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Overfitting Patch Identification Based on Data Flow Analysis

DONG Yu-Kun, YANG Yu-Fei, CHENG Xiao-Tong, TANG Ye-Er

(Qingdao Institute of Software & College of Computer Science and Technology, China University of Petroleum, Qingdao 266580,
China)

Abstract: Automatic program repair techniques can realize automatic repair of software defects and employ test suites to
evaluate repair patches. However, because of inadequate test suites, the patches passing the test suites may not repair the
defects correctly, or even introduce new defects with ripple effects, which results in a large number of overfitting patches
generated by automatic program repair. To this end, an overfitting patch identification method based on data flow analysis
is proposed. This method firstly decomposes the patch modifications to the program into operations on variables, then
adopts data flow analysis to identify the patch influence domain, and selects targeted coverage criteria to identify target
coverage elements according to the domain. Finally, test paths are selected and test cases are generated to fully test the
repair program to avoid the impact of repairing side effects. This study conducts evaluations on two datasets, and the
experimental results show that the overfitting patch identification method based on data flow analysis can improve the
correctness of automatic program repair.

Key words: automatic program repair (APR); overfitting patches; patch influence domain; data flow analysis; test case generation
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x1 BERELEH
ALVD 1400 J5 4542 5 Add a local variable (a variable declaration) DCV %% & Delete a const variable
CLVV & 047 ¥ 4% i Change a local variable value AGVD 3414578 EAdd a global variable (a variable declaration)
CLVL &7 & I TR Change a local variable upper/lower limits CGVV &5 4 JFjAS FChange a global variable value
DLV M J=) &6 7% & Delete a local variable DGV MHBR 4> /575 & Delete a global variable
ACVD 34N . Add a const variable (a variable declaration) CPM &4 77%: 25 Change a parameter of the method
CCVV EEH; fitChange a const variable value CRM &0 7 ¥R [F1{H Change a return value of the method

THRR T 3 T REBURG, B &G
A RIEAGAERT UL EIREE R M2 2. sl 3, T
HAZ L T 225 index WIMAERIA . DR LAE 00 7 M
H, BATE SR ZAN T R AR index 22 (113
VR, Z T HAm i M L R AL i index .

BEAL, A7 L2 8™ A 07 ik N S R D[R] N 2 72 2R
B 77 R DR A B CFG IS8 43 BT R e 10 1
KE, NIMTHEAT LR 734, 7~ 4 52 TR ArjaE £ R
—MERAN T, B R T B IERI .

7~f5] 4. Combination-bug3 B E M T

7~ 1. Nopol 185 FirstZero-bug9 £ I #h T

— if (x.length == 0)
+if (x.length == 1)

7~f5 2. jMutRepair &5 Bank-bug6 4= 14N T

— int mid = start + (end — start)/2
+ int mid = start + (end + start)/2

7~ 3. Cardumen &% Inverse-bug2 A= I #h T

— index = index + 1

+ index = x[index]

1. public class CombinationPermutation {

2. public long combination(int #, int r) {

3. Factorial fac = new Factorial();

4 long combin;

5 — combin = fac.factorial(n)*(fac.factorial(r) *fac.factorial(n—r));
+ combin = fac.factorial(n)/(fac.factorial(r)*fac.factorial(n—r));

6. return combin;

7.}

8. public long permutation(int #, int ) {

13. }

14. public long select(int #, int , boolean flag) {

15.  return flag ? combination(n, ) : permutation(n, r);
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16. }
17.}

1 LA W K R I CFG. Hor, vy 7y
RN ArjaE BT 55, Va, Vs, Vs 19 RSB R 2
HI7T5 5, PR 05 3 [ M) % Combination-bug3 %N T
SO T ORI VEGH AN A T SR s R ) I AR

\ |Enter select(int,int,boolean)|
\

\\ if z,==0 goto labell

$/,=specialinvoke
V5 | ro.combination(ip,i,)

-
-

e

7
/
/V4

label1:$/,=specialinvoke

goto label2 ro-permutation(iy,i;)

/
/return

/ Vs |label2: return $1,

v

K1 Combination-bug3 #b ] FZMIH
1.1 FREREMmEIRA
TR P RS )R B T AR S EY, BT
#17 K (control flow graph, CFG)!" ! #E4T IR BUK Y 7
Fr. X CFG _ERIEEAN Y 5 n, B R

