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Automatic Defect Repair and Validation Approach for C/C++ Programs

ZHOU Feng-Shun, WANG Lin-Zhang, LI Xuan-Dong

(State Key Laboratory for Novel Software Technology (Nanjing University), Nanjing 210023, China)

Abstract: In computer software, program defects are inevitable and are highly likely to cause significant losses. Therefore, it is a
common consensus in academia and industry to find and eliminate potential defects in the program as early as possible. Most of the
current automatic program repair methods follow the process of defect location, candidate generation, candidate verification. However,
when the program is repaired, there is a problem that the repair rate is low and the repair result cannot be guaranteed. This study proposes
a method for automatic repair of defects in C/C++ program based on program synthesis. Firstly, the error mode and its corresponding
repair methods are summarized from the assembly that satisfies the same specification, and use the rewrite rules to express the error mode
and its corresponding repair methods. On this basis, a defect-location method is implemented based on rewrite rules and program
spectrum to obtain possible defect locations in the program. Secondly, the candidate-generation method is used to get the repair candidate

based on the rewrite rule. At the same time, the correct structure of the program through deep learning is learnt to help predict the correct
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sentence structure of the wrong program error point. These two ways improve the quality of the candidate and the repair rate. Finally, in
the candidate-verification process, the method of program synthesis is used. The sample program is used as a constraint to ensure the
correctness of the synthesized code. Based on the above methods, the prototype tool AutoGrader is implemented and it is experimented on
student program. The experimental results show that the proposed method has a high repair rate for the defects in the student program, and
also ensures the correctness of the code after the repair.

Key words: program repair; program synthesis; deep learning

B {7 DB AR AN T A R, T AL A 248 Bk IRAR AL & g5 T IR Al 1 i 2 — AHZ BT 25 D 1) i 2
RV A 28 45 5 2% 55 (R 1860, 3 SR J v A T 388 S b A 70 (ol s = 3 0 B0 o 3o 9 7 ) S5 B S 2 R LR I
b 58 i 1) LR R R B B 318 R AT DURYE 45 8 AT R TR /7 10 20 A2 BORE 318 52040 3k T, 38 1T 12 AR )3 v
PSR B G S I R v = AR (R A0 TR DL B T8 OORE 7, B mT DU B T N O3 AR B b PR B 1 )
165 R BT DG ) e

TR 7B B 2018 500 — MO AR ARG e B 8 7 ARIEIAR B SR IF S 1B B R A8 5 07 725 1 56l 1ok Gk B S Ao
T3 0N 2 5 VR A S B TR R 1) T A T ) 4 SR T R ) R 1 80 B B ) TR HE B AR i R X S T A Dk BE BL
R8I0 A A i 25 18 A% S T2 SRV A8 B 0% 30 T A ol 59 2 A0 14 i e o 1700 67 58, R i 5 05 i S 0% 0 T
TEBERE, D) Bt %2 00265 00 3% A 0 AT SR UE 3 1o 56 A 1K) 4% 36 TUHE A8 Dl 85 SR i b 5 2 A2 S DA e O 110 o7 5B TG v it 8
S A T, J0) A A HE B T SR I — AN W B T ), T A AT A S A 3 TR A B AR Y DA 4 4 T RS A IR 1 52 A 3 I

& 5 HL I A, — B LR TR T 6k i 8 3018 Z A ST H bR H 37,22 AR A0 A 118 52 BORAE ZU LB i1
BB AEAE— B4 U 6 T B ka8 2 e A 1R £ 2015 4,Qi 25 ABI%) GenProg A1 AE PiA THELE 105
A LS FIE AT T F TAL A L, Genprog (16 52 45 1 o0 LU WA 2 15 SCIE R IR, 1T AE 916 52 45 S o
HG 3 A2 SCIERR. 6w WA 18 52 BRI 15 52 %A, VR CRAIFAE 52 45 A 11 1H A 1k 25 1) L.

VAR PR P A BB AR FINLAR 5 3« IREE 2% 355 AL BRI D A 3 TR P A T 32 0 R P X 9 i
AR A PR M I 5 T BRATTH 82 R e A kR 4 NRE R 5 Bl b b R A AL
R ST I TR A T R R AR T A% W) N AT 4 2R, DA AR B 2 R A TR AR e R Y O B A
FEARRD AN . AR IF R SR PO AT AR R A R T L 41,38 Fo i F P A A AR A T i 0 R s )
FEE B, — P V105 2 T PSR P AV AT R st Ak 5 2, V0 DA I 2 I BRI 17 46 3 T LA 48 2R ) e o
fei 258k, A ) R A 2 T AR £, DR A " AT AT ¥ R 0 A HH SR IR R e A 1 T . SKETCHU 1 2642 H 73X
AMAEVE, B VR DR 5 3 4 FE P RE 4R (e AT 28 IR 7), A8 JE AR AR L2 B Bh S A X B8 23 [ R B 2 3] v K
HIC 2 P 2% (LSTM)BUE: — B 52 5 20 (0 77 B4 1 28 B0 25 (RNIN).LSTM {10 5 5 S 40 IR 2, 40 J R0 IR 75 78 454 4
IEAT, G N R VE T T L b A RAR G CR AN AR b i I A B[R B LSTM. A5 — Ffokg Lo 1 U (19
TR A T &5 4, T ol 328 3¢ i ) sk 78 n 45 B 3 40 Bt LS TM. f 3 SRy A 45 LSTM J 32 JH 1 5 1 150 i F5¢

