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Exception Trigger Stream-based Fault Localization with Automated Try Block
Injection
SONG Yi, XIE Xiao-Yuan, ZHANG Xi-Hao, XIN Qi, XING Chen-Liang

(School of Computer Science, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China)

Abstract: Software fault localization tasks begin with the failure of program execution, and locate the root cause of the failure at the
code level by analyzing the abnormal internal state during the program execution. The current mainstream spectrum-based and
mutation-based fault localization techniques, as well as the most advanced technique SmartFL, utilize coverage information, mutation
information, and information represented by program semantics, respectively, as windows to observe the internal state of the program
while running. These three types of information are too broad and not targeted enough, and are limited by bottlenecks such as the tie of

statement risk values, high mutation cost, and large information scale, respectively. EXPECT, a fault localization technique using
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exception trigger stream (a new source of information), was recently proposed to monitor the abnormal internal state of the program
through the exception handling statements (Try-catch blocks), and achieved promising effectiveness that surpasses the aforementioned
mainstream methods. The premise of EXPECT is that the faulty program must contain enough exception-handling statements. However,
in the real open-source community, many software programs do not have a good exception handling mechanism, resulting in their codes
containing only very sparse or even no exception handling statements, which directly affects the basis on which EXPECT runs. To this
end, a software fault localization method based on exception handling statements injection, INSPECT, is proposed in this paper. By
automatically injecting temporary exception handling statements into the faulty program as checkpoints for the internal state, designing
a more sophisticated algorithm of the calculation for program statements’ risk value, the running scope of EXPECT is expanded to more
general programs that do not contain exception handling statements. In other words, INSPECT effectively expands the application
scenario of the exception trigger information, which is an efficient source of data for fault localization, and thus delivers higher
generalization. Experimental results show that INSPECT obtains better fault localization effectiveness than the state-of-the-art technique
with improvements of 95.25%, 55.92%, and 16.65%(simulated faults) as well as 93.39%, 57.54%, and 13.92%(real-world faults) in the
best, average, and worst EXAM metrics, respectively, and 311.47%(simulated faults) and 283.31%(real-world faults) in the MRR metric.

Key words: software fault localization; exception handing mechanism; checkpoint injection; software quality assurance

AR R — Bl N S i, AN ] 8 St 2 5 A SR AE BT RGO 2 R 2 VR DR BRI Wi RN B A 2 R R
BR85S0 B R i R 1 G AR AR 7 L, 48 %2 42 A F] CrowdStrike T 2024 4E 7 A & A
B — R B A B, S B A BRI N Windows RZHIBUR W ARIT . Hlig. BERES KR EE I
55 Rt 52 B g U b 4 BUB LA Synopsys BT & AT 1 — 4 2 25 18,2022 4F 42 47 36 [ 48 5 R BRI o i) i 4
KT E2.41 FiALHETO ML T 4R 170 AN E K 1 GDP, X — $ 7 78 2020 4F3E & 1.31 H1236 82 450 K
Az B IR o 5 B e ) e SR A T A B R BT BE AT B I L RS A RE o 6 TS S L — 2 b - 4y B,

5 LA 43R, B A B 5 0 B AR AE B0 T 2 R e 45 Tl 2 A R AT 28 R I B B — 26,2 30 T E M 4k 2
H T2 RUEL O R R BB AL AR TR S, DURAE R G R 2 AT R AL CRER) N FL B I RN 0 R
TEAT I N HOIR 2S48 B R 1% N 3R 2 2R 28057 57 16 RS2 AQRY 2 R Be AL IR CRE &85 ). 24 1T, 22 T 4303 11 8k s 5 o7
(Spectrum-based Fault Localization, SBFL)FZE T 5848 ff) &k i %€ S (Mutation-based Fault Localization, MBFL)
SE RN E TR AR .SBFL 1 2 iR 48 32 4] 5 it -5 TROBA S H 2 15 AR F 6 BT I3 431 3 Dl it
SR AR 5 10 R ) BT I AR o6 AR R I 7 5515 R, 9 TR el B 2 A RO X R 48 B 0 i 3o K 4
BHIOFET ARG R 18RI T 5 A B KRS (N P MBFL X6 72 7 18 A) AT BE AL SR AR, Ot
o 9T i 5 B R A SR DA R TE B A (0 ) b AT 58 3 B T AR A 2R WO AR R 49 A Dl i D A e g R &
N R I Sy ot 0k 497 7 o 1) R AR ) R B 1 R (B 1) U, — TR TR R OB S B S A AR
SmartFL # 2 H PO H A% O 2 SR 718 S B A NS B 5 ah AHATIR B S BT 45 & 88, S iE s A
11 e S 3 R B 5 A7 B R R T SBFL Al MBFL 3 AR BV IE SE NS 1 R A RO BB s A0 80 R, e NI E s s
BAE XS FE A SRR AT 0BT B VR, B A (5 B T 0 i B A 0 55 A A X R T R L
B 40 5 R R LA T 5, SBFL F AR AN A A 52 78 55 45 8 6 R 5 S AR R 4T 3R 0 (6 45 FLAE & 0 BBE: (AR )35 s
553 LG A0 R 78 3545 2 I AR AR 3 2408 e T T [0 P XUz AL (B <« IR B4R 46 1) 738, 7R 0 g Tie” 1] &), 1% il
43w WL, CBE S B VF 2 0 FE 4R AR KRR FE s 3 SBFL B (4 ekl ™" MBFL 4 A J ik 5845 % 72
7 RS AT 16 B AE 18 BUE T B8 AT 4R PR AN SR B AT S 2, B G AR i 0 BT ()R T B AR T 2 K AR
)W 78 55 5, SmartFL A5 AT RE TG 15 SUAS S AU I K 1) RO AR e o Bk, T W 1R T 2 T 55 Ak
B E AR EXPECTRO S F2 5 op [ 47 10 57 5 AL 215 41 (Try-catch H)VE v M IR 538 4T 9 #IR A& 1
KB 57,00 BIAE SR TAT A I AT T BT, Try-catch B b (1 57 8 i 2 45 100, K %0 B B 55 20 8 (4
A — RPAT T 15 BT SR 3R 578 10 53— YR A 30 19 1 AN A B VR o 5 o, 9 4 B A R Ll 7 e — A
RO a2 B R P 8 ) JEAT IR (E 15 52, e 24 8 A B B 1 ).

R EXPECT J7 i (B s A A3 2800 KRB 7 B0 o PR SR B o O B AR SmartFL, 3 1y FE AR 148 iR 2
7 B 5 BT 6 55 8 A B ) AR T 7 S B R IR B R R B R AR R O A Ak (M I R S A R
DR, A A B R TR R St S ik 4 B e 4 1 R AR FR AL P S 8RR P U S B D B EE A BH B



ol

REF AT REAAE SHEANGBMEIE AT R 2206

VB B L 2 LB 0 6 Java 1 XA AT (5 S0 H Math A0 1R 12,363 AT ARG EAT 414,
RARFIT K VB 0 5 A FRACHD . B b 7T L, EXPECT J5 i: 78 B Se TR IR AL X 131 R 4 vh 2 B8 1 TR,
v (PR PR o A7 % 0 4 DR R I B0 % P4 S Ak B3 ) T 77 2 ) A A5 R ik A S — v 5K R A T U
Hdm M DULE )92 BLSER R IR B p R E/E .

SN T SCAR Y — ol B T R A RN TR R Sk B 58 7 /7 7% INSPECT(INSerted CheckPoint-basEd
Fault LoCalizaTion), ¥ EXPECT & A7 [l J|& 22 A & o Ab #E A) (1 B iR A2 7 BT 5, 1 2 ) R T R A2
Freb DUER SE RO RN L 55 18 FIORE S BN Try-catch HefF A0 IR A 2,78 H B0 SRR IS AT SRR T i 3
fil R A IR, VB R B SR b s A 1 32 A SR AR TR B TR D7 SERR A AN [ I R 4 S 5 5 A% 4 s S5 45 381 2 e
TR 9] 3 3 A AT, A5 SR ECRAT R e R A IR R AT LU DR BURE PP BAT IR 25 10 2 BB 3 R RS 3 o
RIS M Bt — Pl T AR 3 38 ) RS (B T 5 07 15, 18 B4 4508 U 1 RS ], I — 2B 7 R AT R B s 5 o R
of I 3 B TR AT R A, 2 7R TR 25 5% 18 ) 3 2 ) — RIS £ T 36 1) e 19) R B J 0 2 7 48 ) 42 466 1 U T XU
{E AT HE /8 N INSPECT J5 ¥ 1) i HE . 7E Defectsd] ZUAREE 1 540 M5 R FE P IR A X 7 Vb A7 0 E, 45 R R
B AR T 24 A% AT 1 A A 5 5, INSPECT 7E EXAM_Best. EXAM_ Average 1 EXAM_Worst 1547 _E 32 T+
&5 73 5N 95.25% 55.92%F1 16.65%(IE4LEER), LL I 93.39%. 57.54%F1 13.92% (FLSEHLFE) , MRR $845 1)
PEFHE LA 311.47 %R IR [ ) AN 283.31% (L SEHREF).

18 3 TAE R s S AR 78 GitHub I8, U7 1) Hulik 24 https:/github.com/yisongy/INSPECT_Repo.

1 EEMIRE EXPECT FENE

AT INSPECT J7 3 FRE R 53t Ak A A5 JE A D 3 BB UL, S B0 S v i O AR AT sk B e iz
T AR DG BEAS KR, LUK R 1§ EXPECT J5 ik F LA 4.
1.1 RHREEMESEARERR

A 5 AR AR 15— 43 R 0 R A A AR B A B B S TR 50 A 0 R R L e ) M A e R
IR AR T B T 32 SR FH (U TR e R 108 BH AR S5 8 1 3R A I 2 AR BRI TE B A BRBE T 1518, L AT W sl 491 9
JE L BT R e S R AN TR i R 7 A T D0 48 K 23 S e 0 49 A 2 U R 491, 4k T 4K A
B4 7% T R v SR 0 A AR 2027 A Ao R D 7 Bt G 3 AT R JE A 2 THT ) S A (K A SR s 5 AT 55 ), 33k T
TF A& S8 AT DL, G5l B 7 57 7 AN B I e (R o v AT 7R R R R BT B BB R R R I T R AL
R4 54 03 8 138 4938k PIE(Propagation, Infection, Execution) 5 421 % 44 J6¢ /2 B Bl fey W A ke 31 b ) 1938 4T
RES, A RRAME R AL 2 2 W (4 F2 5 2R 235 (BRI 2R UG 4] ) AR 405 sb A5 B T DA AR 380 34 e B 58 AT 55 52
B b AU B B 1 2 ek A 49 D N 1 42 4 9 23 A B8 38 AT I vh [RDIRES 3R BR 2R b 3 8 Rk
R R R AR A.

