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FAFAETE KA B A S F R R L, AT AR R T RAF T L TAR 00 A BAT A R RAT AR, B4
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Survey on User Feature Requests Analysis and Processing

NIU Fei-Fei'”?, LI Chuan-Yi'?, GE Ji-Dong", LUO Bin"’

!(State Key Laboratory for Novel Software Technology (Nanjing University), Nanjing 210093, China)
*(Software Institute, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China)

Abstract: Feature requests refer to suggestions to perfect existing features or requests for new features proposed by software users on
open platforms, and they can reflect users’ wishes and needs. In addition, efficient and accurate analysis and processing of feature requests
play a vital role in improving user satisfaction and product competitiveness. With users’ active participation, feature requests have become
an important source of software requirements. However, feature requests are different from traditional requirements in terms of source,
content, and form. Therefore, methods of applying feature requests to software development must differ from that of traditional
requirements. At present, massive research focuses on applying feature requests to software development, e.g., feature requests’ acquisition,
classification, prioritization, quality management, developer recommendation, and location of relevant codes. As related research emerges
constantly, it is increasingly necessary to review user feature request analysis and processing. This study analyzes 121 global academic
research papers on how to analyze and process feature requests in the software development process and systematically sorts existing
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research results from the perspective of applying feature requests to software development. In addition, the study summarizes research
topics on feature requests, suggests that feature requests be applied to software development, and makes a comparison with traditional
requirements engineering processes. Furthermore, it analyzes existing research methods of different requirement engineering and points out
the difference. Finally, the research direction of feature requests is discussed to provide guidance for future researchers.

Key words: feature request; requirements engineering; software development; analysis and processing

EFFRRAEG R A TRtz b, H P T GE LU P L (user review) B ) @i 25 (issue report) HITE R, &6 4k A4
PR HBRFEIR A (bug report). FFIEIE K (feature request) 5. JLHVRFAETE Sk — O 15 SKOB R RFAE B X IUAG R AE 1 05
T T SR LI Y TV R R, AN S SR KA I B = AN W, [R) N, 76 8 FH R B3 FRBCT- & (i) R BE R
40) b, AT F P O BB BT 3 K. 4, Apple AppStore Fl Google Play 14 Hiit2, W5 AN R 5 )5
T ORI R T 100 J7 AN AT N AV I IR, PR A X LN AR, thi A T KR Ee. —
J7 L, XSG SRR T A I SR, TR S T RN T R s R g e
OREEMIVER. 53— 77, FEAE T K SR SRR T SRAE N 2% B S 7 T 1R K ISR, e e il sk LR Ak
PR VEA— 8 18 TR K. BRIk, T V5 2 415 WD R R i a7 SRk N A T e R e 4 i R A A, Thdn
FEAEAGE SR8 DUSe HE P I A 4G X SUTiE 5 AN IR A BE 38 T AN [R) RO ok 7 323, L L Bl A R e i a2
AT R R gk R rb, DL 2 7 (R SR g s - P i s R = i 3e 4 ).

Fl, EH %S EERT S 5EE R CHI T 203K, #1401, Cavalcanti 25 A PI7E 2013 4E5H TFE A% (W0
Bugzilla. Mantis. Redmine 55) & 3T A, F4 A8 B3 =K (change request) [FIET 1 ) B 204N [) (1 fF 9 32 A
FIATHR, 20 51 ML Nk A P AN £ B 2E 474555, Tavakoli 45 N Pk B 5 3 F PFi6 3 UK A TT & i S B
T SERHTTT. AT JLROF T 34 RS0, KM h TR ME % 2 AARET A LR R E 54,
A M FYF R i E FAE L. ERE 3l N IF & b de 485 A8 16 P V708 1) 26 R 45 1 B 4R 5 R 45 A 33 R 45
Wang %5 N\ W5t 44 550K A SOSN8 5K TRR AR ST T SR mE o, AT TR P S 03t (R F 5 e s 280 75 SR T RE43
BRI B, 0 B R AR 3 R B A T T, Bakar 25 A PIxE M SR TE S T SR A P B R (BT ST A T Sk
AATE. 45 AE 0 =K AT RESRIR T P s B, 2 SR AR REAE R A IR . 4R, H BT Z AR AE 1 Sk N A TR R 4
VAT, JUH TR TR, AFEHSRE. 8. B, DUE TR L )N H T3 TF R, ARG H T 1
AR 2 e Ak BRI FH AR SR 19, AR SO A SRR AR 3 SR IS AT AR, IARFAE 1 SR IR 3R 20 AT
LR TF R NGB, /3 R T AT AR, JRR AR — B T Uk R, e B AR SR WA 7 1), LAY R A G
AT SN Rt 5%

SRR CRERFR AT 1 R, B T RIRI TR TR Ak S 50AIE, LR R HAETG 5)). A
ST I RTREAE S SR IR 3208, 5 G T oK LREVG B0 R, a0l 2 o, X S 32 0 ARG R R
SREREL . BAFRFAERIEL . MR RSe A . R AR SRV . AR SR IR L R AR TE A B, T SRR 7
SRR AL 5 BAEAR ST U D, BRIEA S B R R 3RE 77 =R M5 75 =R & B DS IF 95 ).
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P A

GO T [ RHER K

%M\ffﬁ [ocerriEmne] | eseat |

Lmkwm [mekew] ek [ Ewem -

B2 LR

AT 1 ATTRAS T 4SO R L IE R IR 28 2 WORPRHE TS SRAHSG IOME & AT 2 b 45, 5 35 50l
I HAEAE G T SR TRESESIMESL T, FRALUE SRAH N (O WF T e . BT 55, #9520 TG SRR 55 R M Je 7 SR A
TR 1y BN BUAT R AR S SR IOWF ST REAT B S e 4. 5 6 TIL R BUA ST P & TRFAE TS SR 9 A JT ) T2 LR #
Pk, LSR8, 55 7 9 S 45 CA ST, JHRITRFIEE K IOFFT kil S LA, 55 S 44200, JF AR
Jithl.

1 XEERSIEE

AT BT K FRFE SR IOBETTIEAT R GE 00T, ABFTTR A A 2R AR T Bk AR 45 45 11 7 S0 R AR G 3L
Wk, AR R BT

IR 1. LL“Feature Request” Rl “RpfiEi =Rk 0 LB R], 705 Btk LREAL R BAH I ) 2 A8 A B SOk &R
MrZ AR 3 IEEE Xplore. ACM Digital Library. Science Direct. Springer Link. Wiley InterScience. Elsevier.
Google Scholar BA A v B F1M. B35 e () BEHz 2 1 o,

R ORGSR

B4R BEHE
IEEE Xplore http://www.ieee.org/web/publications/xplore/
ACM Digital Library http://portal.acm.org
Science Direct http://www.sciencedirect.com/
Springer Link https://link.springer.com/
Wiley InterScience https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/
Elsevier http://www.elsevier.com
Google Scholar https://scholar.google.com
e 20 https://www.cnki.net/

IR 2. MR 2 FIRTEE bR D IR 1 A B0 5 0, ORI S AR SRR I 3 18 5. e 249 F 23 R
LfSCHR.

IR 3. SRR T BRI 7Y, 43 53] 1) HUAS: B2 W46 SCHR 1K 5 | FH SCHR, 10 i A6 3% 5 | FH 4046 SCRR 10 SR, AR 2 2 i
NI 1 b HE LR BR A R 17 SR S R SR

WU 4. BPXU R 3 T SREU SCRR, TSP IR 3, HL B SCERAE SIS, A AT EE SO

St Lk 4 AP, AR ITIe UG EEE 121 B SCEE (A 2021 4E 5 A, Ha s 15 5 T HIGE
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Kl 3 gert T ARREM IR SRR ER. B 2010 FEE SRR KIMTFFUEER . B 4 58 5 4050t T30k
SERATL. S AR I LA S S A AT, AR SCRTESCIRE 82 Rk T4, 39 Filet T T, HF CCF-
A BT H S35 18 55, CCF-B BWITI 5 & —IL 49 £, CCF-C TS5 & —36 17 B Kook T4
TR B BB £ LB, 05 RE 2% (18 5%). ICSE £i¥ (10 5). REFSQ i (7 %)« ASE £ (6 £3)-
JSS WIF (6 5%) JSEP HAT (5 #)+ RE HITI (4 5i). EASE 2i¥ (4 §i)~ ESE #IT (4 55) 2. MGl AT LLA
KT HREAE I R 057 2 B R 3R T 3R 2 2 A R ) WO, RS0 R TR sk TR, Bl 6 Sevt T B2 M =8
O3 AT A BRI SR IG AT E AR vh T/ SRR S 7 A B, 2000 o5 P A AT 9 1K) 41% 1 36%. bk, 755k 43
BTy 20%.

2 SR PERRUE

SRR & TP OCNBE S 2 AT A
TEWETON GO BB
A [ Al A 2 B R S

AR TEEIEA, WERTTVE . WA R 850550 R R F Rk
W1 Jevk T BRI LR A
SRR YA AL SR feature request” % i 1]
ECRR, RARAEE WA EEE BT E
SCEE 1) A BTN G AR AR 1 SR s 0 SRR AE T SR M, T P S A
SCE [ RS H b A T ) B AR R AE 17 SR A 5

50
45
40
3
5
5
15
10
5
OTA% B% % Jib[AX BE C% il
S A i
== 'ﬁﬁﬂ
B 3 IR SCEAS R AR A SCHRE 40 AT B4 e BATIZE g A g i

12 36%

I 10

& 8
6
3 = TR
TR EEET I T E e BRI
HCELP g tRZ0EEREZE -
g-dm ¥ Q7% =<3 LEN

< %g = ZER

K5 0 SOless s e ORI T Ko oL
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2 FHEERE X

RGN T AR AR TS SR B A DM Ay, T R S5 A 918 3, TE B T SRS SRAH S I ARAE, AN AR TE 2 [17)
I &K 7 s

Issue tracking system
(e.g. Bugzilla)

Enhancement
report

i
i
i
i
|
i
Feature request || ﬁ
i
i
i
i
i
i
i
i
i
i
i
i

Open source repository
(e.g. GitHub)

Open source i .
software (OSS) |:>; App/User review

Product feature

App store (e.g. Apple i
Customer i %

AppStore,Google Play
review/wishes Jusf—in—time
Online community (e.g. requirements
Stack Overflow) Dser/Product

S SEIRTR PN i

Herzig %5 N\ VK5 MRS SR i SO« 5 A B HE 3 SR — Bl B T3P 90 1), SEBL T 61087 2h B i 45 R e 17
SR, HARRE, #R V2 Ve, FRIETE SR — B2 TR E (open source software) B SEH FHETFEH P& Lk
$EH BB R IE T SR Blo6t B A AR 3 58, R 1 & T RE G R BB BE R4 (issue tracking system, 1TS), JFi
4% (open source repository), I 7 & (App store), 7E£E 181 (online community) 25, £EIX LT P& b, H P
T DA AS AT T i) R 55 . BTSSP, &P R (customer wishes) DL A5 (user feedback) 4.
TR S B R, T AR R SRR, BURRE I K, A AT A2 A AR SR (FREE). H AT K2 iR
R R AE TR SR = B W RORYR: (1) TR 1 & B #7725, L SourceForge.net g% & | UL FH 7 38 Ry
AEWE R AR ACERPAIR 55 (2) WA B4R EL, B U5 R N 25— el 2 A A B e AN AR B, 20 B
B — AR AR SRR PR . R — S5 8 23 255 5 v A P PR R HCRAAIE T SR i i TR A A SR
FUR S, 75— L0 Pl 2008 H P VF IR AR B RFIE T SRR 9 384 75 (enhancement report). BB PEFESK (just-in-
time requirements) B¢ ] /7 77 3R (user requirements) 25, FEA SRS, S8 —FR 2 WIS AES K. A FEARERAE G SR B %
SRR 5 TR Y. [ KA AIE,, — SR T 2 AVRFIE AR SR B W R A5 4R BU™ f AP AiE (product feature). [ SCIHI 7™
B E R PR 7 i 0 ek s D ). MR SRAS ) 1B AR 55, e B £ 36 B R B e, YA A P i e 37 R —
LB 1) T i 175 >R mloxt A T e Ao kg i 7, DR B I R At PR DR S SR AT A TR SR A ST A PR 17 3R
AT AT,

3 FEKIREL

FRGEIR SRR AR YR s A SRS 67 A 25 A ) 4% S8 10 7 SRR B0, 5 A1 K 3 EORUE T 28 g
R &5 AT 32 2 S DT WF 0 P Bt (KD R AT SR KRS RO, LLRAS [P 5 AR B R 37 R (K B 5
i a5