AR SCEE R I S S BARAEAE 1 ) L 45 5 78 5 B AR RN FE 2% ) BOR AR T — i 38 TR 7 & i If AR
Tt B8 1 )08 52 7 vk — 7 T, N T AE 3R L ) B B T Rl e B ASE 3 0 4518 52 07 5 3 s 520 I ) e B o) —
3 TR B € 2 20 1) 5 25, AT A A ()R 24 1) T R 2 4 b 2 S AR 1) 15 5 45 35 1 T e R A I i
RUIRI N AT 1R 5 45 K AE SR PR B0 IF 1 b 2 v FRATT A R 3 45 B 1) T3 o0 A0 R 4 D 249 R CRAIE A B AR 1)
ERPE ARSI 32 2 T AR A T

(1) ARSI T — M TRF G BN C/CHTR P IE BENME S ik BEE T C/CHFRT i IL IR R A5

I IFEE T T 5 G MBI A B S 7 2 T I S I 4 s Ay 3R 3 TR e A
3,75 2R 3 v ] B 10 5l B 07 B ASE P A8 A3 T0U A6 i vk —— 3 55 L ) Y08 B30 T 2B iy vk N
TR (A S T AR B v A BB 4 52 e T

(2) ASCIH TR TEPE R TR SKETCH 18 8 % Ik £ 5 A 7 ik Bl G 18 2RI C/C+FE

Feie bl SKETCH AGRS, - BEAT T Ak 3 45 1% P iR 7 490 R A A R R 20 JF N SKETCH AR
1 Hl SKETCH AT 276 B, B 204 2005 2 2y 12 52,15 BEM M2 S 45 5.
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() FET LERIFFEASCEINT —A C/CHREF ok I e S AL T A
ARTCE 1A BB I TR & BRI BB A 7 IR I IEANEZL 5 2 W RS SER A R 2R 3 1 B2y
R0 AR BRI T4 R (R i B 18 ST MRS T2 ORI RO SR A 258 4 19 EAT B4 R B2

1 ETREFRSHE C/CHEFREAMNEERE
AT IRAT B I TR P13 1K) C/CHRE P i B 1 348 5275 15 I R AHE SR (BT 1 BT 7).

it pist
5
LERFEENT || 218 E e Wik ik & VeI e B 5 B iF
A 4
swrmsmm | || [ FTES R
st i 15 MBI Pl
HR AR 153 3T R ey IEf KREP
"1 (sketch)
SR | ||| T EE R
TR AL TR ik,
A

(L
VA

IE# 2174 __*ng%ig;k__,%zﬁmmﬂ

Fig.1 Framework of the method
K1 J5ikiER

217 A e I IR AR G G B S8 0 RIE TR A B G TR UF A 7 VA P B 8 A 5 i —— R T HE S
T 5 A7 7 2 R0 s T e A 14 8 A7 7 3, 15 BIAR 3 vh ] B (R e B 47 5 A G S AR i v —— R T EE
) )8 B3 T A il VR RO RS 1 TN )0 553 T A T 1k A5 B B (A8 5 308 L. [ I RS 3 TG F A0 3R
A HIFE 7 & B 5 1, CRAIE & G F2 P B IE A PR % 7 i 9 3 AN EBUD RS ey . (BRI . B %
T A0 1 — AN U 4% 0 TR —— 55 UL 45 15 5 5 R A TR g 2.

(1) 55 A0 DU e 45 R 5 4 R A g

o T 5 R, FRAT IR A R A AT A L rh R W AR B IR N LA AR T ik K A R A R
A8 S 7 VR IC X T 30 T 5 R D). %ot T 15 75 5 A A 2R A WA ik A A TR 40 1) I A B EUCEL oh 1 1 S 4 O
Ak, K BT A5 10 e 90 A 50 Ao T U AZ A TR S A7 U & A R BRS BE I B B9, 24 5 SLI 45 2k bR B3 30 4 B 11
AR By /N5 0 (A BRI 45 11 1 2 o L i (R A8 280 5 75 5 g

(2) BRBEEAL.