AT, 3 TR () B B 2 2 B R SBFL I8 T 2848 F BB 8 A 2 AR MBFL 3 F e % 3 . SBFL 5 A 72
B AT w508 BAE AT BAT PR B R B K 0l 49 12 47 3 A2 o #87 iE A) I s 1 e sk o 5
WABAEK ) R 2 (1 AR R0 AR 5,585 2 T pl ik 2 WO X F ) 7 25 . Bk /0 Je e ik
11 78 55 TR ) L LA R v ) S R SRR 1% R AR B S A SR A DN R R ) RV A T AR 5K, 3 A
FUFE 718 A 0 R A8 Hl 5 310 R 8 9 J7 924t P03 2 MBFL $ AR [RI R DL 3ok A1 2k oAk 7 4910 76 S 2 e % ¢, 3
FFFE P B A) HEAT BENL RS SR 5 3L T 15 & BLIA TR 18 1) b (0 248 58 45 A R A 26 e Fi 4 28 i i B R
A SRS R b SR TG T R A E i W A A Dy e o AR BT R A I IX — AR B B A SR
T2 PP 48 ) T S XU M8, 5 S 3R 1] R i 123351 A B 19 S B AR B4 7 B o (o AT+ o & i L 4y il B
AN B R AR BT 5 ,SBFL AR WCER AR 7 $0 AT 2 5515 B AR A T 0 K 045 1% 7 i B R B s K IE AT BUAS
A28 53515 5 R R R R 1 AR B S AR 3 38 AT I (Y o TR ZS A 45 V8 2 72 /5505 1) 1) e B A 58 4 A [ 1) 78 2
5 S AT A T T A T P PR AL T DG V2 4 [X 43 F (B A )RR AL 93 ) 9 58 T B “Tie”) A il e M IE &


https://github.com/yisongy/INSPECT_Repo

REF AT REAAE SHEANGBMEIE AT R 2207

ol

AEEITEAIAET Tie iF, BB E A7 A ROVE AT B8 52 B1)7™ H B MBFL £ RK S22 5 R A1 B K AR,
o 2 S AR A 35 5 B G R BAAT B TR R S 1) A 38 o AT, HL A BRI RS2 3 Tie i) BB 520000 3,
— b T SCABREE E LB AR SmartFL g #2 H PO AR 18 U B B S B S s A PUT IRE Rt
AT S5 S AR 5K FH 2 T 28 1) 7 R DR 1 ) ol DR £ DA S B 65R B 7, 1 4 R E A IE SE 5 R B i T SBFL
I MBFL AR BT 15 S B TR 4T A APRIRAES 310 8 LB B (198 77 8 it 1% 07 v BT R 4
5 S B BB 52 7 AT BRER S B 00U iy BEAH O, 24 R B A2 P18 1) 35045 78 75 B, SmartFL BT B (& &
B /INTT RE AN 4078 3645 B E.

25 b AT I VA ER B AL AR ST A BT R A SRR K 3 LUK B X 5 B A B 3R AT 20 T S A2 TR,
— T B S ) i T B — P B 8 A R 2R 2 AT R ORI JES JE SR B AR TR 2 T 7 R A 4 1R S LA ARG /)
FU B T2 73847 Hh (RS A 2R, AT B8 o v 280 P 5k Fa 5 oL
1.2 EFFELENF

S T — T B T A FERE R A AT B SR AL B R AR s AT R R v T AR AR BT A AR
T4 B H AT G R 8 SR AR 0 H e 8 9 th T R 3% 1 B e o A R ARTE X 12 S 3 B AT 1l 3K, 3 T 40 A 5 B e
HH ) DR AL TR R R T S R PR AT SR S AL BRI R T 32 T 2 — R e i D IR IR R S AT
Iy e (EDIRES 2R S5 25 AT g B 31 ot i OR s 3 32 145 5L, DLES B AR i B PR R e 1 T S e T R I P
AR AT 9 A2 VSR AR 7 AT P TR AS B0 20015 I8, L L T B 0 2 S5 TR G, 65 6 W SCFTIR PIE RS2
5 S, il R AS BB AR LR 7 18 4T Hh TADIRZS 1045 S VR, 35 B B 0 2 37 3R R BAT R —h )iz
ATARTS — JiR = BR B AR LA B 4 R 785 7.

DL Java i 5 N6 5w ARSI SEAT 4R AE Java 3B 58 & Thorwable 28 1S4, — i L 45 2R IF
R R AR A) B AR FE Y Checked Exceptions S0 VR &K 3 A Ak 3 ¥) Unchecked Exception Flid &
ST LFE X ILIZ4T B Error. 2 ' :Checked Exception 8 %2 #& 7 fJ 5 % (W IOException F
FileNotFoundException %5), % JETE 7775 75 B J5 i FH throws 8 =~ b BH S B 77 v R AT BE 3 1 1 S5 o 28 280, 45 )
DA Try RS Bl 35 9 4b 22 ;Unchecked Exception Fi A~ 52 K £ 19 5 % (41 ArithmeticException Fil
ClassCastException %5),7F Java 15 5 1, BRI I throw JCEE 4 H 48 T8 S BUI 7 3 DAAR 3043 15 A1) 75 $RAT It ]
RE 42 TR 20 13 2% 10 B0 00 9t S5 G0 B 2 S R S 4B 7 1) 57 4% Error $E A5 1% (W1 OutOfMemoryError Al
StackOverFlowError 5%), H T Sb 2R 5 % 18 & (U R L P B 47 I B O ™ & AR, T R B A AT AT
BN A FR DS 224 S gl Dot H B 3T DA g B0 1 5 AR BEAAD (B Java K Try AQHEGHR)H 3R, IR I K ERTE
Try fAIS G I catch ARSI 48 & () 7 8 AR TTHED H R 38 Wik (1 S 3 AL 3% 48 2R )5 1k JE 0T B 48 4T
WHTEI S A G H & BT 58 B L ARG AT 55 7 3 AL S 7R
1.3 BTHAFFRR BB TR B 5 B ERMEE L5 ZAEXPECT

N T AR F AT B TR A B AT S5 0038 7, TR IEAT T — DR R M 5258 B GitHub JFRAE X
Iz A% A Gson 00 H WOk 43 b6 5 K AR T S AC AR RO AR LI AR RS AT T RDIRAS I DT (RR A
KA ), 0 R TEAE A e BRI S il R S TS S (R R /R ik ) I PRAT BR R (B AT I B G AR PR A)),
F UL B IUE B AP il R TR RS R AR i Gison 1 40 AN [ AR, 7 i [ R A FH iR 46 TG
FE R A b 4 38 AT B A 2R RO 491, 2 S 45 281 2 20 T 000 4 P 4910 £ 20 T B AT 038 i AT v %) e fl O
AT B DAR 3“3 50 (B B 5 2 30 4R 2R AT R I PR AT 7 i I 22 5 R R 28 ). 45 SRR BLTE. 80% T ik
R4 i A S5k B V8 R BT A T 23 B A — AN i AR U )X — IR R TR S R AS B E R
R 77 T B A ) R U8 77 B T2 R R M SEIR A 45 SR 3R Y T — P T e R A S R B 58 2 7% EXPECT.
277 1 AR 685 158 A2 AR O 82 1 2R IO 3k PR 481 A i N 2 2 DR R R I A BB AR R AR A 45 2 I 3K P 497 7

PAT MU R PAT 12 T R T RE R op R e B ) S5 AR B ), 23 B AE L IR SR AT R 1 AT s AR B



REF AT REAAE SHEANGBMEIE AT R 2208

falw

S W A, I A A LT 4R B P AL 2T a6 AR B S 00 73 B, DA% 20 B (6 B O AR T 5 B R 1 U 7
T2 s 55 a5 NAT Gk B R AL BOR, D Y L P9 1 0 3k — 20 T S AR I XU {812 A B s iR 5 R R
W,EXPECT J5 4 e W Sit i i B AT B P 1) SmaartFL BOAR A7 9612 A 1 HL A4 48 15,15 75 b8 2 % SCHR[20].

SR EXPECT SEHL 1 R AT H G E A2 RUR 12 77 12208 2R T A AR e oh JRUA B 7 0 5 b PR 4,24
ARF IR o AN 5 BN 5 2 B S A B ) I, R R 2 B 7 . B AT S EXPECT 7V B SR B R AR
T WS 2 10 S H Ak A IR IR RE 20 B, AR A RE AR IS 2 I8 R T R i 8 1 1 ) XU (i T B T OB A RS A
15 SRR SR AR P B A R R ) S A B A 1 WU B A RS B MR E N R
BAE T R i AR SEBRAE AL HETE T R AR R 7 vh e AT 28 St A B ) (L AR VF 2 15 00 R IR AN BT,
SEFCITIERE PP o A0S DV E A SR A B A B L0 L8 SO GitHub A DXCH T Y5 H 3
AT T IR, BE— I SE T X — BRI, X] Java 4 XURAT I ECE T SEUE Math #2060V 12,363 17t
AT R R IUTF R 3 05 1 5 Ab BRI X R B EXPECT  J5 72 BRAR S I 17 50 e F) 0 4 o 6 A0 R AH O S
W Ak PR ) B MR AR A1) T I A A TR, B £ R AL BEAE AR R X — W LR LT KR RE s A TR
Fp 5 WA AL GRIE T8 AL AT 55 T AT 0, T e A AR SR B 2 5, s A 1 A 5 22 ke 0y — 00 2 ) L

2 ETRESEANRAREENMT A INSPECT

N R BT 5 S B 0 R A B AR AE B SR PR 857 Ak 7 BR Bk, T SR R A A
AN BB A S5 B 78 43 75 7 INSPECT(INSerted checkPoint-basEd fault loCalizaTion), #1d [ Zh 8 A 7 £ 8975
AFEAAEAF AR P B 7 5 A ERARRS F 5 00 T AR Re 8 R AR 2 7 o i 15 B 00 LA O I 2 2 18 AT o )
RAS I E ORI AR 75 3 58 B 10 S fid R IR, LA T B G B 2 8. INSPECT 7 i1 Je fE AR )7 b3z 47 sk A
151 B AR A8 S o i R R0 TSR o A2 5 R (0K A 0 R A0 a4 S i o ) 3 050 R 2 i 4K P 48, 5k ) X
WK VE BN, IR BN A SN . OV IERRR AR B 5 6 Al R IR B o 8RR 3 ) XU L T X
PUAS R 2, dn B 1 B, 1 T 6 DU A 25 38 4 Sl 34T PE A IR

T 77 Statements Begin 1 =
R O (T g7z,
! Try-catch % foE. S0 ﬁ o — | | 1577 staementsEnd 1
e | | el il & - Y y
R : oS g | | 0= }zﬂﬁ} End Checkpoint#i_rriggerecOrNot | EmER @ .
=4 : hren] BH—  EEEE | iZm - 1] R
by 3 ——F: ¢ i 3 SEHER | ) Staements Ending I '

TET o memey| BONRAHA | St “ ; SBlFL
e 3 . .. EEETETE | :
o s ; . 3 B e ! Tie i
! TEST |g | AT [ H ~I ! H
| iR il = N | TR IE' ;

:’j : Statements Begin_1
; ; PoRfESE | e : > :g i‘i: Besin: Checkpointi |
O FUMER ﬂ,“ ; 00 O i i &= 15 7T Sttemests End_1 | l
---------------------------------- _E_’ Un 7 S No= | :ﬁ: EEE End: Checkpoint#_iggeredOrNot —
' - P lo=1 |k EaRRE [0
ffffffffffffffffffffffffff ’ s LT ) Sutomens Endng #AFIE |Gz
RERER Seensnniieeo .

