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Abstract: Fault Localization is a technique to localize faulty code fragments of a given program. Recently,
Spectrum-Based Fault Localization (in short, SBFL) has been actively studied. SBFL utilizes the execution
paths, which are the information about which program statements are executed by each of the success or
failure test cases. If two programs have the same functionality but different program structures, the execu-
tion paths can vary; as a result, it may cause differences in the accuracy of identifying faults using SBFL. In
this paper, we propose a characteristic to what extent a program is suitable for SBFL as SBFL-Suitability.
SBFL-Suitability is a degree of accuracy of identifying the fault of a program. We also propose a technique for
measuring the SBFLScore which is one metric of SBFL-Suitability. The proposed technique generates many
slightly-variant programs from a given program using mutation testing techniques, and then measures how
accurately SBFL can localize the changed statements in the variant programs. We conducted an experiment
to investigate how the differences in program structures affect SBFLScore. As a result, we found that the
fewer statements executed at the same conditional branch, the higher SBFLScore tends to be.
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TNy FIHIBROMIESE O 1 DIZKIGRBHA S 5 .
REABRIG & 1%, REEDSE T 5 & & 09 5 Hil
THb. N THEE, FITHEERE H 72 XFERE
(Spectrum-Based Fault Localization, AR, SBFL) (2B
THMZEDSE AT bIT WA [3]. SBFL &, %Hd 2%
T AN = A& o THFEAT SN B LI KM% &t il fEMEAS
EWEWHERIIHEDE, FANT AT EDOREGE,
07 7 LHRTIITSNDLOMER (IR, FATREIER) &
HWT, Kiax &t X2 M3 280 Th 5. SBFL #iii
TIE, 7077 LHmDELITH LTRIGZ G aet: (B
M, SEil) AL E N5, RIG% &t OBkl H5
DXLE/RTEIYVENETH AT L, SBFL FHEAL D IE
ETHDLENZD.

VI Mz TS A M EOB AN GIET 5.
ISO/IEC 25010 "' CEFKENTWE Y 7 b7 = THEGHOD
mEETNVTIE, 8 DOMERME, B LUK, HIRE
FTAHREMESERENTWE2, FEEED 1 2TH 5
Maintainability (££571E) ORIFFEIC Analysability (F#AT
) BdbH. LR, V7Y TOREAEDREREE
BT LI LR, BETXEEHEZH#NT LI LT 5
HRNERCR R DOFLEE & 7R3,

ARSI kA ZRCR TESHE IR TB Y, %
HIXHFOFARLHMMED 2 VIETOY 27 FOFEIHE-
T, BELGEREBOFEERTLEZRET S, EEFENED L
ET AN = AT L OEFTRBRERIZE D D REED D
D, S5O ZF DNERL S ZEH b helkEn H 5 .
L7255 T, 70277 ABK)SSBFL % H\ 7= K FafEiT o
BEICEOREBEL TWANE VI B HFoTnh &
RBHZENTED.

FITRBILTIR, 57027741233 5 SBFL %
H 7 REGBRR OFE RS EOREE N %2, 707 T L0
SBFLEAME LTIRET S, T, A 70T T LI
x4 % SBFL # HEAG & OO —FETH O, shEFE
ThLHHRFHE, BLUOZORIFETH 2MMEICEEINS
12BN ERLZTZENTEL, V7 b7 =27 OER
o 1 o0fis e LTSBFL#A&EAHRH) 2 &i2&h, T
FLOIHEN ST REIC 72 .

o BAED T 1T 23T A SBFL #& RS E OREEEHH

TELDZEMICHIBRT S, FETEXL LM ENT

*I ISO/IEC 25010:2011 Systems and software engineering —
Systems and software Quality Requirements and Evaluation
(SQuaRE) — System and software quality models

*2 ISO/IEC 25010 (2#E9°% JIS X 25010 TlE, 8 DO ah/E 45k
& BEREE A - PERERDERYE - ERE - A - B kX2
TA R BRI L EFRL TV,

*3 ISO/IEC 25010 1281} % Analysability DEF#IZLTO LB .
Degree of effectiveness and efficiency with which it is possible
to assess the impact on a product or system of an intended
change to one or more of its parts, or to diagnose a product
for deficiencies or causes of failures, or to identify parts to
be modified.
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HERMTH L REMZ RS2 BT 5. FATREIER
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L EMT 5N, BT 5T AN —ANE @Y
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INFETILL D SBFL Rl RRES T2 [5], 6], [7)
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BOTO 7T LABERENL, EEFNNMZ LN -T0 7T
LA Ia—F Y NEER, £I2—F Y MIHLTT A b
ZEATLIE, 7AMPERMTE, 2OTAMEI 2 -
Y v F OEFEERT, ThbbRIEEMLT 2N H 5L L
HWFCTEL, I2a—F—var7FAMIIKALRY — VDS
RESNTEBY [12], [13], [14], £FEDOV T b = 71T

23a—F—vary7FANOERELRE SN TV [15).
Ia—5—3var7 A& SBFL IZHT A% b 7h
NTW5, Ia—F—33ry5FAMNCIIEKWIZEEI

ZONDID, TOEEREN, ¥ %bHRIOHEAEITIX
HONThD., REGOEFTFENTHL TR T ITNE, Z
DTUT T EADPSERENTFFEDI 2 -5 s, il
DT AN —ATRMT 2546, REOEPT S LETH 5
WREVEDRE V., TOEZICEDOE, RIGREORE %10 -
SELFEIRFESIN TS [16], [17].