AT IS FH e T 3 5 0 R T R e A v A g R AT R B AR 2 T R T £ 5 A BT K R A
3G R TR T I OB VA HEAT VT IC, 75 10 0] 58 [0 5 B 0 i T8 28 T 72 )3 A0 1) 5 A7 v FRAT T AR AR )7 BT
SRR 4910, AR A V) 8 A S, T SRR e o ) Sl 8 S B, 4 AL B Iy B AT I g B AL 1 11 1 A
g e B AT

(3) B LT A B

Xt A 5 RO 2 4 Sl A BRAVY L A S A v P8 52 v A A R TSk T P R A
T 5 P e B A A, FRAT 1K St o AR T T PR A BB A S 5 S 5 R AR R PR N TIN5k P Ak 1 5 B ) A 4
A ] OIS R AT 1 B 2 AME IR T

(4) BRI F

O IR BB A R LA RS R I A A A BIY R ME  E R A N C/CH R T AL R
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HARN K] SKETCH R 3528 Ja B P2 7 B2 AL IR 41 D0 20 0 SR APk — Ak e 4 332 2 1 35 300, i A A8 B2 A0k T
11 ESHMNEEMESEMERME

111 FEEHN
RF— 4TS FUU S 38 2 LRl — 3B 4 R s B B X, o) — 8B40 3R R A8 B IR T FRATTN 4 2R AR FR T AR AL

H R R AT SR, B 45 T — S8R L PR A R AR 2 B8 523 100, HL A4 L3R 1.
Table 1 Rewrite rules
F 1 EEHN

75 NS &5
1 PEIR b L R for(e1;€,0Pcompare€3;€4)S—f0r(e1;820Pcompare€3%1;€4)S
NS . fe,==fe,—abs(fe,;—fe,)<min
P : < 7 1 2 1—1€
2 T R BB G fe,!=fe,—abs(fe,—fe,)>min
3 SRR B ik Viioar=i€1/ie;>Vioar=(float)ie, /(float)ie,
4 AT A 1 v TR AR A % if(v=e)s—if(v==e)s
iel&iEZ—)iel&&iez
iel&&iEZ—)iE|&i62
AT L S iejlie;—ie|lie;
5 P 5B RIE H I
Niel—)!ie1
lie,—>~ie;
b S A e &&ie,—ie|lie
6 Jﬁigﬁmﬁﬁ ielHiez—)iel&&iEZ
NS s prm iejie,;—>ie| %ie;
7 g 55 s SR e %ie,sieyfie,
B ielo_pu—>9puie1
8 A, Hwkis FRH Opie;—>ie10py

AT BT AR C/CHHAY o WL I 5 R0, 3 6 5 ) L e e rh B R B s
75 TR AR 5 32 48 P B it 70— LSR5 S8 2 5 v, 1T BB 4 HE B S0 AR 0k (10 80 74, R A2 0 P A7 A Tk P A 5, TR
At A e [ 52 (18 5 5 10, I8 4 B ATt vl A o) 3k S 9 4 -t 2 140 7 "5 R DU, DA S B 3 e fle o R 45 42 .
1.1.2 JF3ltk

AADEHE A [F] T30 1) SCAR R, & B E R I 45 1, 35 HH A AAD A0 e A 3008 A8 25 2k LI Th K 2 1)
5 R I 12 T % A S DA I R R =2 S B A R (R e v 27 3] 5 5 5 R Bl R VA BE T DA Sk KR R
T N [R] B AR AT DR AR R 3 45 44, DR It B AT TSR P i S v B 0 R P AT AR AT L BRAT V7 R P AR 56 3l 7y i G
AR (R A b {20} A A o ) R LR R, DLt SR I 5 1 47 A0 B8 v (R 45 A5 R

L] 2 2 — B A g AT, R R a0 18] 3 B, e A A B an 1 4 B

if (nums[i] > max) {
max = nums[i];

BINARY_OPERATOR
>)

COMPOUND_STMT

} [ARRAYJ [ VAR j [BINARY_OPERATOR}
=)

Fig.2 Code fragment
2 5B

( var ] [ ARRAY ]

Fig.3 Structure of syntax tree

(CIRIEE SRR ST )
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IF_STMT {
BINARY OPERATOR{OPERATOR(>)ARRAY VAR}
COMPOUND_STMT{BINARY OPERATOR {OPERATOR(=)VAR ARRAY}}
}

[
BINARY OPERATOR{OPERATOR(>)ARRAY VAR} | | COMPOUND STMT{BINARY OPERATOR{OPERATOR(=)VAR ARRAY}}

E—

ARRAY VAR BINARY_OPERATOR {OPERATOR(=)VAR ARRAY}

[ 8]