1 T SN 35 b 2 L B AR INSPECT 2 K

2.1 WESEAN
LR SC TR R S A B AR DS TE B B B AT 55 v B R R A A LA AR S T A S TR A
N ) 55 RESEAR S MR O AR 2 i MABENRLEE . FENFU . RN 25 5 = A4 B e A 25 s BN W 7 V5 R
TH 43 3 T LLVE A A 4.
(1) KL A AR I8 E M E A S REF SRS TEE LN T 1 Bk 25 10 Ve i 2
A 5 kR, IR T R AR S BR A Try ARBS BT 2R 1 . R, K6 25 5 A N IR KL
B bR Try QS YT 6 22 AR 25 12 17 15 1) 30 L2 7 01 K2 — N BCA E 44 1l 72, A R I H



xr

ol

(€3]

HTF R AN SR TS ARk 2209

AR & BA R RS 808k, o8 TR AT RSB AN Try AAASHRT DA R 35 2R 544
A7 I AR ik I R, DA TR A T b S PR P BT RS, 5 vE LR BN R AN Try AHE e, RITA A4
LN PR 25 SR — X6 B — N2 7 bR Ty AR Bof0, 52 12 o8 B0 R 19 B 6 72 918 ) e 3 R B0 ke
A U N KL BE A P A 3 B IR — T T A A0SR FH B A PR B AT R 2 ROREL N (SR A ) e B
B A B Try ARBS AR ZE — 25 B2 45787 15 0)), AN Try ARAD B (1) 1k #% 75 2225 58 AN [H] 1 B
HIARTD B B AN 2540 22, R BUR A s RN 2 31 B AR T H (1 R #1,3X 5 INSPECT 452 AR 4 s 5k [ € o2
ZACRE T B AR AAE; 0 — 7 LA Try ARHE YL AT 6058 1 F8 54 ) fid 5 7 6 IR R 25 1 1 R I SR 1%
DR fid 5 WA 2,35 4 /N Try ARSI R 5515 7)1 6], T RE 38 D0 AR 17 BT IR BT fid i S At s 1Y)
REZE, DL BRI HON R BE ) Try ARG BT LU R B 22 1 R 250 b i % 10 S 5, D81 Lk B 408 B 0 b Ak L >4 17 7
TP PATIRE.

RN R A A SR A AL AN Try AR BRI BAR T 2L 40 07 S o 2 70 ik A 140 0 00, A 8 Sk
B FE 7 PAT B AR R INSPECT 78 B HAE ANAS & AU AR an il 2 B L2881 47 1 “func”
REZ R, 5 1710 Statements” X3 R HUAA H FR 7 15 0,1 351 20 A2 A AN R B0 T A 25
% 4~ 6 4TI Try-catch AR HELEE T B AR R 0 B B A 72 1518 A, 18 1k, 24 R 80P A A ) fid R e
W EE AT LA A N B Try-catch ARRS 3R 28 6 171 catch S8 #4811 Try AR MG 3R 10 = 8
B4 N Exception, bk 35 AN BRI B 7R 1) 7 25 8L T & Exception 1T 28K 7E 1 oR £ 10035 ) fid &
JE 5 6 1T catch ARG HUIR IR 7123 B br ek 00 7% i 2 A5 B 7258 2 AT UL triggeredOrNot %%
BHR R AR E LA B PR 0(R REUH A 0 Bl ) FEBAT Rl FE v
HEEAR T 55, ZR RS ERREPATENE 255 6 171 catch ARIDH, W15 28 7 1T A) K
triggeredOrNot L5 FEAB SR TIRER REUH A 78 Bk k) A & al B BRI 5 8 fil kA5 Bl sk
55 3ATIE AR B AU )RS 10 4773 ) (R6 7 5 25 30 76 1, 3L o (9 “Checkpoint#” 72 78 AN 7] b8 5 1 A8
AHIRA ME— R IR R A R 50 2.3 AN 4 45 T — M A U B B AR ).

func{
String triggeredOrNot = "0";
System.out.println("Begin:Checkpoint#i");
try{
Statements;
} catch (Exception triggered){
triggeredOrNot = "1";
throw triggered;
} finally {
Q. System.out.println("End:Checkpoint#i_" + triggeredOrNot); }}

2 KA R ABR

P OO NOOUVE WNER

EAHER M2, INSPECT 5N & RN T M I 2T 53 15 B Ik B € AL 3R FE P
s S A T R 0, L AU S S R e S AT S Ak B T £ s A A O AR R S Ak
BHAK ) ¥ L I HERE UG 5 BRI RN PO 2 AN S AR P B (R AT 2 R AR i AE T 2 PR
FRRSE 2 R N SR 5 A S0 R B BN Try ARSI 1 & i 3K BT Exception 12511 catch
AR B, AT e 3 S50 B8 B b SR A 2 i J2 8 AR L 00 57 8 N PR 7 e B, DA T S L e it
HIATIZ . LA Java TR AT FEHE ) Spring AE 422 5 4k FEAL I () B2 FH 9 1, Spring 1956 22
HE B 55 BT AT S AR BB I HEAT 55 1A (8 R, 00 SR R N B Try AU B S
WL, T B 5 BUUAS 75 2 [0 0R 10 55 55 ¢ 10 W 350, 4 000 P R A 4 D 17 3 e X A A U, 7 0%
FE PR NG EE 25 (1 cateh ACRS L 7] b9 H 4R 00 5 1 2 R AR B 8 AT P s IX — AR BRAE A AR
ANHIRE T R 2 IR 7 J5 A AT 12 48, HLER 8 4T/ throw 1HA) A BHIESE 10 17 21 i 46
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HAT B 3, A TE 7 5 AL BRAR G TR R U oh,— BARR P $AT N Try ARG AE ] return Al
throw 175 7] ) 25 SL A5 45 B OR A7, R 7E 26 9 AT finally AR AT S5 IR A].

(3) WANZEE AR SAEN N E E R ER AR T AR E S8R T INSPECT J5 vk UL R B RS
TN Try ARG A SR %5 B S br PR AR 7 P s B Try RIS BB E ST G
BR E R LG R N SRAE TR o 1 B ) S A B B B T Lo AR ) B AR, 3 2 S AL B AR AT
FEAFAE T F2 P o 58 0] B AR 5 PAT IR A 10 7 B, I8 17 A 8 LA BRI 38 B T 28006 7 R 1 U ATOIR
A.INSPECT J7 iR A H sk B 10 T BOE I IR 5 A5 1B 3 F2 7 SR A 5 A BRARAD 1 B AR
[AI T e DA 58 4= 78 26 7T BE ) BUA R BATOIR S R AL E N Bk, ARG T — R 5 b 7 AL BB A (RDT K
FHIR BN Try AADHL) S S % RN 7T 5 B AT 500 420 38 5 W0 e o K BT A e 8, DAL 2 )
K 4 A oA B AR B A, B3 2 R A R R 20% 11 BR B50HE AR 7 8 (RS 2 o N L AR 5 AL 9 R B 0
TEZE 4.3 AT — 2B #).

T EEULEA (2, INSPECT  J7 V2 0 A5 U AR 7 AN A 288 AN 23 I B A7 7E T BB 8 AL AT 45 R H R A &

Bl B 5N BIRE AR B TR A NS 2 00X — SRR A 2 8 N AR 7 1K 8 AT R 4.

2.2 fRIEMBRIAE K

L5 SBFL. MBFL ¥ ARXRHESR G R RGBT EEE & 6 — £, K 5755 BT R B 47 7 £F 3
T 6T R O AT AR S BT EAT BT, A5 B4R 1] R 2 BRI AR R A B R AR RS PIE BEAY 48 8% 1 A AR 7 b
R T8 A1) A7 1R 2R 0 3 i 497, 3G SI2 B i+ -5 T3 R A 4% 1 JiE 81 7 T 3k A S P 4] AT 3 T ik B i ),
BPAT IR AS 52 BB G A b, 3805 9038 P 437 ) S o i+ 5 TR 4 — B8 LB TOIR A E — e AR Rk 7 %2
7 B <RRAEAT 7, IR T L 4% 5 R ICBAAT 3B AT LU (9098 0 R 0 0 5l B R 3 76 30 SE TR R B T A7 78,8 I #4
A7 IR M LASR A5, BT EXPECT J7 V2@ ik A= jl B 1 A AR AR, K 3K 15— 4% 5% IS0 328 P 4810 36k 2 Fr) 3 3o B AT, LA gk 47
Lo B AR T &, O 1E B AR A A2 T 5 R WA DR R T AS R, BE A8 K A U A R AR T b — 4% 2R T 5 481 % 7 Dy s ik
B 7 AR AR (IR 15 312 RRAS 1 E 09 AN 3R 43 2R IS0 38 4810 56t 92 1 38 3 A0 A7, AT = 3 4T LUK, T AR % 4 i
TR AT B 5, KA By <Dy IE#A R A ). EXPECT 7714 E&FSE 7ERE 5 A & A L B 7% A BIE A1) 1)
T UL R 38 3 P 1 B AR A 15 B 38 5 DU 45 B R AR bR HEAT R B RS T, Re W5 ORI R MU AT #E 4T b
o I 5 A BB AEFE T E A R A FE A B . INSPECT 77V H S A K2 A 185 o 3E 9k A 41 2 45
P EA X —R A R .

