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Evaluating Method-level Bug Prediction under Realistic Settings
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Abstract: Bug prediction is a promising technique to reduce the cost of quality assurance. Method-level
bug prediction is drawing attention because bug prediction on such finer granularity is desirable. Most
method-level bug prediction models are built based on machine learning. We should adopt realistic settings
listed below to research practical bug prediction models built based on machine learning. (1) The dependent
variable correctly represents the presence or absence of bugs. (2) Dataset-building method is based on realis-
tic usage of bug prediction. However, no research has been conducted on bug prediction models built under
the above realistic settings. Therefore, we first evaluate the capability of bug prediction models built under
realistic settings. The experimented models resulted in low capability (F-measure of 0.201 and AUC of 0.746
on average). Thus, there are still some issues to be solved to build a high-capability bug prediction model
under realistic settings. Next, we found it effective to change (a) interval of development history referenced
when calculating process metrics, and (b) period of development history referenced when collecting method
for training-dataset. The trial improves the prediction capability 16.7 % in terms of F-measure and 3.0% in
terms of AUC.
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1. [IL®IC

EEE, V7Y = 7HBOHBIIER LA TS [1).
ZORBIZBWT, BIFa R b E2EET 3 720 DHiiE R
PRV, TNy FEICETAHEEHEa A MIEa X
FOHTHREREEELHD D [2] 2, WEEHEaZ b
PRI T 2 -0 OEAMNIFHCEETH 5.

mEEHICET 23X MREBTE 2 HEffo—ok L
T, NTFRBFET D, NTFHE, VI7rvT %
T 2ET 2= (Bl: V=27 74 N) ATHEEN
EEIDETUNTIEMTHE. NTEFLEY 2 -1
PERIL, ZRALEEEMNMCLY2a— - TAMNT B I LI
IR AEEEEARRICL, WEEH X b OEEICD
BB, £, ANTFRBOLE 2 —ICET3aX M EE
BTN TFENZE D MMETITAS ZEPEFLL,
XYy FRETONZFHNFEHEATWS [3-5].

XYy RRETAZ2THT 27 UE, FICHEREE
ZRHLTAY vy ROFRHRE N7 OERK L O (La—
R DEE (F—&ty b)) mOHAZRY v FORMEEE
TR THEINSE. ZLT, TOETANEDOREEIE
LANTZEFUTE 22030807 —%€y b FHEHT—
Xty M) ICEDSWTIHIiXN 5. Rk, XYV v FREAN
JFROREBCBVTE FRLRDO LI ICT—Xt v FHREE
SNTE [3,4].

(1) HIMRATEETSIAY Yy RiZowTlLa—RFEHE
35,

(2) (1) TEHIAELI— K%, FEAF XLy | -5
i 7 — & v MR 2 3.

LOLBEDNS, ZOEIICT =2ty M EHET 55,
FHRHCFET 2 XY v FOANTOERE WS FEED 21—
A —ATRAMATELRWT -2 2FEE AL T2
Zeizkh, IEBENLRERERICORIS & Pascarella
HIXFERL 5. HWOZZOMEEZMRTEZZY VY —R
NAVY =RV FEERREL, ZOFETT &ty
FERELLGEOTHREZRE L. HEORR, V
V=24 ) ) —2ZFA L1580 FRREEIXKL, +
FRTHREEZENR T 2 IFFREIR I TV S L ibEmt
J ot

L LRDES, HoilkoTHEINLT -2y bO
ZUMIITEGERORMD D 5 L FE HIZE X 5. Pascarella
SDFIETIE, BWEHE LT IZ0EY 2 —IRATH
FHET 20 5P (isBuggy)) TiERL, IZ0EI2—0L
FBRIIATHEE SN0 E S D (hasBeenFixed) ) H3E
HEnTED, TADBENZRE L IZVARWV, Bk
%, hasBeenFixed 23MATH D 7235 isBuggy BWETH 5
LIV v ROBTFET 572912, hasBeenFixed % HIY
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ZH e 3 5E7 N (hasBeenFixed €T V) IZIEL K NTD
G2 FRIHRR WAL H 206 TH 5.

FRD XS, XY v REEAZFRNZOWTOHRITH
FE TIPS IE RN e W ZfER R X TE
D, HENLFREXESOERABIIRERIATVRL.
XoT, FEEOLWRETHENRFEDD L TRAY v NHJE
NTFROFRNEEZFHEIL 2. ZORER, FHZFET
#70.201, AUCIZ TR 0.746 LEHAIX N, EHERED X
Vo FREANZTRIE TV 2T 2 1233 @RI T
W3 EHRHL . £, #MYIRZHEEREOMMB & R
WHW2 XY v FOFEBZRAT 2 Z 2T, THIFE
M FHOB ST 16.7%, AUC OIS TH 3.0%M L5 2
e PR TE .
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RETIE, AFAELEDDHEY, AT PRRE - 7—
2ty FOEHAIHEIIONWTIENRS,

2.1 NTFRNE

NZFRETLVE#ET 2 ECLERLIEAVWSRTWS
FRREL LTE, 77 A0VKE - XYy RRE - a3y
MRIED 3ODTFEETS. XYy FRENTFENEZT 7 4
NHENRZFUED TNy Z7aR s E2EBRTEZ 2 INT
W3 [4]. 7, REFSEAY v FREAZFUEF LD
FHREEIIIFHENE 2 WS, Pascarella 5 DFEFRDIE
L %P DZZEHND—D LTV, £oT, &K
WEEERA Y v FRETONTFRZNRE T 5.

2.2 RBET—4ty bOEEEE

XYy RHENZTHETVEBREL, TAKEEZEL
QFHis 2 729121%, FEHT—%1y + - FHiiH7— %
ty oM (EBHT—&ty M) 2EEOL—-R 75—
HOWTHRETI2HEND 5. AHITIE, ERFELZD
MER RO Z OMERERTEZ2FETHZ ) ) —AN
A Y Y —=ZZDONWTIRRB.