‘ VAR ‘ ‘ ARRAY ‘

Fig.4 Serialized data
K4 ol
1.1.3  HE BRI B
LSTM [z % FH TR 51 000, BAr 1t A5 HY LSTM A Pt i st b Ack (¥ 45 55 45 ) R AT )4 FH e 2R AR () LSTM B2,
ZHI (1% N R kA token. T I one-hot 2 A54 token 444 R AIE Il £, -4 A\ 1 Bl )25 1) LSTM cell. Bl 2% 1)
NGB ELEE E N2 AR ¢y BLRBRBUZRARZS he %2 (% 0 4 80 I 2040 B RAS o ASREORZIRES by
Ha Bl = It h B NS 1) softmax o, 75 2 T 25 SR AR RE 4 20 A1, e B b 5 | A e R IEARR 45 AR IR R
2 i A token AR .
A HDIRES o BAB BB RAS he EEE A R
fi=oW; -[h_,x]+b;),
i =cW;-[h_,x]+b),
0, =W, -[h_;,x]+b,),
¢, =tanh(W, -[h,_,,x]+b;),
c, = f,xc_, +i,x¢€,
h, = 0, x tanh(c,),
FEr % A 241 token F) one-hot Ziith,coy Ay b — I 240 R A oy DAy b — IR 200 e ek 2 IR s
P19 bR BE XA softmax (¥ H 1) 2 RURE A 552 o b 2848 SR 1~ 24 1),
RSN RN, SR FH R BN BRARAL B0, 24 452 2% Bk B0 AR A0 /N T W IR 45 1 1 5.
1.2 BRBATENL
BB E AT TR AE S 0 AR SO T P A R B A7 7 vk e T R DA R R B E A T vk S A TR
Je B0 PR e B 5 A7 7V
12,1 BE T8 5 R0 0 ) e B s ir
PR 1.1 b FRATBOUE TS RN, T4 T A A% T ) S R G T i B A ORI ST ke T
Horb BB BRI IR TR T B PR e R TR R DU R R0 e ok B 8 2 R R A R VA A B AT R TT
i, 75 BFR )3 T RE IR i B A7 L
BoE L BT ES AU R BB E AL EVA.
NS N Rule, JFAE R R Hh S M T.
i HH R R IR B A7 B BB R SRS S
Begin
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1: Set S=0

2: Queue Q=9

3: parse Rule as DT—>CTS

4: ENQUEUE(Q,T.root)

5: ndt=DT.root

6: while Q is not EMPTY do

7: n=DEQUEUE(Q)

8: if nodeCompare(n,ndt) then
9: insert Nto S

10:  else

11: for each children in n as cnh do
12: ENQUEUE(Q,cn)

13: return S

End

BEEI H B SR RS G R M AT UL .
o SLURER 6 AT~ 12 4T )T AR S 3 I R T AR E
. ﬁ&m%4ﬁhﬁh$m% B AR S SO A BAF Q;
o T ATABAA Q I — AT AR IZT AU BB B DT AR AT VL EC 4 58 A DU, 4 %1
ﬁﬁTmmﬂMvﬁﬁ&m%9ﬁhz¢%ﬁMAﬁn&%TEMﬁ&Mﬁnﬁi%nﬁwﬂﬁ
REPTA 7 RUMA A Q;
o ZJa AR A S I I AU R U i B A AT HL R
1.2.2 FET 5P A0 F) R B 7 or

A5 FE 5 RO, FRATT T DL A R e O A A T ) e B AED0S T R e o s — R AR i s, L ik
ATH SRR, IRATITE VA 2 WA 1 75 U0 0T T I S AR PR R e AT DA SR i T R e B £ Az T vk
FE R P S8 Ay BEAC S 1 R P B PAT A5 6L, 19 20 2% 1 23 S BAAT 5 JEL ETE A A 1) 1A R e i 4, T DUk
PRERFR P AT 2 AT SR IGCIN, m DA s 3 46 35 R ke PR3 3 B [ 1wl e XA 2k FH R P 3t i iy o o7 77 X L AR
AN — 52 R 00, AEL T AR S ) 5 OB A ) 5 0 B A S 45 /N x st B 0 P 4 52 30 L I U0 8 ST A B TP 1k 4
B0 UE A3 B R XK Al A7 7 K P AN R Tl

XF T AR L, FA T 5 AT LI K A9, F v G 2 30 e g 0 P 451 28 2 g 00 3 493 1A A8 0 3K
PG R R Py T 0 P2 5 5 0 AN [, SR D 00 kP 4970 8 i 14 T8 ) BE A ] RE A A SR B R P 3 79 A0 a8 P 481 ) 2
A5 B0, A8 R 1 28 3, BATT ot B v 55 L A [R] 98 0 47 A B B AR B AL B2 42 RUBEABLJRE 0 i 1) AT 17 R AR T 2t
HEATAE 52 A SOV SR AL A T 1) /2 Tarantula®' V05720 20, HAA R

Nee /Ne
Ner /Ng +Ngg /Ng -
Ferb Nep 2778 1 7 11 (1 2% T 0K P 491 80 N 7 T 2 ) U P 49 50 Nes 67 82 18 1 0 ) e e 1)
T P91 $ e N 2 7 T A 30 o ey 00 P 491

R2EAH AR I H sk B LR KB S /ME S PR b iR ) 6 A7 AR BB, IE
J¥% 4 max=score[i].2& A7 Ml 5 A0 CH A& 2R #8), 3 A 2 AN it Ik 41,3 A SR iy sl 1. 2
o 5 A s 1 I 491 2 T ).

AR T 7 e 3 00, A P o i 2 5 A5 30 36 3 98 A BB RE oh 55 45 N 3 rhnl LU i ) 6 A2 AEBRIF TR
SEALL S o s [ IR T 1) 6 A3 1E A E R B 1R o ).