W LL Math 350 3 ¥ 5,8 ok 4R %R M SL I8 50 UE T IX — HEWL 0, B Math 350 H 1 — AN R A
(ArithmeticUtils.java L35 479 47 AFAE — AR BR I : “=="8 B GRS N “1=), a0/ 3 At T iZ B F 17
TE, AR 51 “testLom” 1 S B iy H 55 7903 4 H AN — 350, 88 040 D9 2R SO P 451 SR Y 66 T 99 78 (1 SR s A A [
T A DA R T AR A, 521 3R X 5 15 75900 328 FH 491 “testLom™ 44T 38 3t ) 0 16 B AR AR . 45 R ok B0 B I ST A
ArithmeticUtils.java 158 509 17 UAB I “=="18 H 7748 Jy1=", 0] 4 5 WO 38 FH 9] “testLem™ 48 il i 4% I8 5 £
IR PP AR [R] 00 7 YEAE 1200 IEHA BR AR T A N 75 05, F OB R Al R 15 B0, K BT WSO 4R 1015 12 5 7 TR 4 G 5k [
Math T H L USCEE 15 2 HEAT 5t b 45 B B oR, BB AR O IE A AR A m 475 7 £ 50 g 38 0 (B0 P 491 ““testLem™ /2 £ 1E
TR A b AT FOTE R 48 JE R B AR B HAT AR B 1 F 0 il R A5 B AR ¥R 7 — L IX R WATE INSPECT HI T/EIR
B O TR AT LUA AR TR 46 J0 B B R A St 3 B0 I AT 281 N BOAR A R R IR ] ok
VECRIIE S AT TR IR 5 Ak R DA R R AR A 5 1 SO IR 6 R R - LA L

475. public static int lcm(int a, int b) throws MathArithmeticException{

476. if (a ==0 || b == 8){

477. return 0;}

478. int lcm = FastMath.abs(ArithmeticUtils.mulAndCheck(a / gcd(a, b), b));
479. if (lcm != Integer.MIN_VALUE) { /R EER] . 1= RN ==

480. throw new MathArithmeticException(LocalizedFormats.LCM_OVERFLOW_32_BITS, a, b);}
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481. return lcm;}

& 3 Math Ji H — 4R EA

N IGUEIX — I 5 HE T AR S O L IR Math T H A2 1% 40 A5 BREA IR BAS, 2388 AN R
I AR (10 2 T 4K FH 4810 A= i R % 4 (1t G 3 e B AT 1 O T A i AR 5 B o 04X 49 7 O 1E A B A i 4 T B f A2
J7 EWCER B 5 ik M5 B R BRI T 100% 1 2 0l 2 491, #1805 25 5y b 35 BRI O 15 A iR A, L
TG AE O IE AR AR b T RN IR AR BN e i R (5 R S EE IR IR R P B WO ER B — 3 1% 45 R 4R
TN IEFE T NS B OO S il R AE SRS L, O TE B AR 75 W] RAAE Dy Ji 4 T S5k A 72 e R A 2 85 4, T A
SREGE L PAT. IR RR T 40 ASHE R IR A B 26030 R 1 $ i, LA R 3 2R W03k FH 461 76 O 15 ff i A
JR U TE R B R A S B 00 R kR AS BRI LG 45 7R 1 SO IR A R T DASR it

PL AR 7O IE#RCAS T INSPECT ARG nl A7 P, T B AR S 28 O TE 8 RAS (R38BT v B TE A i
AWIREUE 2 FhJ7 B QSRR T LA FRIR T R A ST STt R AR S AR T SE AN SR FEAR R T RO R R
B IR I A AR, G BUTRY F k  AE R T PR BRI WA B0 B BT g AT B TR b, g S AR T R W AR I A
156 O] BB R AR b 1 2 U P 451 7 7 Sy e g, 3 T 4 2 SN 4k P 48] 4D 3 e AT T R S8 TR
TF i MR P I OB Thee 8UE 5 O Bk, BN A B IUA 1 A 3038 B Ui B 6 6 T 5 735 T
WA T AN [R] (1 F AT K 2 32, [EI AT 7T Bk 45 1R A2 1 b 9 2R el 3 491 4 74 Sy a1 ik ] DA S P TE i ik
AR 8 I S A T SRR AN TR R 43 SR AL AE B AR S 22 ST NBAN T4, B B IR SR IR TE LR S PR AR Y T R
RS 5 A B (10, TFR I E Gson B AT 2,000 475 52 i A, IR I H FastJson B A # T 4,000 4N
SERRARAN 10 ANVEER I FF K 43 3). 24385 7 52 hRAR AN 8] 5 % 43 52 70 16 3 B2 IS 32K 49 %o 7 1) )y TE A JiR A
R, S5 it 5% A% SR W S 5 W 685 R AR 7 A B T AR AR B — AN SR IO 5K i 4] PR AT 45 SR A s i AR AR A Dy
By TE A RA.

B A = AR, A O I A AR AR 75 O B 7 Al R A5 6 07 THD AT DA 2808 A 4 e kP R A AR 0 R 5%, 7 G
R RIE GiE B (G A5 B A5 E0TT e FITE JR AR To BB RAS USRI A7 7 B 35 22 TR O, Dy T Aff PR A A Bl S
ML T35 T AL G5 B IBLEE 2 AL BAR BE AN INSPECT 5 A A —Flh i i 47 1 B B 58 6 352 AR, L 5525 TR I 5%
T35 R B G AN 0 B (B AT T A TR AT I A2 Hh, — A W7 R I v T B AR AE T B BT IR SR R T R AR
F) 75 3 A BB TE A A B 2 3 2 72 38 3o 7 S AR BOAS [R] T 43 S35 T2 3R A5 Oy 10 B W A B8 19 SR RS 7 58, T
SEBR b D7 SRR TN T 43 3 A A A 5 A BA MR S 00 7 0, L SR T I L SO JR AR B R B 58 AT 5%
HIZ R BRI AT AU A B SR B R INSPECT MHAAT T4 55 4% i 2 T 78 25 05 B ISR IA 8 A F R AR FFF
RIEE 75 2K 3 T 9840 1 J 0ok 26 O IE AR AR INSPECT B A TR 1 & L F- 5464 MBFL AR
AR K.

23 REMARBERYESHE
2.3.1 Sl R IR EE

T SR A T M S AR G AT 1 P RS INSEPCT 420 X B 910 76 AT I 118 552 o I W 4 S 5 flh 15
SRBRAT R R T SR B Al s = S AR O 5 A M D i T PR s e R S RO R R (B, e Al e A R R
AR ST E ). S AR S B LA AR B AL B DA ARG A R T A A R AT BRER A S
ELAE IR G AT 21 1R — SRR 1R A0 W AR S R 1 s e b B 0 T R ROR R RS B
B RN AR AT ERER. R I 23 T AR 4.

=1 A

LAY 7t AR
- Statements Begin 1|
1 Begin: Checkpoint#i
Statements_End 1
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End: Checkpoint#i_triggeredOrNot
Statements Begin 2
Begin: Checkpoint#i
Statements_End_2
End: Checkpoint#i _triggeredOrNot

[N B NS0 R

- Statements_Ending

70575 i &K A5 B, “Begin: Checkpoint#i” 3/~ 2 7 PAT 3N FTHE N (14 2 21 Checkpoint#i (X B & 2 H )
2 3 17),LA“End: Checkpoint#i” AF Sk AT R RFE 7 PAT IR H KL 2 21 Checkpoint#i(Oh B K] 2 I EE 10 17), 34
W R AR TR NS A SR M — AR 1R B R B BN A R(Try-catch ) W] BEAE — IRFE 5 AT T 2 I\ R
R MSr SR X TR P AT I AR R OO N A s I 7E R 1 A 10y NI 27 il R
INFETFHATIENIIZE 1. 2 MR E m AR S HE, R AN ST A2 K% N1 Checkpoint#i 7] GEAH [ 2AS [ 7272 77 1R
A 2 AU, 2 7E“End: Checkpoint#i  triggeredOrNot 4T W UL AR & triggeredOrNot (KRNI 2 HIEE 2. 7 17)
TR 20 X R ST 52 A6 R A 7 Al R S BN 1B, RN A A A Checkpoint#t R B T 55,08 0 RoR
ESi kTN

TE 2 7 AT BB % v, LA “Statements_Begin” JT 3k (147 3 7 12 7 78 8k N\ X B2 7 52 68 57 S04 145 A, LA
“Statements_End” T 3k FIAT R - FE P78 38 N ST 5246 5 18 B 37 5246 0 ST 1098 A1), B IR Y 4V ) (RN AN AR
L& LB, fEE 1 “Statements_Begin_1” A % 2 7 £ H — K AN A S AT AT BT A 1R
) “Statements_End_1"fA R B FEH — KRR & S5 1B B ZE & 280 AT 0T A8 AR 3
Hh,“Statements_Ending”# 7~ T2 /5 AT 18 Hi 85 J5 — A2 52K J5 AT I BT 16 ).

DL 3 PR 52 R B 401 ) S b R i AT T 7. T TR 2 B (0 D g AL N e 285 R AL i R R 1] 4
Frs (For N RIGAE A) 9 BN I 5 3 A BT ), 00 R RV A B B B D), O 28 477 47 2B 486 ATIAE
F) 5 IR REER 1 H— & DLBegin”JF 3k B8 A1) Al — 2% LA“End”JF Sk B9 15 A1) (B 53 7 il Uk A5 52). A BL“Begin”FF sk
FILL“End”JF 3k BB A)E A 4 0T 3 1 #F DL“Statements Begin”.  “Statements_End”JF 3k 4T FTAA R K
T2 P 1B A Hefl“Statements Ending”iE A) £k (AT FE 5 P AT FRIEF).

475. public static int lcm(int a, int b) throws MathArithmeticException{

476. String triggeredOrNot = "0";

477. System.out.println("Begin:ArithmeticUtils.java 475");

478. try{

479. if (a==0 || b == 0){

480. return 0;}

481. int lcm = FastMath.abs(ArithmeticUtils.mulAndCheck(a / gcd(a, b), b));

482. if (lcm != Integer.MIN_VALUE) { //EFRIER] . 1= NA “==”

483. throw new MathArithmeticException(LocalizedFormats.LCM_OVERFLOW_32_BITS, a, b);}
484. return lcm;}

485. catch (Exception triggered) { triggeredOrNot = "1"; throw triggered; }

486. finally { System.out.println("End:ArithmeticUtils.java 475 " + triggeredOrNot); }}

4 K E R KR R AR

FE TG s A R AL A o ARG £ G =1, 2, ..., n) FIREDIFE P 408 f; 28 B O IE
WAL pev, TERF A R E 7 _E IR IRAT FITE pov, EREE AT 735108 e, B pe,, TE e; Fl pe; F AR 2
S b IR AE A ets_fail, 1 ets_pass;.