BAFR RS 1) g7 e G sOA B2 AR AT IIRE; 2) REERSME N T2 51
LY bl sCH AR IE ZUSEAT (K SORS 1 o 200306 AL B30 A& R P D g AR ARG R R o, P T sRSCR AN ol mh 4
I LR R I (. TP RIS T O I, DL R Rk B sh e U s B st eh e
ISR, A B TIPSR AR e R v, i SROB 7 i S PR AN BE S DS T (K0, 2338 iOT ke TAR
IRB L 7 LTI RN EIR L 7 ) S A MR I B I 8 0 A UL DR, R R R RN R4 BRI R 15
PR R, B TR SE A A PR S o e A e v 1,

© PHEBEEEK IR http www. jos. org. cn
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3.1 $HEERKIR
HEAE TR AR 125, 3 JLRSKUSL L5 U R4 (B Bugilla), JFSEK G (W11 GitHub), 5
5 (ln Apple AppStore, Google Play), fEZ:#LIX (]l Stack Overflow) %5, Jr) FRUIRER R G251 T A2 4 4 1m)
REROT-62, JH P RGBS o AR S5 00 T SR P o FRCHEAT IR 0. TP o e A TR R TP R
FHATIFRAT BT SR, P T LLBEAE T RS o4 0 P 2T RE L B . AR 1%,
I LR DO O SV P A S0, T IS4 1 3 R0 JRE AT SR 7 A8 04 7 e
k. 8 S T AT O TR TTR GG MBI AT LA, BT ST T R KU 60 2 ., 7T g
FEAETG A RGBS P RO R TFRIOOE, W IR KA, ol B LIS G i
1 o AER L IS R 0, B
1 sl L 4R S L FRORE KK 3,
WS GUAIERR. TFRIEE LRI (A SRR R
IR BRI A L R R B S RSRUR, 30
el BREELNTRSR )T RAE R Tacob A1
. Harrison 3L l0F RN, KAH 23.3% BN HIPFR 2R
o AEWER, R RO R BRI
LK izt . Williams A1 Mahmoud & BUHERS I /' vFi8
" T REEL 2y S1% A HIE B (7% SEBIHIRE, 24% JEH )
Dl UL R AN PR f ) R,
T PR A AR R R
SRR IR S T . 4 T B R

8 ALK Al TR .

32 HHEERIER
1T 6 B2 08 RSN R 95 K 0, 0 I 5 DL M P B s 3
TR IR 7 HATIE TR 517k MG TUTBEE )0k, 3 I B S Tk LA B AL A . BRATOFST PR
SEHUI7 8 3972 2750, B PR 7 R B S0 k. RO, P R B MR LK. A% 2021 45
6 1. App store AT 180 J5 SiFH. 4% A IR SR HUR MR R SCHUT. S A OB T AV P SR e sk 4

SR 7778, NPT AR GRBE T (ME R P, LA A (RSB0 55, S 8, (R AR S,

R3HHIRRFIETE R AREA

227730 SCHER
T bW [13,15,16]
AR [12,14,17-38]
B3] fF o [39-49]
AHABLEE [50]
Ry - [51,52]
A& 3 [40,53]

321 FET MBS Tk

TIPSt R EUREAE 1 =K 1) U732 2 AR T I M B 2 S IR DT e 5 2. 3 L) e N 3T
FUOUSREL, 45 00 (R 2 Al X L oK. Tacob 55 AN ¥t I 52 B T B THUU A 2 PRI vh A2 R AR a7 Sk 1) Jr 7R
HosE ST 237 45T ORI, AR 8 3T 1 34k 1A 8 0 G e 59 B B PP e R B A i SR UL Carreno A1
Winbladh 3& 75 B REAR, KA aspect and sentiment unification model (ASUM) M /7 ¥Fi8 Fh A= AT i e st X
VT FE P 3. AHECH PR PP ST AR hy B0 R —— RROAR TF R (3 s SR o el ok U, 1 e N VO 3 Ty

© PEFEEESK I hitps/ www. jos. org. cn
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2 DCHC A B3 M R AE 37 R W03 57, P -1 AR, VP8 rh e SRR AR 35 5K . 38 100 DT 5 2 (A e R E 1 1T LUK
MR L R AR TR SR AR T ZEA D SR, N ) BAHR . A, NG S VR, e DU o A 15 0.
322 AT BT E

i L IR SRBBCRFAE 375 SR (1 )7 VR & 5 T B 22 S0 1 43 IR k. IR » S R |, B P RSy T LAy 2
WIS A)F BRSO 502, 26 3 FF B T IAT B 55 R A0 1 SO RN SCAR ) 14 5325 SCAR 0 43 2R 1kt
GO R, TR S R — A P OB AR A ST (1 43 8 — LA SRR L ARIETE K
BEF L ATRARIG . e LR IL A, )T GO0 1 4 RN A F P RBHRAE 1) TR 4, BTN I — A
& )T IARZE— RO 5 BRI FER . RHIEESR . MEURIL. R U] RV E R A A SCAR )
53 AT LA RO AR R ARRAE T SR, MR N0 BRRAE 3 SR W P PEVRHERR . 07 00 T LASE 4 6L 8 b 58 7 H P I
Tt IRREAE S K, T A S B A S5 R 1 SR OG5 Bl — D Hk .

SCARGY R WA W] 9 B, H N — o I P SOt (RS R PRI L el [R5 45, L S e st
FB 7 FRITICE &, 1R B ARTE S A EE T R AR, — B i KRS AS . RRRERE . R
Js PRI S SRR 28 1 THUAL B 1) S 1) . 5 ) 1) AR VR 6095 R T bag-of-words (BOW) 11975125 (U1
TF-IDF. TF %), 3T n-gram {71, 26T 57 (0 Word2VecP!, Glove™ 4%, Btk LIS, —48 43571k
R P SRR TR0 (metadata) 17 Sy 35 0 REAE 7182120342450 255k A SERIT S B0 UE IR AT S0C AR TS AL 1T
S SUARKRE. AJTFOLE . NN, LR PPSEBOESE. BT SUREHIEZ A, — ST ST SR 4 B
REAE LA T 40 28 98 5T 0 M 2 SJRFAE. e DGR GR] U520 7920 A g g gy U417 1920333039400 g SO U7 bRt
AR R a7 PO R AE O R AR BV B, T LA 2 30 B R A ) N R S R T S
ARG, AL AR T VPR TS R 250 o A NI A, SR P TR 7 vk AR A B A AE — S R R g B e
A BT 53 S W g 2 ST R ik PO,

Xﬂi%ﬁ&iiﬁ]—%ﬁﬂ%ﬂlj—{iﬁil‘ﬂé@—{yzgﬁﬁj

P 5

B9 WA KRR

FR A 73 277 2R FH B AN [, FH P [ A5t o3 28 0T LA ok B T GE ML 27 IR 0 SR FNEE TR B 22 S 1) 402K
TR T B PAR N AR 2% 2 Ay I v, EL R 25 U7 (naive Bayes, NB). £ 2 b2 DU 7 (multilayer
naive Bayes, MNB). 3 #§ 1] 5 #HL (support vector machines, SVM). ¥ 4]0 (logistic regression, LR). ¥k S
(decision tree, DT). BEHLARAK (random forest, RF). I KA (MaxEnt) 5. H SR i ) 4k )7 — T BOW
f#) TF-IDF. TF. LK n-gram %5, B A IR 27 2 70 SCA 28 il 00 N, R P AR 88 i le FH 1 FH P VP8 49285,
% AL (multilayer perception, MLP). &F1#H12 4% (convolutional neural networks, CNN)P®, Se A/F A p 22
R4 (text recurrent neural networks, TextRNN)®L K AG01Z 12 M 2% (long-short term memory, LSTM)P*, LI
fastTextP 45 %of N 1) 1) B Ak 10 5 32— B0 3 T3 ik N 7925 Word2Vee Glove. BERTUS% B4 SCiik v 3% 1 (K43
REE R H A A 10 TR, BARFRCER T AR 20 85, ARFRACER T A R4, AR
KT )T 5. AEIH AT LG 5 TR GehL A 2% 2 1 o Kaf i i R M, Horh NB I DT A i vy, HLak
72 RF Fl SVM. IR FERETY T 2019 - TFAA 88 N THIURHETE 5K, JF HAT &3S, Horp CNN & B i 1k 48
) 2o KB AEAN RS LR, AN AL 20 2R 88 0 AR T K. Guzman 26 A U73EF NB. LR, NN il
SVM F3 K38 105250 R I, HEIRANF) 1) 43 25 2, IR LEAAN 43 228 AT Stanik 25 A P5ERE 6 EEAS ) (R AL GebL 2%
5 3] Oy RARFIR BE 2 3 43 RAR I, AL RN 2] o3 KA & H T/ INREA 7328, TR B 2% 2] 43 3 0 KFE A B3R
BUSE A, Ali Khan 25 A PRI 90 R BRI E 2 ST /REAS B2 A i ol A IR, A2 SZBr i FH v, T BRI SEBm i i,
TR IE I 2588, KB OLT, FIP RSB Z 0 A3 A AT 1, 5 WL S5 2 FRAF. Young %5 AL BY
PRR T FRFER AN P R B 5r 2K 005% 0, K H BEHL KA. SMOTE i REEFIRENLIL KAE, UL & SMOTE-Tomek
W I RAEAN IR A S G, 0 TE 5 MpLES 2% 2 43 2838 Rk AT se i, 45 A R I — MO0 N RAE S IR T 4
[P RE, DEAFOLT, ACRFEH AR LI 4T
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12,22} 2017
9202 50,42 2016
12,49 49

I
17,39, 6,39\ _ (17Nl ____ 16, 2015___6_6\
@Q@ @Qs D

:
LR MaxEnt MNB NB RF SVM MLP CNN LSTM TextRNN BiLSTM FastText BERT
K10 5 WA Ik

B T RRAEE SR SO, VF 2 A 705 AT F L T ARG 5 AL SRR B I A (R A DR AIE. LLn OG5 Ik
IR RS VB SCN PEAR SRR, T O (Rl Bl AR B R SRR W 0, e bR A SRR SR
AN ) 1) S R AV, DR abb T S 3] 1 4 B A i T A B 0 R R A A o U2 i K A, — R S T
SentiStrength™. SnowNLP (https:/pypi.python.org/pypi/snownlp). Senti4SD'2% 1 FH.5t FH /' SRS HEAT 5 428,
K P S B SRR . AR B B ST, Peng A58 AIFFURINGE & T 15 B S RS, ) DUSE S R ) He
PP T IRAE T SR BT Williams 15 Mahmoud!™ *)f Skl HERE (K F P+ BB IGIE 7E F & B, 55 IR 3 Mot o3 2 38
AU SR TR DRI AT e AR AR v B SO ) T R 1 1 B, A B R A IR DK G, DRI T Ay S = e
TS TR R i R T B A ] T AR
323 FETERESIIE

BT IB S AT A R E M LAR I, IR R 2 o) Sk, SRR AR (OO & 5 10 s 2% >
ANTRIZE A AR, A BRI fan PR 23 SR A L. SR T S B by, DR 2 PRV 12 50 7 2R i N A, 2 T b N L
Fric B oA, I H IR S5 I 2 AR, 1 I B2 o) SRl B T RFAE T SR S B

BT B S B A 3 S B B0 77 v T AU [ I 25 (self-training)®!. Rasco™. Rel-Rasco™ LA & F: 5%
] (active learning)"*4%. Deocadez 25 A% A13% 51145, Rasco A1 Rel-Rasco £E A I 3 Fife W B Sv3a N H E 8
IR WESRRIEAD 3 2K, I AT 4 FREEA /264, KNNL C4.5. SMO I NB, BEAT 5240, s 45 AR W]k
BT AT LK KA N TR Bl A B 24 2] 30% Hkmic 3 mt al LA SAL 20 23 3 B, Dhinakaran
25 N B 5 ) F P P R I AR SR, 2302 ST T 3 BIORH @ M RAE Hews: BSR4
FEFRS J7 3 B i B AT Bk BRSO I VIR 5E, 25 R TR 21 5 I B LER 27 2] Bk R 55 73 RBUR N, 130
E S NVRTE 2 6 T A AW IR <<
324 Ak

Rahimi 25 A 74— R0 21 B SR, B A 2 P s R i K. 1 Je R A4 B HOR 2%

Q@-{

7
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575 (incremental diffusive clustering, IDC) ¥ FH 7 VFig & UK, SR J5 K H Apriori JCEEHLIZHE 2 A 35405
AN R . A A Y Re . AR R A S T A DG i . S HEE T A T A A
SR 3 AL, O A . A AN B T R H TR B 2 1) B AT DA AR I R, e K PR bk
e I Z NS A

Zhang %5 N POFEH —Fh LT ARUNE 10 5 720K0KE i) AR 2 B Bk b ic a2 PR SRR A, %520k
FVER B AHARLRE 325, 0 T SR A A i 1) Ir) AR 5 T P VPR 2 TR PR SCASARABLRE, ARG 5 A i In) AR 5 22 ] 114 5
AAFBLEE. PIANAHALEE Fabs T — AL, 285 23 IE DTRRA B VR AT H 3R 4 R 58 o 28

Shi £ A PR —Fh FRMiner J7 ik, 3 T35 8 25 4 /0 48 MBI R A7 B b SREBIURF AL 1% 3R . 28 28 I 46 8 DA Sl 4
RN, I A ST PR S TE] PRI ARABLRE 0 U o A S4B 2 A e T IR — 2.

