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An Automatic Alarm Identification Method Oriented to
Defect Detection Process

KONG Jiaolong, JIN Dahai, GONG Yunzhan
(State Key Laboratory of Networking and Switching Technology, Beijing University of Posts and
100876, China)

Abstract: Static analysis (SA) tools can aid the developers detect the critical errors in software to some degree. However, chal-
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lenges such as scalability and undecidability are likely to have impact on their precision and performances. preventing these tools from
being widely adopted in practice. Recently, researchers begin to utilize the artificial intelligence techniques to improve the usability of
these tools by automatically classifying the alarms of false and positive, the manual identification of which is laborious and time-consu-
ming in software development processes. Traditional approaches mainly focus on using hand-engineered features to represent the de-
fective code snippets, it is hard to extract the deep semantic information of reported alarms. In order to overcome the limitations of
traditional approaches, a novel feature extraction approach is designed and proposed. By collecting and capturing the fine-grained se-
mantic and syntactic information, which is included in the instructions related to the state-transforming processes of instances of the
fault pattern state machine, and combining them with an effective deep learning framework, the cross-project defect automatic identifi-
cation can be achieved. The experiment is based on the alarm dataset of five open-source projects. Comparing with the traditional met-
rics-based method. the indicator AUC is increased by between 1. 83% ~31.81%. The experimental results show that the proposed
method is effective and can yield significant improvement on the cross-project defect identification.

Keywords: static analysis; software defect identification; fault pattern state machine; word embedding; deep neural network
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PEB B A fLAE e (1996 = 55 WAL IR T B0, 32 S8 DS 2000 04X ke o A6 00 7y 1) F) 40F 5

S RIF 1974 =), 55 A0 T YL BN B 2082 0005 o 3 20 A0 2000 0 4 gt 6 A2 000 D vl B O0F 7

B AR962 ) I I AR BN BB TR SN B B R R T 1
SIAMS AL &R, B 2. — P R G T S R A R A S A T ik LT, TS LI A R ), 2022, 30(7) 126 - 34,

BB MU www. jsjclykz. com



%7

FLFE . SE . — Pl sk R R G R A AR B e A ik . 27 -

B SIHSIEA &, 4% McCabe metrics'®’, Halstead
metrics'™ , Fl CK metrics™ , SR 24 Fif SCHk 28 B X S8 435 F 1
FoR PRI IR Z 1 AE B b Z dEw . A, Zn
KESSTIriE FEE X TR AN M55, B 2552 Fnil ik 48 ok
B —ALR. BLERMAN D EZR R BLE T AR L
B EEAE S22 R, Fit, BESRUE T TRRFE
T Sk A B N T B H AR LA, K31 40 T Bk i 3
A N B RUR .

i, HMORMEWA ST TR G MR RN
T B SR EET B Wi, ETHRESIN
TEC 2N TRAE R B B AR e
JE DR AR X N B IE E R (AST, abstract syntax tree)
RIS 7 1 3R TR 8 S T B A 2 R 4 0 AR 5L
TR P 42 ) 2% 2 381 1) AR 0E 25 I R 8 o 1) 4 R A
RS I 4 R 3R W R TR B 22 20 0 U 125 B A T 4 ) R BRUAR
B AH O Y SCRFAE - PRI B T Y 2 B 2 Tl AU T -
FPAIE A % 48 05 1

AR SCHR Y — T ) e B A I o AR 0 B S AR A T, [
BET BB CIR A L R I Ao AR 3 A A8 A A A T S
5 R AR RS L T IR S S e A O B 48 A 4R 1R EUE
AP TS R AIRL BE IR TE L TR AR BOJR R R O S5 Ak
FRORF 51, 3K 28 41 4 I S5 30 o 4 1) o 2 ) S AR O A &
Mg A, U 2R BB AL A SRR N E AR, 5
— € AR EE BT LUHE I AS [R) AR 22 1) /) R ik 43 A 25 7. AR 3
B H A4 N State2Vec,

1 #HXIE

L1 sREE#ERREN

BB R T AR T 0 B A, R B s v
A — AR BRRE . s o RS AL H A A W DR T 58 S R R
T i BB PR M R B [ (RL. resource leak) s #7 X 48 457
GG EAE, S8 5 B (NPD, null point-
er dereference) ,

SE SC1e A fok B A5 AR A EG R L ke o 8 OR 2
ML, HAR E A RREI (FSM, finite state machine),
IEREES D, WEHBES T, MEBFMES Con-
ditions, . D,..=U {($Serror. $start}), DX Conditions

D, Serror B S start 4y 913 5 HE AR A FE B OIR 25
D, 375 FAR A5 O 5 o Bt B 2R 2 L T LA A4 1)
B R . BIAn: RL Al NPD B2 T R 4 BL A 4
CRN