INSPECT ¥ Wit £ 3 1 S5 A U A R B e A AT 25 B0 URAS 2 ZE B B HE SR FE I Al ok W R iR 5 B
I3 TR BB 0 S B B8 A ) AR SR S B PR AT I RN U T 7 AR A R T SR S U SR
o A] ReME LAAR B s B BB AR IR B S BRI TR e S B A B Bl R B e AL TRAS B — AR RS
278 75 A SR B I 9 0, 2 T A B B2 A 2 — AR R AT B 55 15 5L T e TR 45 R 4R D 1 A, R AR
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P5 PIE 5 2Y, RI {50 T S f 6 P 15 ) 4 7 55, 1 0 T BB AN e % 3 31 o (] R AT RS, 5 B0 7545 S 1E 8 A BB
JITARTEATIA RN T AT & INSPECT 7F B SE3 5% T T ) AN [F] A S B B 10 8 6 B 7, 7E SRS R 22 T
Defects4] 1X — B [ & A7 AUk B AT B &£ 2 — T FH Y Chart, Time, Math Fl Lang TF2, A% 1 480 4~ 584%
BRIERRAS, HIE I T 60 AN IS Hk FE b AR, DAFF Je BE 0 4 TH A 5236 (7 D26 3 BANEE 4 ).

2.3.2 EUEEE

G PIE R E RS & A 1Sk A% 5 B p [RDRES, A BEAME R I R 2 I HAT R0 SO AR 7 5=+
ik R AR A DNAR P 18 AT R AR ZS R B 10, DR, 55 B U R SR AT e, FE I BAT pe, b 73 AR B =
WAl ets_fail, A ets_pass;, P —F B B IPATIRES 2 7 AL E 10 N5 BT bp, DLIVE AT R 745 A X
BB 321 5 A i J2 AR BB AR 3

XL ets fail, F ets_pass; I, & 564 8B 58 il R G LL“End” I 3k {5 B 655, A st Eb 4. % ets_fail;
B count_fail; % A“End” 3k 15 B ets_pass; P count_pass; % LA“End” 3k (115 B F2 WCEE IR 4R A 2
ets_fail; M ets_pass; ' LA“End” 3k 115 B ets_fail, 155 k (k= 1, 2, ..., min(count_fail;, count_pass;)) 515 B4
5 ets_pass; T k kA5 B 1E LA — X PL“End” JF 3k BUAE B A, 44 B A0 PROAT IR S AL 5 W8I 4, B
Checkpoint#i Fl triggeredOrNot. AR & .45 — W5 B Checkpoint#i A [8] A3 T it %if oL (1) J 57 52 465 /& 78 A [F)
B R A A B S RIS ¢, B 5 pe; B AN F B HAT B AT, IR LA A R A LEAS R I PATIRES 8 — B B
) triggeredOrNot AR AGR e, BN pe; T8 %F B 1AM 37 52 45 v 43 5ol sk 25 0 A ik o S5 TR R A R0 ]9 A7 78 A [ ) 38
ATARAS I A) 15, 2 HAY 4 — X315 S B Checkpoint#i 1 triggeredOrNot YRR I e, Al pe; # A N 1E ST N H) Sl 37
SR TR B F AT RS % BRI R IR XS ets fail, B ets_pass; FIET k 2545 B3E4T LEX AR 2 5 R BA
[E] AT IRAS, AT DA BE -1 (TEHOSL 32468 P RIS R PATIRZS) MBI -2 (TEROL 3246 R R A R AT
RE).

TEREOL-1 R T AR PATIRES G BRI A bp,. 45 %2 X PLEnd”FF 46 1045 23R I 7 A [F 44
ATARAS, ) B R S B 45 K B 0 M B 3 2 TR A S i R I A 4 R R0 1) ST BB A T L S04 1D, AT RS
XIS [B] IR 6 T R T RE AR IRAT , 12 SR R 8D B B 1 A B HE A A (A

HT L ets_fail, FI ets_pass; FHT k 5% LA“End”JT 3k M5 B 2R 68 KIS [F) B AT IR A (B H-2), gk — 25
SR Xt count_fail, F1 count_pass; FIH KA 7€ 73 B s bp, BARTT 73 N DL P15 0

® THEM-2.1: count_fail; = count _pass; i ets_fail, Fl ets_pass; "0 IS 524G B0 05, 3% 07 5 B Al ST 52
R TV R IAS [F I BATAIRES, WAE £ B3 T A A SR 1 e 8 il R A5 B 2 DU T SR BT IR 43 15
FUTEIX — TFAE 00, bp, TCIEH 58 f; ¥4 T I B 1 R 8 0 845 4 20

® TIEM-2.2: 0 < count fail; < count pass;.F ets_fail; 1 AFFEE /D FIMST 246, W 5 count fail; & LA“End”JF

B B ON bp A e TE1Z AUG B4 1L T AT, 1M pe; ENTE 1% 5 J5 4k 823 NTE 2 B0 5752 K, BT A
RE1Z A IR B RMIEIT Checkpointtti B, triggeredOrNot RILH e;v pe; Z 18 FIAT 2 5, H A el 4 ALK
2B ZAIATAIRAS B 43 A

® TIEI-2.3: 0 <count_pass; < count fail. 45 ets_fail, PAFAE T £ ML 5246, W 28 count_pass; 5% LA “End”FF
RIS B A bp AN pe; TE1Z s JG BLEZ 1L T HUAT, T ¢, ANTEZ ARG 40 820 NTE 2 (A 32 4, i DA
% m IR BB Checkpointti BY triggeredOrNot RILH e+ pe; Z B FIPAT 2 7, A v 40N
T A PAT IR I 43 B

® TIEM-2.4: 0 = count fail; < count pass;#1X pe; HEN T ML 248, W T v AT A0] — 2% LL“Bnd”JF 4 15 B
W38 N bp, ZFIE G T 1015 A MBS AE T 57 I RS 2.4 TR it

® TFfEM-2.5: 0=count pass; < count_fail, #7{X e; BN T ML 2K, BT ets fail, 1 LA“End”FF LA 115 B K
Z 5 WA, MOAS AT AT — 2% DA“End” FF 46 1045 B € N bp, i PG B0 T BE A RUSHE THE 5 120 758 2.4
BELs ARt
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falw

24 BERFEAGRKRETE

R EXPECT J7i% O & SE 7R R AR 7 J5 A% [ A 57t o AL S ) B 1 000 1 OB A5 210 1 S ik It J 2k
T A5 B 43 50 AT DA B SEBILA 205 A0 5k B S 52 76 16 ST T ) B 53 3 AL BB A BRI 0L R, 57 Al R TR
WSO B oy 5 05 A B 38 2 T 1952 INSPECT J7 3%k H BN IR 25 5, B e T2 75 7 L 4% R0 (1) e B o o7 e
N BB N G R 2R 2.2 TR R M I8 A AL AR R 40 AN RIS 1R AR AR 4k SR AT 30 IE . BRI R IX LA
TS 5% AR B S5k 7 (0 O TE A R AR WSO BT A 20 T X P 481 1399 2 DOk AT R0 388 0 BAUAT 3 T 43 J30) 35 B 7 b
TR TS B8 il R 0 R AT L 45 5 B, 78 100% 0 A5 I A5 15 RRAS o, 349 7T DL 2% B b il 3o b o SR ff s 9 8
7, HLF SR B A AR AR T BN 2 AT ST BRER (S B IR R R M AU 40 AR AR AR L SE B G E A
555 B S 0L B OC R WO 45 B TE R SO IR A B R 1 US43 — 510 10 B 78 10 SCTHT 1] 4 5 8 A B0 15 ) e 2k
FIFE L, 3 S ik o IR MU O vk B T A 1 4 B 05 8 7 ¥k, LS D B B S AT S5 R B S I 70 B
JE AT EXPECT J7 v M it T H 2 R A5 R AR P 1 1 1 0 A B0 ), AR 5 B T I e N B3 R AR 7
BB AT RE BTV AL B 1B, DR b, 78 45 1 v, 448 K 22 B0 P AT AL T+ o B URI L 2 i B 1A (R T R )T A
WICHTHE INSPECT J7 29, 53 8 Ab 38 A) 341 4 B S AN, DR b il Ao B ¥ LA A 4% At PR s 7 [) — Y L i
RE 11 BT b A I 7 T 43 e 2 i DR, T B NSRS 4 Y R P R T — B AR AR ) U B T B
7712,/ INSPECT J5 iE A8 T 0 0 EXPECT Jy i 78 LM v 1) — I i Bk ik

DUk B AR 7 R IR RS S E BB NS B AR T V8 A RS T S e R A D R AR R —
SFEFFIEA) 5, H XS AH Suspiciousness, B2 (1) &

n
.. _ i .
suspiciousness = E ' lsuserAsszst_suss (1)
i=

Softsust R 6T 5 4 4 SRR B 5080 B0 10 2 s 16 SRR AL SIS R L 35 4 4 SR P00 SR A
e LW ers_fail, RIZEAR R0 W ISAS ESBIE AT pe, ) ets_pass, 365 1T UL G2 0 0 O bp, i 548
B suslFEAE n AN SR P - SR 60 s P 18 2 P, JU06 {1 INSPECT WA FF i 0 5 P 54
LG B (I A 2.4.1 /Nl B A 40). Assist_sus, R ZEFF BT A 147 L W5 o i
IV 5 (PR IEL1F 9 INSPECT JRLRF I a0 5 7o IR (OB BY 1045, B 2 2%V 60 T i FL A
IR AL R Tie 17 RECHIEE 36 2.4.2 /N i B A 40,

24.1 T SPBORA BT 0 SRR I
EAT 5§ 4 SR UN FLFF ) s 15— KT RWCAAT ¢, MBI IAT pe, b 008U (i sust 1 24 SR(2) 57

) 1 s € Suspicious Group,
sust= { P =P 2)

0 s & Suspicious_Group,

b Suspicious_Group 7E e; N1 pe; LA 7E Jyml 5E & A BRI B A0 4L, Suspicious_Group, HITERILLER 1
1 DL “Statements_Begin”. “Statements_End” 3k {147 Fl Statements Ending SN A7, 1R3R ets fail, 76 7 % il R
I DA ST SR B HE N RR Y h 43 ) — dA BAT R 7 38 R (IE A statementst). | W statements’ & 75 3 A0 & 7E
Suspicious_Group ' (LN 4 23 K (3) 7

End_diff; >0 or
statements', € Suspicious_Group, , if Endidiff: =0and (Sit; =2.2 or 2.3 or 2.4) or 3)