3. SBFL &AM

FEESIL, 07T LMK SBFL 12 E DR # LT
BPEVI R TWAEERZ L, AH LTI, 20
FE% SBFLEEME L TRET LS. 7077 L0
RTANAAL = b DB TH-TH, WENELLIET
SBFL % F\: 72 RFGRRIG ORGEE BN LD 2 LD 5.
KBTI, 707 T LREEDENIC L % SBFL #ATEDE
WIZOWT, BARRYSGI 2 VTR 5.

M 113, 220 AT MEZ5TY, e Ed—FE
OFTHNUL true 7, 9 THIFNUL false L TIUIE %
2 OFABTRL TS, K 1(a) TIELAREE ZH result
AL T, RERICELEDOTHREEL TS5, K 1(b)
TIIAERPMEE L7254 IV 7 TEHEREREL TS, [ 1(b)
E 1(a) ICRLT, U7 725y IASE S kR
Thb. ZDOLIH T return LIZ L o THR WP EZ RIS 5
FEJ7 1L early return EIFEN S [18].

COTUTTEADTAMAALA = MIER 1(c) #HEL
7. M1 og7ur g L3R CEFERICRREEATY
B, M 1(a)Dsy 1 (D) D sy I3EED A0 THIGE
btrue KL TLEIZ20, TAMr — Aty 13RHT 5.

X 1(a), 1(b) DAMICIE, &T AT —ADKEE (P!
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7a 7 (AN a,b) susp i b Bl

s1: boolean result = false; 050 v v Vv VY

5,0 if (0 < a) 050 v v Vv VY
s3: result= true; 0.00 v Vv

@ s4: if (0<=Db) //correct: 0 <b 050 v v v VY

ss:  result= true; 050 v v vV VY

Se: return result; 050 v v vV VY

T A MER . P P P F

@V7727%Y 7R

a7 (AN a,b) susp 4 L B U
sy if (0 < a) 050 v v v VY
s5:  return true; 0.00 v Vv

@ sy if (0 <=b) //correct:0<b 0.71 v
s5: return true; 0.71 v Y

s¢. return false;

FAMER P P P F
V77 H) TR

TARr—2  AJj(ab)  HIFHE  EEEOME
t: (1,1) true true
t: (1,0) true true
1 ©,1) true true
|7 0,0) false true

) TARAA—]

1 WEORLEZ 250707 T 40 SBFL #EE
Fig. 1 SBFL results of different program structures.
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WLEWHRT S, K 1(a) DYh, Riaz &4 O5ERMEIT
bV bOO, [[LEEREZFOXFE 5 2FET 5
72, WRTH ODL MR L ZITNITHERTE LRV, —
5T, 1(b) THNZE, 2 DO & fERET NI KKAE T
EHRRTHIENTEL., LA 5T, K 1(a) I2HRT
4 1(b) ®JiH* SBFL A RDIEEEH N E VR 5.

4. SBFL X237

KX T, 70275 20 SBFL #AME% 1§ 5 720
12, SBFL 27 & W) RELZRET L. Kimsizbw
T, SBFL @ &ML SBFL A2 73 Tl & B Y XF$ 5.
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SBFL A 27 %2514 27200 DRN T4 771X, 5
ANz 7u T 2 L CERMICERZ Az 7a 7
T LR BRUER L, TOEHEER & KL /7 LT, SBFL
TEDREIEMEICHRETE AT A2 THE. 70
I NCERMICEREEZMZSHEE LT, I2—7—
YarvsANEEHT A KRRk a—T—varTANL
i, TARNAAL = DI 2—F v b EEOREIERIZKH
ELTHITE 202503 525, RFHEER, I2—-% >
M FENLREGEFT %, SBFL 7% & OAEEEIEHE 5 T
XL REMHIT 5.

4.1 SBFL XO7ICHETIER

TUZ T4 pDSBFL A TIXRD 2 ODEFKIHEL
Z 5.

e FAMAA—IT
e Ia—¥ v MGG

TAMNAALA=PIZEHEEINAETAMN T —AOHNFEIZL -
T SBFL OAEFEICE DA L L TREERH 5. HlE LT,
1) ICBVTT A M — AN ts, ty DATHIYE%
E2h., TD2ODF A M — ADFEATRBEERIIF —T
HDH1D, FITREEIERD? SRR SN D 5L, 7% L]
ELFETSINDLL s, s, st CBWTHLUMHEE RS, T
DT AMAAL— ML SBFLAHERTHIE, Lsh & D
sy, sk DFIREGEDE T I T B T REMEA RV & HIIT
T&5.