2.2.1 WRFE

RO TF -2ty MEEFETE, K 1ITRT LI,
HBRFFICFEETERAY v RIZOWTZEDORIBRE L N
OHELOM (La—F) ZHHL, ZhsbDLa—F%
¥ERT—&ty b - FHEAT -2y MRD 2T TV
72 3,4 THTR, FHIRHCHFET 2 XY v RONTDH
YW EREDL— R 7 —ATRAHTERNT — R 2%
HHICHHALTWS Zeick b, EBENRFIERSERICD
773% & Pascarella 513 FiRLTWS [5)].
2.2.2 YY—=ZNLUIJ)—=2
EROFEBHT — &ty MERFIEOMES R RIS
BFELLT, VV—=ZANL VY =R MINEFEE
Pascarella SR L. VY —ZANL VY —2I1T&D
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Fig. 1 The traditional dataset-building method
FERT -2ty b
X hYTR
= ’\{_:—,\ S| &
’_[\B—% XYk #/ji“/i‘%& e
Eﬁ%@@ Ry_1 initialize() 1 3 50
initialize() Rny | update) | © ! 10
R,_1 | gatName() 1 4 30
dat _ o
L 72 AT Sy b
X hYTR
gatiame( T
> RN~ Loc
e ¥ R,_, = Ry1 -Rn R, initialize() 0 1 60
e _ ot - R R, update() 1 3 12
ONTBATIIY F ONSEBEII Y F@ZDMBIAI Y b R, | gatName() | 1 2 20

B2 F—&ty MEEFE (VY —ZANA VY —X) OE
Fig. 2 The novel dataset-building method (release-by-release)

7=ty PRSI THEEX 2 EATITRT.

(1) n&HDOVV—R (R,) RRTHFET XY v FIZD
W, NOREEREL, R, 225 R,_1 $TOZE
HEE2 SR CHEEZEN T2 GHIMAL 2 —F
.

R, RS TIHFET A AY v FIZOWT, EEEDa2—2
r— 2B L7202 R, K THUSAIRER 7 —
XDHEANVTATOEREZFENL, R,_1 26 R,
FTCOLTFREZSR LU CREELEN T2 (FEH
L a— REH).

ML a2 — P27 — &%ty MiRD 2T, #
BFHLVa—-F2EERAT—Xty MIRD 71T 5.

(3)

DY —ZANL Y Y — 2T, FHIRHICHETE 27 —& D
HEHANVTAZTFRETVEZWHEL, ZONTFHET IV
ERAVTTPRRICHEET 2 XY v FIZOWTAZOHKE
HELTED, ERTIEOMBIIFEE L.

3. Research Questions

AWFETIE, TEED 3 DD Research Question(RQ) 12D
WA L 7.

RQL. hasBeenFized 37 THIETLOHNEL
L CiEdn2.
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RQ1 ®HMWIX, hasBeenFixed @ HIVEE L TDOZEM:
ZERINCTHIIS 22 TH2. BLRKFEOANTRY v R
3 hasBeenFixed 1 & D i X iz b - 7545,
Fixed % HIVZE £ 3 % €7 /L (hasBeenFixed €7 V) 1%
NT XYy REIEMWIZTHITE S, hasBeenFixed (ZHIY
ZRE L THREYITHLEERD.

hasBeen-

RQ2. isBuggy % BWE L L7zE T MX hasBeen-
Fized % BWZR L L72E7 L & D FHKEEDME .

RQ2 oHMIZ, UTD2OoTH 3.

o BFEMLRFEIZBIFI XY v NREANTFHET LD
THREZAS Z L.

e isBuggy €7 V¥ hasBeenFived &7 M DWT T
FERE 2 SIS 2 MR ERR 21T\, BENRREDD &
TAZZ2THT 2 D#LEEZHLNMTTE L.

RQ3. BIENLRFEICBIT 2 XY v FREANZTHI
WKHBWT, (1) FrtxX MY 7 2BEHKICSRT 5
ZHBEREOARM - (2) ZBICHWS XY v FOIFIEH]
IS OV T OZEHE X TR N E AR,

RQ3 O HINZ, BIENLRFREDD L TDX Y v FREAN
JFUMOTHEELZRET L HEEZROIS 28 TH5.
ZOHED—D LT, VV=ANL YUY =R EWZZTF
D2 ODMERRT DI 2B R .
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(1) VU —RERIC—EMEDRRWGE, EZERNRDAT X
Yy FEFUMRDAT XY v F e OB TEBRREIC
DWTORMMBRZ->TLES. ZOMRREIE, X b
V7 2RHRICSRT 2 EREOMEE LT, 5
R H N 23y METET - DM 25 N » Al
FTeVo LEEROHMZH VS I TH 5.

(2) NIZFHUMEFTNVEMET 2100 T —X LT,
TR ZFEMEY UTEED Y Y — AR EICIFEE S 2 4
Vy FhroEHIhZLa—-FLARHHALTESLT,
FREDBEDOXY v FoBEHTESZ L a— REF|
HLTOWARW, 20K, #BEDXY v KhroE
HTE2La—-RFEFHEF—X LTHHTZ LT
H5.

L LAD S, B a2 X by 2 2EHBIZED
BEORIOHEZZRINI LI VDD, EORE LN X
Yy REZHHOVAZLVOPIEIARHTHS. LoT,
FNH2ODFEEEHEL, ZOMRY ORE THINED
MES20rERHETS.

4. RERERTE

RETE, FFEBRICHEBETIARECOVTIERS.
4.1 ®WRIFOJz o b+
ARRFICBIT BRI =27 M, Tidld 4 DD

72y 70y 27 b o EEAISEREI N 8 DD 7N
Pzl THB. FOWMEER 1ITRT.

o BAFEIE (Git VKR b V) ZEUFAHE.
o TUulSIVIEEL LT Java THWVWT WS,
o b UT A4V IN—YaZ U FEFRHALTVS.

o XYY —N—=Yaro3EYEEELEZY Y — 20
WTES.