Endidif];" =0and Begin_diff; =0and Sit; =2.5

AR 5 R ets fail,, % e; 1 statements.HIENT Begin_Counth/l\ﬁEfL ZRLEH T End_Counti/l\@ L2 FE (A
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=1 R FERRR A AR R RIR T erts_fail; 1) 565 4546, U6 T Statements_End_Z,ﬂiBegin_CountiTE7'3 2.
End_CountiTE?'i] ). [, 15 e; fEAT & bp, NIEIEN T Begin Count bp, NI AL B H T End_Count bp; i
WAL ZAL(E R bp, B B & — BB ML AT BT B End_Count_bp; WAL E bp, BITAE BN 2 A IR
WO E XL ets fail, T ets_pass; B R BEWHE bp,, | Begin_Count bp; 1 End_Count bp; WME N 0.4 3)FHI
Begin_dlff;ﬂ]End_dlfﬂﬁ%Uﬁ% e, TE bp;- statementsi i #E N FNIR H FI3 75246 B 19 248, LA @) FI A K (5)
G E

Begin_dif];i = Begin_Count _bp;- Begin_Counti “4)
End_difj;i = End _Count bp; - End_Counti )

NHEMARQG) 2O ARG B AT AR A Q)R B, W W L =R K P IER—A,
W statementsi 4 ) 5 J& - Suspicious_Group, FeH, 55— H 5 M End_diff’ > 0f\ &K statementsi{E. bp; Wi AT,
SHBFAT TR B ¢ MIPATIRE ZBNEGL, IFE bp, B EEF. K b, 185 2 1% 5% 1 ) statements A% 00 75 72
Suspicious_Group /1,8 N T BETE A1) 58 — R AAT P Sit ARAE T3 8Om0 B BL(5 2.3.2 /N9 i 3K bp; X RLA T
W UL BI04 bp, (6 FAGBL-2.2 TR Sir, OB 2.2, L2424 bp, 78 T BL-2.2 FHIL-2.3 BUFHE
-2.4 T%}}iﬁﬁtﬂiﬁﬂﬁEﬂd_dlff;ﬁ 0,statements' Ay N A T Suspicious_Group 1,58 8 w] 5k ik £ B AT
& L,End_diff! 9 0 W b R statementsi VLT bp; 5 bp; 2 J5 WS — OS2 K IR 2 8B T RE RV ers_fail,
HORELEAT RIS 2 A F RIS 2 R IR bp, A& 5 T %0 b 37 32 4 50 i e 8 il R A5 B 7 i 48 312
R PR e A RS ) @ﬁﬁf@éﬁi’f%iﬁﬁEnd_deﬂ = 0 statements’. F .56 = F & AFEF X 2 T 0L 2.5,
AL O, B T A ets_fail; PAFFEMSL S A, T 1N 9 BRBEAE S TE e, 1 UCHE N JISL 32 A0 BT3P AT IR E BR 8
ZﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁEEnd_dlff; = OﬁﬂBegin_diff; = O 2% A, AE — B 4 /Nl B0 55 T Suspicious_Group, TR R A1
T
2.4.2 IR Tie [ KR (4 78 A XU (T 55

FETE T3 BLE 70 W7 (K38 A RSB T 55 o, Lhstatements’, J BALH 5E T Suspicious_Group,, 2y 3\(1) I T - #5
55 F 15 A5 B T statements!, AT BEAL 5 45 T 55 A BAT 15 A1), 75 T2 X0 3 64T 1) ) KU (B AT 33— 2P X 43 R
T EAR TR A) s BRHBY AR AE Assist_sus, (A1) BJGFEB5). 6 Ja R — BUIA AT R KU B A
B AR, NS FE P B A s o5 X SHE Origin_Assist _Sus,.Assist_sus 3B ¥ Origin_Assist_Sus, JA—H E[0,1) X [A]
R3], B AR A 2(6) frs:

Original_Assist_Sus_- Min_Original_Assist_Sus

(6)

Assist_Sus_ =
SSISE_OUS Max_Original_Assist Sus - Min_Original Assist Sus + 1

b Max_Original_Assist_SusMMin_Original_Assist_Sus73 3l }& it Original_Assist_Sus {15 KAH e /ME AEA
/NN IA] Tie 0] RRYH Bk 9 15 4 XU (B T B o AT AT AR 2 15 AR JBE 1) BRI 8 (R 45 R W] DARE SR L R L &
2 Y[ RFE, INSPECT K H] SBFL $iAR I T-iZ B Be R A5 B4 ] SBFL R G ir sk B 47 7 Jo) BR 18, (ELHLAE
INSPECT % (¥ £ T AE Rl 2 7E 43 At 5 i R A5 B 40 B A9 B8 60 19 3 T2 KU B/ 4 Bl M b o B A R
F BRI B A RE— 2P X 45

3 SR

A B P AR A T R ARG RN PR SR S 3 U7 7 INSPECT BEAT A R B e, S 45 0F 7T 1) R L 2 #ik
B BR LV fR AR LA J7 .
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3.1 #A5TE)ER (Research Questions, RQ)

N T H36 INSPECT 75 Bl B i 457 AT 45 F 19 9% B (E0 5 57 B4 52 A7 A3 25801 R AR ) XU AEL VB 1) Tie TH BR A 1), 50
HT INSPECT WA [RIZH A S 500 B4k 77 30 0 5 i, 8 8 2 F 97
® RQI: INSPECT 4% 2T EA R HIEIEE A B2
INSPECT Jj M 8 R 7E T/EFE /7 e 3 AL PRAE A k2R IS 58 T U048 Re 8 3248 IR AR 7 3 o 13 B4 B
Sl B o AT 55 1408 77, AT DA BB 18 ) 7 5 1 XU B INSPECT 7% 5 M Al iZ 4k SOTA
(State-Of-The-Art)J5 i SmartFL #E4T X Hb, 4636 INSPECT /& 75 A8 95 45 B0 1E & Bl fé 118 40 BT i 4k
FEHIR SR E.
® RQ2: INSPECT J7V:Re 5 A AU ZZ AR 7] RS (L 1F A1) 1% i) Tie [7] 2
R B 8 AR W 2 4R A ) I T AR [ 0 R, 1 S E AR T B — A Tie fR IR M HIE S
B BRI 8 ) AL T Tie A, B b6 78 AL (A R0 1 52 31 g B LI 27 Tie (R (RN Tie AL (15 A 3L
)RR T i R 1 B A1 R S /N AS I 4 1] 0% 1 INSPECT Jy 925 5% Tie 7 J31 1) 22 i it 73, RIS 75 08 /b B
fi XU HE P 371 9% v 5 8 B 3 ) B A [ XU A 1) LAt v ) I 3 i
® RQ3: K SN Wi § 0 INSPECT J7 i s 2
W 2.1 T TR, ZE INSPECT J5 ik P FTAE N 25 b 1K 25 P8 2 W s 5 R BB 75 8 2803 SR AR 7 AT IR A8 4%
BOSMCEER R 2 — AR N I K, AT Re S BT IR B 10 F 8 15 B R R, 1t 17 38 i HE DA
B AT TR IS S8, IR B 55 57 0 15 BAR B At A% G B 52 A48 BRI IR 35 8 A A RN 28 BE i /DS,
Al B8 T BT VR e DL A5 SRR 7 BAATOIR A 43 050 A, 338 10 52 ) 5 67 A A% 1 ASHTE 90 i) AR 7 VR BRIA 20% 8%
BN EE 2 AP RAEE L E (1% 5% 10%- 25%) N IERI R,
® RQ4: FEFIEA MK 5 7 ik W2 m INSPECT J5 ik 1 RR?
RS B 5 3 il & U I EHEAT 2T )5 INSPECT #it 7 BRI SV AR B AR T RS E NS 2.4 45
BT ). AT 50 10 5 4 A7 126 B0 50U 10 & B DR 12 SR B TS [RD AR Ak 3 LA )28 Ak 5 5 A 5T A8 B
K 8 AT 55 R 0.
32 BHERE
W% 2.4.2 /NATHTA, INSPECT K SBFL HiA AR 78 4) s T H4H B XU A5 Assist_Sus (LS5,
#FF Crosstabl®!, Ochiail**), DStar* 1 Naish2*'JU 15 SBFL 4 AR F T3 — b 72, K A e AT B A & B (AR R 1k
FL W AIE SEE R 2R B AR o B A i s R B ER PO SBFL B R 43 5 8L FH T INSPECT H1, 437l 77 AE
INSPECTc. INSPECTq. INSPECT, Al INSPECTy VU F A8 A, DA BE AN 4 [ Ho i3k AT 52 56
33 HIEE
NT FE4y VEAL INSPECT J7 9 N A5 [F) 28 B A% R R P 16 (¥ R 4 52 7 % 77 S22 Ak BE 1,3 B Chart. Time-
Math F1 Lang [ A> 95 50 H $4) 3 S 56 2045 4, 1X S6 T H 35 75§ B 2 A7 T8 i AT 1 B8 48 2 — Defects4] H145
BTz AN H kA B DU R A PR A R R 02 Hod Chart A Time 727 R
— BRI R A BEACHE, T Math A Lang #2175 1 57 8 A0 BRI AR 820 O T 78 40 VR4 INSPECT Xf
il /b ST AR BRAE ) (0 R I FER T 102 Ak B8 0, HEBR AR IR P SR A R AL S ) X 52 56 00 A, K R P s Y
T H w1 S AL BRSO T RN 1A A RSB e il R A B AE IR AN TR H 1 JE A R Y P R A T
AR T I N BRI B 480 AN I A R AR A e A0 B 7E 3R AR [F) Y5000 B 3 B 60 AN B SR B i A
AN IR HAR AL, LAVEAS INSPECT 7E B S PR 55 N THI 1) AN [ k2 5 [ 140 5 B 56 0.2 BT LUK P 1 30 S sl B AR
b TR R B IRAS J2 (RN Defects4d B IR IR T H 1 H STk M ICATE H A5 2 id i, 75X 2 58T [/ JDK
FAS 1) S5t B AR HP S5 A SRR TDK AR R 1.8, 110 5 B2 (1) PR 050 B 2 H Ao 1k S FF i IH JDK R A2
1R 2 B0 SE2 i A AT e 75 066 P 5 2 FF 08 — 41 1 0 iR P 4.
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3.4 IR

3 EX = 00/ S 4 I ARSI G W 7 R AR B2 B 1) S B AR AR EXAMP U MRR(Mean Reciprocal
Rank) P>*If1 WSR(Wilcoxon Signed-Rank tests) 1> it EXAM $8 b5 BF B BB 2 7 2R A 1018 ) XS {8
He 5 51 3 o 7 T Bl [ 38 ) 22 A 10 R 35 A B MRR $5 b JiE 8 B B 4 ) 78 KU (i HE 51 3% o A T 1 131
%, WSR F 5 B & INSPECT J7 V2 I 5k [ 78 13 3R A B LA fe itk 7 v I (B 35 .