BB R A B, B 2 B B BB . R T A B
RRGRR . T R RPN R S Ll R R,
B A B A L SC 1 R A P R A S, 1
AL R A — b VE TR A RO e — A RLORAHLSE 5 X4
b Rl AR T 75 T R — A NPD R A LS
1.2 EFHRBERASNMNR S &

E X 2. K S (IP, inspection point) , &% P J& 1 M 2

resource %
not dereference
reachable

R B URL R BEASEINPD
Bl 1 RL Fl NPD i #52 XCRAHL

7. BB S N 28, 2K, S= (S,. S, -+, S,
BERHBR K F, Si= {Sy, Sos vy Skts MNP HPiFHEH
S MR AR WES IP= {(IP,, IP,, -, IP,}.
EX 3. s (AP, alarm point), 7E IP £ 4/, 4
— &R — =004 (S, P, J) FR: S KSR
Hrh—ZnEX R LA . P oy —ANosodl, AR
IP i 5 NrulFm L4, ZR4, B E, Xt
% 15 TP JIREJ k44 . B B LA oA [R] A8 6 D B A [
— 4T RIEH, Index FRARERMBMMIRT] . J Famri IP g
BIAING AR, RIEAT BB #RIATT . 1y NULL, B
WiNJa ., ESLBEE (True), 2k (False Alarm),
PRSI 2 Y PR BAAT I, B S A A Y e e A
A, RIES B 450 BEAH R RS HLSE B, B B 2 iy
SRR K § start . FLSE 002 00 AR S . B4 A
RGBT, SR O 4 o O BT AT A O e, X 2T
SRS AT RE AR S G B TR BRI . A
8 05 S 3 S A 5 AR DR W AR 5 FR I R R )T AN TR R

=

HE T e B A OR A ML B R I AR AN B0k 1 PR . Bk
R

ik 1.

BN R TR
< A0
:begin

for TEAFEHNA Y A n do

:inStateSet[ n] < O/ = ¥k * /

soutStateSet[ n] < @

5:outStateSet Entry ] <— D{ $ start(Var[ D} / * A0 S8%)
IERELESR »/

6:statechange < true

=N

] e o A Kl 3k AR S L
A5 S ) inStateSet[ n] I outStateSet[ n |

=N

A~ w DN =

w

7 :while statechange do begin

8 :statechange < false

9:for [ Entry fJ%135 45 n do begin

10:nStateSet[ n] < U,c o outStateSet[ p

11:0ldout < outStateSet[ n]

12 ;outStateSet[ n] < genState[ n] U(inStateSet] n]—kill[n])
13.if outStateSet[ n| # oldout

14 :hen statechange < true
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- 28 - THEEHLIN &L 5 4l 9530 %
15:end T HE R T o T AR BB A I e R AR v, AR O 4R
16:end B SO S A A AR N SR A X R YT N Y
end

B, EABCEL R P oAy R LR S LR
WICHE, BRSNS A M L BRE RS,
H inStateSet [n] FRIEANT S n Z 810 ITE TLHPRSE
£+ outStateSet [n] FRil WA n Z 5 A LHPRE &
4. genState [n]] FR/RAET S n AL = A 15 20 0 B A 52 il
REEA S Kill [n] FIRTET S n AR 0 BTA 24 B4R
A, pred [n] FARTE n WAETSES, B o WaT
KT A5 .

2 HEREENEROERBEEIA

AR S T e e A 2 OR S ML A A T L B 2 BORH DG 35 4 4R
BT T — TR B AR R AR AR IO s, BB ERFIE S
FRM R F A, BT EE TR T EMmmlm SR,
AR % B SN 7 ik 44 0 State2Vec, it =41,

State2Vec AJ2p N AT =& 43 1) F&F B G A 20K A&
BB Ao 0 1L 2 R BBORE DG 8 4 4R, T I SR BCIR S ML 2 B W o
RIS R RS B AR SR T RS, SRR
RITB RS, R WAERAEAE. 2 Bt IR —Fh#
YA BE R AE AR BT s B EUAH O 45 A S T L O Y At kL
IR . IBXER. 3 R AF AR, G850 075
T FIBe B s e B AR, fER A Mg A, IR
BIE MR B 5 2 M5 A, IR0 8] 0T L2 ) B g
W SCRIE R M 2 W 4 . 27 BB IR IR AR A 2 Bis.,

-

1 BRAAREN |

b R A - i

oF
STHETC
ki
peud
=
S
3
1
T
=

K 2 State2Vec TAER TR

2.1 ETREBEXRENHIESERRAE

IR 20 Bk B T SCAH 5% 10 45 4 8 2 BUE A HR A7 16 A
A2 TR R AE 09 4 4 2 e 41 N TR Y
AR, X TR R BRIETE T N 52 U 5 4 S B0 RLEE .
T 12 T IO A R 2 U 7 UM R