K LTlE, 32a—% Y b2ERT oA I 2 —
U NERSEITR, I2a—FT—Y a3y T AMIBWT,
RS2 F UM eERTAOOTOT T ADEREIL - E
Ra—TF—YaVvEBETEERTA I2a—F—va Vil
BF-OfHIE, I2—% Y MRS EHR T2 EZN 1O
Thb. B, BEOIa—FT—YarfETE s urss
LAOBEKMEITCHEA L TIa—% v F2AEKRT LI L T
RETIED 575, RIRETHEIIBI A I 2—% » AR,
1203 a—7—Ya lAETEZ7TU7 7501 BEFHIIO
AT A L EATIRET S,

4.2 HHEHE
7075 L pDSBFL A TIE, 7AMAA— T, 32—
& v MR GUHAET A & LT, SBFLScore™C(p) &
E#TAH. SBFLAI TR OUE1IUTOfEE &Y, fED
E\W T E SBFL A E b D LT 5.
SBFL A2 7 OEHOHN %R 2 12789, SBFL 227
ERDIODAT Y T2k o THIBEINS.
(1) 7077 LpPoBBDI -5 >k ZAER.
(2) %3I2—% > MISBFL #ETL, BRMIZEESE
T2 /R i D FEZAE DA %2 B
(3) %I 2—% Y MNIEEITNLRMOEBEMEDNERLD S,
SBFL A a7 %5,
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JOJ34 p 21-5>bm, Z1-4>bkm,
1.1 MNERK
1\
2192 NERER G
= I 2. 2192
é1 SBFLZET
FTANZA=KT
SBFLScore’6(p) «=———  rScore’(m;) -+ rScore’(m,)

3. J0YJ35LpOSBFLRO7EH

X 2 SBFL A3 7HIOHI
Fig. 2 Process of the SBFLScore calculation.

2797 1. 32— ER
TUTTApIlIa—F Y MR G EHAWT,
FUNERERTLH, ZOLE, HIa—% Y MixnTo
T LT LA IERINDL L) ERT L. &
DEFPIMZ bNI-Ei 2 Kige LTHH A, ZORET
T A MEETL TR W0, EHREFAAR YK E
BAHDEIDIEIGNO L. ERENI2—F Y OE
& MC(p) LEFKT 5.

27y 7 2. 32—4> bMISBFL #%T

AN I =7 M LT, AMNAA =T
#MWTSBFL #4794, TIZHEINLITRTHOT A
Nr—2X&@EBL7I2a—% Y NBFELEGEEL, F0
32—V NORMEMIETED L) TAMNAL - M2
ED9H 2, WHTSBFL #947L, $XTOT A Mr—2
BT S Ia—F Y MO LR WIRREE § 575,
ME(P)IEENBLKI2—% Y MWL, LT & DR
EERE L, A7), 22T, $b532—F 2
me M p) IZHEENLEL s I2OWT, UTZEHRT 5.
o suspT(s) : 3 s DEERAE

o rank”(s) 1 3 s DEERAEDNENT

o rScore’ (s) 1 3L s DFEEAE D IEHALIERT

B OB HI21E Ochial DEFEREZ VL. A A
A= FT 2FATLI2E EDDH B L s DEEZRAE susp” (s) 1,
Ochiai DFIERICL > TUTOEBYHEESNE, DTO
KI2BWT, fail’ (s) 3L s FEITL72KMT A N — A
O, passT(s) 133 s BELT LT A b r — A0H,
totalFail” \3KMT A N r — 2ADEEBTH 5.

fail™ (s)
\/totalFailT x (fail™ (s) + passT(s))

S a—

(1)

susp’ (s) =

KIZEEBAEOMANE rank™ (s) ZEHT 5. & 5 LO R
DN, FERLAE D B WIS 3% S 72 B X THERE L
BTG LADORBRETIE, EDEIRTAMr—ALEBLT

LE)WREMrH 5. 72&zxifa=b+c;a=d; £Wvn)2o

DT YT T LA TR SN TWALEEA, 1 3CH O AR R

N2 YHICL - TEEXEND 0, 1 LHOMRARICZEEZ N

ATHT AN —ATHHTAZENTE LRV, 20X RGE

37U A RELTAT Yy 71 POFETLETLESD 5.
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7u T 5 (AN a,b) susp rank rScore
s1: boolean result = false; 050 5 0.20
s,: if (0 < a) 050 5 0.20
s3: result = true; 000 6 0.00
@ s4: if (0 <=b) //correct: 0 <b 050 5 0.20
ss:  result = true; 050 5 0.20
S¢: return result; 050 5 0.20

@ V777XV 7Hi

77 5 (AN a,b) susp rank rScore
sh: if (0 < a) 0.50 3 0.33
s4:  return true; 0.00 4 0.00
sy if (0 <=b) //correct: 0 <b 071 2 0.67
s5: return true; 0.71 2

0.67
s¢: return false; -
o) V7772 Tk
3 Ia2-—% 2 O SBFL #4745
Fig. 3 SBFL results of mutants.

BN RS RVWILORET A, 728 21X, HEEE 1.0
DA 22, 0.9 DI 1 2AFET Aald, BEE 1.0 O
LiFELEHH 2L &y, B 0.9 OIT 3L ET 5.