. | init(n), n = entry
in(n) = { U pepreamy out(p), — otherwise 1
out(n) = gen(n) U (in(n) — kill(n)) 2)

Horb, n AFEHNRE SR/ AL p A n BTIRET L (1)
W in(n) THE 0 BFICNE 2.5 init(n) FIEA T BN b
M4 RS S8 X 2) F out(n) THE n IR IEE,
gen(n) Tz n TFARBERRAE R kill(n) R~ n h
TR B O B RAE R pred(n) Fon n BHIFTA AT IK
WRES.

TR EBEERG B, AR FE 1 AR
TR PN B A SRR XS 12 2R A S ) Bl RS R AR
SR AL B 1P RBOZ S T L R A A
etable H; 2 2 25Xt etable #HATIEAR, FERREN— 410
%381 endNode. W14 % endNode AR 1A, TV AN
FHT fFER. AT 1) endNode # 2 MA B RSB
BAEE 1 DA% BRI, UK 37T 1

FEFF 2 5, JERE AR IS R SN I 2 R AR 4R,

SOk 1L BRI R N TSR S

N EEHIRE CFG, B L3555 v, 1 554158 NList.
Hidt: — 4L TR 4T 0 #4% paths.

LI getOutedges() AR — N5 s FIFTE Hid
getEndNode() AFRI— U IR T 2

BEGIN

1. Hashtable<String, Edge>etable=v.getOutedges()

2. if (etable is empty) then

3. paths.add(NList);

4. else

5. foreach item in etable do

6 edge<—ectable.get(item);

7. endNode«—edge.getEndNode();
8 if (endNode not in NList) then:
9

NList.add(endNode);
10. findPath(NList, endNode, paths);
11. newNode— —;

12.  if (newNode == 0) then
13. paths.add(NList);

TR A B AR, BATR AR R E AT (change
point, ¢p) 73 ARE SCEAME ] L, FFAEFI R (influence
domain, ID) {-fil GBI RBOC R AL BB

oM 2 IEAR TR, R FRATTRE T DA A AR B 17 15
IDg = F(cp) 3
ID| = F(IDy - cp) 4)

n-2
ID, = F(ID,_; — U ID) (n>2) 5)

i=0
ID = U ID; (6)

=0

R, RATKGVEA AN U T 52 3 7,
BRI B A A FLBRATTE 203 ID 73 PR ID gefine
FNID yer 3677, ID (o= {ID 50, IDy s} - IDc yse FIITCHR
IHEB AT AL, ID, 5o IR AME U EEAT
AT A, Bk 2 SR TR AN F SR B8 2 ROR TS
I3 RIIAN T SEma I ) A
Bk 2. RN T R Mg
BN I CFG, 153US cp, it B2 4% paths.
B : A TSR 1D, type={define, c-use, p-use}.

ViH: getCanculateUse() NREUTH AL cp 2R AT 81
getPredicateUse() SA3REUE R cp 2 AT
BEGIN

1. if (cp.type is use) then
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2. vex«getCanculateUse();

3. ID. -add(vex);

4. vex«—getPredicateUse();

5. D ye-add(vex);

6. else if (cp.type is definition) then
7. IDgefine-add(cp);

8. foreach path in paths do

9. if (Ivex in path uses cp) then
10. vex«—getCanculateUse();
11. 1D .-add(vex);

12. vex«—getPredicateUse();
13. ID, s.-add(vex);

END

1.2 JiZEE iR A

Tk A TR 52 e S Y H A A R AN TR S 8 5
VLA, BRI 3 AT ) H AR S (target point, tp) &8 B
M5S0 IR EME AN A R AR & AT AE BT AL, BT I
SRR RRIT R R T AR IR B bR A 3 APk
A4: {call, return, global}. HH1, call Fx Hbx & L7k
ZHUHE B, return FKow H AR f_F R [BIE B 24, global 3R
VNI B 70 W e o9 1 - R Al A TR =l X E S S vl N
T A S S35 R 1)

ARG % 3 B Z WM T EE. X T 7%
IR [ME AR T, B eARYE VA M Ok R B &
775, SR 5 1% 7 RIS N 3 i B2 6] §2 00 38 IMD 1
oM 7 R, FRATT R ER BT R A B 5 VA R
RIE SEA 2 2" 3R 2 52 m (¥ 7 v, I8 FLi n 2
IMD A1 X T4 /A8 i, A BHs vt o3 i e e )48
R XSS SR AE BT RS I E) IMD H.