4.2 JJ-—2X
VY=ZNAL Y Y =2 WS FEZHANT, FEHT—

Rty b FHiiHT -2ty FEMEET S, Z07HI123,
FUY 2y MEOWTY U — AR RRET 2 085 5.
F &%, Pascarella 51T X o TIRESINZFEEZHVT, &
RYTAvIN=Va=VIERALTWS ay 7 b
WKOWTY Y —2RERETS. BV T4 v IN—Ya=
YIYX, TRV b=V arEXY.ZH: 1.2.1)
DR TREATZ2FETHS. RAlZt~r T4 v 73—
PaZ v IRBIIEAYr—nN"=Vay (YBLXUZDPO
THHVV—R) VY= LTHHAT 3.

4.3 BHEH

hasBeenFized * isBuggy £\ 9 X sV 7 2% THIET L
DODEHNEHE LTHET 2. 2 ZFNDEREZ LTI
5.
4.3.1 hasBeenFixed

HAIRER T THEET E8 XY v RIZDOWTD hasBeen-
Fized \ 3L TD kK5 1icEHEN 3.

stepl 7uPx 7 MZOWT, BEKADNTLK— |
LURI MY REIRT 5.

step2 NZLKR— MINTDBHEAINLFHIHEITEINS.
ZNFNDONTLR— MIZID 5 TW5.
REBRTIE, FATHIZE [4 o Ta3Iy X vtk—
WAL ER=1PDIDPEHINTWVWE Iy FEAN
JEEaIybel, VR FIHNOAMEEaI v
FNERET 5.

stepd HBAY v RITWNTAIANTEET I v 23T LIENC
FHETREE, ZOXY vy K% T RS T hasBeenFized
WZOWTETHDLART.

stepd LFREOBIENE2TONT LR —-MZOWTETL
=¥ &, hasBeenFized \ICDWTEHTHEWXY v F%
hasBeenFized IZDOWTHTH 5 L AKRT.

4.3.2 isBuggy

HERER T THET H% XY v FIZOWTD isBuggy 1%
SZZ 7NITV XL 6| VT TO LS IcBEHENS.
SZZ 712 X LDEEYL LTIE Borg 512Xk 25ERH

K1 HR{Fey=r 1
Table 1 Target projects

Favzs b BIRME VU2 IV M SZLE—M AV FEE ANUBEB XY v ROEIEH
cassandra 4,529 H 3 26,172 5,582 15,893 8.0 %
egit 4,318 H 5 6,601 2,554 5,017 9.2 %
jgit 4,318 H 5 8,208 746 8,542 2.1 %
linuxtools 4,491 H 8 10,767 2,201 11,524 2.1 %
poi 7,116 H 3 10,881 2,673 19,408 16.3 %
realm-java 3,217 H 6 8,676 802 5,690 1.3 %
sonar-java 3,247 H 7 7,675 1,180 5,931 2.8 %
wicket 6,151 H 4 21,049 2,889 38,625 15 %

*Z ) ) — ZFHZ DO WT DFEE

© 1959 Information Processing Society of Japan



BHRMIBFREHMIEE Vol.0 No.0 1-12 (??7? 1959)

W7z [7].

E:

stepl hasBeenFized BHIBIED stepl LK TH 5.

E

step2 hasBeenFized BHIEFED step2 L [FKTH 5.

step3 XV v FOHZTVBNITEEIIY MTEIDEH
INTWBEE, ZEINTEHALZaIY b E
REL, Z0aiy b EANJEATIY b EART.

stepd AV v FIZNTEINTEETI Y b3 T DIEICHE
TEL, PET 2 ANZRAT I Y MO T LIANCIFES %
BE, ZDORXY v R% THRT isBuggy \ICDOWTHET
H2EART.

steps LEREDBENE2TONRT LR —-TFMIZOWTET L
72 &, isBuggy ICDOWTHETHRWX Y v % isBuggy
WKCDOWTHTHDEART.

4.4 FREAZEH

F&1Z Giger HICEDEREINZT—FX MY IR
Ot 2ZAX YR [3] EFHAEHE LTIRAT 2. 2%,
HBEXYVy R LTEHEINEZZNLDX M) 7 AIHD
WT, ZOXY v FONZTOERETHTS. £hzho
WEPE 2, R 3ITRT.

4.5 FZFF7IIVIL

FETNALITYV XL LTE, ZROETHETERA
ENTED [3-5,8), kBB VWKETTFHTETWS
Random Forest(RF) [9] ZffH L7=. ZD%EEK L LTI,
scikit-learn [10] 1T & % 523 % Fu 7.

4.6 NTN—=NFA—E2DRBEL

NANR=RFG R =R D (TR —=BF 2 —=7)
SR EE W THEINZ ETLOREER LICER
TH5 [11]. AR TREEHT -2y M@ s L
aA—RFD 15 ENVTF—avYH7F—&2Ey b2 LTH
W3, FLT, HBEINAR—RIXA—XBRRALTHED
DLA—FrHETNLVEMEL, ZOTHKEEZ AN 77—

F2 BUILH (2—FX LY 22R)

Table 2 Independent variables(code metrics)

YarvfF—&ty FEHVTIMET S I TRTX—&
Fa—= VT EToT. TERNREDANAL R—=F X =&Y
T OBRFFAIZR 4 1TRT. BERTRA—KXFa—=v
DTNV XL LTERA Xl [12) ZRHL, 20
F4L ¥ LT3 optuna [13] ZHW7z. AMD Ryzen 9 3950X
EREELayCa—22HWT, 702 LI 10 R
EERPLTRNIXA—RFa—=V T %707

4.7 FHEIEIE
N FRE TR 2188 % LI TIORT.

v TP
B = N TR
sy TP
ﬁDX__WP+TH
P 2 B A
T HBE AR

AUC = ROC Hi#RD Tl D iifs

TP B3ANTHEET D e THIN, BRICANTBEFELE
XYy FOEETHZ. FNZIANTHBEFEELRVWE FHEX
N, EBICEANAZDBEELEXY v FOEBKTHS. FP
ENTHEET S e THREIN, BRICEANTDBEFEELR
Moz XY vy ROMEETH 5. ROC HIRRIZ, #HEmz TP,
s FP 3527 7ThH5.