BERMEOMARLIL, NARLORER & 7 2 XOMEIT L ) &
7 HAliflE % o, 7L 2 E, 10D HLo 10L&,
100 HOLDH LD 10L& TlE, HBEDHHMEALEL LTD
AT, £ 2T, EXLEERDOHTEORESE R
BT A 0ERT 720, AfLE 0 LLE 1 DUF ORI HIE
CIEHLT 5. 30 s DIEHALIERL rScore™ (s) LT D &
BOEET L. 1 2 IEMIE L, 025 DAL MLV
ZEERLTWA. UTFORIZBWT, totalStatements”
BT APAAL =P TIZX o TETEINELDHTH 5.

rank” (s) — 1 2)

totalStatements” — 1

I/, 32— P mIEENLREOEEEMEDIEH
{LNERE % rScore® (m) L EH#KT A, K Ia—Fr MIgE
NBRMZ72721 20X THAH720, ZOMEIFI 2 —F »
NTEIL—ETHD., 32— bmORMBeELLE
St £ 9B L, rScore™ (m) 133 ™ pauit DHERMEDIE
HALIEN. TH 5.

rScore” (s) =1 —

T’SCOT@T (m) = TSCO’I"@T (Smfa.’u,lt)

3a2—% 2 D rScore NEHWITE, FDOIa—F |
® SBFL #EROEE D =\, T 7% b B R IAET & AR 28
ECEDLILEE®RTL. flEL T, M1o7urs70%
Ra—F Y MR TG0 SBFL &R ZE 3 12/R7.
Kbaa &t sq, s O rScore, BLOFZDIa—% Y MH
KD rScore 1ZZNZF10.20 & 0.67 THAH. 3E TR
EBY, V7728 7HhOTH SBEL R OKERE LY
WEWIHFELE rScore (Lo TRTIENTETVDS.,
X7 7 3. SBFL 227 NDHH

T T L pPOERINZEI—F Y D rScore
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OFHME%E SBFL 227 L, UTORTHEET 5.
1

SBFLScore™% (p) = ——— Z

T
e rScore” (m)
M), 2

5. EE

Java ZxfR & L CIRETHELFEEL, 70T 2#ED
EWZ XY SBFL 22 725D X ) 122 % D HERT 5
T2 DEERE T 7.

5.1 *%fi

KEBTHWSLI 2 —F—Ya ViEETIE, -7
V=ADIz—F—2aryFALNY=LTHA5PIT[19 %
& L7, PITO Web A FClEIa—F—3 3 Vi
BTOhTT) ENEPRA I TS, PIT HIRIZ NS
fa—=FELTOI2—=F% Y FLPERLEVZD, V—
Aad—FeLCTIa—% Y 2ERTH L9, PITOT
TANVIHTIVICEENE NNEHEOI 2 —T—2 3~
HE T ARERD-DICHEIE L2, KREBRTHYS 32—
T—Ya YHEETAR 1ITRT. KWL TIER 1 0L
NORLEZEIa—T— Y a VEETORKE LTHEH
T5.

KL T, 7077 LEOENELT) 7 775))
I REME L, VT ) IR A RNy —
PAET 5 [20) A%, AN, [&AXof#Eb] oS h
L8N ) 77 o5 ) TN T =D b ERE LT,
COHNT I 0oEE LEEE, FHEADOSIEICL - T
TA M= AT L OFETREBIERPZEALT H720, V77
75712k oTSBFLAERPEL LR T WEER T2
7o THDH. Fio, REBTILSBFL % Java £V v NH
TFEITL, WHRhERDB AV Yy FNTIONERM ZEHET %
IIOREFEZFEELTVWEL., 20720, HEDO AV Y F
WCFEWB) T80 IRy — TN
TER, ZOLIBRN T 728 ) TR —=21220nT
&, BEOBTWAERD) 7725 1) v 788 — 2 T
L7z, 72k 208, [l o ] 13k, &ischoit
WEMDO XYy FIZOWHTY 77280 2 7 ThHDBD,
Ay RTIE BRI s [Z8Fomh L] <R
AL £72, [&0R0e] 38R, —EoZtXz
H—D&MRISHESL, o2 vy Fizghitd) 772
)T THLEN, TITEIMETL2OARE L7, AN
HELWITHDY 7725 ) 2 Z8F — IR H 5 A
L, Bo/zs MDY 77275 ) v 788 — & B GR
DEMELTREL. BELZN T 778 T8y —
YRR 2 IRT.

#ZTOTFTHEIa—T— Y a VIEETI R BERLEELL
DEFTCEH S5 &9 B L CER L7z, Rl ERR 3
LAY, REBRTIZY 77240 ¥ Rtk TR U iRk fE i
FEE SRR L TREED LRd & 0&Al % iERR
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F®1 ERCTHVDLI2—F—va VHES
Table 1 Mutation operators.

. e . 245
T EsmEn R R
(CB) Conditional Boundary BREHTOHBR 2 LT T 5 a<b a<=b
(INC) Increments A7V AYPET )AL P ANER D n++ n--
(INV)  Invert Negatives BOEEOKIZE SRR 5 -n n
(MA)  Math HATHA A& Sz 5 a+b a-b
(NC) Negate Conditionals BIPRE A F2 E SR 5 a==b al=b
(VM)  Void Method Calls MOHELEE A Yy FIFIH L ZHIRT 5 method(); ;
(PR) Primitive Returns TN ITF 4 THORE)EY 0 ICE SRS return 5; return 0;

(ER) Empty Returns
(FR) False Returns
(TR) True Returns
(NR)  Null Returns

EOMORIZIL L TR RITMICEEHZ 2
RO E% false |2 XLz 5
RO % true |2 212 5
ROE% null I[CE &2 5

return "str"; return "";

return true; return false;
return false; return true;

return object; return null;

R2 Wg) 772 %) sk SBFL 227 Ol 5
Table 2 Target refactorings and results of SBFLScore.