S 3. A T I S R B i

N PRI B CFG, H R tp.
SRR I B, IMD (32520 (1 7 1R 4E).

Tt B getReturn(tp) JyIREUL A tp 1& BIA 1) 7772
getCall(tp) Jy3REL tp W 715
getExecute(tp) KI5 tp B A SEA KR M7
getGlobal(tp) NFHAEH] tp 42 )RR Tri%k
BEGIN

1. if (tp.type=="return”) then

2. new_method«—getReturn(tp);

3. IMD.add (new_method);

4. else if (tp.type=="call”) then

5. new_method«getCall(tp) or getExecute(tp);
6. IMD.add (new_method);

7. else if (tp.type=="global”) then:

8. new_method«getGlobal(tp);

9. IMD.add (new_method);

END

2 BHEuEREN

B C R PR T S5 AR W SEHL, H A2
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5 M R ) 2 A T B R 20 D kil A AR ) E
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FAVERIZ T A X 53 T AR A ) AR B s -
THEAS A (RI c-use), def-use X &~ N deu(V,, V,, x); 18
WA (BD p-use). LA, HHELFIAS def-use X, 43l o
N dpu(Vy, (Vs V), %) 1 dpu(Vy, (Vs V), %), FeH x 1E
V, B AR 53 (V,, V) B (V,, Vy): BT #ERR
A x BB R B 3, Ja & AR5 3. Rk, &
TG R FEHUE AT c-use B 5i . p-use 7 sa e U H An 7
UG, B SRR A 7 o

3 WA HY
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wi TG R MR A, BT AR a1 o, ARIEAN T AP
R 1 5 R AN o8 R MR RIS 1 2] H
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T e U AR AR RE V,, V), NBETTRF
FUF AT L, BATE S AT RV, 70 R
—AREENE V, KT 55V, RIGIHTE V, B V), Z 18
. BUER L, WAV, FEEBUR I TE v, A Y, TR
IOCHE. DAk, AT T U B e 47 R V.

() EW RV, V, BIAFEE ST R, M e
BRARIEFE.

(2) A AFAERFH 7717 1LV, HAZW s 238 v, 1
AT AR, WERL V AE N R

(3) H i RV, ANEAET A (2) 1775 R, sk Y
V, M— M3 B T RERT RV

(4) H Ve NIEARFIE N /L, MNZTT R 2 A2 A
BB 2 WK, w1 IR (2R IR A RO RS BR AT
I ¥ R A3 i) 7).

BEAL, R e i A% A R R 51 2 i
BEAT ANTT IR B ARG, DA BRARI il P 51 A e A A 3R
AT Hgm i i, Il X (a8 S SR A A&
ANZEIE 2 A HUEE AT A 58 £ U B A 2 35 AN AT
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4 SEERI MY
4.1 BUR&E

FATEE T P HAELE QuixBugs™ Ml BuggyJava-
ML 43 4% jGenprog!®, RSRepair!'*!, Nopol/,
DynaMoth!"”, IMutRepair'”, SimFix™ 2 % (1) 165 >%h
T VPl T RO R 20 R 3 ER T RN
fligsE B, Horp | jGenprog FI1 RSRepair K it £ 57k, il
i e SCARRS A B 22 ORI AR S R AR B E AN T
Nopol R 7 i i) A8 &8 T A2 kb T 1) [R i i g 1
—EEE R (W 0. 1 5F) RICFEAN T AE R DynaMoth £
XF 792 F AT 4 SR Al SR A2 22 7 IMutRepair 18

i AR SR A ) R Rk Ok AR Uk T7; SimFix # 4
AEABAAE A1) (AR ok AR kb T, IX 8 T B o 1 Al
8 A VERCE AN T AR F2 T R R 3 ZR (jGenprog,
RSRepair, SimFix, JMutRepair)" " fl13 F 18 X4 K
(Nopol, DynaMoth). 3 H i T K Z 5873 APR AR
REAE A — AR IR Y, DRI PR A 8 4 v 4
ARG — AN, BN S KRR B bR
BT R FET R 5 GTiarians ~ RGTimputsampling
LA OpenIML! 76 13k P N 5408 4 155 EG AR it 4o
HANTHIROR, RIS TH AR BOR R HERR =, L7 204
UEAR LT A R