Suspicion =
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Table 2 Example of program spectrum

F2 FEPSE R

Source code Test case
double average(int n, int score[]){ Casel Case2 Case3 Case4 Case5
1 int max=score[0]; ° . . . .
2 int min=score[0]; ° . . . .
3 int sSum=0; . . . ° °
4 for(int i=0; i<n; i++){ . ° ° ° °
5 if(score[i]>max) ° ° ° . .
6 min=score[i]; //bug . . .
7 if(score[i]<min) ° ° ° . .
8 min=score[i]; ° . .
9 sum=sum-+score[i];} ° ° ° . .
10 return double(sum—min-max)/(n-2);} ° . ° . .
pass fail pass fail fail

Casel 10,[10,9,8,7,6,5,4,3,2,1]

Case2 10,[1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10]

Case3 10,[1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1]

Case4 10,(8,10,2,9,5,1,4,6,3,7]

Case5 10,[5,2,10,4,6,1,9,3,8,7]

Table 3 Result of sentence suspicion

%3 B ABERLE VA EE R

Wh T 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
BEALE 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 1 0.5 0.57 0.5 0.5

1.2.3 PP fr g 20 L

G RNE AV FDT R RO E (B ierh) W ELE 2 48 11

1249

FRERFEAEN. 316 AN AR AL R

N TS5 WA R (PE IR 1) S AT 0 i S 3 (K48 =7 OB B i, 2 1 35 0 fy st e o A7 332 44
S 58 AV IZ AN T 5 H R A ] A kB AEL N I S 5 0 e A DT it e, B T R P A £ 5k B S A7 B T £
A 5 R ) 3 s P 78 2, 2 T R RO Py s e v ACEL R b TE

1.3 BEETIER

FEER 1.2.1 5 FRATTA 21 1 5 3 55 ) Ay sl 86 A7 9 AR 1 R P A 110 SR o A7 05 ¥ A A5 2 T BE
S A7 BT FRAT T 1 ) A P A A 52 38 T A il 7 T S R D AR A8 SR AR ORI T TN £ 48 S

T A, 0 sl B o7 L 2 R AE RGBT
T T A D) 4 A R A

1.3.1

FESE 12,1 JRAT I 1 35 A 2 1 AT E 1R B 1 L S A L T R L A T AT AR RS
JUD, 0T EE 5 A 0 PR 5 R, A R s B R B L

Bk 20 BT RSN Rk A i A

i N FE S RN Rule, fil 22 7820 1Y 43 node.,

Bt BT 0 BB Y A node B L ISE S S.

Begin
parse Rule as DT—CTS

Queue Q=Y

1
2
3
4:
5 ENQUEUE(Q,ct.root)
6

Dict({ID,Node)NDict=identifierNodeMatch(Rule,node)

for each candidate ct in CTS do

while Q is not EMPTY do
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7: n=DEQUEUE(Q)
if n.type==identifier then
9: n<NDict[n]
10: else
11: for each children cn in n do
12: ENQUEUE(cn,Q)
13: addcttoS
14: return S
End

ZSTRAE S VAT VSRR URAF (A2 1 44) 5BV T AU Y 56 & PR A7 AE 72 it NDict H..2 J& , 46 26 6 1T~56 12
AT H R BEAR e 1 5 50k B — AME ST IR T et [T 9 s 7558 9 AT R 3L T (AR PRRT 49 258 40 8 e b b A4
T ot B BT XA Y AT node FSERR I RIS TEHY 13 476 et IASES S .
1.3.2 FEF T000 1) 48 23 0 2E

FEEE 1.2.2 5 FRATAGH T 2T 45005 (0 5l B o 7 38 i 1% 5 vk 7 B BB 4 B TS BATTIE i T £
WA A A A0k R T A I FE 2% 30 R K S BT A7 I 8% 6 A < 0 0 1) 8, 335 5 Ak T 270 T i R, KD bk R AT
T8 FH A R SR A2 0 28 41 hy ' 25 AR R TR e o s — A 0 B 67 5 AT ) e JBL T 71 A 8D 7 9 4 S0 o R 5 T 11 L
A5 2 Z Ak, FE AR 52 K FE A Ol 105 5 M IE TR fy iy N L AR 06 AR 7 A T, T 81 WG T 381 5 A A — e e {7y o
IR 7 A4 ) T 45 FAE DA i A B B T 9 1575 45 4.

FT-1E 7 FU A R B A FRA T AR A 44 AT T 58, 11 S 2 i 3 T Ao AT TR 90 15 75 &85 40, 456 P 224 iy mT DL 11
A L 4 4 5 ) R I o IV G 7 A ik I T4
1.4 EEETRIE