rScore
Ra—FU b m o my mz my ms mg m; Mg
Ra—7—vaviiif: NC CB INV NC CB INV INV PR

X SBFL 237
T=A T T IEN) I TINY = -
HII 1%
1 ZHouy L ([Ftiddossfi] ofH) 0.81 0.53
2: R0 E (2 vy ML) 0.95 0.72
30 EH L -SRI o s 0.69 0.53
4: HIH 7 5 7 Ok 0.61 0.67
5. A — FEIC L 2 ANTLRMAFfLAoHFSHEZ  0.83 0.95

b, REGEFTCRY 258 5 &, EROFMICEERZ 525
RN H L7720, ZOL) REEEIT-72. 72k 214,
%5012 boolean BIOZEH P F#&EL LI a—F—2 3~
HE T I N W2, var == true D X 9 IZBRTE
HY*HWCNCHEETPEHINSL LI IZL TS,
FA AL = ME, C2 AL v ¥ (G485) 75 100% &
BAEHERLE. 2L, BAERLEL DT A Nr—
AERVLZET, £THUT T LLDEEE FHSE 5
72OThHDL, 72720, WEFEICLIVER SN I 2—%
YMIEoTE, TOTOTFLDTFANAAL =D C2H
NLy IH100%C 7% b B WITEEEDSH 5. 7oL 21E, 7
077 AOGEMRICEMERE -G TN L5546, MATEE
FOBMMIZ L) GEHEXPOBEFAEDZED L WY H 5.
20720, FTEREFEOAT vy 7 1IIBVWTIa—%
Y MNOEREIT, TRTOI =Y D C2HXL Y
TH100%E BT A DAL — N BFEETIER L7,
MR TursaxX 4, M5 X6, M7, K 8IIRT.
ZDH b, 4~6 (LD TR 2 kX2 720, &
WEN72Ia—% 2y MIETAHROIBIML T 5.

5.2 fEREER

SBFL 2 a7 OaHllFER© 3 2 OAMIIRT. 7— A
1~313) 772 %) v 7H®SBFL A3 7HE L, 7 —
A4, 5TV 7725 ) YT H%DSBFL A2 7S\ &
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s: int result = 0; 0.67 0.50 0.50 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.67
s2: if (x > 0) 0.67 0.50 0.50 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.67
s3: result=-10; 0.50 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.17
s4: elseif (y >0) 0.33 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.83 0.83 0.83 0.50
ss: result=-20; 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.83 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00
else - - - - - - - -
S¢:  result=-30; 0.17 0.00 0.00 0.17 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.33
s7: return result; 0.67 0.50 0.50 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.67

(a) V772 &Y i (SBFLScore = 0.83)

rScore

Ra—Xr b omp omb my my ms mg mh mg, my, mi.
Ra—7—vasigfit: NC CB INV NC CB INV INV PR PR PR
sy if (x>0) 1.00 0.75 0.75 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.75 0.50
sy o return -10;  0.75 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00
sy if(y>0) 0.50 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.00 0.75
Sis7y ¢ return -20;  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.75 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
Sie7 - return -30;  0.25 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00

(b) V772 %Y ¥ 7t (SBFLScore = 0.95)

4 r—A5:H— FEICL B ANTEIELRoE X2

Fig. 4 Case 5: Replace nested conditional with guard clauses.

WO RERE o7,

Bl LTr—A5,1,30707 L ERENZI 22—
Z MIEATAEHRER 4~6 IIRT. (@)D T7 770 %
V7, (b)y23) 7 8) v TBRTHY, FNENRD
e ra 77 A, A& I =8 2 MIBITA8LD
rScore TR L T\W5h. rScore \(TBUE LS T 7 THIRE
NTBY, £EI2—F 2 bOHIBILOTUT T LAPLER
SN, ThbbREEEL LD rScore 1IZKF-THRIE
NTW5, ZOfEIF 42 HiThR7ZzEBYI2—% 2 D
rScore TbdH b, 7oL 2, Md(a) DIa—% Y m T
1E, s I LT NCHET WA SN TBY, rScore 3
067 THLZLERL TS, KFETEHLTWVE I 22—
%~ b @D rScore DNV-YJEAS SBFLScore Toh 5.

M4DLsy &sh DL T 774 v THIFZETHN
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rScore

Ra—HU b om omy my my ms  mg My
Sa—7—vaER T NC CB INC NC CB INC PR

sp: if (0 <n) 0.67 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.25 0.25 0.75
Sp: n--; 0.33 11.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.25
s3: else if (n <0) 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.75 0.75 0.00
S4: N+ - 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.75 1.00 0.25
s5: return n; 0.67 0.50 0.50 0.50 0.25 0.25 0.75

(a) V772 &V 7R (SBFLScore = 0.81)

rScore
Ra—Xr b omp omb my my o m5 mg my
Ra—7—v g EK T NC CB INC NC CB INC PR
sa : boolean f1 = (0 < n); 0.40 0.33 0.33 1033 0.17 0.17 0.50
s, : boolean f2 = (n < 0); 0.40 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.17 0.17 0.50

shy @ if (F1) 0,40 10.33 1033 [0.33 [0.17 [0.17 [0:50
sy 1 on— 0.20 [1.00 '1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 [0.17
sy ¢ else if (f2) 0.00 0.00 0.00 [1.00 [0.83 (0.83 0.00
Sy Nt - 0.00 0.00 [0.17 [0:83 [1.00 0.17

s5 : return n; 0.40 0.33 0.33 10.33 0.17 0.17 0.50

(b) V772 &Y 7tk (SBFLScore = 0.53)