£ 3 FHEK (FutAX FY I R)

Table 3 Independent variables(process metrics)

XY IR MR

XMV T 2RH TS

MethodHistories 2 3 w b [E%

Authors ZDXY v REFEEL AL
StmtAdded BINEH7z AT — b X b ORI
MaxStmtAdded BMXN/=RAT7— bt XY bORKE
AvgStmtAdded BMXN/=2T7— kX bOFEE
StmtDeleted D BRIz AT — b XV~ DKL
MaxStmtDeleted ~ HUDBRD N7z R T — F X ¥ F DfAHE
AvgStmtDeleted ~ HUD RNz T— b X > b DFHHE
Churn StmtAdded - StmtDeleted
MaxChurn Churn D AMHE

AvgChurn Churn O-F¥f#

Decl XYy NEFOLEER

Cond S DL HE A ER

ElseAdded else SXDIENEIEL

ElseDeleted else X DHIFREEL

FanIn ZDAY v KRBT EXY v RO

FanOut ZDRYy RPBIRT XY v RO
LocalVar 0 — A VERDE

Parameters D

CommentRatio Y —Xa—Rixfd2axy boEE (THALD
CountPath FAT A RERRIE DX

Complexity HAom~T 498

execStmt EITARER T — P X ¥ b OE

maxNesting 2 A MO FKE
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R A4 NAR=RTFRX— &R v RRHPH

Table 4 Target hyperparameters and the range of values

NI R—R& PR P
RF E7 V2R T 2 RERDE 2~256
WERDOEE DIKAE 2~256
PEEARDIE ) — FBOFRKME 2~256
) — NEEERT Y Y LR/ 2~256
J — REMERT 29 Y 7L ORI 2~256
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FFEE
initialize() Bfm | XV v R4 | hasbeen |isBuggy coverage
el L @- Fixed _ |XhasBeenFixed n XisBuggyl
P B X;:
gatName() | @ } R, Initialize() B Lr=3 } | lsBuggyl
] > R, Update() 15 =
FAFERALA Ry s = X condition:
@1 - o - Ry getName() ] = conditionlC P2 W TETH D
NTRAIIY b ONTEBEaIY b Xy RDES
[ EJokici= A 4 (=)

isBuggy, hasBeenFixed D & H hasBeenFixed ®

K 3 FEEOBMZE (RQ1)
Fig. 3 Summary of experimant (RQ1)

K5 RNRTOP 27 rOEV Y —2ZREIZOVWTDOIANL v Y

Table 5 coverage on each target project & release

5. EE
ezt VU—R ANFXVY R ANLvY
5.1 RQ1 cassandra R1 803 0.375
RQ1 TiX, hasBeenFized D3N TOFEETAXY v R % cassandra R2 1239 0.337
EMICHIECE 222 EBRICEDALET 2. ERTEE cassandra R3 1715 0.232
3 ¥ TSR egit R1 221 0.656
egit R2 254 0.350
(1) MRETES 22 F OB V) — ABRAET 5 egit R3 532 0265
RIZDWT, isBuggy KU hasBeenFized #HHT 5. egit Rd 658 0.612
egit R5 734 0.451
(2) isBuggy X3 % hasBeenFized DA N1 v ¥ DIE% Jgit Rl 72 0.181
AT 3. FHEhEA AL v DOfED 0.5 UTFTH et 12 140 0143
X, hasBeenFized €7 WIXFEALEDASNT XY v J,gft RS 1 0-111
jgit R4 248 0.109
RZ2FRITER N2, hasBeenFized 137 FHIE P R5 269 0.093
TAOHNER Y L TREYITH 2 L HIET 5. linuxtools R1 446 0.058
R linuxtools R2 272 0.121
5.1.1 FHEEIR linuxtools R3 209 0.115
41X, hasBeenFizved 7337 FHIE T LD BHNER ey R4 273 0.205
L CEYUDRRAET 27-DDOFHMiaEL L T, I s A linuxtools R5 239 0.427
Ly IRERTAS. linuxtools R6 142 0.169
linuxtools R7 100 0.210
ALy = [Khaspeenrived O XisBugey| linuxtools RS 2 1.000
| XisBuggyl poi R3 2584 0.091
XhasBeenFized V&, hasBeenFized \ZOWTEHTH B XY v poi R4 2500 0.322
FOEETDH 2. XisBuggy (& isBuggy IZDOWTHTH S reaimﬂ:ava E; ;;L giii

N - o S -~ N N realme-java .

XYy KOEETHS. HIRE, M3 ICH2AY vk R b 0.0
initialize 1% R, AT hasBeenFized 2D WTHTH . — RA 36 0.083
D, isBuggy \ZOWTIATH 5728, initialize lI R, IFf realm-java R5 29 0.000
T XpasBeenFized DBEFETH Y, Xispuggy DERTIX realm-java R6 6 0.000
VAN sonar-java R1 16 0.000
5.1.2 EEEE sonar-java R2 53 0.057
R 51X hasBeenFized 73N7 XYV v REfME T2 2815 Sonar_J.ava s 1ot 0-139
sonar-java R4 394 0.142
THHEAINL Yy PVENRTNY 27 bDFY Y — ARERUS sonarjava RS 194 0.953
OWTHAH LMRE RS, 23880 V-2, 35 4T sonar-java R6 194 0.180
AANL Y PDHEIZ05 F TE-TED, FEHITHANL v wicket R7 370 0.359
DEIX 0.5 ZKEL TlE->TWA. ko T, hasBeenFized wicket R3 184 0.196
BRHEDAST XYy FEHIETES, ATTHEFVOH wickes o 2 0
FIEME 15879 0.254