A G (R 56 0F 732 22 A PRI IR vk 0o BT 7 10 00 P 4810 gl A A s 52 L6 AL IR 3 AS B ORIE 2L 1 19 1E 7.
2015 4F,Qi % API%} GenProg Al AE WA TAEAE 105 AN ECSZHLR F B REEAT T F T . 2P Genprog (I
S b R A ZIE LM, AE FMEE S5 R R 3 ANETE SCIEM M IRATR TR 7 A B 7 v, f 48
AR A T B SKETCH S HEAT % 16 T 56 1F, 1 O/ & 0S5 R 0 16 IE A 1k FRAT VIS BT R AR 7 BB e A A5 B LA AL
B IEITNEE A 15 2P R B RIE U C/CHFE 7, IR 5646 I AH B 1) SKETCH F2 7 4R J5 4 IR A (1 491 i
JPAE A SKETCH F& 7 & 48 1A 20 9 70 B 8 B 1) P Sk g SKETCH F& 3. 201 SR 15 15 1 (1 BT 1) N B8 K Al 49 31 B —
Aab 36 48 2 T8 X A T, gl DAL 8 C/C++A5 13 m skl I 1 32 48 3 08 S 0, 73 B IE A 1) C/CHH AR 2 SR HH o
I 7] B3 TG 8, DA D YA L ff A8 23 T, 8 5 2D

2 TE5ITH

ARSI T —ANE TR S T H SKETCH 1 C/C+HRFEH M A ZE 2 5 T B AutoGrader,i% T2 1]
DMES C/CHFEIT LR LB FE. 0 T 3030F T R AR M8 52 LR RO, A SC DL AR AR RR P o 6 G, vevt T 4
FSLE FENTEL T GenProg Al AE WA L B ARG E Bz 4.

21 THMEZR

5 R TR T HMHEL i R EM 2 TR A GBS C/CHRET . 5N ANE T
A5 H )0 A A U 2 S AR B FE AR T AR . BT R AR L BB AR L B B I AR R R
SKETCH F& /34 sutsi b i 1252 T B4 .
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Fig.5 Framework of the tool
K5 LHMER

22 REWR

SKETCH & L H AN fif b B /N KRS 1) ] R, — J THT ] KRR /73 T+ 52 A%, SKETCH K fi# 28 ¥ fie ) A A2
Iy J7 T BT RS R P A A i 2 (R 8% A SKETCH F 1 Se Bt 152 % Rk, BRATT 1) S 30 5 % 3=
B F ANV P 25 A AR ML AR TP 0 A /N RSR[5 — Se A AL P A 2.

FAMEET 2016 4:~2017 4 (0], /52K (FEFEUE) AR, R AR 11 AMES . 316 MEFEARAZ. &t
S HTEERL FRATIE I T P AT 55 12 AR AR AT 55 1 2 sk — /N3 BB A A B 2 e KA R e /M 2 5 11344 AT:
% 2 SRR AN IEEEEGHAT TR 1 o0 . B 25 G 3 R AR A R D 1S D0, 35T 19 AR DR M,k B4l DR R PP JUARE 28 £
20 17~30 17 A4 B 1~3 AN R AR ISR o A L3k 4.

Table 4 Distribution of error types
x4 HREAM

HrR R Bk
{(TEZ R 1= 275 6
TP RBUCEL PR LL B R 5
SR BB 3
SAE AT P 3
(VRESCRSFCR SR e AP I 2
Haia 5 i 1
RS 55 ERIE SR 1
(SR NER e A7 2
R PN RN 7

2.3 LWigit

FTACIHN C/ICHIRFOE AFNEE T A AutoGrader, SEBU T 22 4 (M1 ML AR )P 8047 S 36 AR L IR e
5 RG0S 56 R FRATTHR AT 45 B T R R R A R R I FR AR SKETCH. & M0 £ A S 36 o B AT = 224
WL JUA ) .

(1)  AutoGrader 7EAEMVFR T b HIE SRR Wi ?

(2) AutoGrader X Lt HAth T A7 MR L4 349

(3)  AutoGrader JJT R FH 185k B4 58 17 77 ¥ Re 15 78 A7 21 52 B 19 5k B o7 12

S2H (938 17 PR 85 01 R :CPU Intel Core i7-4790GHz, N 7% 16GB, % 4% Ubuntul6.04.
23.1 BEHR

5 R T BATHI LI 45 .38 T Question RRFEIF 1 17 #, Program /R ¥ 45 ,LOC KI/RFE 7 HIARDS
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7%, Defect 7™ T2 [ i B 55 b, 2L AR R IR R B 7 VA8 Sk FA TR TR (BA s D4 BRLAT ), 38 7 2R Rl 56 18 . 384T
i T GenProg 1 AE X WA~ T H AT T X LS5

Table 5 Results of repair
®5 BRER

Question Program LOC Defect AutoGrader GenProg AE
Q1 001 20 3 39.8 X X
Ql 012 22 2 34.9 x x
Ql 014 19 1 19.6 19.2 14.6
Ql 015 33 2 x x x
Ql 019 24 1 18.4 18.5 15.1
Ql 020 22 2 35.2 x x
Ql 021 21 1 36.5 16.3* 14.2
Ql 042 20 2 28.8 x x
Ql 045 19 1 19.9 19.7 12.6
Ql 053 25 3 x X X
Ql 057 22 1 19.5 18.1* 13.6*
Ql 058 23 2 x
Q2 006 34 1 45.6
Q2 009 39 2 x x x
Q2 017 31 1 25.1 22.8 17.8
Q2 029 38 1 447 x x
Q2 034 37 1 449 26.1% 20.6*
Q2 047 31 1 31.3 24.4 19.2
Q2 065 32 2 X X X