B5 7r—A1:ZBDUHHL
Fig. 5 Case 1: Extract variables.

rScore

Sa—HY b omy o my mzy my ms mg Ny
Ra—7—va ER Y NC CB MA MA MA MA PR
0.57 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.57
0.57 10.29 10.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.57
0.57 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.57
0.29 0.86 0.86 0.00 0.86 0.00 0.00
0.29 0.86 0.86 0.00 0.86 0.00 0.00

s;: int result = 0;

s, int tmp = 0;

530 if (x> 0) {

sS40 tmp=y*2;
result =y + tmp;
} else {

Se: tmp=y*3;

S5

%5

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.86 0.00 0.86 0.29

s7: result=y + tmp; 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.86 0.00 0.86 0.29

i

sg: return result; 0.57 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.57

3

(a) V772 &Y 7Hi (SBFLScore = 0.69)

rScore

Ra—FYhomp my my my mpsg my

Ra—7—v g EKE T NC CB MA MA MA PR

s{ @ intresult = 0; 033 0.17 10.17 0.17 0.33 033

s5 :inttmp =0; 0.330.17 10.17 0.17 0.33 0.33

sy if (x>0) 0.33 0.17 0.17 0.17 0.33 033

sy ¢ tmp=y*2; 0.17 11.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
else

s¢ : tmp=y*3; 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.17 0.17

S5z 0 result=y + tmp; 0.33 0.17 10.1710.17 0.33 0.33

sg : return result; 0.33 0.17 0.17 0.17 0.33 0.33

(b) V772 &Y 7tk (SBFLScore = 0.53)

X6 7 —A3:E\ELLEMRREROKE

Fig. 6 Case 3: Consolidate duplicate conditional fragments.

(AT 2 A CHFZRFE LTS LTwa, ok
ZIEE 4 DL so & sh &) 772750 v FRItATEALIE %
<, 5 DXL s, &s), V77278071255 T s
PHGFEENTZZERRLTRL. ET2, W6 DI s); 4,
i, Lss, s BN T 7280 7280 TIOOUIEY
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sp: if (x >0)

so: return 10;

s3: if (y <0) Shasy o if( (x>0)

s, return 10; Il (y<0)

552 if (2==0) I (z==0))

s¢: return 10; Spag @ return 10;
Ky : return 20;

s7: return 20;

OSSN TA

OIS E SN

X7 7r—22:. &R0k e

Fig. 7 Case 2: Consolidate conditional expression.

spointr=0;
s,: boolean found = false;

s3: for (int i : array) { s intr=0;

s4:  if (found != true) { s for (int i : array) {

S5: if i==0) s5: if i==0)

S6- found = true; KR break;

§7° result = result + i; R result = result + i;
1 }

sg: return result; sg: return result;

@V 772 %Y 7R b V77 B2 T

X8 r—24:fliHl77 7 OHkR
Fig. 8 Case 4: Remove control flag.

SN2 ER LTS,

F72, EWIHInT A, T4bER LT RTICE
OYRFAL I a—F—va VEETPHEA ST TERSR
73a—F v ba, 2=V ORTERER. 2k 21T,
4D my & miiE, Lsy & sh ICNCHAT2EA SN
723a2—% Y MDXRTTHL., XT7ELDSLIa—%r M
MUBFERELE L THS LTS, DB, I 2—% b
DT, (my,my) EEHT L. X7 E%DBI2—F U}
D rScore & LT 5 Z & C, [W Uit & T I2384E L 72K
MO IEHULIERL, $7hbbZORMEFHOED LT S
N, VT2 Y THIRTENIZT BT B &R
HZENTED.

5.2.1 SBFL X227 #M@EE L 74l

BIELTTr—A5IZDOWTELET L. F— A5 THAL
7z [ 77— FEIC & 2 ANTF4fiiiodF sz ] L3, &%
TR DX RN & 7 B S D805 72 E AU return § 4 4L
HAGHICE AT L2 LT, RO EART S5 L)
EZ D) T 7o 8) S ThHEH, 3ETHY 77
Z) 7BIEREEE, TD L) EEHIL carly return & D
s, INHIEEVY—AI—FDFXANDFEL LI L
PHIS DR D B

M4 EY)Ia—Fr bOXRTERET DL, (my,m)),
(ma,my), (ms,mg,), (ms,my,), (ms,mg.) &0 772775
) ¥ A rScore DAL, (ms,mi) &V T E ) T
212 rScore BMET, #NLNIE DL Lol VT 770
V) YTHIOKI =7 Y MIBWT, Wsy, sp, sy LA
U rScore THhH B LIZEBT 5. ZOXPRIGEFTTdH

/1
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x 3 FMHWEI EOXDHE (r—A5)

Table 3 Statements by conditional branch (Case 5).
(a) V7727507 by 772507

R _

FATIE

=4 =41
s, 51) %3 (s}, 1) CEPS
C(*, ") {s1,82,87} o, {s2}
C(T, %) {s3) CT, %) {si5n)
CF,*)  {sa} CF, ") {si}
CEF, T) {ss} C(F, T) {5}
C(F, F)  {so} C(F,F)  {sfen)