KT EXAM 48 bR, 9250 4% B8 38 F ik v H B & EXAM Best. EXAM_ Average fl EXAM_ Worst = /M7 1Hl,
O VPG DT VR AE S« P YR 2 R 0L S BRI 6 5 7 R (B G SR R B B ) 7E. Tie w0 49 53 4% B ILAE Tie
A BRSNS AT ). AT S L EXAM. Best X5 R XU ™ b K TG 15 A I R P
BB X T 5 B IE A A7 LE Tie 96 8 (XU E AR 25) [R5 A1), 8 1 L S 7E SR PGS A1) 2 5 i 25 5 il I 5
L5k B 1 A AEAE Tie 8 R IEA),EXAM_ Worst 18 ¢ H £ 7E Sk [ 15 ) 2 B Bl A6 7, D51 i 25 R 1 2 KU K T
85T BhIATE A R P8 1) 808 EXAM_ Average AR AEF 18 L T 1511 EXAM 43 24, Bk FE 15 A) ¥ EXAM 43
OB T 58 B A 5 XU 8 AR 25 R FR B A 19 EXAM 20 B P S48 5 T4 3 = Fh EXAM 48 bRt 507 %,
SEAR AAE =R S0 1 R o o R I

MRR $8 45 € A5 — N G 0 3R AR B 7 4 B8O 44, n 2 50(7) s

MRR= 12K ! %)
K =1 rank;

Horp K 8 15 P AR A R AR P A B2 rank ARR B 1 MR IR TR B REAE A) 1) RS HE % MRR - H
rank; A 22 52 3 Tie [ 81560, SEIANAE S 5 00 N AT B 8 BRON LR FIE G0 R 0 7 R CAE
EXAM F8 b5 o758 DLIEAS 58 730 i MRR 43 304K 38 58 40 0 B s s o R L

WSR Fa b5 A T3P S2 36 45 R 00400 5 35 2, R FT R H INSPECT ik B & RIE B B &R TIH
B 2 1 5 5 S0 B A B0 R B ¥ NB(Not Bad, Bl INSPECT (IR I AL T 342 J55)F B(Better, Bl
INSPECT R IR T 5 48 7 32) % T 2R 28 75 1 A B i [ 8 6 45 S NB AR TE S8 A6 B 15 1) T 7 ZEA 25 10
TP BB KT % T INSPECT £ BB RIRIE & A B IETE A T 77 2R A [ F2 7 18 A) B0 A K T
INSPECT JT4E i) 45 S 3X — 4R AR R RN 25 16 Tie 1) B0UR AR I 5 4 1 100 1 1 45 2R

4 THERSH

4.1 INSPECTH AR BEBRFHEIEEM B

T VEAS AT H INSPECT J5 ¥ (88 0, A B 51 0] 85035 B8R 7 TSI AT o S5 32 R SmartFL fF 2
2877 AT L. B AR AT A AT 4@ EXPECT 7 ik I Bk B 72 A0 A5 201 OB UE S8 3T SmartFL,(H 3L 3 ZAE ) H 7 2
4 o A e L 4 5 A B P A5 R 7 3 DA A S 2 TG e ) S A B AR R 35 R R o RAEAEH,
IRl AN HAE S B 28 5 vk an 5 3.2 5 BTk, S2 38 6% T INSPECTc INSPECT,. INSPECT, 1 INSPECTy MU
A A, DL S BN 78 43 HAS: 56 77 105 BB o 6 A7 ROk S a6 5 sk 2 fngk 3 Fom, e B A RSBV SI R R T
INSPECT [ PY P75 4 f1 2 28 777 SmartFL 75 =ANJ7 1 (¥ EXAM FR A5 5 B E H8UR s H BT EH
B3R FHIE L 28 H AN RR T %A J7 7519 MRR $R bR FHAERE 5 HLAA H TR AR BB S MM E LA R T
INSPECT PUAH 75 R 7 WSR 847 1¥] NB Al B 1% 10 50100 & AR 1% 11 P E, 3L Bt 17 46 4 45 BR800 B 1) JE
BdERETE S

% 2 INSPECT J7iES @ M Ut (BB )
¥ B EXAM_Best EXAM_Average EXAM_Worst MRR WSR_NB WSR_B
SmartFL 13.27 13.27 13.27 0.2206 \ \
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INSPECTc  0.63 (95.25%1) 5.85 (55.92%1) 11.06 (16.65%1) 0.9077 (311.47%1) 2.40e-102 5.49¢-93
INSPECTo  0.63 (95.25%1) 5.86 (55.84%1) 11.06 (16.65%1) 0.9091 (312.10%1) 2.40e-102 5.49¢-93
INSPECTp  0.63 (95.25%1) 5.85 (55.92%1) 11.07 (16.58%1) 0.9090 (312.06%1) 2.40e-102 5.49¢-93
INSPECTy  5.88 (55.69%1) 11.10 (16.35%1) 16.31 (-) 0.8966 (306.44%1) 4.86e-101 2.47¢-92

% 3 INSPECT J7iES i@ hA Bt (FLSEHRE)
¥ ¥ EXAM_Best EXAM_Average EXAM_Worst MRR WSR_NB WSR_B
SmartFL 12.86 12.86 12.86 0.2415 \ \
INSPECTc  0.85 (93.39%1) 5.46 (57.54%1) 11.07 (13.92%17) 0.9257 (283.31%1) 2.18e-14 1.28e-12
INSPECTo  0.85 (93.39%1) 5.46 (57.54%1) 11.07 (13.92%17) 0.9257 (283.31%1) 2.18e-14 1.28e-12
INSPECTp  0.85 (93.39%1) 5.46 (57.54%1) 11.07 (13.92%1) 0.9257 (283.31%1) 2.18e-14 1.28e-12
INSPECTy 34.58 () 39.19 () 43.80 (-) 0.9091 (276.44%1) 3.62e-14 1.28e-12

PAXE 22 2 B9 BT 9460, 7T LUK B0 T EXAM $8 65, INSPECT DY Fft A8 1A 7 5t 47 175 450 T AH 80 T+ i 48 75 vE 5 B
27 W RART IR THIEE N 95.25% I AN 55.69%:;7E T 4545 3L N, INSPECT UM AR A AH 5 F R 46 T ik (1)
BIHIEEE — & N ERE L 55.92%. &K N 16.35%;fE & Z1E I N, B INSPECTy 4h, Hifth = Fl 48 44 () $2
FHIE B B7E 16% L F.7E MRR FE 7 L INSPECT UM AR 4 AH 3% T H2 246 77 1 (48 FH7E 306.44% % 312.10%Z [A].
7E WSR #8451 48 NB A1 B 7 250 53300 4% B BE A0 P E, AT LLIA A I 2430 4 4% BB 0 o A R A 38, Mt 12
)£ B R INSPECT [ R 8 A A AU B 3 8 7 B4k 5 vE 7R R 3 W % EXAM #84%, INSPECT,,
INSPECT,, INSPECT, = M7 M R4 T-F 28 7 v AR T B AR T FE Sy« ~F I 22 15 Ol i 4R e
53R 93.39%- 57.54%F11 13.92%,INSPECTy R I AN UK. 7E MRR fg b5 _F, INSPECT DYFh A8 44 AH L T
FELE TR THTE 276.44%3 283.31% 2 [7].7E WSR F8 45 1 AR ¥5 NB F1 B 7 Tl B il £ B % 1) P B, AT LA
NN 249 45 4% P AR B IR 1 TR 15, AN B8 T2 14 R INSPECT [ B 58 0 A R0 5 38 i 7 6 4k U7 vk,
%% L TR INSPECTc+ INSPECT,, A1 INSPECT, /£ % R br N Bt b 2 S0 A5 R0t 35 BH S5 i B A et U .
IR R R AN T AL FRIE A A A A R AR INSPECT fEWs VS A LG SOTA J7 v 5 4 () B
TE LR AR e A5 X — A R BRI s ALAE BRIz AG B T SN I i S ER 8.

4.2 INSPECTF /£ BE T B MEE R XU e B 75 A1 & R B Tielo] 3

A FL A # ] 18 INSPECT %2 Tie [l #8852 W FFE K INSPECTe. INSPECTqo. INSPECTp Fl INSPECTy
DU AR {5 H AR R 3 A RO B A 4R 45 rh 40 501 BN AR AR Tie i 8 A4 DU Ff SBFL 4% A (Bl Crosstab. Ochiai-
DStar Fl Naish2)#t 47 %) bt, APPAl INSPECT X} Tie [ # (1] &b ¥R 68 7. SL06 45 SR 4R 4 FISR 5 Fiom, H A AT
FE7R T UM SBFL £ AR CHJT R 7R, ic 8 MYTERHE S & AN Fr B R MO _E RSP 34 Tie MR, 28 =47 R
T AIE B AR M ] INSPECT 2844 f9°F 34 Tie MUASE, 55 PUAT & INSPECT,, AHE T M KO TR FE.

# 4 INSPECT J7 %) Tie Wl BRI G f#AE )] (FLAULBREE)

M Crosstab QOchiai DStar Naish2
SBFL HAR M 208.86 363.70 363.70 208.86
INSPECTy 10.43 10.44 10.43 10.43

RFIEF 95.01% 97.13% 97.13% 95.01%

#F 5 INSPECT Jj Xt Tie il @R f#AE ) (L SEHREA)

M Crosstab QOchiai DStar Naish2
SBFL HAR M 160.28 284.18 284.22 160.28
INSPECTy 9.22 9.22 9.22 9.22

RFIEF 94.25% 96.76% 96.76% 94.25%

PAS 2 4§43 81 ), 8] LA BP0 I SBEL 430 AR 7E S0 B 48 b 7= A= F B e 58 107 45 B v S0 47 A8 35 T EL )
Tie 7] &5 401, 7F Crosstab A= ik FIFE 7 18 ) MU S HE 7 471 3% P 39 47 7E 208.86 25 5 B S B e 18 ) B A AH 1R X
[ {E 138 71),7E Ochiai. DStar Fl Naish2 [f14%5 5 A1, 1% — 205243 & 363.70. 363.70 Fl 208.86. 7% B 51 [ R A6k
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R 58 AT 25 o 3 K BIRRIY Tie 23 7™ 2 5 0 5l B3 2 A6 H A 10 S A A8, BRI RN S 7R 2 TN Tie HiZ 464K
B VE ). 5 B4l 48 T SBFL AR AR HL, Bl S T SBEL (#) INSPECT J7 v BE % B (2 P& AR Tie FHUARR, Bl Jok e &2
i ATk 97.13%. 003 5 W LLE H, Y150 SBFL H7 ARTE IS0 P B0 48 1 10k [ 8 AL RIREZ ) T Tie v,
B0, 7 Crosstab 25 B AR 18 A1) KU HEFF 51 26 o, T S LE 160.28 45 5 EL Sz B AE ) B A A1 5] KU A8 (15
H). g i ] SBFL i ARM L A& T SBFL ) INSPECT J5W:REWs W1 B IEAK Tie UM, 5 VRl 2 % & AT A

96.76%.