A SR AT ) 5k A 00 5 R ) 4 4 AR 4R UL R —
ZEAREE TN L BT S 45 R 0 R P BB TR Ol — B
B, i 2 R A OIR ZS WL B 1 2 1 M R P 0 SO s e
U BRBE AR A HLSE B, 5 3 a7 O AR A 2 1 0 A
JRIZRESE (FEl R 1 48D bk AOR A 51 AR 25 0] B 5% e 4

PEACES R BB O AH DG 18 2 & . B T st 3B i 48 4 4R 4 IRt
REANTL 2 R .

"2,

A AR A U I A R A A IR A L

B e B A OIR AL S8 R 2 e 4 Xk L Y 2 R T R A
.for n in G(N, E, Entry. Exit) do
:inStateSet[ n] < @
soutStateSet[ n] <~ @ / x Wik * /
rend

5:changelist < List() / * 5 B changelist F] 3 7% R 25 o 28
A2 ) 3T %/

6 :outStateSet] Entry |<- D{ $ start (Var[ 1)}/ * A O3 S 1)
HREES »/

7 :statechange < true

= w N

8:while statechange do

9:statechange < false

10:for B Entry M4/~ 95 54 n do

11:inStateSet[ n] <

12: Upe preara) outStateSet[ p ] 13: oldout < outStateSet [ n ] out-
StateSet[ n] < gen[n]

14:U (inStateSet[ n]—kill[n])if outStateSet[ n] #oldout then
/o R SR IR A R AR U+ /

15 statechange < true

16:changeList. add (n) /> 4R 2% 2 28 B9 #4830 55 233 A
list % /

17 :end

18: end

19:end

20 return changel.ist

A bad e& A TS S . KH OGR4 SR SR IR HL AR 40
W& 3 Fizs . bad eRECHAT 5 ASFEHNAY AL, 7ET A Entry
Ab o RZSPLEBIAL T stare AR5 758 nl 4b . Z5HG (AR £
twolnts #1451k & NULL, Btk & A R & % it START->
MAYNULL; 355 n2 4b, twolnts fELI#1ES & 5 K&
A5, HEPRE #: MAYNULL->>ERROR, [Hit, bad
PR 5 NPD R 5G9 48 4 46 S #2098 nl n2 )
N7 A A BE
2.2 BETFHESENANERMERNAE

DEAXRE 1 /R v AR B2 45 40 15 B 7R Z AT B9 O b A AR
WM R TR RRE. AXGIAPAD CIEF R
BB a4 s . PIAS R ECE A 2R A B type declara-
tion &), if &), DI X BREE ] function invocation & A] ,
A 3 e — 1 X 7E O 3 A T B A ARSI e — 1 &
BRAEAT 2 ARk A0 W I 2 T3 AT B0 NPD Bk .
TE4n bad MEAUR R MABEE . [HETE good R, i & &
BRAEAF AT LUEE S0 NPD BRI, 25 305 3070 0 AS 3l 2 2% 1R
LA T . WA METREEZIN T EREZ R
AE B SCE B AU R BEWe S O P A R 41 IR T i
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57 LA, S — i ) Sk B R I SRR A R A SRR IA T R < 29
Entry: (START} IP (Inspection Point) 7F f—— 7 5 £ &
Q ) 1+ (STARTNATNULL] S A G s B, AR SCHT VAR
void badQ 2: {MAYNULL->ERROR} P SRS VAR OTHER
{ —> Lz 7N o
Jante A Colmtat NI oroTn > intOne=5) TR —
. G Exit
/#n3*/printLine( “intOne==5" ) ; P B FLe 5 h B R SCAE B FE A5 E A,
A FRAE SR B T2 2 B2 R S5 2R N 6 TR .
|/*n1%/twoInts Struct*twolnts=NULL; | < C W ) TEZRET . A — 2% NPD BRAER, TE
|/#n2#/if ((twolInts!=NULL)& (twoInts—>intOne==5)) ; ] nl n2 PR T AL nl Fn2 A0 B R A SOR 2L
ok gizf S R A RS, nl RS R R
WA START-> NULL, n2 &bk & & 3 K
3 bad A S48 4 HR L NULL->ERROR,
1 void bad( T nl YR ACAS AT R R B IR AT, 6 R VA B S De-
2 | claration Node 26, twolntsStruct JE 45 AR M, twolnts
3 twolntsStruct *twolnts = NULL; T /l\ élj:l: *L] MX g8 lﬁ—’ twolnts J& IP FE, H ?ﬂ ﬁéf ﬂﬁ %7
g HiCmolts () & (o ntsintone = 9)) /7R NULL, P45 4% nd A 56 48 4 07 LU D 5 4 # F 41)
61 ' {DECLARATION, STRUCT _ TYPE, POINTER, VAR
_IP. NULL},
7 void good() W 2 MR AT R BEE AT, X R I AR A Selec-
2 { s : L tionStatement Node 28, twolnts->>intOne & H fth 28 &, “!
ntsStruct *twolnts = ; X . )
10 ri(t:&:cfz ;I:J’EL) tZ& (twolnts—>intone == 5)) //44f2 =T e JRILBRAER, &7 RARAER. 5T R
11 printLine ( “intone == 5” ); %&7 E]ltt%)\]—i n2 /rﬁéé?‘ﬁé\ﬁfuﬂﬂ%ﬁiﬁﬂ?ﬁ%?ﬂ {IF _ SE-