AR LTREYITH 5.
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hasBeen XhYTR
i | AV F | Fixed |isBuggy |z rgg] .
o Ry,_1 | initialize() 1 0 3
initialize() Ry, | update( 7 a a
update() 00— R,_1 | gatName() 0 0 4
e o0 o } — SRR target Is hasB.een
B[ XV an, eden isBuggy —— R Buggy Fixed
FRFIE Rur Rn — Egit R2  0.73 0.92
@1 /EADZy |k @SSEEDT v b R, | initialize() 0 0 1 }
[ Eqoki:=INE R, | update() 1 1 3
R, |gatName() 0 1 4 average 0.69 0.90

NI FBETIVEE + 5T

B4 FHROME (RQ2)
Fig. 4 Summary of experimant (RQ2)

Jy—==
%%EE‘///;77FQ3§::::\\‘
(Ro) \ Ry R, R3 - Rp Rn_1 Ry
—_— s

FPERAT -2ty b
TANBT =%ty bD#E
5 nfAO VYV —RADBEETI2HECHEHINS TR T — X
v b
Fig. 5 Calculated datasets on the project that has n releases

52 RQ2

RQ2 T, EMR7AY 227 FDEY Y —RIZDWVT
hasBeenFized €7 VR isBuggy ETNVEMEEL, TN
LOTHIKEEZ T 2. FBRIEZK 4 L LTIORT.

(1) HESNROENEETDH % hasBeenFized * isBuggy D
zhrhiconT, MTOIERTTS.

ZOHWEBERALIZGAE0EBRHT -2y b
EXNRIOI 27 bOFV Y —RT L ITHEET 5.
T =Xty MERFHRIE5.2.1 HTHRRS,
EBHT— Xty b RAZTFRIEFVERBEEREL,
TG % BT 3 5 .

(a)

(b)

(2) % EOZBCEIRA LRS00 TR (TH91) % Hi
P 5.

5.2.1 T—2tv MER

YY—ZINAL Y Y =R THEERAT—X Ly P RO
AT — Xty P EEET S K5IORTEI1C, 7
V7 DR, IZOWT, FEHT &Ly b S, &FHf
M7=ty + T, L OM (EBHT—%t vy + D,1)
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PEHENS., 7udz7 bD R, XOWTOEBHT—
Rty b+ D, ETRROIIICEHEINS.

(1) R, RRTHETIZEAY v FIZOoWT, #HE#L
HIVZHOM (L2 —F) % R, 75 R, ECOLH
JEIRICH DO WTREM L, FHliHT— X%ty b T, 1

&D7iF5.

R, RETHETZEXY vy RIZDoWT, La—F
%R, o5 R, | TCTOEHBRRICHESWTEHL,
HEMRTFT -ty b S, KIRD DT3B,

(2)

St AT XY w FIZOWTD L a— KA 100 4L
FREST 258, Dy ZEBRHAT %Ly b LT
AW, 25 TRIFIUE, NTXYy FOREE Y
TR T—REPA T THD AL, EBH
T—&+tvy b LTHWZRL.,

HIWZRMDEIZOWTL a— FOBITKE LR A
HE¥EAT Xty bhoWEINTET VL, T
RS %2 28RO HNZROEANL 2 ELRnE
WS [EEDTFEES % (class-imbalance problem). ffil 2
12, HIWERTH % isBuggy \XOWTHTHS L a—
FRZHIRO T — Xty MCEDSVWTET L2 MR
L7=GE, ZOETAANED &S RIFPERE AN
LT isBuggy KOWTHATHS e HHINTLE
5. ZOMEEENET 32012, EFHHAT &ty b
Sp_1 ICE&ENS isBuggy IZOWTETHZLa— K
%, isBuggy DWW THTH 2L a— F R AR
725 ETEMESIF —N—F T Y > T3 [14].

(4)

5.2.2 RERER

MNETay 27 bOFEY Y —RRRITDOWT, isBuggy
ET )V + hasBeenFized €T NV E ZNEFNEE L. THl
R EE 2 A L 72 R 52 3R 6 1ITRT.

isBuggy €7 VO F EIZFIITH 0.201, AUC IZFET
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N X MY TR AUC
t T
B s | XV v K |isBuggy oIy K ) m (qu’;]ﬁE)
R ER T, |initialize() | 0 3 FE
initialize()l.‘.‘. T, | update() | 1 1 > & e
T, |getName() 0 4 B 0.99
update() | @—x @O T, | initialize() 0 4 p 0,67
getName() | @@ 0@ O } = — = -_|—_1 “
a2y ki Eagii v
FRERT R B | A7 ¥ |isBueey 150 T [ CAS 0.73
@NFEADT b @ASEEDT Y b R, | initialize() 0 1 Bﬁ\‘%‘l_
@ZnMaIy k R, update() 1 3
R, |getName() 1 4 avg 0.99

lLaERAT—4ty FZ2#HEE

1.b €7

7 JVIBEE + 5F(@

1L ERENZ—VIOWTTFHBEEZESY

B 6 FEBHOME (RQ3)
Fig. 6 Summary of the experiment(RQ3)

1 0.746 LARWMEAGHIIE NIz, Ko T, BIENRBED
bETEBEDXY v NREANTFHETVEHET 512
WFEREL KL ER 5.

¥ 72, isBuggy €7D F {H (*FE1H) 1& hasBeenFized
EFNE DM B3.0%EL, AUCIZOWTIEH 17.3% K.
o T, IEBFENZEE L LT, BHENLRFREDD &
TR THT2Z 3 LVWEERS.