Panichella 25 A\ P24t —FP 21 & 7 HUUDC ECR SCA 23 L. T3 i g5 246 4B SRR, IF0H A & A
B BRI, IG5 G 1 B BRI SCAR AT A AT 148 43 JEEEAEAT 4028, B L P PR 0 2800 £ B4t BRHEER. &
FETE SR 1) R A H AL 4%

Gribkov %5 A\ 4 i Trans-LSTM {4128 2B FH T TP P8 - 3R B 0A. 8 2 b P vPig 40 ),
WG — M T AT IS ASNUIEREUH (8, fid) M2k, IR RIE E B2 0 A B RS « RFIETE R
FRARASAE . W ARASAE . %5 V448 F Trans-CNN. Trans-LSTM KA 7N R R IR, 45 BRI i RIZEFE IS A
FIRRAT T Ho A AT,

Shi 25 N BRI T —Ff [ SR 7 52, 38 kR T SORE SIS T & L 2 b R B i k. o el
Z AT ) 81 A BRI kAR i FL T IS P (1) 1. SRS 2-gram RS rR R R T ISP 1R S0 R R
TN ST, A 317 35 Ubuntu 41X BEHLRAE BT HEAE AR 0T 10 AN SO FI. S350 45 338 8% 77 m] LA
AR B H IR D) R K.

3.3 $FEIEKREES

Hoon %5 N "VMPPIR KB L PRIRECRIEK . PRIBVF O A0 AT A0 DL KPP /N A A 25 40 BEXT 10S R4 22
AN TG 7 P8 B T GE T RAE. AIFIT 4 SRR B (1) 22 ANRBIN P, R KT B E 5. W BRI
PEFEPRR IR VR BRI A FE PR . 76 5 Mg b, VPR K ER B 7 R, Q) ARZEEMNH, vHe
oAz, 59N AR, s KSR PSR 2. mifs B2, anoRA THREE, HAE R ) 15
B O, BRI N W R ST 4, SR H AR A, G Fe R/, (3) PRIR Eidat i 3 K08 o 7B oA e A
IR 32 B A

FRAETE SRRUE 2 P 2 4, Xt T B DU T IRFIE: (1) $liw K R ek >k mT LU e A [R] 16 B P B B Bt B b 32
SER AN 2= A KR IR P K. (2) FELE AL T RAEIE RS A R P 3 1, P T3Sz SR i
P2, DRI =2 52 R AR S SRR AR AR K. b, AN ) AR AR 35 Sk 22 ], PT Be A7 AR 45 10 L IR Bl % LR O &R BRI,
FFAE I SR TE A AR, (3) R 22 FEAk: REAE IR SR SR I AT B S A N B T DA & #5 2%. Noll 25 A\ TR g
T IFIRERARTT R 75 SRR, 25 SRR K 2 B 75 SRR T R &, I — - 175 sk B A% L HIBA LA 2 5
FEH . A PERIE FIDTERE S5 R IFEIT R — BB . (4) FES 2 T kRIERm 2 N cka i
e P JFR#HS ZHEE TSR 8T UL AR A 4, G SRR R 0 22 5k U2 P it 4%
EE R REBE RIS . BB RIL S, FEUFETE K1 TR 5 AL G800 75 SRS 0B 5 e BRI %2
B0 REAE 3 SR I S\ A L X A AR G T 3K, PR HAR AR B AN ] AR 40 75 sk R i A ER R RE A 7 9%
AT BEAN PR THREE T 3K, TR SO AR 2L A FRRFAE 1 SR I BLAR 7 25, 5 HAb & 48 75 K RIS ShxT L.

4 BRI

TSR AW LR R BT B9 50, 0 SRR A T b g — AT SR, R AN HT MUk DRSS
Sk IR A3 T, YR SRR I L (T PERE . TSR ELARER, ZRRE AT 5 MR P AR A R
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FRIRFA N A SERE 175 U055 RV (0 SRS, AT 22 P 22 S DUMR L D e L 5€ BB L8 T AR (K R 0 M K35 3l
EEARRRG . 8 SCREHIL ) AL R T BUR TS sh s TR ML . TR G . R A B4E . i
oK, BRI AR B AN &7 S BOARAEAHRF LR ) A B 75 LASE I, DNV 2 0P P Hh . R 85 C AT (1 EE
DS 1T TN AT 2 o 2 5 /SR 71 i 16 O T s NV vt 65 R R N RR -2 S e LR R UEEPS
9. JLrp H BB AT SRR R ST A IR, DRI AR SCA B ST AR AT SRSEEAAH G 21
4.1 FRFHFFEHER

4 Kang %6 A58 X, BAPRHE S BT RGeS I P mT L RR 2T« 0 s o U7 AP i il Ut
TR SCARFZAR K 7 A X L SR T o s A AR 0 S ol 80 R PR ik ! AR D AR ™ by O ) 7
SRR AE, A8 (45 45U A3 AT T, A T LA P A PR P ASE AR ), SRR E 33 SR e (AR AE X - B A 3 5K
20 FREHE 2 1) (R A R AR A T 2L Bakar 25 A\ UG 2015 422 AT 10 B AR & 7 SR IA ol U PRARFAE
HIBIE T T 2R . WFTTR 5 T ISR B AR 5 R T SR IBCR AR AE, Q0 KRR B, 7 iR 55 7E
AT, BT Y S SRS AL R P R R T B ) SR P AR AL A T TR AT

AR, BT N ThREE, — R A B A 5 A BRI R AR AE. & Jen SR BT TRAR BE, i pE 4
ToRN A, ARG AT AT, B S Ia] R3] . T TG 8 SRR I DE RN, $REEDC ks U AR I £ A 758, AR D SRR AIE. 3
PR AL DGR AR Q] 11 Fros. 26 4 R85 T AT WFF0 R B PERE A S IR RIS eSS AR ] LU, %5
AERR A 24 R VEIR (B4 5 5 VRS R P8 U™ A1 S2 3 U7, Jed i 0 0 — FBC k1 o ) 3 5 11 ]
P, JiE A7 i A Bhial s AR B AL A, BRI N e SCIA PR 555 S 20 10 BRI AT 4
FIF R TL 0T PO R e VO Btk U7 A se e VLl AT U4

= ) —
= A{ﬁ&iﬁ]—{ b

AL
1T R L BRPERAE h O

R4 AR AL IR 45

SR HHIERUA e R i )
A, 44> W<, R, <y, B A

(73] s <A, il BB <Bhid, %, I e 2016
[76] A VER 2 B, A A BAREES T 2017
[771 N7 FH 38 R 0 P P POSHLFN HAFHEd 2017
[78] A SR a7 EAT s e 2017
[79] P <4, 241>, <], JERE>, <f4iR, shiE>, <JEA S "

i, 41>, <JEA, B>, <di, 4>

Shah % A RBERIHT T A BT AE P DR bR T R A AR v 5 R, I DA B IR bRy f) o
o FRR, $EHUET IR FR R

75 A S AL B AR AT 5% 75 T, Bakar 25 N PHR W —Ff B 314k (1 FENL (feature extraction for reuse of natural
language requirements) 7772, T JE TRAL B4R A& ST I8, 44 1], )il R 250, 28 5 18k 2R SRR B bty 2 SRy,
B ZNPFIR R BRSO R, B, DA<TE A0, 44 W >E<44 3, TR IT>, <3, TR A >B<TE A, 3)
> K<z, &, AR E>E I RE A G, 5F IR IEHEBUHE L, % A3 R RR R B B 2 R R iR
PRREAE PR 0

Bakiu %5 A UM H A 8 0 530 M P PP AR BB AE . 7 2 B PP 18 SCAR p 44 3, 20 R 251 2
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AN AR, AR5 TR A IR O/ BAE AN AT R B S HRAAIE. I )5 3 R I o AT 8 7 F P o T
SERFIE B9 R R

Johann % A\ UM 11 SAFE (a simple approach for feature extraction), T-3# 37 18 4> POS (part-of-speech) 5z,
s Ay, HT AR R AR P PR S B A RFAE. %5 AN T B IR I 5l R 2 458 O B &g
J 2 TR AE R

Licorish 25 A U813 3sF $ R FH VP8 v AR 44 Tl B EDUCRFAE,, ) FH 22 A0 R4 T PR 00 75 S 7 A R 56 2 W

Dalpiaz 25 A\ UV S5 568 AP DR v 10 B3 sl i TR A T 1l AR, SRS BRI <4 34, 43>, <40, TR
1>, <44, B>, <JE R, 4>, <JE R, B>, <ghid], 2> 4G, RN H P IE I RARE. 6 L= i
S mRE . it ok s AL DA m A SE g .

AR, H AT W AR AR F B 7 VR S Tl bR v, SRR SR R 250 S e A 1 2 AN Rl
P, R 44 0] BT R 2 Tl 2 3 DL AR SR AL f 3] 1 U7, 5 LA b, Johann %5 A U7 18 4> POS BESUAT S
AN Shah 25 A PO I A (1) AUkR A 3% 4 B3 2 AR AIE ; (2) AN bRy o B PR e AR 5 1 5 7
(3) A BRI L R RFAE (4) BARTE R IR G B2 BRI 5 22 3 AN B AL, FERSR B seh, rTRUR AT
TAPERREE I 7 VR SR B P 1R JU LR R AR 3K b IR AR AL, AR PR AR B 3 a1k (0 AN R A L, SR B 25
Rp] Be AL S AR A RHE LR TR .

4.2 5L

TR B R A28 AT B A T & S, ERR AR R P IR R R, R TR SRS B N A I B B P A —
B MRFAETE K e T LSRR LA R AR U FR I A R 1, AR AR R AR S ) . BRI ERIE, X5 SR AT N AR
BT IF R ARAFAE T SR AR T BaAG. ARG, S AR ARG SR IR0 ar LAy o 3 26 H P IO RRAETE K 4325
FEE . SIE  ) FAR N R BT,

421 WP EEREG

FIEAR SR ARl 2 2o F 7, B P AR ) RN R4 HR A SRR IR, 4 T8 B I3 s S0 25 0 e B A AN 42 32, 41
R SR I TS 50 JR IR, DA R SR sRonT BE 1 At e S 2605 8. FH P 5 B VR0 B 9238 Hh P AR AR 3 R b i ik
P R R 2, H P = A B sk B A 03 S 4 e B P P ) .

Shi 25 N O 56T BOR0 B DU B AR 0 335 SR 1) 1 B Ak 5 72 1O VR T E AR T AR BRI MR
FVEANE SC3 AN R BRINE H M BLIRATE . U7 4R DR SRR, B 49 81 4R, JF>K M RF. NB. J48.
LR Al SVM SEML28 3 2] 4y KB RA AR K N T2 I /- 20 m B R, DL Bty 2800 DL R LAt 28 Y.
ST 45 R WK RSO R 1 P T B 27 S0 i, mT DA 3 s o e A Mu 25 A P35 Shi 45 N R 451 81 4%
), 32— NERO (content annotation and smelly feature requests detection) 5. 3& T B UCHT, H5 5 U0 1H
R F IR RRE. DAL Bl 256 R AD.