K4 P CHEE ML

DX 2 P ) 2 20 b A0 Bl iy DX o PR UG P A R R Y  AF
HFS R AR —H. W RHFS [TYPE _ DECLA-
RATION, IF _ STATEMENT, FUNCTION _ INVOCA-
TION] R, ERENTRIBRIAGS FUE 58 2R .

AR SCAR Y — iR (9 ZIDRLE )RR S IO 3% . AT LA
Fff M S IR 2 0 ) 2 5P A 4R AR AT 5 1R A 2 [ ) 24
PR . ZTTIE AR 5 Fh T B T 54815 4R HUR

fiE: 1) Assignment Expression Node; 2) Declaration
FRRE| | <

Node; 3) Function Invocation Node; 4) SelectionState-
ment Node ({40 if. switch 15 /)); 5) IterationState-
ment Node ({4 for, while & f)); 6) JumpStatement
Node (#[#ll return, break & /H)) . 18 158 M X 675 & K&
HTH7 Ah SR O AVE 7 SRS, PR IRR AU A
FNAT T K AT HE Y B Ja AT e 5 S 28 ST
A H T

&5 F L T A Sl A A 3 1 S SR R T
84, BT U 4 BRI BRI R T 48 4 R S ARk
o 75 I3 BB BORZ B 1 44 PR 2R E T LR . A
[) A% rp B AH TR 4 B A9 R KR BE S IR W) 9 T RE . R
TARUERS TAEHR A AT AT, A SO 0 28 2 4% Ak
TR R ACRT T P SCER 0 3 b 3 R B0 F Y AR TR
R E AR, FAFE LIBRARY  FUNCTION _ IN-
VOCATION FI USER _ DEFINE _ FUNCTION _ INVO-
CATION 435l 37 B R ORI P B 8 SCRRBOR A . XF T

BT

[efxn]

LECTION, VAR _ 1P, NOT _ EQUAL, NULL, INCLU-
SIVE _AND, VAR _OTHER, EQUAL, CONSTANT},
2.3 EFEFEBURREHEMEHHENINZE
2.3.1 FfFH &Y

B R 45 B 40 TGk B A e 2% 1 A, 5 2L

STRUCT_TYPE
ASSIGNMENT

IF_SELECTION/IF OUT

SWITCH SELECTION/
SWITCH_OUT

r (Declaration Nodes

Assignment Expressio
ode

election Statement
Node

FOR_LOOP/FOR_OUT

WHILE LOOP/WHILE OUT
DO_WHILE_LOOP/DO_WHIL
E OUT

RETURN

ADD [SUBTRACT[MULTIPLE[ DIVIDE |
MOD [ INCREMENT | DECREMENT
EQUAL [ NOT EQUAL|
GREATER_THAN| LESS THAN

GREATER THAN[LESS THAN OR
| OR_EQUAL | EQUAL

AND OR | NOT

teration Statement
odes

—

=
(=N (= (=

L(Jump Statement Nodes

Arithmetic Operator

Relational Operator

A

Logic Operator

TNCLUSIVE_AND] TNCLUSIVE OR
“ —+[EXCLUSIVE_ OR | REVERSE BIT
TEFT SHTET | RIGHT SHIFT
CONSTANT
Variable — AL
VAR OTHER -

LIBRARY FUNCTION INVOCATION
USER_DEFINE FUNCTION_INVOCATION

ADDRESS | POINTER | SIZEOF |

4745 A TR T4 4 X I A

unction Invocatiomy __,
Nodes

— |

[l 5
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|/*n1*/tonnts Struct*twolnts=NULL;

| /#n2%/if ((twoInts!=NULL)& (twoInts—>intOne==5)) ;