(1)

E XS A= A NOF-3))

5.3 RQ3

RQ3 TR, =&ty MEEFEZ VY —ZANL YV —
2D BEITHNCEE L 758 O FHIREE O Z (L 2 S
. BARINICIE, 7rEAX M) 7 2EMRICSRT 24
HIEED WM (interval) « ZEEITHWS X Y v K OIFEHARM
(period) ZZ B L 72358 O THIKE Z7Hii$ 5. RQ3 OHE
BMIEZN 6 L LTITRT.

interval DfH & period DEDAGHE (RE X —
) IOWT, UToHEZTS.

) — 2122V T DO THlESR

Table 6 Prediction capability on each target project & release

isBuggy hasBeenFixed
Juyzr g FE-FHE | BAER BEEHE O FE AUC | BER FHHE F{# AUC
cassandra R1—R2 | 0207 0.634 0.312 0762 | 0.319 0.740 0.446 0.887
cassandra R2—R3 | 0178 0.718 0.285 0.802 | 0.259  0.905 0.403 0.930
egit R1—R2 | 0465 0.640 0.538 0.784 | 0.160  0.451 0.237 0.491
egit R2—R3 | 0502 0557 0.528 0.763 | 0.661  0.968 0.786 0.969
egit R3—R4 | 0389 0.658 0.489 0.792 | 0.845 1.000 0.916 0.956
egit R4—R5 | 0233 0598 0.336 0.757 | 0.697  0.928 0.796 0.927
jeit R2—>R3 | 0155 0.566 0.243 0.719 | 0.067 0.965 0.125 0.916
jeit R3— R4 | 0104 0559 0.175 0.678 | 0.1563 0.764 0.255 0.943
jeit R4—R5 | 0.045 0.730 0.085 0.671 | 0.036  0.957 0.070 0.781
linuxtools R1—R2 | 0058 0.604 0.105 0.716 | 0.146  0.806 0.247 0.807
linuxtools R2—>R3 | 0.043 0.407 0.077 0.685 | 0.151  0.226 0.181 0.849
linuxtools R3—R4 | 0.085 0.594 0.149 0.659 | 0.396  0.523 0.451 0.920
linuxtools R4—R5 | 0102 0.773 0.181 0.817 | 0.310 0.791 0.445 0.950
linuxtools R5—R6 | 0.082 0.502 0.141 0.729 | 0.290 0.965 0.446 0.983
linuxtools R6—R7 | 0018 0.337 0.033 0.670 | 0.153 0.938 0.264 0.976
poi R3— R4 | 0107 0.678 0.18 0.607 | 0.353  0.933 0.512 0.769
realm-java R3—R4 | 0021 0.366 0.039 0618 | 0.081 0.359 0.132 0.756
sonar-java R3 — R4 0.116 0.523 0.190 0.731 0.080 0.820 0.146 0.850
sonar-java R4—R5 | 0.075 0.736 0.136 0.812 | 0.477 0.673 0.559 0.951
sonar-java R5—R6 | 0.044 0.886 0.084 0.802 | 0.147 0.980 0.256 0.946
wicket R7—R8 | 0.032 0.503 0.061 0.696 | 0.296 0.586 0.393 0.939
wicket R8—R9 | 0.007 0.656 0.014 0.768 | 0.127  0.970 0.224 0.952
FygfE 0.120 0.635 0.201 0.746 | 0.285  0.860 0.428 0.902
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(a) ZOFENRR—VERALEGEOEBMT -2ty
FEXNRTBI 27 FOKV Y — AT LICHERT 3.
T =Xty MERFHRIE5.3.3HTHRRS,

(b) FEBHT—Xtvy FZLIZETINOREE - 5
2TV, ZOFRENSZ—VEHRALEGED T
Eo gz EET 5.

(2) BRESZ—VZRALESEOTHRE (FIE) %2
R L, RED RS &L R DIRENR -V ZRET 5.
7, ZOLEVV—ZAANAL VY =R HBLTTH
RS E DR L 7 2l S 5.

53.1 FOEXIXMIVIZBHEKICBRTIEERED
H#AM (interval)

VY —=ZNAL Y)Y =T, 2V V-0 5ZDHEA]
DY) —RETOLEERBEZSIRLT, XV v FIZDOWVT
DlLa—FEEHTS. Zorx, VY —XREFEC—E%E
ML, FEEWNRDOAZ XY v ORI L FHINR D
NTRXYy ROFEHER YD, TPHRBEIEI R EZ
b3, —HT, DERE»S N » ARTE T, H KRN
HPHNIIy METETE Vo REEEDHMZZSRT 55
&, ToXoRBMETEZ SRV Ebhs. LirLay
5, YOREOHEESRTIEIDOPEIFRIATSH %7
B, REBTIETFLD 10 X —VIZOWTHET 3. &
NRE=VERALEGEOEANR T -2ty PR TE
13 5.3.3 HTHNRS.

o Na3Iv b (7L, NOERIMEIX 500, 1000, 1500,
2000, 2500 TH 3. )

o Ny H (2L, NoOEfEIX1,2,3,6,12TH%. )

5.3.2 FHICAWS XY v FOEFEHAAE (period)

VY —=ZANAL YY) —21%, R, FBFRTHFETEAV Y R
PEHIH & L7555, FEHCHWS XY v FIZERTDY
V—RATH>2 R, BETHFETEAV Y RKOATH 5.
VY —=ZNAL VY —=ZAD XS ITEFDNT XY v RIZTT
3L, BEONTXY Yy RIZonWToR#bEETs L
TTHREESH LT 262N H 5.