422 FHERHE

TR FRRT RO ELZIRSN 2 —. AT 75 RIRET BRI 4 FE0E, 753K 90 B fata R e 1 7 2%
YEJE, FRAE 5 SR B I (R 400 7 S R 2T D 2k, K A 22 SRR 5 3K 4 112 FH P 2 8 IR AR AE 05 SR B kA T e
JAEREI T J7 T, W2y mTSEPESE KRR A R 7 T PR T K 43 10 S BEAT B -7 SR A I 434, XA B
TG AAE T B R E =K. AN N SR 070E . 0 SRR DA R 4y 28280 3 AN AR B S 4 I (MR AIE 1 SR
EINYEPRTIEN

F 5 PR T HET T IRRIETE Sk o0 R TR 43 280 LA KR IR 43 07 . BAR S ANH I R A
AT, H =TS AT REVERAE DR TE A1 8, AR AN AR D RERF IR REAT X 4. AR 2851k R, XPRFIEE Sk 43 251
J7IE AT LAY b3 T W A o) M v T B 2 5 U RN S ] U B O O i T M )
() 7 9% A2 B I T WL 2 > 4 JBER (1) T 32k, 2 FH 19 47 - KNNEYNBE svMI, RF™, 14857, Bagging™”.
LTI Mo 2 I 7 v AR TSR i, 45 DBSCAN!"*, Spherical K-means™. 5.1 (2016 4F i) #f57 £ 2
KT M B S 2R, T 2 S WOAIE 0 0 32 SR T AL B 27 ) 3 2Rk
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RS BB 3 RIGN

Sk 251 Jiik EA
[85] FRYF AR AE RS Spherical K-means$ 2% 2009
[19] JoR B IR DBSCANZE 2016
[83] Webfk s, ThAEIE K, HEAEIER, 2 AE K, BEREER, PRI R, HoAb BT REMHLA 2 ) 0 2 2017
[84] Ak, nIREE, PERE, AR A R, wr L, B, REE I FETKNN, NBULASVMIHLER 4 217326 2018
[87] AT, ATEEE, AT A, PEfE H:TNB, Bagging, DTHIKNNKHL 2% 5] 433 2018
[86] REE, Y4, BIRIAE, Bafh, Hoft T OS] 1 ] TR IR 2020

H T KRS SREAT 20 28, B T IR S SR OCAR 0 i Ak 2 A, —SSHF S R Hoqth R RFAE R4 T 5l B 23 2885 7
25, FH IS B AR A 000 S DA SR R SR B, YRS A — S s (R PRSI SCA K
Jo 7 2 ™, LR A B A 7V v I ] S B A S B A A R Al B R Y. DR AR AR 37 SR AT,
TR () — J2 TP e RO AU 07 oK T i e A [ 1 DG 3 9 )

AP TN, AR T2 2.2 5 LS 2% 2] 4328, FRAEIE SK 2 R AR FRAE 1 SRR 75 3K 1A 7] 2 1, 4
A AR S DRSS, BEREE I SR T 2 1 28, 5 DL R 5 oK LR 15 5K 43 A Dh REME A Th RevE T k. Thie
PERT REF XA D BE 7 T H& H 75 K. LD Re 2L RF RO FR AR ™= i A i A2 FH Pk 45 T AU A L RR D Re R sk LASH
PIEFPE. 1SO 25010 8RR i st &2 43 DhRe kLA R AR Dhie ik, dE— b AL DhRe vk G 4s: Thaeid k. PEResiEe.
Heperk. ATHIVE. FIEEME. A tE. A4S R A RS AR PE Y. Li S N SRR AR SR Kk e Atk SRR M
fe. A . AT S PR R G A 4%, Scalabrino 25 A ™ RS b AR BRSO MBS IRE . Th
RISk, MEREIE R, eanifRk. kel Ry al A PRI SRR LA A%, Tao 25 N BN I P8 h 22 & R VPR 20 b
R (system). &4 (finance). B MRH: (spam). [EFA (privacy) FIHA (other). Wang 45 A B H P 98 o 5
KROPEA AT HINE. AIEENE. T RS AEPE DA S fE.

423 fEL

DX 551 FH P e B B AR AR, REAE 1 SR — B B Ak R0k, AME T 2RAR. S T A REAE T SR 005 5 H
W, AT R A B v, SEIBURRAE T SR 11 380, Ryt Rk,

Jha 25 N BYIA44 7 —F MARC 2.0, F A HE 423 SO i i 100 P SR 04T 40 SR 45 o S 4
FrameNet #FT7E X At FRic (semantic role labelling), 45 SCASH ) 53] FIAG 15 N HESS 0 2 0VERE. SRS 1E T 4 Fl
B G580 Hybrid TF. Hybrid TF-IDF.  SumBasic A1 LexRank 73 55 B B4R 15 FIEFAE 15 S A2 B B2 s 4% . i s
H B A R B g5 5N AR R BT L, 45 BR B SumBasic B 45 LR AEIR KRR EAE S AN T —3H

Williams 25 A USRS B A0BE ] P VE8 E stk 20 28 0 BB 2« i 3R, 485 43 53R JH Hybrid TF.
Hybrid TF-IDF LA SumBasic AF 4 %2 5 45, SumBasic i 2575 )2 TUARFEHIFLE] o 12— SRR 1) . n)
/R H B, LA B S S I 4 A 5 N AR B A B ey
43 HMELHF

TESE b, T H SR B, S REORUE AL Fr A B R P /52, BRI H 38 R 23 B B T 7 XL 7RI E JT UG
BB, B AR R 2, 70 R 58 BOAS T S8R 25 dme KAk, TR, 20 FH 7 R SR L e 4, AR Se ik s e i 5
3K, PRAIFI H e A KR REM AL T L 1K,

43.1 G RRYHET I

P e R HE AT 55 0 RIS SR HE P AR UE (AT . AN S X T SR B AE AT HE 7, DL T — A
B E AT SR SRR E . A% 4875 K 8 H WA e A SE 20 )7 v )2 IR 23 Wik (analytical hierarchy process, AHP) [90],
KANO #EI 43 #7771 P — 33 220 (binary search tree, BST)P?, B4 224 (cumulative voting, CV)®™, Hi %%
W% (planning game, PG)*, MoSCoW™, CBRank (case based rank) 757 %, 455 4% 41 (priority group) 7737, % 6
SEE T IX LRI OT IR SRR IA, DL R 738 F TR AR T K. He KANO J7¥5H1 CBRank 77 i&AK #8517
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JUEEEXT SR IO 2. AHP A CV J5iEREE Bl 39 22, vF 50 SRR, PR ANIE T3 K AR AR SR I AL 56
PRy

R 6 ALGFR TR HE P ik
HeJy ik R KR R &
AHP R A W7 5 3K 99 99 2 18] (KRR R 2 R, R BERE R I 75 SR A, FO SR R
AHP  nx(n—1)/2. B 5 SRECR K380, oSO RERR RO, R, 1205 V38 F F K& R HE i sk ANiE
s e
KANO = B 1 ) 45 14 2 (0 772X, 40 500 W F 7 R e o S RO sl /2 1N, P s B AR
KANO  J£. R ahfie. MRS IMAREEED N6, 7 mlt mbEA, @ vto, L& E M, B2 —
PEL, & 1) @ PER AN ] B 45 Q
“HE R R (BST) J7 2K 5 B2 ) 75 SR 4 N B4 R 0 A7 10, R 3 B ) 75 R4 N B R (1 A2
BST 3. 303 o # 2 RO R A TR E A 50638 g, AR DA B G R 75 SR A 36 . kI8 2y @ T &
R SRR S e e
S BEEHRICV) T A R A — 5 B A AR A T (L U SR AN ] ) sk 4 e B 75 sk 2 1), 75

OV s, HLA 010 M C I 2% U 226 1T BURRAR A AR BAAERT 77 25 AE
b VURIEHSPG) BLECH RIBR, 0P R R SRR U3 MAL BT LR AR 5. F
T I (0 753 o, 5 206 H (6 UK

MoSCoW MoSCoW J7 344 45 & [ 3K 4 MUST, COULD, SHOULD, WON'T B # WOULD, iX $&A 7] i
OSNOW S A0 T ok B WA P BT R T

CBRagk CBRANK IR P I 557 5 55, BEAG 75 5F 0056 0 A UM, AITE T BT ST 554 745 B

A TR S S

priority  VPABAUTBSERAEHEF TR SR ARG AL BRI AL A e o 534

TOTILY g s g R S SR A T i S e s PR S U T AR S eI R A B EH

Group e, A5 20 48 14908 T A A, S T 2 S L

43.2 AR SRAR S GHET Ik

TR 5 K 5 RAIETE K Z TAAATEAR DRI AN ), 02 s 5207 1, DR R AR T8 SR HE 7 7 5 B8 i BAETE
AN B H VB T H SR i SRR

Laurent 25 A\ USRI T DAY 1 by 0l 10 TFU5 550 H B0 7 5 75 3R B0 SR EBURIO 56 G PP it A AR i o Ll
TS H TR 3 ROkt @ L @& SR LR 00w (1) F 5 D e il SRk AT $e 52 08, 8t e dm;
(2) 7E R UL TH: FUUE R v, DR v PR R 28 AH DG 4 T BB SR T — /MR AE 4% (3) ¥ WA AR Se kil o i I, BEAR
W PR e R SE .

Chen 25 N\ PP Hi 1) AR-Miner 1”2 ¥ 56 F H 32 B4R (latent Dirichlet allocation (LDA) A1 ASUM) ¥
BRI P PPSHEA T 0 4L, ARG XS o 2L 4 R o I BEA T AL AN P HE . ALl HE SR 3 AN TR R AR 2t pa 5
HATVPY, 3 MEhads: A& rvre o, AN THeMET TSRS . 40N VR I T3V 2. 41 P9 HE /3 Ll
TR, MR PPy, I EEREEFaAR I 2t A1 A AT HE 7. 3500 SR L 1A TR 7 2 2 I LA (5 B I 4131,

Keertipati 25 \ "0l 4 — MR AR SR A) 7152 4 ANJE M SR ()7 b I R AR (AR ) L (OF
SRR G ) IR I CRRAREAE 1R 70T I 2B s, 0 56 e ) RIS 2521 (I3l iR S oA S 4k
). WU 3 FHEST e B TRRAL B Pk (0 vk (BRSPS — R E k) R TR IR 5 O A e 4 1 e A
fH) FEFIRIEMTTE (B RE0), 7EH 7P s ok 3 Bt e Zor iz AT PrAh . 45 SR L T Js P i 7 vk
FOVFFT RN AR B B @ R AT U GeF e, B o ir N b e B D e Yo /e % B I T e, B2 TRCGE R
TEARHT TT RN AR Z 30 Rl U, Sk AN [7] 1) S o 12 AN ) A A 6T (1R ) 7 v T R B — LS i 2%,
BB R 51 AU VR M Z T AR A .

Villarroel 25 A M4 i —Ff CLAP (crowd listener for release planning) ] T E., ¥ 5548 RF £LVEEH P VES 2
N FHFE (new feature). HFEHR 1 R IA; 485 1 DBSCAN STV I SAT L FH VP18, &1 R 2810 —
PRI LU R REAE: AP & PR R R PVFR R TPIVE . IR T35 APP [FVF4) 22 ) 1) 22 51

© PEFEEESK I hitps/ www. jos. org. cn



3618 AR 2023 FF 34 5% 8 &

P48 Mg P VFR VT 45 DL B P VFR B VP 4 Z I R 22 50 A A I B v o T B i, B A
RF BEg B —fbmid . e K 3 Mt

Morales-Ramirez % A 'OV &E £ S v 55 2 R s FH P (1078 IR [ e SR A SR A S 2. AT v 56 R 4835
T AR (10 POS #3525 LDA. 1ERB T AL HTAE) SREVH 7 G AT (B AR Hid . Br
B FRL RS B 1S KIS, S5 0T RIS —AUARB P S i, A3 R R P e st 1 Ja 2 1) P 3 (i v
HTSRA R R B YRR LS. R b S vk SR IR R I T BHE T A T oK, BRI RS
LB RS AR B S SR (5 B A AT AT B AR SR AL L.

Scalabrino 25 A\ ®7E Villarroel 45 A\ Uy HLft |, #E—25523% CLAP T H. 50k 5 P e, IRk
TIREMEAS B BB N e 2 RS . MERE N BHR A . BEFERE 2 4R 5 LR Al P 1R b i ok 48 AR A R
DBSCAN RV — R (IR A7 R, B85 R A RE SIEMRAR Se Gl v b Sk, 2 8500 % F e
TEAEE: FEP VPR ECRE . RSPV . ASFI8 20 55 B H P18 43 1 22 B DL R e rh R TR B0 4% (R B R, SR I0 DPAL 45 21
RWZ 7 AR-Miner™ 75 v B,

Licorish 25 A "SR S0 020 (0 JEARCK L P VP8 40 0 4 28 NAT (B B il 31 1045 ) MS O BSidE g
TGO CFP (BN HFTAZ O T RE 0 D) BERIE e ) {1y DA% SP (R4S 7™ 5 ) &), S I 7 Vi o [ -
AEAZ R AR . VEAr BRI R DL S A i MR R AE, A 3 2 2 [ S B EAT 432, TR A P iR s S M
otk Sea gt AR A, %07 T LA AL P IR A S B, AR L1948 5 IR 1),

Etaiwi 28 A\ "% #5 T 3 #ILiREE (BExactAlgorithm. BioConcert F Kwiksort) /5 s A 3L R HE 4 . AbATIAE
F CLAP T HMGH P vFiesr g 8 28 (BRBAdRkS . Thaendsk. MhReWE Rk, 2aibk. GeFeisk. nf M SRFn 3L
fib), SR G TERF— IS 828, B e R SLIREE = — N RS R HE 4, DL 7R R IR — /N RS vh ZE S X
HE AR A UV JE M GEEL. 5 HIIL SPIOVE RIZE5) A6 CLAP 7= VR SR HF AT HEA .