SelectionStatement Ei RS
Node Declaration Node

Type Var
“ Specifier Declarator

EI =] [twoIntsStruct]| = |
I
/ \ / _Iﬁ A
twolnts NULL || twolnts 5 RAEM | *tWOIntS| | NULL |
—>intOne B

e
(é @ECLARATIOID »CSTRUCT TYP@ »( POINTER } »( VAR TP } »( NULL }
CINCLUSIVE ANID« { NULL } (NOT EQUAL} < VAR IP )« {F SELECTIO@*

’W >< BQUAL } »( CONSTANT

K6 HEHKES

TR A BARG FLH AR B 1) B . A SCH B G F AT Y
B, KR B N — M IER B RE . 1T,
TR LE 0 B BT A R R A7 R e S P R S5 i B BT S
FE s ARSOR S B 4 Y ) S ], JF BAE MR ET
SCI A HR A fe 4 1) 2t ) vh 8 A s SRR .

Word2vec H1 ) Skip-gram"™ 45 £ ] D43 3o 15 0 A O 37
J) B ) 53 SR YN 2R3 1) &, PR O AR SCER BRI S 4 & ) 41
SR B EAER B RN Y — 8 U FER R
FFFAE R3O R . ASCRA skip-gram B8 I 25 4 R A
(negative sampling) [ 4¢ 11 J5 ok Y Zknl 1] &, H b5 R 4L
W (D FrR . HH o, FR 1T O 3R 0 R Y ] R R
v BN ELILH SR A R ROR . oL BRI ORFE
RN T RIR RN . R TR TURFEREA I KN,
V) T

D Eepolloge(— /v D)

Ky Word2vee AT B I2 It 48 M 2%, A SCR AT BE
HLEEE R & (SGD, stochastic gradient descent) #EATEAL
AT AFHPEERRIILT — A nEmEFE R, 2 YK
AINTTLLE OB, A n B8y 150, FORFEFEA K/ £
WE 100,

HI T A4 T B Y I B A AE 25 5, T P48 T 4% 1 i A
BORE AR MR AR, A SO A B R Y )
PSS (padding) , 524> padding F4F 8 B 1L BRI Y
JPHVRIE A AR A b i K 1 45 BB AU AR TR, pad-
ding 45 H F n 4% ) b ROR .

2.3.2 YNGRBER R4k B 3h ik

G2 M 2% (RNN, recurrent neural networks) J&
—ANTERT ) 1 2 38 1Y Bl 28 TR 4. 4 ) R B A B TR) i
BE o MG W4 R 1] ok Ak BB E] A0 ) Y . RR S R

logs (v',,7

RS
#7591

AR AR 32

IDCERE [R] P B0 £ o 0 2R T 1 Ao 2 B 4 g — R A 22

JUfE T HEEM 1 T — 2164k, FEA MY AL B AL i 20 b J2 <7
B o AT TR ZE 48T 5 . 4 JUTE X A B 220 1Y i o AT
VAEHFR W N — 0 [H) 2 A5 A 1200 28 9 4% A 1 A B
6] 730 77 T R ), PR, RNIN G 2 20 R 1 1) B 3k
WA, ERIZHIHNTERUKEXES ., AR
T VR B 2 ) R A i DR E IR L IR E AL *)L%%ﬁ]ﬂwu
S bt P A B 45 NLP S5l i) [e) A JIr 28 % . WA, RNN M
AT LN B R 7 E F 4L # (PLP, program language
process) [ @HHT,

PR A5 1 B AR AFAE bR SCIR M G &R 1 1) &2 )5 41
ASCHERE RNN fE Ry SEABIR, 5@ %% RNN Rk, A
REBUN KA ICIZ M4 (LSTM,
ry) S5TTEEHRHBICMYE (GRU, gated recurrent unit),
RNN B JZEC0 PiJZ . RNN @ J5 1 Sy 4w . I 15 32 8 0 4
(LR, logistic regression) 732 #8454& . WM 5 ANHFIE T
R A B LA 288 State2Vec [HT 9 25 WL
g Xof R AR ER R A B 4R IR =20 A A D R A
PG &, B FFEFRTFINER M EES
HECMNRKEUE W RIET, B EMETR. ﬂ:ﬁnL1T
TREAN AN, K5 A TR0 B FE K R 5
GREMM KL, TANMs AL EMIAENLE, A
RNN 2R, 50 Yl 5k ity LSTM Hl GRU 268 1§ RNN
BERL, 553 M [a) A A58 B 7 A ) 00l 46 N 1) B 3l A
100, ok AR A BT, JEAT S TR, B R
e — TR IR A 0 D a4 6 S 1) 43 A0 1] LUK Dy 7 W)
— [ A E], AR SCHR D 0 AHORL B Y R A £ T g R T
BB AR /NS () A5 () A A 7 [ o 5 ) b 20 A 1 28 etk . RIS
TEAE A MCRHAE $E IO B I T 32 T, LR BN ROR 38 4 1Y
RPN RS TIN5 b S BRI ROCR B

long-short term memo-
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FLFE . SE . — Pl sk R R G R A AR B e A ik - 31