LA LANS, COREHVXY vy FEEFICHWIUL
FOVDOPIIFRIATH 572, REBRTIXTRD 5 8K —>
WOWCHETS. B, HIRETHEAET I AV v FIZ
DVWTHHZNWLVa—-FOEEET—X 70y 7 L ER
L, &R =V 2R LEBEORAKNR T -4ty VA
HEFEE 5.3.3 THTIN S,

o last(N,/5): No fHF#FES 27 —2 70y 7 D55, K
D No*Ny /5 M (7721, /MGRUT o8I =
3. Ny OFMIEE L, 2,3,4,5 THB. )
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a3y b 0 827 1827 2827 3827 4827 5827

I (ts)  (ts) (t3) (t2) (t1) (to = Ry)
BREE 4 : >
N=1000D35 % B, B, B, B, Bo
N=2000D358 | B Bo

7 HEhs7T—%70y 7 Df (interval = N 23 v })

Fig. 7 Datablock calculation (interval = N commits)

BHENETF—& 7AYo
DICNCAENEN FBAT—&€v b
N=1D A N=4D5E SFEAT— &ty b
[5[5 | [ ]85 [5. [5:]5|

B8 F—x7myZ0iRb D} (period = last(N/5))
Fig. 8 Datablock distribution (period = last(N/5))

5.3.3 REAT—2tv MEE

REERTIX, MG L F 3 interval * period » 7R = 7
b VY =R R ICHINT, UTOFIETEEHT—X
v S, LiHMEHT -2ty b T, £ O (EBHT—%
v b D,) ZHET 5.

(1) M7y zr bps, ITOEEZHMAEZTY Y —X
PREEL, ZNRFHMENRY V- R, £BL.
o MEICIEMEDY Y —ZAZEETWVWS.
o EEIZ5,000EMUEDII Y FEFETHS.
o [AFERIGAD S 24 » ALY EFHEL TV 3.

(2) interval - TTF—& 7y 7 27T 5. HHH
2 TITRT.

(a) R, IRR%Z to BL. to 25 interval 72 Al DRF R
t1 ZRIEL, t1 205 interval 72U RTDR S ty B RIE
T3, LWVWIAIICHFIICSRINEZRET 5.

(b)) ZRIRt, THRETE AV v RIZOWT, NJDH
MEHEML, ty D5ty FTOETBEEEZSRLT
La—FEEHL, Zhbnla—FErF—&X7my
2 B, &5 5.

(3) FHXhiF—&7mv 2%, period IHE-> TAHiiH
T—Rty T, - FEHHT—&1y b S, WKIRH T
5. RO TFOHI %K 8 I1IT/RT.

(a) T—&7mvr By ZFMHAT—%ty + T, ITIRD
D5,

(b) last(N1/5) PEAZINTWBIER, By UANDT—%
Ty 7 Ny DS BE/|HD Ny + Ny /5 8 (NS
LIFEIh B 28T —&XtEy b S, KIRD 73
%. BlzE, F—&7vav 22 LT By, B, Bs, By
HFEL, last(1/5) BERAZI ATV 58, &HD
4%(1/5) =08=1fTH % B DABFERHT—%
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v MZIRD T B, last(4/5) BERAZIHA TV S
BE, BED4x(4/5) =32=4TH2ETDOF—
X7uy VP EERRAT -2ty MZIRD DI SN 3.

(4) S, ITAZ XYy FIZOWTOL a— K100 fFLE
FEST 256, Tho2EBH7 -2ty b LTH
W3, Z5TRINUE, NTXYy ROREEEET
I T -2 EPL T THE e ARL, EFHT—
Xty b UTHWRW.

(5) HZHOEIZOWTLa— FOFICKEL RO 2D
2FEHT— &ty b oEEINETMIE, Tl
MR %E ZHIRDO HNEBOEAN LG ZFELRVE WS
BIREDFETES % (class-imbalance problem). il X1,
HINETH % isBuggy IZOWTHTH S L a— K2
ZHRIRDT =Xty MCESOTET LV EMEL /-
BE, TOETAANED XS BREHHAEZHZ AL TH
isBuggy WICDOW T TH I HEEINTLES. 20D
RiEZ AT 272012, ZEHT—&2Ey b 5, ITEZF
N3 isBuggy IZOWTHETH 3L a— K%, isBuggy
WZOWTHTH 2L a— F R UHARBICR % £ TR
BICA—=N=H TV VT 5 [14].

5.3.4 EERER
g RENRR — N EONT, NTFREFTLERBEEL
BEOTHREDOEEER 7T IR T. D THKE
(F@'MKDﬁ%(&%@@thMZLTlQ&H%,
period & LT last(5/5) ZTRAH L7 EThHo7z. ZDL
%, FEIFN0196 THH, VU —=ANAL Y Y —=XZH»
2HGE LT 16. 7% E R ENR s iz iz,
AUC I 0773 TH H, ¥ 3.0%DMEELENR SN/,

6. ZEMLDER

6.1 MEIZHE
6.1.1 XMUIZEH7ZILIVILOZEHY
MAZBTHZ2a—F APV IR - TREAX Y TR
KO HNERBT®H % isBuggy * hasBeenFized # B H$ 2
V=X, ABCHIzo T—r6FEEL . Giger HITX
XM AOFMH 3] 1o THRELZDDD, EfExR
EPEHTETORVWATEEDLH 5.
¥z, BNAROBEMIZOWTE, Tio 2 D0ORED
5.

(1) isBuggy % SZZ 73V X s HWTHE XA TE
D, SZZ 73V X LIZIEHEE OH T E D RMD
H5 [15,16]. SZZ 7 N3V X LFATBIEIZHE IV
T, ZONTHRALLRRZRET 5. #EADHME
TlE, ZDRERENN TT%TH -7 [15].