K0 4 i N O T T ) P R R T SR SR M v da B RS S R A F R, SR R
DG RN P R P A P AT, DG PR R, TSRO SR SRR S e, P SR SRR T R LE 1) AT
W E R . 1% A4 G TextRank Bk, wl SUAHLIN, #47 F P 75 Sk 22 S PPAN 22 280, 2555 P OV JBE ATl 28
JEFRFRSHL, KA TextRank Hik, HEVHN TR, HAT EE L5 PRN S0 AN, b m+e S8 ekl
BRI 7 1),

433 AR

FE R 5 R TR S B 7 SR o LI £ BE T Loy A PR o0 L5 iR ARGy 4 7535, o 5 i 287 HE AR
SEIR G5 R AR S R4 4 (U1 KANO. MoSCoW . 2GR 254, AR 404 5 ik i 487 1 ) 45 SR S 4o
PO T L e 45 B A 6 2051 % (I AHP. BST. CBRank) 303 5 — AN 35 SR IR (0 A [F)BCEE (dn 90 ) sk mss
CV)! % Kakar % A MO H T KANO #EAL ) VLR Je 041 )55, KANO #5817 iont 5 — A Th g i SR A — A
1E 1] v JEURI— A J52 ) ) R, [0 B 9 B 006 A2 1) S I AR ANl A2 (R A 50, DB TE TR SR IR AR rh 2% 20 7 & 10 & 7 i e
HIR, BT CAIKBH A 75 SR AR 6 B HE 7. (H 2 KANO A5 I 1E S P AN 8 2% R AT 0t SR e S i) 2 B4k, PRI e 3
R L AR, LSe A IR N BT VRS, BIA P AN THRE SE BRI B, AR T KANO Jiik A X &
. AR — AR, A RETE I T R B /- G . AR 2810 KANO BBy R se AL 7 i34 i %
FEH OG5 S8 R VA SR S B S, TR Z AN S 5, 1] DURAF AR I A e R 4 . AR MR iR T oK
R 20, X IEA SRR,

RS AR SR DR SE 7 J5 2%, W LUR I BL R RFAE: (1) FRAEE Sk B AN 2, BRItk A Bk 58
FH AR EE, I CE RO KBS BT AT LI A K= A I 1. (2) 4 T SBUAFAE S K ¥ B sh Ak
J7, 8 R AR BURAE S SR R . W 0 T SO Jm A R I I e . R PR Iy
. EEIANBESE. T HRIHHEPI A, — LR SR AR AR TS SR IR S, MG SR 45 kAT AL B HE) 7 0
A HE . AR HE R R — s TR e . AW IR EE . PEIRI I RS REAE. 3) K
JRuG S B 5 T ok Y B 2 ) A 3 S e . Licorish 45 A MOV e BRI 2 A X AT SR B 1) SR A LA S A4Sk
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(S T B P SR ) R AR SR, R BT A FAT A A 3 o e DX i S B vt SRR AL 37 SR EAT 17 [ . AT A
TR SRACR ] LU D DL SE 2k v (K 2R R P b,

M T ARG 5K, R SR ECR IUBLBOR, — SR GE 0 ar SROUSE R LA G . Lot KANO 2 24K A
AR A WO, SRR SR ECEBORIN, 12757 W] AR B HERIIR 26 2R, (E2 N D3RR, KA 2548 7R Tk
FRAR, LA PR B, DA PO AR AL (K P23 S5 T O G 2%, JRE AR SR s T LAFE B T B N B3 i3 et 1
I 5 i TR AR SRR T I BAE A RIBRBA: (1) 7T RE S 200 T R GE R E S F 7 S FEAN S ORI (2) —
L6 BT AR SR T RE R IR 1) L I 0 B s . A, T P A B R s SR bR AR AL SE S e, Bz I
H M S AR S A1 BE IS 25 10 hn, BOA 5 B8 TT R RRAS LRI ). — Tl (R0 56 G P SRS 18212 1] I 25 18 P ) 1 2 )
T B DL BT AR A, 5 PRI R (KU R AR 38 SR AL e 2R 7 AR KRB E 00 U5 17 AZAE H B e 2%
HEPPRLRE ) I, £ 25 FE T Aok T T B LA B UYL 2.

5 EXRER

R BUR AR TR AR SCRE 20, WRERDHTIT G, BT BT H R A JA 3. R A B RGP
AT R T, LTI B O A I T SR R R R VEH . KRR . AR SR A
), & 12 $l8 T SRR T oRAT B NS S, DL TR Z R 3R R R SR P 2, 7 B0 AT VR
DU 2 A REAT T . AR A B D T RDBTd HH R AR TR SRR AT A B, SO T T SR ER R, =3 2 [ 4ont
(¥ F B, i 2 EL ARG, AT RS 6 AR ARG I 3 T T M K AR PEE B EAT AT, A2 58 Al 2
I, 29 7 RGASCHEZR K08 5 BV, F8 0 AU T AR (% 73 T B A3 Pl i 2.

i -B—g—Es

FORWERE AR RV HwARIT K

LS AT
12 R Z)

5.1 HHEERITE

FR VP LIRS TR TR IERTE AT 7 A, Wiegers 7 H IR 75 SRUTHF (00K 2537 5 v 3o 75 SR AR B 15
ML, sedetk, IERTE. BRI YA AT B A T 4 Ak U7, TSR VP 2 T SR M I AR v i v 2, T LAAE
FF R Tk B AT (R A K, LAY/ FF R Sk R v ) R AR e . AR AE 348 SR 10 A i AL A P 13 o, FH P 4
SR IR HEE SR, SRR HETE SRR ZS A TP HCIRES . 8RS T 2R AT N B SRR AE T SR AT W5 SR 0T e VE A, FH 480
i (R JU4. 0SS PORRIETE SR 440 20 Ry HE R SR AT L8 5 A8 o BB R B BB A R R
FRHEIE SREAS A TF RN ATF R, FE AR I IR HE R SR 55 b T RS, TR R RIS R SR A TR BCIR .
ER SRPP o R AT e VA Y BE, 5 SR 2B N DA VP Ak AR A0 17 SR 110 0 s A T 07 1

FIRE X A5 A 37 SRS PPN 5 BRI T 28 SO e bR, 1 SR S o e AR A 175 SR 1) i DAy, T i
R R ARRAE 37 5K

15 TR ARUE T T, Heck 25 A UOS1OOMR  — Rt X6 JIT (just-in-time) 757 5K (R4 AE 35 5K 5T VEAE HE L, 120 2048
T FHsR AL 3 AN REFREESE: seivh. 48—t —BUERTEMPE. Aversano! it Ak TFIR 2R 481 )
RS (R AR SRS H . R EESIE VERRTTEE 4 A FR AR VPAL R Y 5L, Shi %
ORI T A DX PR 175 S 0 4 1) i PR, A 37 SR A 40 ) 5 B R N5 T 4r (23.37%) TE K (18.90%)
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€ (4.67%) AN5EHE (3.86%) %5 19 Fh2 . Heck % AU WAHE T IFIHI0 H F4RFAE R K (05 52 %, I Mozilla
Firefox [FIRFAE T 3R 58 5 HA 36%. & 45 IUAT B9 P o6 FAS R SR 10 B b, B9 2 T 41 B 14 B (¥ i it
A, AT DL - PP RAAE 3 SR 1) o

i FRAHTA R RN

I
| | |
i i !
I I
FRE | BRRE K L i
I I |
| | |
i i | S E— !
| i 4 HE ! |
FRRA BRI | s | !
| | BX | !
i i o A i v AR I
| | [T
e e a |
e : @) i

Bl 13 AR SR A A i A 3011

BRI R
R AR
| v
[mnr] (o] | 2R3
—%zkfﬁ%f IC E g o102
—— LEILE o
— T E
B X B
FICARLH

14 RFAETE R TR AR Y

MARELEED TR ES ., TCRAE SOWREIE K. B 5T0R BUIMESS 2 BB XA 7R T R -
0T OB B H R 1 SR B REAE 1 SR R A5 H AR U AR R THr 4R H AR 1 Sk O SRR 2 ()
S AR TR 7 B A i AL, O AR RRE T LA TP FI . RAT B LA RBE K (pull
request) FEATHZHE. G BCRFIE T SRR HE SR HE LU, sl 75 sk CARIMAE 4.

Gill 2 N PURGE T JARTE 10 3 B2 UK, S )70 S A SORIE SCE . o T Ab B B SRR AiE 75
K, AT U B B TR FIROR, FR45E R s AR ARERDU A, DABAR A TR R 8 1) AF &,
T N TR AT Red B AT I

Shi 25 A MR H b AR B (0 0K [ SR U A AR AE. %0 BRI R RAT
O 4t A BCRr VS SR S B IR RFAE A . TF SRR AETE K 5 A RR AR 1) 7705 s D) R AR AL, dn SRARARAPE A I — e
1H, TN RFAETE KA TCAR . B3R TOAR R AT LR /D 55 5K 23 HT I i A $ 4.

Gu 2 NP — i [ BhHERE S, 2 AT ) R A B, 9 Sl v o A ) AR A 25 VR 1) AR
L W ZERR I, AL PS4 2 TF-IDF v} £, AR )5 0 G W B M SRR B SR A RS, W P W RE R S
1) ) R A5 . HERE 45 A recall TAF 66%—100%, AT ATE [ IR 4 7 AR 2 16 25/ 25 551 ) R 7

Li 25 N U 1 SCAARABLE (10 75305 by 3 B ) PR O 375 SR A Aok e T SRR AE 37 3K, 2 590000 Sk S B
FHIETE R 5 E A FFEIE R 0 5 45 (summary) FI8I& (description) ) 5 25 [A] () cosine AL, & M AT 1E
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SRFAETE 3K TR R ARALLE. AR 3 — g B 1 O T R AE 1 SR A R 4R

Heck % AN UL S5 THRIETE SR G I JRA, A 481 T EE MM TR Mo ER . WRIEE R H T
F—MEH 2 RARAS B SRV EZ B IR 5 FERR R T B AT =S A4, Ak, MhATTaE s T
DU I SCARAR A PR H P B 2R (1) $R T R MR T 485 ) ¥ A (3) 1 FERIR A (4) Fl—1E#
ZUARAT; (5) A HATEE R A,

5.2 4FEVEKERER

Gotel 55 N\ B 1 xg SR < PIAE 30 1 2 HAAt 7 Ah ACi) t v b PR B8 AR DG TBR TR 07, LA A B 3 i 00 3R
(K66 F7 1O FERAETF R FE o, B 45 FIBAR AR A, FH P AN BT (K 5K, 5 30 SRANWT A A, 5 SR R
AT R R PR A T SR A o YT (R I R AN 1) (gt

it SRR AT LA S DA A v BRI RI G 1) R A ) BRI R R AE SR TR R B B, Rl % 2 O 7 4 L T £
RIBE, LN sk 2 8], 2 ) BRERHR 1) R A T AN RIB Be . AN RIS J2 U0 it (R R BRI, 0 R o SR B3RS 2
Vi) () BRI, 7R SR IR 75 SR IR BRI R b, 32 AT 5 SR R R B AN B vk P o SR S I 5 SR BRI, 1 ke 2 ) A 1) A
A PN A BE XA K I PRSI 5 VT
521 MR ERER

R E AR SR PR o) BRSO K 7] — 2 T PR 75 SR ™ ) TR AT IR 2R ARPAE 38 S s ) R B T30 H R 7
DABH T @50 E IR 24 RS BA S SEEBT (AR AIE, A7 B TR R B AR SRk TR I b 58, SRR R AR R SR K SE B RE 3, B8
UMb A 7 SR 2 IR) (R A S, 3 G T A B AN AU, DAY BT R ek v e g L

IRATIIE S A, R T SR DG 1R AR 1) SR 1 7 SR 7 A L A5 o9 A B 7 7 SR 2 ) U, AR T PR 1
SRz Ty S LR AR () AR A 2 TR RO R T BRI DG R AR AL OB W% Heck S5 N U IRARAE R SRk 2
TR IR 5 Sy ML (— ANPLAZAE T — AN Z iR ) BRI RIS 4. Merten 25 A U2O0Kg ) B0 15 22 ] (A 17 R
B R 2R SCAEAL (P 10 R 755 3R A R R R AR ALE ) R 28 (B A 1) 4R 5 2 25 A R R] - ANRFAE ). SR T AG
AN ) 2 T (R A o) ERBER (1) S B T 9l 6 2% I HAOAT 45, TR H i RO RIS v 32 TSR B G T SOARARBL PR 1¥) B 3k
i

Natt 25 N\ U i 2 PRS2 531 2 300 28 R it 7 SR Z IR 1 cosine ARABLE, AR AR ABURE [ /DN 0 i it 25
SRR il 7 R AR T AR R 4. PPAL 45 R W 63% IBERE (1) 77 Wb 7 3K, LT I REH#E T BATE 10 N2 A )
A A BRI A L R E, JF H T BA A 65% IR TA).