HIa—F Y MEmy, me, mg THY, V775>
T rScore D) F L7232 —% U bORTIZETFN A,
rScore DEIHEBBELZHERL L7225, TNE DL DOHEEE
LFLHWIIFEUETH o7, 4.2 HiTikR7zzeBY, 7
FFETEF CERE L FHFOXALWVITE, ZDOLDNEN
DEDB &9 BRIFNAFIT 24T > TWA, sy, s9, 7138
DTANF—=Z2IZBVWTHUTEITEINSE L TH L7720
LEEBMETH 7225, )7 727 %) ¥ 7 return XHMF
ASNTZZ LT, LTFETEINDLLD s, DR & o727
O, LB &L O rScore 2SI L L7z 26N 5.

X EBNT, FENET AN —ADHETH 5
X, $hbLECEMESEESTEITSINL L, DRl
[ CREsE 2 52, [A] USethoriide T84T S B 30 % T
T 5720, Mol lc sl LT, FOME
R 3IIRT. TORITBWVT, C(sg, 84) 1 E sy & 541
FNENEEND RO RNIE U750k & ik
T5. Ao REOLY ) LMEIE, {T,F,*} D3:@E)T
By, ThEhE, W, 28R LEeRd. 2821 3C*)
i, WINOLEHNIZ S B L T e WEFSIEETH D,
V7727 %) TR 81, 82, 5725, U770 5) 07
BT sy DSREUT A, K3 LD, CF %I4T A LD
)77 28) 7L oT3 RO 1ICH-TEBY, £h
DAV IEICED D I3\, [J LRI LD v
Lid, AUBRMEEZ OB P LW L2 ERLTWA T
W, [ L&MESIERROLA i vIEE, SBFL A a7 A%
LB EERLIENTED.

5.2.2 SBFL X7 H{&ETF L 74l

Bl LT —2A1, 3I20VWTELETSL, ¥—A 17T,
S oA EEFICT ) BT [EKmhlL] V77
7y Y TEEME LIz, FIETRES LIS p LTz
LA, RADEBY, O %) IS T 5 XD
LTWwa ZEDPERTE . 5 &0, CC %) IS
BYHNRMGEFTCTHD I 2= POXRTIZBVWTIE, )
TroE) U THEDI =5 bDFD, rScore HENC
EWFmAINS . FHAENOICY ) LAzZ & TH—
SIS CTEIT SN D LOKAH 2, SBFL A 2 7 HM&

6 ZITIE, Wi, so, st DI ITBTEFTENDLLD, KD
2T 2\ 1 DO&EMBIEE R LTS,
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4 FMUFBRTEOXDHE (r—2 1)
Table 4 Statements by conditional branch (Case 1).

() V772457
RRTIE _

(b) V77250 I
SIS

B %2l
(o1, s3) %243 Clsan, 531) D
c(r, * {s1,85} C**) {8har S5ar S1p, S5}
C(T, ") {s2} C(T,*)  {sh}
C(F,*)  {ss} CF,*)  {sh}
C(F, F)  {s4} CF, F)  {si}

K5 FUDBIEI OO (5 —23)
Table 5 Statements by conditional branch (Case 3).

@) V7725 ¥ by V77250 ik

e sy ES T sy

C(s3) C(s5)

(") {s1,82,83,58}  C(*) {81, 85, 85, 875 7y, 58}
C(T) {54,585} C(T) {si}

C(F) {s6,s7} C(F) {s6}
TLEEZONS,

r—A 3 CHM L7z [HEL72EM5Emm omé | &
if-else DT CEITEINELE if LoV Y HdY 7 7
IEN T ThHE. GRS LIRS LR
3R 5 IRT. C(Y) X4 T A2xofuEmmL, o),
CF) I T A XLDEIBEAHLTBY, y—A5L1D
W HDOELIET > Tnb, 6 LVIa2—%>bDOXRT
RItEdsE, V7724 72K 5T rScore DMET L
723a—F 2 OXRTORD, WMINMLIEIa—% 2 DR
TEIVLEW., T, VT 728y IRBICIOBE
MLz C) IZE K DINFHEL T D I L HHATH D
LEzons, o, (ms,m; 6y) & (me, m5 6y) DXT
&, o7 EWRTY 772740 Y ZHithD rScore O
FERKE V. IR, SO Y VORMEEDL A
FMT DM, VT 7 ) Tk 5T C(T),
C(F) 5 C(*) ICEHELR Y, ZN5DHIEETIEITER
LXDED 2D 5 ICKEHR I ENHEATHD L%
AbND., ZOZENL, FHIEEDOLDE» LT
DL VHNIABE) L2245, SBFL A2 7HMLF L
PR EZER B ENTEL, HIZ, K6(b) 25 6(a) ~
DEWRD L2, ZVEPLLRENLOBE 2179 2
¢ T, SBFLAa7 %M LEELZENTEDLEVZ S,

53 F&®

FEBARER LD, F—DEMEE TET SN D LOHN
BwiiE, SBFL A7 WM ET A2 L 2R L. £
72, CNAEBRTA-0OT U T LEEOEIFEL L
T, UTOFEPEMNTHL EEZLND.