%2 QuixBugs $UIRE IS Fxt L

kA

—
—

VA KN LE

QI

ME

PE PO RP FA SO

g
=

Tk - B R
AT 24 11 9 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 18
gHEs 23 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 18 46
i 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Our method 0.972
1EH# 0 11 9 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 24
TRk 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2
gEHE 20 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 18 41
. i 0 3 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12
Invariants . 0.736
1E#f 0 8 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 12
b 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 7
gSHAE o 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 18 21
IoutSamoli i 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.639
nputdamplin .
PUBSEIPING  rgy 0 11 9 0 1 1 1 0o o 1 o o0 1 0 25
TRk 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 26
Manual — 240 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 18 48 —
# 3 BuggyIML ¥ 55256 45 Rt L
ik F2F AD CA PE SO FI GC IN LI OD CH SM FIB NU BIN FA IN BA AB ST TI STU
T 6 2 3 3 3 1 5 2 1 2 5 3 5 12 3 6 4 1 5 7 14 B #HE
g®4A& o o o 11 0 4 0 0O 1 3 0 1 1 0 1 3 1 5 5 12 39
wiKk o o 0o 0 0 0O 0 0 0O 0O 0O O O 0O 0 0 0 0O 0 0 O 0 0.946
Our method
EM 6 2 3 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 2 3 4 11 3 4 0 0 0 0 2 49
Wik o o o o 1 0 0 O O O O O O O O I 1 0 0 2 0 5
g®4A& o o o 12 0 4 0 0 1 3 0 1 1 0 2 4 1 5 7 12 44
WKk 4 1 1 1 0 0 O 1 0 O I 2 3 6 2 3 0 0 0 0 2 27 0710
OpenJML
EM 2 1 2 11 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 5 1 1 0 O 0 0 0 22
Wik o o o o o 0 0 0O O O O O O O O 0O O O O 0 O 0
g®4 o o o o 10 3 0 O O 3 0 O 1 0 O 1 1 5 2 7 24
. wiK o o 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0O 0O 0O O O 0O 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 0.785
InputSampling
EM 6 2 3 2 1 1 1 2 1 1 2 3 4 11 3 4 0 0 0 0 2 49
Wik o o o 1 1 0 1 O O 1 O O 1 O O 2 3 0 0O 5 5 20
Manual O 0 0 I 2 0 4 0 0 1 3 o0 1 1 0 2 4 1 5 7 12 44
4.2 SINZIT 5SS RN, BT [R5 BN 3 min.
Xk G A% 5 IR FH 5 0 1 a) 8, FRATT TR AR 4 BAENE Y S P IEM AN T L2478 BN,

Wi A2 AR Rl K P 451, 78 55 52 40 T8 SR e IR 2 7
JCE. BAVE AR 142 B T A Randoop4.3.1%% 4=

IR Il AR RIS . AT M B iz A
IBAT SRl ) (R MR kL 3 s AT I AR AR

oF

5
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B IBATEER DL A A IR S, 2 5 RS AT H
AP ok 0 P A 348 A7 0 34, ok R S O DA A3 B A /N
URANGER IR

TAMEBE T AARBKAN T _EPAT X L0541
L AR TS AT AT I A 51 2 W, D PP Al A LA
YT 5 2 AN B AR, FRATTUSCAR 5 4 TE A 2 3 Sk i 36 )
B s 47 MR AR DA el 90 5, A ik 3]
N9 5 W IERA AN T B &R, IF B, AR IS
QuixBugs 4 £ HH AL EE ALK T7 V2% BuggyJava]ML
P RN TR AT [FRE ) AR REATLIN K, DAEAT 0 b SESs.
43 IWERSHH