Heck %5 A5 44 F] TF-IDF 1 LSA R BEREAE T SR 10 1l 17 5, AR5 VA4S AE T SR Z 10 ) cosine AHBIYE. %
PEARLBEAE A AT 50 FRFAEIE SRS, WAk PANERIE 1S SK 2 AIAH G, S50 45 5% L R 30 TF-IDF A5 Bl 1A (1 ¢ 15
DNREIE K, % T LAV B IEE SR T RE M 48, FH T~ A RIS I (R D e =K.

Merten 25 A U015 HY 5L T ARABLEE (#0475 B R 8092 (1) TF-IDF+cosine; (2) LSI+cosine; (3) BM25. BM25+,
BM25L, FIWrPAN 1] R 5 2 o) @ T A . 4 e R A I E L IR PR DR ARG 43 53 15 AN [R) PR A R gk
ATRF G SR R P i < oA DU AT PPAL . S0 28 SRR WO 3 IS R R0 P18 A FE A AR 47 18O
522 HhIERER

IFAE TR K IR 2 ) BRI A 8 1 ST ARG R R 17 SR 5 LA B B 107 40 2 TR TR BB 2R . AR AR T SR (R A v BRI B T
THRTE FRAS, RN DA SRR T SR I T D s 200 57 14 25 B BEORE I PR o) iy, S DS SR M AT 4735 ).

Licorish %5 A\ U R T 22 544 X () FH P 375 3R, JF R 28 BT 7 LA B S AR 22 TR FR K. LA 2 st A X1 ) 0 PR
3 IR IR BRSO B, FEAS I 2 s AR, YR ACRD B L i) R A AN R AT 4 rh R R R R,
S5 BRI P SRORURAT 2 5 2 18V SRR S k. 2R 1R B 2 5 0 17 1) A B e TR A A S k. F P sk 5
YRARHE T e ) AT B S R IR 2R 45 SR ) 22 A X e T AT I AT A A5 W R T FH P (R B 2R 37 3, 3 L6 [
EAATY S B SE T R SR A R B

Seiler 2 A\ UV b4 40 3% 3R 1K) 2 B 12 11— B TAFT (tagging approach to support feature management) /7%, %
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T7VF PR AT 35 R AR R A 1 s R E TR 1) A B PR % 7 VR R A I R — AR AR — AR 2, AR5
PAPRHAE IR, 75 KA1 TAE I SR AR G R i RO AR A T FR AL R bR 5 A R AR AL TR, DL A SRR
PR BRI L. I VPAL R W TAFT 7 DU — AN T BRREA 25 00 ATAT I 5 vk, (H B
TERIFRZE R N S BC RIS (1, 4R B — AN E AR ME PR BRI — AR, e CURBEAS R R PR S, DL AARAIE AR
2] PR — Sk

Palomba 2§ A UZH& 41 7 ——Fh CRISTAL (crowdsourcing reviews to support apps evolution) 1. B, 1 JebAT 1% A
AR-Miner™ W H] P 9F8 i i3 A FHAR ., AR5 B ECAE P VPR 4R HE BN — RROA e A 2 ) 6 i) AR 7 A A i
sk AFH AR PRI Dice AHAAYE REL, 70 g H - PRe 4RSI sk, HP VRIS S I R A, DL ) R o 440
S TR R K F P VR S A DI I Il R 5 B A i S 2 ) B e e . B ST S U, At AT DA SR B ER T R
N RS T PR, ] CUB B P DA B PER 1) R Y.

REAE TR SR R 1) R B¢ 2 A ST AR i 37 R 5 P T R S B B (¥ A 2 TR P TG, AR 2 U1 4 B 17
SR AT PEAL 5 SRS T I (1) = AR R s e, ARG EUE e AL PE . SORYSE, DI 7 SR AR BE IR XU, BH AT 5 SR AR B
HEPAT IS .
53 HEFEKRTEER

TERATTT A I FR v, 5 SR8 T A Xk DL G0 ). 5 IV 1) 75 SR AR TE 4545 T R A By ok BRI AR &L, 7R3 AL
B3 = J7 BLAY Standish Group ) CHAOS 55, K 5 KA TEH1 4 WHEER AT R BL . 3300 H LW 5 KR
PRl — U4 A5 G A B AR Dy T s A B, DAY A S T R AR (1 i ™, R A A ] DA 2 ek 2
PR 75 SR A B0 TR U2 AR A, AR R 1) 72 o A TGRS T 5 SR R B 75 SR MR g o 75 SR 5 R R A
TERNG . TER OSSR, ORISR T L T 5 4 10 AR T A B

T — AR SR AT G, T =R W I 56 20 Hr AR B SR IR Db BEVE G 2R I, DL B2l K. W T
P2 RRAE N 3K, 75 SR A Ml A I A B TF R 3, PR 3 8 A FE DGR IR AR 56, B iR B ARAD, 35 )5 RAT B RAR. AR
UL, o] DU SRR TS SRIWASTEE B4 O 4 FT 55, B 2 Tl . s R & @ AR A I HERE . B 15
Fon T JUMMES 2RI R &R BAMES A MR R AT T S5 1015 S iR, 3T R0k X 4 B4R 55 10 ff 8

XA LAESAT R
%52
5.3.4 RIEBHEDE Iﬁ |
7 524 R

>
ct
=

S

)ﬂf
— k| —
FIET R

e

Sl

st | mp s

P A%
K15 ARTEER
53.1 TN
F2 52 THUDMAT: 45 39 2 75 SR 40 W7 U 23 A 0 375 SR P9 0 B R B DA S 5 MRV SR A5 S i 32 R TR k. P 42
HIRRFAE TS SRARER T H P IO 3K, IR 3 (0 FF & IS 20 A A (1L P40 FE P VP V8 7 4 B 1) IF I P 49 381 e I 110 Ak
. Erne 25 A U Y FUA Y T e S AR R P PRV I, F P VI8 3 S A BB A S A A S . DR, T R
WA IR T P9 1 5 T R IRRFE I 5K, 0 HEAT IR .
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A W Sk TR R AE 1 SR 5 S B 52, i SR 2R T WL 27 S I 43 7 2, KA e oK 1) AL 3@l 43
PARRLBLRFNETE SR 70 2 A B S2 RO 25, A ] (9 5725 1) DX 10 A IR R AR ) LA B B P SCARFAE PR AN [+

RESCZE A N PO —FE T LR BER A [ S0 U — 478 S SR (f 3 B Bt ot BB HE 175 3R ) 2 75 4 ol b
Wi R TR R SR AR B . WRATHL. AU TFRE S5 THE R L SR AR A2 (] 5545
FRiEAT TR

Nizamani 25 A 742 T — R+ MNB A0 89 930 15 B8 75 0l B2 52 10 A SRR, JE 5 AR BB g 2% > 5
X (NB. SVM. RF. LR) #H7XJ L, &35 T MNB (143 Ja8 UE 2% 50k 89.25%. fF Nizamani 25 A U257 (1) 9%
fifi I, Umer %5 A Ul A5 18643 28 SentidSD 1 20 0 3 B i 25 (K015 18K, A% Je K 175 B 45 SR 0 Sl B R 10E, &5 &
Umer %5 A PR BEAT P00, K06 45 T W A K M8 A 4 BIRRAIE, IO R 8 % 3 7T

Arshad 25 A U2 — ROt IR B2 ST IBOR, ] Word2Vec FIHE TR 27 30 1953 25 B2 S) B i 15 (1 o
Tl 2Z TR B ADVE RS S B, G5 A R B NTVE N BB AE, B s ik Mok Bt & 20 FOoh ez Mg, S 4 R W i%
J5 AT Nizamani 25 A U750 Umer 26 A U275 1.

TR I R 38 AR 11 A 3 3 v A T SR B R LA (1 AR, SRR R IR 13 SR P A A T e, L
LR, A7 BT RO L A PP Fitzgerald 25 N WO bR ML 3 2% ST 50 S ST TR0 B e
(failure) 17V, B G5 TRHIE KN 13 BlZEVE A%, KA DT NB. LR BL K M5P-tree 11 24 S840, Ty
HEAR SR 15 238 . SI2 36 45 51 B MISP-tree A LR U7 B 0 (R 26 B 45 1L 345 5K i) BOW I TF-IDF [fi]
SRR AE TR AR S 20 b e 1) L ARC I, 158 BRI 1 1) P 5 L At ) Jog P T

h T Uk T SR R ) A SR A, BT ML 2 o) 4y SRR 1 B TR AE 1 SR S e, i
T30 PR A WS SR R TR IR TR SR B KAy TR R REAIE, A B AR DG B 1] 1 DAy TN A€ 28 1) % AR AIE.
HEF Bugzilla 208l FOWFFT R, $5 840 AT AT LA S 38 B TH PR 1y 25 1 U2 12°) 36 96T Google Play (191 DB 1)
WFFE R I TR 6] 1 T VPSS S WG A UR. AR SEBRmE 7, 15 B W (7 2t e S R0 TIE.
Heppler 55 A 22 LA R B F T & N 5 10 38 SRR 5 R Eh SR mT Bt 2 ok AE AR N BT SR IKI i 1. 26 7 i
SET INATHIFFTHE H 1 TR ASE 2L o SR 1) 9 SRR AE LA B 3 AR IR P o] DU HH SO IR 2 B T R ARRAE, kb
T I AR H T4 R AE . I 1 BR A 2 TR SN LR 2% S0 43 R, 2021 4E IR BERL I VR T3
2T TR AT SR AT A A EE B AR AR SR, AR T 7Y 3 B R TR T SRR T A
WPz AEA SR BIEFT AT AR ST A 2 A LA AT, 6T PO E 1 K e S e 32 (1R, R A B &4 2%
(R

KT TR AL

SCik K1 53 R AE YRR RN E AR A
[126] PRd BE, NARATHL, & MR, JF % 2 5 TR IRER, 45 AR A7 I i) LR 2017
[127] SCAHIA MNB I 2018
[128] SCAHE, TR K SVM &xml 2019
[129] SCRRER, 11528 CNN 2021
[130,131] AR S 5N IS, 3838 A b 102 M5P-tree, LR~ #KAF#EE 2011, 2012

532 HEFEITRE

OS2 ORFIE UG SR, 735K AT 200 L Bl 1 T RN B 25 TF RSB, AR R T RN B (K45 A T AN ).
N T AR RRFIETE SR AT R 808, BRAR RIS mT REPE, 20 C 3G R T A N B A0 T2, DR AL SRAERE T A 1
LR AR (K J5UAE 2 B AT SRACLTG SR A e 6 R T N A o (A ™, DR R BRAT W5 7 i) BLUA
P (1) BT TR P 5 R L SR I A 3l 1 T R, TR AR A e T )7 1Y (2) i
35 R AU 33 SR e A R IR A R ) ST il s, BRI I AN G4 A ik T 53, IR ARBLAE 35 0 1% T A
F P L s R g g O O AR ] 16 TR,
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0_> Q@ ) TFIDF/LSI#M i

TR WIETT R 2 It 7;2%1%

= | EI £

[ TF-IDF/LSI =% m_ 0

n=

PR R - —
_ IR 51

T TF-IDF/LSI j'5-_
—
B sy

Bl 16 HERTTAE Tk

Canfora 25 N\ U3 Y —Foft Ay 208 5 175 SR 7 Bo AR e T 2 3 WA 5 026 % TR BB B AR e I 2 e ek 2wt
AR TG SR BT RN D RS T 5 i it i) AR T SR R, LLJRAE CVS $RATHRAE th B3R by IT K30 a5
BB ER AR T SRAE R A A, T UCIC R TR TT 38 I SCRSIEAT D IS, AT 75 31— Mg 3k TT & 5 HE## 41
AR R TT VT I T AT R = 1 D SR B, A K g SRR S R AR A, K AT BV () 45 R

Kagdi % A5 Feiod 2056 P54 Qi o 35— 2 35 40 S BREAS E50 A TR R 2, AR mT B X 4 iy o R )2
B PRI R P IR B, S AR BRI ARRS BT ORI R RIRR TRAF, BN R RRS FR G
BT R [0 SRS, iZ SRk LST %4k 4 i A A IEACTS B Is 2R 5. KB th A8 T8 SR A A &0, vHE Al
VERLEE P SCR RS SCARABLRE, AT SR B 5 2 1 5 A9 AABL ) AH DG YA R B T8 (R 42 47103 . AR5 v SR AH DGR ARG 1) T
R G LBEAE (AT I £ 5 S A AR A ) 2 ) ) R EG B 8 Al i T K3 PR DRk 0K I 8 ) D iR A Jl A T i 3R
TERAEWHEREZ . S FE TR A ERRIRPAL, FrH Hh iR BB LUAH =4 R IRORS BE UR AR SG I TF RN B, A BT BA A7
TNFIT RN RAEHE 55 h G N E 5 3.