e carly return # WV CTEMAIEZ BT S 5.

o [Fl—DEMFIIED DD L N0 b DT~

1036



[BRAIEFREREE Vol.62 No.4 1029-1038 (Apr. 2021)

ABET 5.
6. ZUMENDER

ARPBETHTIE, ERENTZI 2—% 2 DD rScore D
E¥MER SBFL Aa7 & L7z, L»L, 32—=%2 D
rScore \[CHVIVEDY G T INLTW2 0, rScore DA g D Y
Hol)THEEE, FHHETHVD Z LIIAEYTH S
BNAH L. O L) BRGEE, FHETIER  RRER
T E T E2AT) L FE L., T2, V77
7)) TN L 5T rScore DXL BT — A ETFHB T —
ADWH BT B%E, EEED LI B Lzrbw»
IIEMETEH T2 LS HHTHLTREMEDLDH .

KL TIER 2 ICRBO 5 D) 7778 v 7 a sk
Bgl Lic, V77280 0 7N8 — VI3RS T
Lz, oy — 2 THGFEET 5 2 & T, #Hiz e flim %38
RL720, AR LW e BET 6080 375
WHEVEDSDH 5.

ARILEFHEIZ L 5 SBFL 22 7 OFHI R, 7 A M
A= e Ia—%r MERBIIRELZITR720, Z1b
DEFENEALT 5 2 & THRIDEERFER & R LGRS
LNDWHEMED S 5. KL TlE, #N 5 DOEFEH SBFL
AATIZED L) B BE 525N ERFHETE Ty,
SE & AT ) RO TTENEZ NS, T A MAAL— b
IZDOWTIE, SBFL DMEE X RO L72ODT AN r— A%
AR B BEAERRSE [10], [11] 215352 LT, 7A MR
A = PDEEHEDPFRERIZED L D) ENE D 72570
AT A HENEZOND., $72, Ta—F Y MEFREICD
WL, R CTHWZ 1L BEO I 27— 3 VAT
Wz, oIa—F—avEETE2EHTL2ET
Ja—% Y MR L BEEROE N BGEES 5 HESE
Zbih,

B, V7787 7ur g A0NEEEOgE
&> T7UT T LADORTEEEFHD D 720 DFAMTH 57,
REBFERTIE, RTFUERBOLOD) 770 51) 27
25 SBFL AR TICOAR AT —ANHFEHE L. K
312, SBFEL A2 EmH 57200 7075 MRS,
ZoTHTHERTEELIEICOLNLTRERDL H 5.
KL TE 707 T LEEDENICE S SBFL A3 7 0E
WIZDOWTOREH L2728, o SVE FE= Bl I~ 0
WEIZOWTOFliATE TRV, 20728, SBFL #
Gtk D BRI & DRBR AL NICT S 2 LIFAED
HELRETH L.

7. BBHYIC

KL T, 78077 LRI SBFL I EOREEE® L T
WAPEW)EEE o TWA EE R, FOHM% SBFL
WEME L THRELA., $/2, SBFLEAMLZFHMETA 1
ODIIEE SBFL 227 kL, 3a—F—Ya YT A%
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HH L7z SBFL 2 a7 oMl Tz RE Lz, V7704
VU S REMIZ, TR ST AEEDEWICE A SBFL A2
T DOEN TR L RER, W UARE, M7 AMAA— R
THoTd, 7077 1HEEDOENZLY SBFL A 274
BT 5T &R L. F/2, SBFL Aa7 xn k&%
5707 T LEEDOR R L.

KEHILTIE, SBFL A2 7 &) dFHlifgiE 2 Hwab 2 &
T, SBFLEAMHOEWT O 7T AEEEIFERT L2
T&72%%, SBFL A2 7IIIHTE A2 5HSRENTH 5.
BARMIZIX, SBFL A2 7 OFHINCIZTRTOT A M —
A% WY 57077 LLETHLI20, SBFL = Hw»
TR %479 il SBFL #H R OEMEE 2 LR L 72w e
W) EDRIZIDR A T ENTE R\, F72, KEBRICBITS
SBFL 2 a7 OFHI R 124 7% {, SBFL @& D
EWV BT 57200 SBFL A2 7D L & Wb AT
HbH. X HEHYLRYNTSBFL EAT2EH T 472012
&, EETH 7077 L05HIC L 5 ERT— ¥ OIUE,
SBFL 2 2 7 5Hll O S DA, & %\ 1d SBFL
AT PHOH 72 % FHIREE IS O W T OME 2 &, &6 7%
BRI RKD LG,

Mz <, XxoO7ua 77 L5556 SBFL #AMEOEW 71
7T L0 HEZRBET OIS SR IEHD) ATz,
6 T2 E BY, SBFL #AMEIIRTFIED 1 DOBIET
EH2b00, MORSFHEEHKT 2 WEE2 DD, 20
728, SBFLEE&MEZI L&D 7075 LEBRNEIXD
FTLOACELSTHDDRT VD LIRS %\, SBFL
ZFEITTAHENS, SBFL @AW VT 177 AREEICH
B 52T, RBRBOREZN ESE5 2 LAT
ELUREUEND 5.

HEE A LO—IE, HARFAIRE SR #i B
A (B) GREER S | 18H03222), HMEmse (B) GR
S L 20H04166) OB #15 Cirbh7.
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