TRTEMINGEZRE 4 AT HREFHEANES, WKL
B — AL AMEEA, 256 o B RO B4 TR
S ERREAAE Ry 4
3 X
3.1 LIWE

BRI B R R 25, A SO Pytoreh AE 22 #E 47 52
3%, WRAN 1.7.1, python jRAN 3.8.5, SLIRTEMR S [
E4T, RS2 BT . Ubuntu 18.04.5 LTS, Intel (R)
Xeon (R) CPU E5-2620 v4 @ 2.10 GHz, 160 GB RAM.
GPU TITAN Xp (12 GB memory),
3011 BEuER

RIS | C TR ANFE LR FATHREL
MR AR 4, MOE WA B 58 7 ik ke T 4 A
T, EIMEdRih SA TEWS, i A THAIT 2w
2, B ACHAE T 3T android-4. 0 C i 5 U5 A #4 U
ByEE, it SA T H DTS X H C RS 4 b7 15 2] 2 45
FEATHVOIRT EArs . Xoe TRACITEM 1 991 3] 325
164 1 K&, R AR 74 5 5 235 K&, B4 1 fH I L 1]
(IAEE 5k True) /N4 50.0%, fA i 87.3%.,

F1 5T C LREREARG L

T4 RS AT RO/ AT | B R /A | b B L B 00D
uucp-1. 07 52 595 545 71.0
spell-1. 0 1991 74 54.4
barcode-0. 98 138 102 129 87.3
sphinxbase-0. 3 22 517 240 50.0
android-4. 0 325 164 1 5235 61.8

3.1.2 SR AT

I AR W] Y B 4 b IE R AR L AN P
ik, ARG UEZR (precision) FIH [ ZE (recall) ki 7 5
B A R B AFAE R . PO B AT IE SRR AR B 23 A He 85
s, [FAF . LR BfH (threshold) Ay & WX &A1~ 4:
e, B, A SCR AL T A (AUC, area under
curve) LR B ZhAfIAI R I

TR, A OCTE 4 MR D HHH
(TP, true positive) . K4 4 A< B B Je& ik I3 2 Bl A5 Y i )
R BE R R B 2) BFEME (FP, false positive) : 4
J B v A By S 2 B B 20 Bl AR R T Ay ke B ) R T R
3) EFAM: (TN, true negative): % 5 A & BE A J& Bk
Bt B A B T Oy A e B 1) B R B s 4 REITPE (FN,
false negative) : i 48 Hh A< B S e i 20 8¢ 45 AL Tt Sy A e
B B R A R . AUC R 32103 TARRHE (ROC, re-
ceiver operating characteristic) £ F iEI L, ROC il £k &
BT REACIY FL 52 28 ) A S A AR W Y . B4k, ROC
ey x fl 2R (FPR, false positive rate), y fillJ&
HEHM:3R (TPR, true positive rate) » FPR 1 TPR 11}
W (2) Fs (3.

FPR = FP/(FP + TN) (2)

TPR = TP/(TP + FN) (3)

AUC METEX ) [0, 1] A, EBEE 1, WA
RIS, AT 0.5, B RARIE LT RN 28, &
ANT 0.5, R 0 U0 WY 0 28 4 1) 4 T RE AR 43 2 O fhRE
A, AREASZERIEREA . AUC B8 75 ¥: [F i % 18 T 4
KX T IEBIF A B 5B ST, FEREAR A E LT .
IR BEAE X 43 S g A s & B PEA
3.1.3 EEBSHIEE

D IR A S H: SR/ E 63, B304 63
P45 H o T T i A IR S 8 1 R 4 1) R 4 R R Dy 150,
#2)% (LR, Learning Rate) &4 0.1, IR fE—Ht 5L
PR 128, fifbds s SGD, EAWEL Epoch 2 5 K.

2) RNN S H: TR P A S8 BT, X B OBLZ AL
] LSTM FURUZ W e GRU, B2 4o & 100 4,
IRy 5 — B i i o 64, LR =0.01, fIifb 45k #%
SGD, ALK Epoch 2 200 K. B TR #IA LR N, %
PR AN S0 SOR BT B, HAL SRR B AL,
3. 1.4 SIEG R

RIS HIA 5 A TRBEAT TRNBBFERINT R, R
P75 SCRGAE B9 07 15, SEHs A TR B s B 2 o o
By FTHK I IUBIE NGRS, FT —HIENRHE,
FH R, BT RET R EE. A TRIRS. %k
LRI ANTREMEANES, WilESA - TENA
FOREAS, AR UCK A TR AR A AR k4 . I
ZOHT R P SE R SR AT A — 41 RNN LAY, R AR [F T
B AUCH., [FEy, FEFixss TRETIAX ik,

KT IFMES TRAL 5 E RN, A PR T M4l &
e, SENNYEIERX L.