Linares-Vasquez 2 A\ "R Pyl AR (1 # 2 5 6 A B AL AR 5 (0 A (B, 0 2 P 2 — AT R
P, ZEF AR B I0 GCfE ZEUL K T7) Al — AN B SR, 2R LST A ik o i SO i R 51, t/\
SRS R —A 1) H. R 5 K 738 TR SR IR A D 094, TS A 5 R R ORI AR B HE . SRR A
JUAS SRS, B BIPEARD. B IRACHE R steML 387, I MKV E R BEECIEACIS IO TT & 4 U\ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁi%ﬁpﬁﬁ H
AT IR I m AN FFREAE AR T SR SR, 5 I T BN, ARSI, AT
T3 S e R A N, S 5 SRR B VAL T O IR B .

Hossen %5 A\ U1t —Fft iMacPro J7ik, AT HA8 IAS S iE SR o AT G MV B e e @ IO T R & 7 1 5
FIF LST vH AR B i sk IR B T8 (CSCPF Tk ekl Z (R AR LI, b 788 B 37 K L e AEABA 1) 94 QRS B TC. KA
FR BN IAH SRR 0 TTARYE 3 S0 44 b (978 S8 ) AT HE R, ARG SR B ACRS 1) T R AN, 36 1 R #E A4
FIWERHEREIOTER A . LR 48 R WIZ T A A 1R E L iA™ VR {AcPro J¥ BT, recall 47 30% %1 180% {427+

Zanjani 25 A\ R — Bl iHDev 59, %5 T W EAE B —ANTERLZE, AT IS B0 GOk RRTIR),
FEMAR AT RN, AR B T A2 B SCRY. AR FRYRA RS 5. 70 SO, H44H TF-IDF [l Ak, 1E A%
RIS ICI RG] R JE A KNN 38R 57 5305 SR AR & ASST, SR FH 32 SZ AR SFe i et 9 AN SCA- 1] (R A A
B AW bk = A R ARA B TT A8 L) SR, FEHEE SR 2 06 A AL X B B 5T T T TR TR T R A I B3R
%75 xFinder!*Hl iMacProl % L., SfA % B B, iHDev 75 73 [FIZ5 51 MRR J7 11 [ K 30 3% 48 T- xFinder 1
iMacPro. i F1 A2 .y 3038 % 45 2 B M I EE i, AU BESE A H Wy Usl B IEHR I T R, T HAEHERE Ik A 44
bl A B HER AL

Cavalcanti 25 A\ 7 W —Fle [ 3040 1028 5817 R 40 IO SRS . 127 VR385 T — AN ET U 6 KX R 45 (RBES)
F—AHLES 2% SRR B3 F T SR SURE T8 1R 23 BC RN, 5 20 P g S0 A B SR IE R T R N B RS B3 oK. 7R3 1
BB, S N AR SE SRR AT I AR, SEFRUNEAT 0. WS 1 N BEAESE D, WIS 2 B B, B I Lgs 24 )
PR R B3 2w R AR BT i SR (W T R 3, BATHT I RBES. 1X— B B, A E 28 & ] . TFAR N
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TAERMZY . ARTIERKT R RIS, S@WRITRE IR S, W 1. 5 2 B3 TH,
NS 3 BrBL 40T B T30 23 B AR S SR S 45 AR % 7 5 L B A B L s 27 =) O iR R I AT . A3 AT B
P e

FRAETF RN BN FR S TR 5 5 A 1 SR 1A UG R P40 T R 3 10 52 ml AR T H 32 H e 250 119
WAIEMTT R . SRR 5 i ) TR TT R &5 £ 8 IT R, W T IF R G52 0 A K. I, Yang 4%
R Sun 25 N U —Fh EDR_ST 79, A IR B IF RN BN YERITT R 20, IE R TT RN R4
T A HEAGIRARRY SO, T P 2% DA SR AT B8 L5 g S S5 S BRI B, BME T IR 51 5 2% . 15 S Tl d 22 [n) 4
FIP7 L AT %, SR G I ()RR 5 $E A1 SR L AN R ARBLE, 23 A7 55 T R 5 AH DG IR $E A8 1 5%, MARAT I s 4
WAEFEAT IR, VR0 Il R AR T R AR AR IBOB AR TT 8 B IR, SRS $ A8 1 At 0 iU A RS B 5. dse)im,
IXLLYFACHS A5 BAVE 15 SAE A fr N, 4 F B F) 35 BT (collaborative topic modeling, CTM) 3K & — Mk ik T
RAE WA I IEACRY S, DMEAEFF R I .

TESEBR A, TF RN G BB 22 07 Th PR BB R BRI 25 L, a0 PR N AT IR) . 68 53l H (9 2R B DA &
FES5 (M 2 R RE SR e BEAR I AR 55 HERE B B S 30 AR IR I 8, T DU A 45 56 ek B, AR 253 Jle N ) B R
IR 2 AR T R E AR T R, KO %A LRI R E S 2 S, ARed BB T K& B
DR A A SR IR HERE S v, A% 8 i B 22 7 THITK R 32 41 Claytor A1 Servant! I H BRAR T & A B3 (R 42 4 i,
FER M T R E . DUHIR 2000 5 N 53 005 3o Be 22 HE, SEBL AR 5 /M, et fs KAk,

533 MES

FEAEVE K — MR TR TR 3 A Sl 48t 97 IR Th A v Kk B X I DO RE (it ST A0 o 75 LB WA
T8, AR 6 4. A S SR 335 S 6 2 FR JRAR A (A &, Bk A ACTE e A . H W e s S 1) O S T SRR 375 5Kk 58
IS Z TR RIARABLE, AEARLRE v B A QRS AR Sy 15 3 SRR Y. 1) B AR 208 5 ) RS,

Palomba %5 A\ "4 il —Fif CHANGEADVISOR J5i:, il ARdoc™ "5 vk 3T L VG (0] 7 458 L 18 LRI
I, A5 BESRIDCA FH T P 45, SR )5 40 3R A LDA . LDA-GA (the application of genetic algorithms to
LDA) #! HDP (hierarchical Dirichlet process) % F /= R Bt iE A7 2. 5 FH A S s 5 YA RIS 2 2 Tm) iy R R
Dice FHALLE 2 E0. 455 F P I U AAH AL e ao — s B AL () A R AR A AR ACLE HEJ7 4 A A P4t S ol ik
H], CHANGEADVISOR 7 2R S AHABLIY FH 7 2% 8 37 R R TR 1) A% B8 35 i P A 24 7 T A 8 o (RO A . o FH P
RS YA KA ST PRI RG 5 0 73 ] 2 408 L 28 7 v o M A

Ciurumelea 25 N\ "I H —Fh URR J7 1320 W L P8, 950 F P PR R 75 B A AR IS & 1% 75 1 5k
BT P PEE, 3T GBRT (gradient boosted regression trees) 5 H ' PR HEAT 6 N1 )2 IR 12 AMIKJZ R FiokL
(1532 SR G A URACRY BA 70 (A 2RFNTT) 78 SL— 22 S 00 LA SAH N R R0 DU SE R SO, A U8 SO 4B
— AN IAE A RG], 5E iR 51 G, 161 Apache lucene APT #E47HH I 2R, 3R [R145-43 f6t i A9 SC A

Kato 25 NPT Web £ TT K FRE4E H—FhB i138 B %11 user-generated variables (UGV), foiFH S ZEANA
BB AR IR B LT, TEIA TR b R R 4, AR5 K LA D YA TR AR DG 43 I AR 1t 75 .

5.3.4 ACHHER

H ATET S RFAE T SR AEFEARRD IRIF I T LA A HERE APT BB HERR TR 75, — PP 1502824 31 D7 52 B AE 1 SRR
F APT B0 BERAC SR, M TUINET (447 . o —Fh r Bt LURF IR 18 Sk 5 APT B0 JAa) 5 ik R AR AL, 2
TAIEHERE.

Thung %5 A "R H —Fh B B0 10 5785, A RFAE TS SRR TT R # n] LS F IR APT 7 i, %5 i AR 1 R
A AL T A 25 3, IR SR 10 SCAR IR 5 - F APT J5 VL I SCAHER HEAT X HE. £ 500 ML Sk _EHEAT T
i, SEEG 25 FR WA, Z AT LAEF 10 AN HRRAE 1 SR A7 IE A 1) 5 1.

Xu & N\ M —Fh MULAPI (method usage and location for API) 7732, 1 26 HH 4005 40 15 ok 5 YA 1 S
FIJT7 SREAE U 3K 2 (8] PR AR AR P SRR IBUREAE AR G B ST ARG TEEE AP SURY 5 HERE (R AIE AR 5 SR [ PR AR ARLPE,
SRHUHESR 1) APT J7 . 5T RV AP SCRS SRR T 3K 2 8] (A AUVE, SRECHERE Y APL 7. Bk ig sk 5 sk
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AR 37 K 2 1) (R ARMBL P I B A B 7 S HE 3% SR HEFE 1K) APT J5 ik, 63X 3 PRI APT J7 v R /) A S A A
I MR J7 35 Sun % N Xu 258 N U T A TR T, S BON 17 AN B 2 AN, BT S A4, IF
KA CNN_NPL T SCAR B e A-EAf B . 10503 7T LK MULAPI [ Hit@5 #1 Hit@10 43 532 29.7% 1 9.6%.

Li 2 N5 APT HERE RO AT VP A, 45 5 SRV APL ™ E &, 10% ) APTH& T 80% LA I ILAL
gh . AATIER Y, 7R i APT HEZEIC IEAPE R, APT (12850 tH Y 1220 % i

R T B BT G, AR B 0 B T SR, T B AT EE . N 2 A UM S T SR R i
FE NI SR I (A7 B, JIMT A 3l (smell), M4 A QA% 8 A 5 FAG J7 7k, Nyamawe 25 A U4 H—
Tl Ay R R SR AR TG (9 7 Y. A VA S UM I 2 SE IR TRV SR A 7V, AR E N — A A T )
FRHEE SR 75 T BT, FESE TR AR SRS TR ) 7 2 id s Y 2k SVM 2 bR 5 2588, FH T AR eI SRR TAl vk

E A M) Z A BRI L . Nyamawe 25 A U5 W FloBr (#7539, 303 45 0 45 SR 0 2
A MBS X R SCE ST W RRARREE SUR AR T 228, T84 0 B AR 4 7 A8 i g 8 . DRI, 1
B A6 R RSB R DG R R AR 3 3K TR] PRI ARARAE: SR\ S8 e T TR BE L iy 44 . 43 T TOUA BRI 3 SR AN A GRS, {6 TF-
IDF [ A0 I VS A 1) 8 22 1) (R AR . AR i — s AL, AR T By 44 1), SO0 45 R W, 7k
5 L34 66% [FIRSHEFE R 72% 1K1 [R5 AR U4 2 44 1R 7 8.

6 FHEFEKATFHAREIR

6.1 FHEEKLIET A
SAET U MK AR SR S F T3 TT O, 1720 T B . TR AR bt eyl s A B, DU 5 ST RN 1 257
H. 3 8 LS T IUE IS AL ARRE T SRAGEE T B B SRR . BT DL R ST AR A B
F 8 FMETSR N T

THARK ik 9T SCER
MARA —ANINIELVFR B LRI 3 N R fE s sk i) T = FRIR [13] 2013

MR PR PRI T 15 8, AR5 R BN, e I 402 ARG

AR-MENCT ki /3 0 2 SRty HE P R4 P £o1N, 2014
CRISTAN 4%% Fé‘a't% 55 PAG I s 2 IR N B, AR B 0 o T & YR 23 2015
pupEiap Al
SURF S P VFREAT AT 25, O P R, BRI RN, ARl [41] 2016
ARdoc S e B A 5t FRIN [40] 2016
DECA H 24 2T R M, PR = IR [49] 2016
CLAP SRV, A, ML T o RE EGHY (831 2017
ST P VPR R A P B IT FH IR P S s, S P PP 434, By /NG ARRD A
CHANGEADVISOR 40 =6 s i e s e e BE 5 T T AL RBELL a] 2017
URR SHTH P VRG, S 2RI B AR 32K, AR e AT [144] 2017
MARC2.0 oo R VER, AR5 A I, A R [89] 2018
MULAPI RS 7 SR 1 SKRHEFEAPL 7% APIHER [147] 2018
M P PFE HP U B R 2 A1 R, ZEFSAFEMFIR Y Lo s
REVSUM 1S O SR, FFAEHIHK [44] 2019
Ticket Tagger FGitHub Fissuetn ic Ay Bl faH & FIARFAE I sk %EIX%E LR, AR [31] 2019
SAFE FET R T A P8 AR BRI 1 TR, e 4R 0P8 SRR, S A, B2 . 2019
B, 4% KRR R 49 3K, o I A ) T 2K 2 (77
NERO Bl B AR5 TR AR SR IR S0, I WTRFIE T K 1 smell a3 B B [82] 2020

6.2 NFHIESE
TEFT SR TREWFFT AR, B R A BEAS 2 A TP B = . B T35 K2 A R I E % 7, Wl I RE 523
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BRI FHAF . 10 3E T IR R AR SR AR T IX —RMoF e . Bl vl UE L IR B R, 2 5 M ITEE & &
JEHY. AEEAS[F IR 53, ASRIFFAT S, AR AR AR AR, 71X —3 4y, B RS A FTEE N IR T
P, DUE S SR RMIT ISR, 26 9 rp B gl T I0AT 12 T8 4 B H 1 BfliA.

