl Python 21 AN ] 37 5 1) S 36 5 53R rp SRR AR B — AN 32 SR S0 v 10 B DL 46 2R
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Table 3 Experiment results
F3 ELHARILE

Python group Java group
Models OpenStack Nova OpenStack Nova Hadoop Yarn Yarn
ToTensorFlow | ToSwift | ToSaltCloud | VersionUp | ToAngel | ToHdfs | VersionUp
|og§?:§?ga§;?irne) Accuracy 0.497 0.500 0.521 0.489 0501 | 0511 0.501
Accuracy 0.624 0.619 0.734 0.659 0.969 0.950 0.965
Logistic Precision 0.428 0.723 0.520 0.684 0.941 0.805 0.819
regression Recall 0.504 0.489 0.609 0.393 0.911 0.915 0.974
F1 0.463 0.584 0.561 0.500 0.925 0.856 0.890
Accuracy 0.577 0.661 0.760 0.671 0.947 0.927 0.959
Non- KNN Precision 0.408 0.736 0.576 0.701 0.857 0.739 0.812
transfer Recall 0.706 0.592 0.534 0.334 0.867 0.877 0.929
F1 0.517 0.656 0.554 0.452 0.862 0.802 0.867
Accuracy 0.563 0.667 0.741 0.662 0.964 0.952 0.952
SUM Precision 0.396 0.698 0.533 0.748 0.942 0.835 0.807
Recall 0.685 0.688 0.587 0.328 0.880 0.876 0.872
F1 0.501 0.693 0.559 0.456 0.910 0.855 0.838
Accuracy 0.569 0.659 0.692 0.691 0.956 0.941 0.962
Logistic Precision 0.396 0.678 0.470 0.667 0.876 0.781 0.805
regression Recall 0.651 0.712 0.813 0.420 0.921 0.886 0.967
F1 0.492 0.695 0.596 0.516 0.898 0.830 0.878
Accuracy 0.641 0.611 0.742 0.622 0.927 0.930 0.958
TCA KNN Precision 0.453 0.619 0.538 0.701 0.802 0.771 0.857
Recall 0.570 0.749 0.544 0.391 0.865 0.812 0.845
F1 0.505 0.678 0.541 0.502 0.832 0.791 0.851
Accuracy 0.593 0.690 0.674 0.692 0.965 0.947 0.955
SVM Precision 0.419 0.757 0.455 0.670 0.966 0.824 0.818
Recall 0.693 0.636 0.845 0.417 0.863 0.858 0.880
F1 0.522 0.691 0.591 0.515 0.912 0.841 0.848
Accuracy 0.663 0.647 0.773 0.609 0.940 0.960 0.941
DA KNN Precision 0.441 0.747 0.581 0.696 0.861 0.878 0.871
Recall 0.660 0.633 0.550 0.421 0.877 0.854 0.880
F1l 0.529 0.685 0.565 0.525 0.869 0.866 0.875
44 it it

AR 18 S5 P R AR T BE R R S 45 R R TR R

SCEG R T AT IR 5 ANANFRNTE T IR REIE R4 3 AN ST S AV E AR e B AL B IR R &
) H & FT BB R SR ) AT R IR R AR SR AR rh 2 K SE 50 #UAE, LU EcoSystem Jhy FL A 4 1E 3
A B, EEWET NPM S RSZT 21 AUTH . NVIDIA EERSGT 14 A5iHE .
Pytorch L& R4 T 17 NMH . Apache ZE&/R RS T 152 NMH . Chrome T 13 AN H LA & Eclipse
N3 AIH AR IAT AR X TR H X ARy AT SE
TP A RGP =28 $h, N Hadoop AN & HARFTENTE A1) 383 972 AR AL B o il B 5% Hy
13 470 MRADHAE Ry SAREA AL T 26940 ANMRHE A S MR B2 A8 WU S5 AN % 4 v s g 35 5
ErAEP HDFS 21 {4 110 396 M RAHe b 4 242 AR H A 7 H & T B1E R, A\ 106 154 DMAE 5 H 1 B
R AT PP AL RAE T 4 242 AR PR SUREAR AT FH 301 8 484 ANMFEAM A I ZREE X T IR B
B B R G IR B I D ER R T AR ST A R B 28 25 S B2 17 5,3 8 4 R A0 2
AT LA 5 A R 7 Y 1
AT TR T v S — B BT RIS B W H AR T B SR T R IR A B L S I TR %
R DR SRANOGT LR s AT e fy AR AT B PR SR 28RO A SCIR T I AN 27 i SR L e A AR TS e iy H
REFT O SR A0 T WA 58 TAEAS AT A K, AT 23 15 SOk 5% T4 (LogAdvisor I LogOptPlus) {2 3¢
¥ Java i85 A Python i 5, FFAERRBRARHE Fy BEY H S 9T B g S ) B 47 58 2 1R % Ll S 46
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5 SHESRE

AN E BT R G H AT B L R SR ) R R — BURH, g SR X B AR S 1) H G AT ELAL
B, TG T AN K G R DR EAT B LA AN A AR GE R R T B R SR A SR Y i
(¥ 5 B AR AL 17 e IOy ik, L I ) S RV OO G R T S S TR R P R R S AR Y A S A P R BR e —
PR IR 2% 2 (¥ H 25T BN B P SR R r AR ST A8 BOARAZ AN R B 2R 48 H RS 4T EDRE e (K PR AT 45 AR
(), 3R A7 P A S DR AL 22 557t A A SR R A v 0L K S 36 RIS o A T 3k AT S0 78 23 IO S UE. 5 b S
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