(2) NTHEELML TRV Y v K%, NTBFELR
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R TR LERE X — ST 2 FURE (AUC 1200\ CHEIE)
Table 7 Prediction capability on each setting (descending or-

der on AUC)
interval period HE%E HEE Ffi AUC
12 » H last(5/5) 0.117 0.601 0.196 0.773
6 »H last(1/5) 0.104 0.672 0.180 0.772
6 v H last(3/5) 0.110 0.635 0.187 0.770
12 » H last(4/5) 0.117 0.609 0.196 0.768
2000 23y b last(5/5) 0.109 0.602 0.185 0.765
6+ H last(2/5) | 0.108  0.627 0.184 0.764
6 »H last(4/5) 0.103 0.630 0.178 0.763
12 » H last(3/5) 0.109 0.607 0.185 0.763
12 »H last(2/5) 0.109 0.599 0.185 0.762
2000 23 v b last(4/5) 0.111 0.589 0.187 0.760
6 v H last(5/5) 0.113 0.615 0.191 0.760
2000 23X v b last(3/5) 0.110 0.580 0.184 0.760

Ju ]

1500 23 v b last(5/5) 0.105 0.595 0.179  0.757
3rH last(4/5) 0.105 0.639 0.180 0.756

2000 23y b+ last(1/5) 0.103 0.636 0.177  0.755
2500 23 v b+ last(4/5 0.106 0.590 0.180 0.755
2000 23 v b last(2/5 0.102 0.613 0.175 0.754
2500 23 v+ last(2/5 0.104 0.597 0.177  0.754

1000 23 v +  last(3/5 0.102 0.626 0.175 0.754

1+H last(1/5 0.103 0.651 0.177 0.754
2500 23 v+ last(5/5 0.108 0.583 0.183 0.753
371 last(5/5 0.102 0.641 0.175 0.753
2500 23 v b+ last(3/5 0.104 0.584 0.177  0.752

271 last(2/5 0.103 0.602 0.177  0.752
1000 23 v b last(5/5 0.102 0.616 0.176  0.751
VY —=ZANLYY—2R 0.096 0.658 0.168 0.751

)
)
)
)
)
25 H last(4/5) | 0.101  0.648 0.174 0.754
)
)
)
)
)

274 last(3/5) | 0.103  0.634 0.177 0.750
37 H last(2/5) | 0.099  0.620 0.171 0.750
37 H last(3/5) | 0.106  0.596 0.180 0.749
274 last(5/5) | 0.100  0.638 0.173 0.748
1500 23 v b last(4/5) | 0.106  0.598 0.180 0.748

1451 last(3/5) | 0.100  0.626 0.172 0.748
500 23 v b last(3/5) | 0.103  0.595 0.175 0.747
1000 23 v b last(4/5) | 0.103  0.619 0.176 0.746
2500 23 v b last(1/5) | 0.100 0.611 0.171 0.746
1A last(4/5) | 0.097  0.639 0.169 0.746
1000 23 v b last(2/5) | 0.101  0.603 0.173 0.745

/)

Ju ] 4

)

)

)
1500 23 v b last(1/5) | 0.099  0.619 0.171 0.745
1500 23 v b last(3/5) | 0.105  0.600 0.178 0.745
15H last(5/5) | 0.099 0626 0.170 0.745
1500 23 v b last(2/5) | 0.100 0.615 0.172 0.744
500 23 b last(2/5) | 0.100  0.601 0.171 0.743
274 last(1/5) | 0.096  0.630 0.167 0.742
1000 23 v b last(1/5) | 0.102  0.604 0.175 0.742

374 last(1/5) | 0.095 0.601 0.164 0.742

12 » H last(1/5) 0.105 0.593 0.178 0.742
500 23 v b last(4/5) 0.101 0.596 0.173 0.741
500 23y b last(5/5) 0.100 0.595 0.172  0.739

1-H last(2/5) 0.096 0.622 0.166 0.739
500 23y b last(1/5) 0.092 0.595 0.159 0.727
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WXV FeARLTLE->TWS, AT, E
BRIZAT O NI AN TEBIEICHEDINT, NFX Yy RER
ELTWS., EoT, NITBEBHELTWVE XY v KA
FHEL, TNODRXY v KORHEE NI BIFE LR
XYy ROFHEE LTETADPEZELTLE->TWVS
BNDD 5.

6.1.2 NTRA—RFa1—ZVIJDFRRE

RTR=RF a2 —=V ZEIHEWFE E VTR S 7
EFLOREER LICETH S [11]. AFEETIFET L
DERRFC 10 B DT X —RF 2 — =0 T & T o 7278,
IO ZLORHEZERPEIE, XDEBEONZFHETFL
DR XN D AREED D 5.

6.2 ARZHM

6.2.1 XREE

ARFETIX Java THEEINTWE TR 27 P EBIR
YLTED, fioFiEcRREITay =2 ML T
%, ARETHEONLHMREAYTIE SR WATREEDY S 5.
6.2.2 WR7OZTUk

APFE T 4.1 B I N LE22 3, R
Ff72 0SS 7uy =7 bOAEEBERNRL LTED, %
ODFuY =7 M L TEATFETE LN HAIRAY
TRESRVATRENED D 5.

7. BHOHIC

AR BREBNE LTREBATVW2 DI, ERANRAN
JTHETNOMETHYD, KFFRIZZDOHE—HTH5.

AR T, FFETHRTATTRIET LD BNER
¥ U THRA XN hasBeenFived DZSMEFE L. *
DGR, hasBeenFived DR TE e NI X Y v FOEIG
1205 2 REZLLTE-TWSB 7D, hasBeenFized (387
THETLVOBENER L TEYTIERVEHALE. X
12, BIENZEREDD TR Y v FRENTFHIET VE
WEEE - BRIl L 7=, 2 OFER, THIKEE F A FETH
0.201, AUC & TH 0.746 & 2278 DKL, BIEIYR%
FEDD e TEANBAZTRHET VLR T 5 1R ED
BRENTWBHBALE. F/-, HBYIRLHEBROHME
FUFEFICHWE XY v FOFEBZEAT 5 Z 2 T,
FHIFERED F EOB AT 16.7%, AUC OB TR 3.0%
M35 DR TER.

BE, BAFHENLEREDD TR FHIETLDOT
HRELZRET 2 HEEZBERLTWS. FZ, ta—U X
T4y ZIZEOWTHEM I X MY 7 R2HHERE L
THAFT20TIEIRL, FBEEYEZHVTY —RXa—F%
a3y MNEED» S S 2 REEZ AL LTHIA
THILEEATNS.

BIEE  ARWIRIE, HAEINIRBLARI AT B B B E
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