X9 NITHIRLE

PR SOk BEE ik E4

[13] http://goo.gl/cLOOvVd 2013

[18] https://mast.informatik.uni-hamburg.de/app-review-analysis/ M ] P ¥E18 T SR BURAE 1 Sk 2015

[20] https://mast.informatik.uni-hamburg.de/app-review-analysis/ 2016

[42] https://zenodo.org/record/56907#.X-AES8gzabg S A S Y 2016
iSRRI [50] https://github.com/heulaoyoutiao/bugtag2 WL RHURF 1K 2019

https://www.dropbox.com/sh/mzd6yuln8nckaod/A ABi4wnmf8
73] VR_90dc6C706cxa?dl=0 2016
— SG SSE A =] 7 AH A7,
[80] https://alt.qcri.org/semeval2014/task4/index.php?id=data-and- AP o1 SRR 2018
tools

[105] https://goo.gl/4qLVef 2015
= [100] https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.google.andr o T 2016
REhes oid.maps.mytracks RVEEILY i

[83] https://dibt.unimol.it/reports/clap/ 2017

[123] http://www.cs.wm.edu/semeru/data/ICSME15-cristal PP A R R 2015
R A [151] https://github.com/nyamawe/FR-Refactor HEE A T7 2020
i K JE .

[131] http://sre-research.cs.ucl.ac.uk/Intueri/ AL T7 SR 7 3 2 I 2012

[143] https:/sites.google.com/site/changeadvisormobile/ RFAE T SRARHE 3 o 2017

7 HLBSH

BEAE AR H AT R R, T E SRR SRS W R, AN 0 R U AR A B A AT X REAE
TR AT ST ZEAR TP AE: AR AE T SR MR SRR IE IR . £k b PRAEZHE T FRIEISRVPE . ARRAETE K
PREFUL AR AT, A 2 FoR, W R SR R B0 i PR BB RAR. TR E T SRR T2 58
AR K, e 7E THE 2, N Lo a2 7. H e 50& 1 B 20 A BRAFAE 1 SRk, AT B4 T &4
BT BT RE, FE 0 AR FUHR B T 7 ).

7.1 $HEIEKIRE

H AR AE T SR SRR 32, A FE N SN Vi s R T R B 155 22 Al B 1l SR AR AR 3K, I K5 T
RAETR SR IR P25 (B 2 TSR I, S ARRAE 3 SRTT i R 35 ANSF, 5 SRR R ) T e, JEZ5 a4k, AR & IR RRAE I
SRS HT TFAR I BCA. BRI, 18 AR SRBIFFT R N AZ 5% 77 -4 58 v et R R AT SR SR, s s 1) 75 =Rk mT Lk v
B e 5.

AT AR P RS R SRR ETE SR 19 77 v R AR L T IE I 2 X)L IR ) DL 4 3 5 S
TR A 3 (0 57305 3 AR T UM VE L, 3% 7 3 T UERASHR oo AR A, P T 8 A T SCHERORE ). N T SURI
DU Py o S S vy, SRR SR AT AR A I FIL A, i A EDCPRD ) £ 5 # E af DAAS B 50, AR e DU B 9T 1
O, I LR RE R SR I T A, H RS i SR 1) 5 i R A T B2 S s, B B [ 302 S TR, ik
DRBEIINTT W FEE IR FEAR R I T W B 2 S I VA TR BN ARG R,  HJ7 ik (e Ao T e B
(R AT R, U I TR BERRR IR 5, R AR T KRS AR AR 22 ) AR AIE. A A (1 [ I, B
(A I A S, R A SRAIT ST )7 )2 —. B2 ) J5 i B A0 I e PR 3 SR A AE Jee Y2 (M e D VI 4, SR SEI R 4 1)
TR IR 38 B e VI 31 (9 SRAE SRS Sl A3 0k T R S N o, 5 B0 N ) T RE RIS Y 2 ) AT 1 B
7.2 FHEFKR S
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R R R S SRR A

AT VAR AR S BT 25 2 AR T B AR0E 5 A B R il AR BOR, FRAF AN B3 (1) 1, AR5 SR X 44 )
il TS SR, KT IR 7 VAR I A AR AE S e B B AL A, SRR Y AT e R e DAL,
FE AR 0 0] LABU 3 TH R ARG TS, 379 S bR 1R 7 32, B HH R M7 SR Hh O 82 1) R AR AR

FERFIETE SR B TT R, AT 15 ST B S ASAR 7], e Z G5 — 19 73 bRtk hAh, R T4 1R Sk 52 3R 1)
ARV T, 4 SR S R 22 . AR SR ] LUAL SRR 1 SR ATk (A TN R 28, sl 3 i N AT S R LA THSE AR 1)
23] R )R K

RRAE TR SR VP 58 PP 2 573 —F 7 4R, BT AR A 22 I RRAE IS SR P A s R — B BB R 19 P 75K,
AN FE F PR, IR SRR A TT R AR, T H W45, AR AT LA FE 3t B AU hvfe, FH T VP A R A 12 SR A e AR
TR g LA P ) T SR E DR E, DA R S i B I W S 2.
7.3 $FHEIEKER

P S BE AR IR 1S SR T 2 2555, AR HRIETE SR 0T TFR LU EL. Rk, AenT LS4t
RFAEA SK 1A AR RO AT RIS = AR T A sl T A AR, AR A A A VY RS SR Y T . IR A B)
FLARBIFFE R SRR TR OUAR . B 8, (E 2 HAh s B2 0 T A 2, Lhn e etk ge—H, Sz |Aum
FRAEVEORRAETE K I TTEL. BhAh, H ARSI AR B AR AR 1 SR, TEvE B S AR THIC T B I RRE 1A 3K, Rkm]
CLE 18 A B HE FHRRAE 1 SR I T

TEARFAETE K AR 1) BRERAFE 7T o, 6 W5 v AN [ (R RR AR SR < TR AR AR, LRI EE S JUR U R S%
EORA. T RRIETE SR AR 44, 31 LS [RIRR ARG sk 2 0] A A2 28 0 7 1, 5 ] BB A AE AR OC R 46 BRI
FREREAE KR R 5, I mr i TR SRR F 2, T LA SRD I REAE. TR IS SR TE SRR I 2+
P, [F— AN AEREAE AT fig (AN R BRI, FH P mT BT AN ) (1 4032 S5 A0 35 TR AR 7] AR AR 35 0K, 5 3O A ML S
M AT, BRI A SRBIF S 5%, o LA TR )25 1) A 56 B SCAS AR, ABR s DR IO MR 1. Bt Ak, 6T
SCASHAAL: (¥ 75 AN RE TR AR [R]— AN AR AR IR AL 3 5K, (R Tk — S A I R I R N R . Kl
M SEIPSE. A5 RERTZ I A H A R R 732, Wb — S SR THRFAE T SR v PR R g 37 3 6.

FEAEE K H N ] BRER B LR AR SR 5 AN R A (o, VEARRS B TC . I R LA R G SRR A I A R 44
PR Z ez, a] AR OK A R T 2 35 40 DL AR i A 85T 4. AR TR 37 3K 5 At I S B BE (v [l 44, n i
FROCRS S SR DL RS SR R AT BT L M A5 2 B PR A 2 ACSRIF I 5 ) 2 . R AR A 1 SR R I
5 ZR R 4% Jof T A T A B GEC  58 5 FR B (.

WA TR AETE SR BRI ST = n CAAY S B2 1 . T R . e AR DA AR . e T A T
W7 A5 e 2 AR ME T SR S ) 9, BRI IS I 0 R T L4 2% 3 43 8 TR MR 07 SR % A5 e e 2. 2801 I, TR
TN B2 s B fa . JRA R F T REERE B . TUR. o, RIBH E . (HRZIA HF 7 I IE TG 44
(R ELARRIFTT. PRI A SRAIT 5T AT AME — 5 AN Ak TR0 (1) 20 AE TR ¥ v b, A WFI 3 BRI AR G L 2 2 4y B
%, G50 N L SRR IR o3 AT . ISR mT LUK 9 B8 22 VR 55 4 AR 2 [ R Y, 9 45 5 B 22 TRDRRAIE, AR AR 34 SR
(R 5 N R 25 8. AT R B HEAE Dy T, I SRR T A BT B AT 45 L 5 H R L5 (W R, A%
AT WD FEARE, S 257, BT IR A B Z BRI BRI A oK [ FF K 38 2 00 B A 5 22 g 1A
=, PR A G B XIH MR T4 1M RS, AR EC e HE, IRl A B ME W
e KA. A TR B HEREAR ARV SR S AT 5 007 LA S HEFE AR DCARAD A T ZE3E F T ORI H , T 2 K
AT 58 DL 7 AR AIE 1 K. 0 T /NS DA R FF R AR B AN A2 1 T H AN P P

U H ET AR AR SR AR TR 22, 95 BSRE. 434 LA B8 BEIK g J5 T THD, AR ARRAE TS SR, Bk Ab 5 56
HE 7 TH PRI LT 25 . R AR SR AU s ARG A1, ] Ak 22 IR AR 37 SR o, PRI AN )33 R 2 ] AR AR g O
R MBI RO A ST s 2 — . WHALKS A B AR T SR AL R TR . S50 R T O T SRR 1 A P, 2
AR T AR LI i) S o] SRR A I SR, A AR IS F P (R, AT AR
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AT, BUA ARSI SRR A e, BANTT B AR 5 AL BEBOR IR IS Rr. AR 5 AL BEER L8 2% 1 45
AR RN IBR TR R M AR BE AR A S0, W PEARIE AT LU RFAETE K A R R3S B b S 11,
PR30 8 T S R R AR P ) 4L I 0 SR BRI 0 — SR SR IR S B, AT DU TR S 2
2N FEAN I T AEAT 55 T J0 B K SR 2 T 1 mT DA AN T b s A B R AR AL R I 3 SR R —
7, DAAE T S5 A B SO 72 848 2 I T8 Rl 2 RAE S5, e WP BBt h SR BURFAE S SR - R AL TR SR VP o
BT RAEER 28 MBS BRER HEAETT A . HERE AR S A DS ACRE IR SR AE 55 Ak, SR
AAVERCR A2 H S T 280 A« BT LA N ) BRER R A 57, — 7 1T, S48 1 S A6 7 BT BOR O T S04 o)
A, HEGH A 1) AL R AE ALK L8 T AT S O PRALE, DR ARSR B P RFAE AT SR AW AT LASR B R AU )
AT 53— T3, AEAE SRR A28 0 2% BRI A Ji, AdEA5 25l AT 55 HR A5 SE s O YRR SE. S0, WL 2 ) AR AT R 2L
MRS B 2 STRFAE. DR EAm v B AR R T H R as 27 S AE RS AL SR 0 M 55 A B (R A Jig . AR 7 SR TR
A, R Z RS TTEE AR B H T A BT MR, T X RS, BTSN AT LA T i 4R, 3K
LRI, IR AT LG R B2 2] L IE R A o) A T VA RO K R AR A

A REET RS LR WF IR R AL SR FOWFFTREAT B2 THRIRN 4, K5 RERE— AR THRFAIE T SR A 0T LS SR TR 1S
SRR FAE, AT SETH AR AT B

8 BES5RE

B P H ST P YRS O MR B, P YRR 52 BT TN B30 99T R ST T SR T . AR SO
121 R PR AEAE SR 3 BT 5 A B DG IF R AR T 2R AT, 7EA4% G sk CARMESL R, AW TR AETE K 11
ANTFIRYE, S EEIF M T R SRARE . TR 7T DL SRS BHAR AN R 75 SR 3R ORI FE JE. 10 i SR LR WF ST
SR = A T Bs A 0 A DR, SRV T HUA T ST P 4 Y AR SR A B TR LR SGRIT ST R A A T i 4. I
JER BT WEFCEEAT B AR I EOE TN LB S Pk ARIETTH, AR 5 SRR AL SR ATAR S WL, JF L2
BRI AR BEAh, ARSCIONRHIETE SKIEAT T S PAHIE, 75 ARCRE 23 BN SR B IR T ARG WL, 775 K TREALAA
NERFURFIE T RS SREEIR 5 00 5 A PR S . DN, RS R AEE SRR AL 5 S UE RO LA R 1, KoK
T A% T FREATRARIL.
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