AT T BRATH T 0P A I A AN T 45 3.
AT T vP Al LA 3 Bl R 1 45 SR 247 B
BLJE, AT T IR R ) 2451

T2, RKIB IV THES - NMET AR
BRI AP GRA& T NI RF 2RI T BHR S ).
52 AT WoR A THAE AN T A S 48 HIalEs 4343
AR R T RERR B S PG E AR U ) AR T A=
B R MR IERAN T A A AN T B R E . 7
S TERA AN T 2808 DS AR 0L A0 T 3R 000 R F U
WA, AV S SG— 17 7R T TPl 45 IR, 2t
TZEE R B PR B AR, &S, A (7)
THEPHEEOR IHER I (W3R 2. % 3 &Ja—%).

- A + IER
W = T v e )

MELL 2. 3% 3, FATAT LUK I Our method #F-fitiid
A A TS & T RGTpusampling: X% ¥ Our
method FPERED T 4l FEHLI R A= A%, L4, Our method
. GTipyariants 71 OpenIML B A 5 & il ERA M, 1X 2 K
49 Our method b #7242 B /b (11344 (QuixBugs: 0:12;
BuggyJavaJML: 0:27).

SR Our Method Fll RGTy,puesampling 71 P8 HE AR
IR R, AH R AE AN G S F Our method LU
RG Ty pusampling 7391 2 7326 25 DA 1S ARIEHT
FZ, GT yasiants 71 OpenIML 435575 12 A1 27 ANiRHR.

IR HT 2 A ZE e nT DL A AT TS B A B R
FRMRE, I B2 3 2 HAER . EEA, GTrvariants W)
DAH 0 497 455 e DL T A A2 BB Y TR 43 2T DA
K x=0 MA A x<0, X IR 5 19 7 K2 il
WA B RE x=0 FIEHL, LEIT GTyariants T 38 FIAN S &
ARG e A B, I GTyarians FRIR AT LA T 2

6

FIE L EAN T, AE R AR AN .

£ BuggyJavaJML #(#i 45 I, OpenJML Xf i #l &
ANT I R AR M T 2 X F R e 27 4
IERAN T 0 JONE A H T . WioRfil 5, ArjaE fE8 &
TR I 2 0 RE 7 24T AN BB . AT 2, 1% 4k
Tk TIEE R MGG A0, EIG I T — F) A 25 1
H1E ) “fact=fact*c”, %5 A Jyil AAE IML 5 7€ N
afi (ks s 1 EE DR AR ARSI 1Y) £ BE
KAEFEF A LR, Open]ML K 7= A 1% 4] .

™45 5. ArjaE i Factorial-bug2 Az B[ #h T

for (c=1;c<nm;ctt)
fact = fact*c;
+ fact=fact*c;

return fact;

R R 20 3% 3, WATKIL RGTy,pusampling H
Rk % (QuixBugs: 26; BuggyJavaJML: 20). iX % i
BEATL A RN AN EAT T P14 A R 5.

BAIFE T —A H A Our method IERAIR N 9L H0L
G T HERE). sl 6, ZEEALBE AT for fEHH,
LB ERFEA(n % n) == 0B i < max”. F
BVl R, BAME P LA 412k 7=0, U] Cardumen
A2 BB SRR ANBR HEAN T HIAT AN ), R 7 A
AR B E G R o BURFEE 0 2P
java.lang.ArithmeticException 5% . 1T RGTyppusampling
ToiEA RS E SN, R TE v IE A AN T R 7
NEEFNT
/il 6. Cardumen &y GET_FACTORS 4 & I#M T

@@ -16,7+16,7 @@

return new ArrayList<Integer>();

int max = (int)(Math.sqrt(n) + 1.0);

— for (int i=2; i < max; i++)

+ for (int i = 2; (n % n) == 0; i++)

if (n%i==0)

ArrayList<Integer> prepend = new ArrayList<Integer>(0);

5 45

ARSI T BRI A AN 78 401 51 % 1 3 40L& il
B, BT — b T R M R LA RN TR
W ARSCT AR AN B 4 AT T VR, AT RA I R
97.2% 1 94.6% LG HN T . SRIGS5 KR, Pt
(A3t A0 A TR 0 75 v AT DA sk s L I FH ) R
Wiy, g T RN R 22 R A AN T AERSR I AR, 3R
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