T3 S 50 B A B AT ) T B RN AR SR e B AR R

(1) AIX 19 MEFRFEF, BATH L BT LU A i) 14 MEEATIE R BT %N 73.7% 15 Z 0 W HSTE 60s LA
"N;GenProg 1 AE {Xfe XS HH i) 8 ANFEFPREATE 52, ) EE S il 1IN 1) SR AR FAT T 0 T AT S
B A,

(2) GenProg 1 AE X REME 5 R & A — A FEINAR P, AT T B AT LUE 5 2 6B,

(3) W TIAIAE SKETCH &t 5l N T -l R 7 X ARGE T FeAT 18 L RS 55 IR 3 2 1R 1R ) T
GenProg Hl AE & 5 (¥ F5 7 AN AR A ik 00 12 F 491 3 A v 3 1) el 2 W3 A8 525 (R R F e 7 03K P 441,
HAZ N IEHINES.

232 ENMS5BEESN

AT L RATH TR T R0 00 0 TR e A 1R B A BRI IR R B 8 AL R 2 T R E AL
FUFE R b 92 B 0 i B, BTN TS B R P v S e PR e B 5 T L s A 14 T e £ R 67

6 NN TR SE R (R ik A A7 B L A RS B K BB A B

Real Defect 7~ 2 1K) 52 bR Bk 4T 5 Defect Location & 715 %€ . 75 2 (6 B 4T 5 N vh & 2 FE e S22 B
BB — 3L 30 AN, 8@ A B AR BBk BN ECR 59 AN T SLEE ST T b e A BUR AR 1 T S R IR B R T
R SEIUVE E LT, BR Q1 053 Ah, H T~ 5E A745 3 (1 Gl B R 43 o SE B i B, DR e TRk sSE BB 5.6 T 1 )7 Q1 053,58
P77 7 T 92 bR BB, T R T % AR Bk, R AR A 0 8 S T PR TV R

Table 6 Results of defect location
F 6 GRBEEAIE R

Question Program LOC Real defect Defect location Repaired
Q1 001 20 5,8,10 5,8,10,16 N
Q1 012 22 6,19 5,6,7,19 N
Q1 014 19 18 11,18 R
Q1 015 33 16,31 7,8,10,31 x
Q1 019 24 18 10,18 \

Q1 020 22 9,17 9,14,17,20 N
Q1 021 21 19 8,12,14,19 N
Ql 042 20 14,16 8,14,16 \
Q1 045 19 6 5,6,9 N
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Table 6 Results of defect location (Continued)
%6 GRBEENLEAIR(ER)

Question Program LOC Real defect Defect location Repaired
Ql 053 25 6,7,18 4,56,7,18 9
Q1 057 22 7 7,10 N
Ql 058 23 5,7 7,10 x
Q2 006 34 17 6,17,22,23 N
Q2 009 39 23,27 5,7,22 x
Q2 017 31 18 4,18 v
Q2 029 38 22 18,22,31 v
Q2 034 37 19 7,19,30,36 N
Q2 047 31 26 18,26 v
Q2 065 32 12,19 12,23,30 x

3 tHXI%

3.1 ETHEMRKBIEE

TEFE TR b A e 4h T 1 RE 9 R 1 2 N R 2 v F R AR A 10 R T RE 22y
U, 1% 7 V2K R 7 IS SO D AR T 3 A T 8 W AR Rl F 7 1, 2 A e o\ v AV
EFHANT.

GenProg J5vEM" 1 Weimer 45 AT 2009 4E42 i .GenProg K F2 )3 & 1E 4 % i i 5 A0S BO B 1E 7
B .GenProg A% /Lo B35 A dit A 352, 1 v AR S R A A0, 468 520 1) 1) Ab V8 ) B 0 M RTVE R 7R 4T E A G AN At
VA IR 2 A B R L35 A R A A OB R T A I IV v IR A 4 G [ R S A SRAE U TRl
T 00 8 2 R 3 I R R . 2012 4E Le Goues 25 AN Genprog J5 347 T KBSz b U 66 T 105
A KBRS I BE AT IE 2L R IMEE T 105 M1 ¥) 55 /. GenProg Sl B 18 5 4 AR DG AR 1E T AE.

2013 4F, Weimer 25 A% GenProg J7 #3347 ottt $2 1 T AE J5 33 ABAT 1IN A GenProg J7 V2 4E B sk #b T
Hg K2, ) T R AT R > A e 5k #h T 4 AE iR T SR 28 B I U — R R, RO A
PrRE T 2 2 1) SEAN AR A T A5 LSO B G AR S A AR 4 0 UE 45 SRR B A8 B I I R RS A SRR I =4y 2 —

2013 4F,Kim 25 A32H T PAR 7 A% 05 WITUEIH Eclipse IDT 407 7 6 1M IFR#H N LB
AN TLEEE TR WG 10 FhACHS & B, I BB 5 GenProg AH B & A2 kb T PAR J7 i kb T B 1
AT