D LR: —FEGEM Ik, BT 28 Bl Y B & oo b
fiE s X EERRAE Y S8 B LAES A PR 4

2) FRM-TL. —Fh 2 F A2 28 S 4 ik (PVC, path-
variable characteristic) %5425 UG g 19 85 T FE B pg af s mutel |
3.2 KWHEREDH
3.2.1 AR P e B A TA 2 B0 45 2R R

TN BRE#IN (WPDI, within project defect identifi-
cation) ST T 24 BI04 4 0 G IE A AE 1) 8 45 [A] R — X 38k 4 A
By, State2Vec LMW ME R, ETEHEATEHBID

AUC fHIN 2 fiioR .
F 2 AR BRGNS R

T TR :
LSTM GRU
uucp-1. 07 0.818 0.843
spell-1. 0 0.796 0. 750
barcode-0. 98 0. 805 0.762
sphinxbase-0. 3 0.807 0.816
android-4. 0 0. 865 0. 887
Bt 0. 860 0.879

" PAK I, FE uucp, sphinxbase Fl android 3% 3 4~ T %
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B, GRU @RI RE & B i — 28, TWiAE spell Fil barcode
XMATRES . LSTM BRI, BAAKRE . spell Fi
barcode ¥4 4 1B H BORE A3 O 74 R 129, J2 5 S EdE 4R
A, HEARENARE, PR - ERE R
4. 75 GRU 4 H, spell fil barcode i AUC {H43 51~ 0. 750
F10.762, fik T LSTM 414 0.796 Fl 0.805, FE uucp,
sphinxbase fl android Z{#E £ v, IR a9 5= 4 9 K 545,
240 F1 5235, BB LSTM 4 A9 AUC {H 4 5l A 0. 818,
0. 807 #1 0. 865, LT GRU 4Ky 0. 843, 0. 816 FI 0. 887,
RIEZ LT UG, HEEEDEREE LB L0, %
£ GRU £l 2 P 28 1 B A B 5T, ] DL B G A0 &% ) 4
fiE s SRBVELF0 43 SRR . A6 I 2285 TR B A o DA Y 55 3
e, IR B 50 IR AR 1Y T B R o MR B R T, B %
GRU fE B A BT AT & L 5 .
3.2.2 W5 L AR BA B A T2 00 45 5 B 4y B

¥ TR e HIN (CPDI, cross project defect identifica-
tion) S BT 24 Il 25 4 0 5 F S AE ) R 25 (8] OR [R] X8 43 A
I, State2Vec Jrik BRI &5 K . ¥%% 777k 5 LR Ml FRM-
TL P EHEXT e, & 7 E7E& A LR B3 ROC Hh & 4n
B 7~11 s, R & Ir L m g ) ny AUC (Hid # A4 3R 3
Hh, FEF 3 f, 25 State2Vec [ 5210 45 B 4F T 5 FRM-
TL, WA State2Vec S RO MIHL, 47 4 T254E LR,
AT o4k,

# 3 B TAGE AT S R

WiReS
TH
State2Vec FRM-TL LR
uucp-1. 07 0.643 0.608 0.561
spell-1. 0 0. 607 0.637 0.538
barcode-0. 98 0.556 0.539 0. 546
sphinxbase-0. 3 0.692 0.598 0.525
android-4. 0 0.624 0.598 0.559
CPDI-uucpl. 07
1.0f
0.8
(9]
e
<
-5
o 0.6
ey
2
o
&~ 0.4}
(]
=
a
[l
ey 5 p -State2Vec (area=0. 643)
al/ FRM-TL (ar te=0, 608)
i ----LR (area=0. 561)
0 . - : -
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

False Positive Rate

7 uucp BR4E b AT A B TR BB A ROC #i £k

" L&A, FE uucp, barcode, sphinxbase fil android iX
AT REA, ffi ] State2Vec 78 A 45 5%, AUC {H 4 71
7 0.643, 0.556, 0.692, 0.618, AR H 47 T 4 e

CPDI-spelll. 0

1.0
0.8+
[
3
<
-4
= 0.6 -
5 :
= »
o o ] |
0.4t !
[ { ‘ '
g [y
) | A
o2k 1 4
i / N State2Vec (area=0. 607)
i 70 77 |——FRM-TL(area=0, 637)
_.-",XV“"““' ---- LR (area=0. 538)
L 1 T T T
% 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 10