43 BWESENZEWNFZIINSPECTA AR MR

2.0 WAE T NG SRR TR S A N B (R B E AR B AN B bR 1R R E L ) BT R
of 7 9 A P B 87 0 SRAT S R T R R A AN B BE A 20%, BV 32 4 B2 7 o 00 B A v 4, LA T 1] g
4 N BN E A AT 70 R USRS L 1% 5% 10%F1 25% YA R [7) ()55 B 4e, B A 28 A N B B0
BICARE E [0 RE 99+ 19+ 9 AT 3 S5 415 1 R B A N AS 2 05 P, 1% 5% 10%2 LE SR R B 20% T AR 1 25
FEAR,25% ) B8 357 SE IS AN IR 50%-  100% 55 3 — 25 w5 1% FE AR, BRI N 71X S8 25 B 4 B R AT e 4R BRI K
5 E AR R, SRR B R ZMBIA LS T2 RN S5 BIRAT B MR /N e AR
B A AHIE T 10 B3 e 4T T M 22 15 00 S 10 EXAM JR AR R BEAT B B, Se 30 45 sk 6. % 7 M 5 Fios
CRFE AL S8 T LU B AR B 50 1) U AT B Tie B BX TSR FH ) SBFL £ AR [# € 24 Crosstab, B %t INSPECT 48 4
AN TR % B AH).

F 6 AFEAE S NEE R INSPECT J7 vk (M BRI 8 0 2t (L0 B ie)

= EXAM_Best EXAM_Average EXAM_Worst
1% 193.72 215.73 237.73
5% 107.05 124.37 140.79
10% 0.91 28.03 33.74
20% (INSPECT¢) 0.63 5.85 11.06
25% 23.78 29.66 35.53

F£7 AR S ANZE R INSPECT J7i%k KB & A St (528 i3)

= EXAM_Best EXAM_Average EXAM_Worst
1% 74.40 80.43 86.47
5% 4.00 9.74 15.48
10% 2.45 7.28 12.12
20% (INSPECT() 0.85 5.46 11.07
25% 0.95 5.52 11.08

m1% m5% m10% =20% (INSPECT.) ®=25%
250 P 10000

215.73 90.00 86.47
80.43

200 19372 80.00
74.40
7000
150 14079 60.00
12437 000
107.05
100 40.00
30.00
50 35.53 20.00
23.78 2803 2966 3374 . 12 121107 u 08
0.91 0.63 . - 085 0.95
0 0.00 - —_ ‘

() LGRS (b) SR
B 5 AEk A SRNE T INSPECT J5 2 1 Bk I 58 1 A 2k

LAXTER 6 F 20 8 i, ol AR B INSPECT ¢ £E = R 00 T SR 6 52 (0 Rk 22 A, 5 e M N 3 52 1 A
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M T F%.LL EXAM_Average N, IC & 20%% FE AR 1) R 46 INSPECT J7 L (48 AR (H A 5.85, 1M 7E 10%- 5%F1 1%
2 AR R IZAE 4 38 28.03 124.37 F 215.73, 80 R 2 1 & T B 551X — IR 1T 5 -5 Ik I RN AR 75 0 (104
P BRI S AR T A REE H CRE R RIS, INSPECT H BN IS & A BARA R & L&
o} R 3 4 (VR N BILAR 15 1 B N D T S50 o A 00 A 7 s S AE T B v 0, LA AR I BB Ak SR AR
JF AR BRAT RS 32 10 A R 20 40 50 L e A0 R ST DR 4 1 B BRI R RN B T R 5 B R B AT
ARASTET= A2 S5 58 M 4 3R, 5 19 5 VR B8 T ] BE VR A5 A0 T AR — B0 IRV (B, DT 2 i S5k B 5 6 1R 7 AU
MR B AN B B R BN LR GG B BE 20% 5 = 1Y) 25%I, AT LR BILINSPECT (i B s o R0 [RI R HH B
T R BENTE 20%% B ) EXAM_ Average fH N 5.85,1M7E 25% 0% FE RS 41 _E T+ 29.66).3X — I R K AT A 5
DR 6 A N 5 00 8 0 {56 159 07 3 A0 81 10 3 o R A R A — 8, B KRR (0 (5 BB T RE BTN S
KRR FPATIRE LR M ITURAE B, A B E. £ 7 2IEHE5R 6 EAMF.FFE LU
EXAM_Average A1t B 20%% B {H 1 )5 45 INSPECT iR R{E N 5.46, TTE 10%- 5%H1 1% % B {4
TOZAE NN 7.28 9.74 T 80.43 AR IR T RS, LA AN E R E N RIAE B 20%E
=10 25%HF, 7T LUK I, INSPECT [k 58 7 28R R Rt BLF B&, 3L EXAM_Average {8 T+ % 5.52.

23 TR o v B I (A 2 AR N 5 B 2 X6 INSPECT J7 ¥4k [ B B 5 1.7 250 LA M Tie 1) 151 22 i A&
A AR S R AR A A LRI 1% 5% 10%-. 20%F1 25% TR A (5] R RS 7 A5 RN 35 B o 20% (B
INSPECT J5 45 ¥ &) B A ALK R I F b, 4 J5 L0 708 R AR AR HEFE R A 20% 0K & Ui N % B2, [
Jh BE AR BB I B T A 4 B AR 0 N B, TR B B g 0 R A 2 3 0 7 VR I AT B R RO B A,
INSPECT 77 ¥4 42 H I B B YT E AR
4.4 BEFIEARNKRETESEWNTHWINSPECT S AR

INSPECT 7 383 %of 55 R SRk AT 0 T 060 58 20 80 i, 9 465 6 I AT BB s A AR 3L 1R) g R 0 4 42
R P 1 ) T SR, B AR I 5 2.4 5 A (D BT AW 5T ) B2 RSB TF B 7 VR 1A B HEAT 1 e,
JE T AE S B R st R TE BRI AR AN [ B0 A8 A4 X6 B AT R B S S B0 HEAT B

R4 7T IR A 28, R B AR B RSB Suspiciousness, Y- | susiFl Assist sus P 04 B, H AP AT 2 &
TR I3 J5 2 B AL SR o sust AR FPIER) s X AT RE A SR IE A1 R 4 Suspicious_Group FI &
KAME. BRI ANMEN T LEE AR, 8T R RIE E IE sk FE 5 5 a8 e
Suspicious_Groupi’:P,INSPECT Eﬁ)ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁ%#ﬁﬁ&d_@f > OE@‘%RT*E?EEnd_diff;E@ BAR{E R
F i ) % Suspicious_Group, {11 &5 W6 BUAE BE— 25 [X 43 A% B VH1E 52 o Wk B3 18 6 4 7E XU 51 2 rh e i o
ME 22 1) [ B, 9 PT A  S505Y L 1R 1 370 3 P AR AR T RSN Tie ASHIE 90 i) AN bl suas? 1) T SRR AT 42 24,
XT%%?%’EUZﬂstatementsﬂfEnd_diff; > O‘T%VR_FIEJL:E%Suspicious_Groupi@/éT ) 0 W S A VR 3k — 2P TR 2 7 R
R SLIR 2 SN B TR R, 03 8 R AR T IR S A E SR End_diff! > O(Z% 51246 i /2 1% 4 1 11
A AT L RS A Algo o), PUFH AR (A 721K — S5 AR A S5 Al 1 4k SR N 17 2% 0 B SR End_diff /)N T-%%
TFEnd_Count_bpift] 80%-+ 60%- 40%F1 20% (431N Algogey,~ Algoge~ AlgosgeFl Algosg,). 3 H] 1 1, 5 I
W3R 8 B AT 22 43 B R Dy 1B R R ST 2 R B S AT Z statementst D4 1E B H BB ST 52 RS B0 E 1) E A
End_diff’! 5 5 S GERE3L 5T # 119 80%.60% . 40%1 20%. LA Algoaqy, 981, 7L /& End_diff’ > O 355 1= statements',
T EH & End_Diff'. < max (End_Count_bpi * 0.4, 1)iX — 4B A5 88 53 B sl IR 11 40% (LT iBAIH &
W€ 9 N J& T Suspicious_Group, F&AFH max(..., 1)iX—BE A T #i IR 2 End_Count_bp ARV A58
RE B A7 1L 2 2% A R 2 P 8 ) 2L T 3k W o 92 788 A () B ALE T, A1 182 I B L N PR G 725 A 408 T 031 1
T PAT R IGCIRAT PR AT R A RO 22 57 U0 T DAASORs 73 B i B 3 FA R e 38 ) 2L 40\ Suspicious_Group 18
T Stof L RIASE 94 2 ok, 5 /> 50 BFa 5 37 45 TR 52 Tie 1] R R2 0. 5 RQ3 AH [F), HE T4 1) A8 & 0 B 100, AT 5T 1 8 L )
AT SRR A 3 F INSPECT 384T IR Algoyoqw, ¥ 4 (X1 2 4 £ End_Diff’. < max (End_Count_bp, * 1, 1)1
LLZ3 Y A End_Diff’. < End_Count_bp (¥ End_diff! > Ot End_Count_bp WU 8 K F25F 1) £G4
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&

(5) &5 & Wl 18 End_Count_bp; - End_Counti < End_Count _bp,, B} End_Counti >0,1% % 1 % R 5 =2 W ar.

1, Algo ggv, 1 S 3] ]iﬁ%ﬁ:%jﬂEnd_dlff; >0.

% 8 INSPECT R R PPl H kAR R % 1t

BE Wi %4
Algozo, 0 < End_Diff’ < max (End_Count_bp, *0.2, 1)
Algoyg9, 0 < End_Diff'. < max (End_Count_bp, *0.4, 1)
Algogo, 0< End_Diffi < max (End_Count_bp, * 0.6, 1)
Algosgoo, 0 < End_Diff’. < max (End_Count_bp, *0.8, 1)
Algog0% (INSPECT() End_Diff’. > 0

Fif5 AR ) EXAM_Best. EXAM_Average Al EXAM_Worst FEAR{E 13 9 AL 10 Fiw.

K9 INSPECT A [F] XURGHE PP A% 53248 4 (4 kB 58 (o A e (AR e

LAk EXAM_Best EXAM_Average EXAM_Worst
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