2014 ,Qi % NIAK GenProg J7 i A FEATETE BT R, HMELLRAIA RN T 010 L I T
RSRepair 77 vEIS] K 44 5308 45k B W98 R 5230 % W]:RSRepair M GenProg 575 AHIT HI& 52 68 1, 3T B8 2
P A RN T RIS TR

2016 4F,Fan $&H T Prophet 757230 30 4 FH WL 225 >J 7530, 68 TR U5 050 H o TE Al A AL RO AR A kA7 25 2] A i
Brg 5 i 7% b Prophet Jy V2% AJ B S AN T, 20 A 4 TAFAEANARGED bR 308 i ME SR B 20 UF B4 T T e e
FE P BN 28 5 MR R 28 HE e e b T AR AT B 1.
32 ETHRKBURIEEE

T2 SRS AR T Bk B 1 2 K T 4 2R 2 ) 3 RN T R e R A e Ay 4 RS A el 7 3 &4 SR SR A T AT
fER A 45 A ST T bl T2 SR SR AR R e 2 X SR 55 7 VAT A B A% SR ARG 0 11 5 SR (LA 2 R 5 22 W N ).

RIS IR I 2012 4R SemFix AL —Fh C i T 0FE T QARG STk %S S T A A1
T BT V2 A2 A TR 038 FH A9 3 A 249 o A8 SMIT SR AR % Sk A%, 15 B 440 T

2014 4[] Nopol J7iEUSHE —F & 1 ME 5 if S BB 1A 7 12, BT 0o 4 At R 5t 4% 1 8 ) e 2 3 19 B i DL,
B FAREAT 18 5 AR L PR S Bk R vh A R A s A SRR SR A W RE IR R B A7 . 5 SemFix J5 VA [l ,Nopol {354
if 2RIk 2 A R 2 )N, AT N T KRR )5
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2015 4F: Mechtaev 25 A\ 32 tH T DirectFix 77351, i% 775 8 T #2155 SemFix 777248 ik T 5t &, F 1B b 1
BB I TG AN 22 0, e A B R 25 s N AR T
33 HftAZE

2010 4F 2, Pei 45 AN —F 31 5225 (1) )7 12 AutofixP** 2 Autofix f& Bl 31 524 (16 5 )5 7, 1% )y 1 7 32
T 5220 v (R R 240 435 SR A i N B8 bR PR i R A% 5 T e R P b Sl B AT e A7 R0 R AT b e
AEHEAT il 52, AR TEVE A RS P AT A5 SR S 2 BE ALl B i . B s LB A ) (8 S B s B R e . 3R
B AR A 7 A b T AU %07 i mT T Effiel i 51K bug B 4.

Gao 25 NEFS C et 15 Py A7 3 5 AR G 10 e b3, 2 T Leakfix J7 1:2° 1% 05 VA R 545 52 K Bt 3 A7 300 1) A,
HF2ZE 25 AORAERE e A I A7 B4l N A7 B0 70 Bl i .

Su %5 NS T SRAFGEN J P4 1% 5 VAKXt Pt 4 B 1008 4000 435 NS AL 32 9 D i 248 39 o AR A1
R P 1) B R I 5 R P e A AU R P LA LRy S il AR 0 o I 16 445 44, UG PR A 2 PR 38 0,7 A= i b
VS

Gulwani 5 A S Hy T CLARA J5 VR P 1205 VA MU 22 00 45 A AR L B3 Ol B — 2 thy — MR R
J b T R P AR 47 T O 4 R R AR I 1 288, 0F 22 1 S i R AR RE e IR IR, 7 2 4 1 DR e Xt BT A 4% F
DEC X 7 B 45 AR AR b vl BE G AR A B A T 0-1 S P R R 32 e 2% PRV A8 XA

4 IE\gEsﬁtElﬁE

ASCEE W T — T TR A UK C/CHRE P BB B B8 5277 1% AR R il B 7 A7 T i—— T35 LU A
TR Y UG 4 B RE e P AT RE AR B B A A8 R 30E 0 A e vk —— 2 T EE S R D AR T TN A 8k
18 S I Al RS P15 P PR T 3 A T A8 2 308 U IE, DRAIE 5 1 i e 13 () TE A 11

FEARSCIT IR S 36 rp AT B B 7 28 i) SR Pk il X A2 BATAOR IR S5 170 :(1) H I AR SR 12
L TR R IRAE B B 25 RS G N 0 sl B o 0 (7 D0, IR AT R — PR ST 5 105(2) H AT A SCR T T 4k
T E SRR P A 1A St s 5 A7, T R R D) G st B A R R D S T e R T T R P A G sk
755 R RE LB AT 5 (K 22 B, T — 20 g S5 U N B 22 PR RE P R o 2 67 7325, DA AR TR i5 1  8 45 B 22 SR TR )
R 5(3) AR SCAE I 3o P 10 46 52 0 3T 2 Rl el o e A Y 224 T AL ) S A R e ) 5 A T AR B
AT LA S AR R DR B 0y BRI B SR I (4) AT, B SRR PP R D R B R SR 2 ) 2 AR
FEFP AE 5 2 ()2 AL A e I UE FRAT T i i A 2k
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