False Positive Rate

B8 spell Krflide b 4575 1% 5 TR BB A ROC #i £

CPDI-barcode0. 98

1.0F

True Positive Rate

State2Vec (area=0. 556)
—— FRM-TL (area=0. 539)
---- LR (area=0. 546)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
False Positive Rate

B9  barcode FHi 4 45 Jr i 5 TREBFA B IA ROC il £k

0

CPDI-sphinxbase0. 3

1.0

0.8F
[0
£
5}
(-]
2 0.6F
e
@
1<
0.4k
(] H
= rod
~
s /

0.2} :

,,/," - State2Vec (area=0. 692)
yda's — FRM-TL (area=0. 598)
A ---- LR (area=0. 525)
0 1 1 1 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

False Positive Rate

10 sphinxbase ${ 5% % 77
i TRk A A ROC il £

FRM-TL 1 0. 608, 0.539, 0.598, 0.598, LI &% K:#E LR
B 0.561, 0.546, 0.525, 0.559, {H 7 T & spell H,
State2Vec ) AUC {E 4 0. 607, fixT FRM-TL 4 0. 637, /=
F LR % 0. 546,

TS . 2 I 2R A R 6 IE 4R 0 A1 7E 1] S ] Y
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CPDI-android4. 0

1.0
0.8F
Q
3
©
=
20.6F
s
@
=]
A~ 0.4+
Q
=
~
—
0.2+
~State2Vec (area=0. 624)
——FRM-TL (area=0. 598)
----LR (area=0. 559)

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
False Positive Rate

& 11 android ${#E4E b 4& ik
B TREBRFEAfIA ROC iy £8

ANF X I, State2Vee B8 RH £ 52 3 — & 72 ¥ 1Y BR
M. 5 WPDI s Atk . CPDI iy AUC {H7E 5 L+
S F BT 23.72%. 5.93%, 27.03%. 15.20% A
30.32%. {H2 5 FRM-TL (% CPDI £ M AH L. State2Vec J5
¥7E TR uucp, barcode DA M android FfIARE S A /N g
BEHLTE, BTN 5.76%, 3.15% F1 3.34%; 7E T
F sphinxbase LA BRI, #IHIRE R 15.72%; (HE
FE T spell 1, AUC fH F R T 4.70%, X &K A T
spell [RZE 4R S0 45 AL & NPD Fl MLF 7 Fh e di=,
P At 4 A TR AL G R VI 254 R A A £ R R R AR
PRI 3 3 2% 2] 5 2 o e o A 2K 2 i 8080 A v O SUAE
B TCERME O A A P E R B B AR, S EIR AR AUC
1E TR spell AR IGIESE L F M. 5 LR ML, %7 ikTE
T uucp, spell, sphinxbase, android [ #iI\ %R ¥ H &K
K BE B2 T, AUC 38 45 #2 T @ BE 4K IR O 14.62%
12.83%, 31.81%, 10.55%; 7 L# barcode b A 2Ky
It $RTIEE R 1.83% .
4 HFRIE

ARSI State2Vece J7ik . %77 I 10T 1) 5B 5 SOR AL
AT kA, S S B B A R SRS & B M AR
o445, P R A 4R OIS 38 4 4 55 i ORI I T A R
JPH, f a5 i i A AR TR AR I 3 i A e A (]
SCEGIERH . State2Vec kAl LB A A 00 #E IR 7] TR
MR A5E . W SO A A i T LR R 1R 4 4R
T OB E B A R E A, i RLRE e A B AR A
G B B Y 1) A R, I DL G b g AR AR, fif
RIGE A S F I I8 A B R R E, — &R E LI T
CPDI L4535t P iz fL g

FEH H R I A 2l A v A g BT 0 AR 0 E A R A
PRI, R E> RS 0 D7 S B, S BE 4% F T I 25 A A
BRI o, SO0 R TR E & W A s Fl
FEARM A IRBARE, A LR A State2Vee J ik, F A

Py 52 T H 1 RSO P R T ) R I

EHET RN IAED, STETE L 5P M LR EA g bl b
B e . RGBT 0 B S A I AR SO R R AT AT . B RO
BRI EOE S R SRR B iz kRe . B K
ZHRNR P F WA B E MR SR, W
B HABR IR T B J35h, ROk el g 45 iy o &7 ¢
PRI ZE O 2 B AL LG A B R 2 2% 5 S B R & ) 4%
(CNN, convolutional neural network) Z54, flitfRlfeas
U By 2 2T QT T (5 SCRRAE . DA 38 3 T 4 19 2 A0

2% 30k -
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