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Traceback (most recent call last):
1 File "D:\test.py”, line 4, in <module>
* *EEF_HHI ( Pl’Ogram CraSh ) result = numerator / denominator

— *Eﬁr‘_fi—ﬂj‘EH:F;Riq *—igljﬂ’]ﬁﬁltﬁiﬂﬂﬁgg_lt Er‘C'D‘‘u"isirnEr*r*::-r‘: division by zero
- BREALS, BEEMMEIMRE RN

- BiRIRS

— FAE s AP X1 AR iR B 72405 S ailt
* BA iRARA N ) T
— TR ENZFERPNXAY, BEEGISHXBEEE

¢ B IEI"'ETSI ( Fault Localization)
- FRERFERIG, ahpiRRRE. HE AR E T RRIRS

Title: #90 DateTimeZone.getOffsetFromLocal error during DST transition

Description: This may be a failure of my understanding, but the comments in DateTimeZone. getOffsetFromLocal lead me to
believe that if an ambiguous local time is given, the offset corresponding to the later of the two possible UTC instants will be
returned - i.e. the greater offset. . .. .. (More details in )

public void test_DateTime_constructor_Moscow _Autumn() {

DateTime dt = new DateTime(2007, 10, 28, 2, 30, ZONE_MOSCOW);

assertEquals("2007-10-28T02:30:00.000+04:00", dt.toString());

Trigger Test | The last line shown above failed with the following stack trace.

junit.framework. ComparisonFailure: expected:<...10-28T02:30:00.000+0[4]:00= but was:<...10-28T02:30:00.000+0[3]:00=

. ICHR TEFREREREE BufferOverflow.exe BEETEMERTH, & "B -
_-I; B LUBETER | SiE 48T LIESIERERR.

EXEZHACE B2 "B IE "EERSGEEHEE" .

Bug Report

at org joda time. TestDateTimeZoneCutover.test_DateTime_constructor_Moscow_Autumn(TestDateTimeZoneCutover.java:922)
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- BHEDNEFERXYIEH

B iEZILLM-based 3%

All of our experiments are conducted within a cloud VM with
32 cores (based on Intel Xeon Silver 4114, 2.20 GHz) and

- (ERRHEFRENINZERRY BHIA, 224 GiB RAM. We use the Ubuntu 18.04 operating system.
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A Quantitative and Qualitative Evaluation of
LLM-Based Explainable Fault Localization
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 AutoFL
- BIXRS{LMEFELLMATF 7 iA2%5 BREUPEE L
— INFE 1T RN, RS ERR T et HHE
- REFAEDNESISERESRFEABHITZE.. #HE, &
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— OB BAESNIRRERE, SITHASBEZRDUIEIERRRXR

AutoFL Explanation Generation FL Prediction

Algorithm

Bug Bug Query

Information Explanation Location Answer
Language

!
Model Function ___uptoN___'
Interaction | | times System Under Test

-
= get_class_covered |[=

B, THLLMRBA

Nk

= get_method_covered |«

= get_code_snippet |=

™ get_comments -
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EMES, BARS: RE—DRBXNFE, REBH—PEBHIIL -
BAER—MERFEALLMEIIEH A

AN ES

The test °...EqualsBuilderTest::testBigDecimal()™ failed. The test looks like:

* KRIGN B FR

Tt java

381

« A
. IR E 5D
C —AERINEEER

383 :
385 :
386

1
2
3
4 : public void testBigDecimal() {
5 382 :
6
7
8

BigDecimal o1 = new BigDecimal("2.0");
BigDecimal o2 = new BigDecimal("2.@0");
assertTrue(new EqualsBuilder().append(ol, 02).isEquals()); // error occurred here

}

10
B — =] ‘-l- = 11 It failed with the following error message and call stack:
Ferrialiszit 4T 1y -
junit.framework.AssertionFailedError
O B S b sy 13 junit
* \1% B AR i HU ID}IE.I 14 at ...EqualsBuilderTest::testBigDecimal(EqualsBuilderTest.java:385)
15 e~
— LLJ\
o *’FIEEH )E—E}ﬁ 16 Start by calling the ~get_failing_tests_covered_classes™ function.

- HIFRE @I RIS
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= get_method_covered
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- HIERIR
— Defects4J v1.0, #3537 bug (Java) ; ek BugsinPy, 4457 bug ( Python)
— Hif21 7T HIRRB 17987 o2 Mlbug
o« F{EPRIE
— LWIZEBEIEITIRER-5, RAXBRERIEREN=-10, E5%
— acc@k: 1FTRENIREPRTET iABIbugEl
s WFBTbhug, ESHNEENSRPEIKTIEIETEPE

\}

PEFHGPT-3.581GPT-4

HECHRba /L, Wizan1,

,i z Z: 1%3 ,]I] Project #Bugs #FTs #PMs ‘ Project #Bugs #FTs #PMs ‘ Project #Bugs #FTs #PMs
. PySnooper 2 100  2.00 | luigi 28 129  1.65 | tornado 14 114 115
L ir_l. tt ’ i ;E ansible 11 127  1.45 | matplotlib 27 1.04  1.58 | youtube-dl 42 100 1.39
black 22 1.05 2.43 | pandas 165 1.25 1.53 | Chartt 26 3.54 1.52
IR B - cookiecutter 4 1.25 2.00 | sanic 3 1.00 1.00 | Closuref 131  2.63 1.25
- E q: B‘] )‘_-l_ l£ M etal I axis fastapi 16 194 242 | scrapy 38 145 1.17 | Langt 64 192 138
httpie 5 1.00 1.25 | spacy 2 1.00 1.00 | Mathf 106 1.66 1.32
— HFEVHIFZE: SmartFL keras 36 117  2.37 | thefuck 30 127 124 | Timet 26 285 156
1 - -
— BEFSUSHIFA: Ochiail Dstar
16

— ERISEES: Test-LLM ( AutoFLFEAE T H IR )



SIEIRIT AILLSER

HEREXT LSS R

— AutoFL-GPT3.51tJava¥#iERBlacc@ BTl T %A, EPython#UERBlacc@1-

5P TFE&EMRL

— AutoFL-GPT3.5ftJava$iiiEElacc@3-50FgESs T B F S Ti%, mMAutoFL-
GPT4RItEREL TRRBYWEL A%, IRBAIESIEEEE LS, TERMTF

— HEEEXFERERIRIET

FL Performance Comparison (Java)

240 -

D4dv1.0
290 - —»— AutoFL-GPT4 (x2)
200 —s— AutoFL-GPT3.5 (x5)
» —+— Test-GPT3.5 (x5)
(@) 180 1 =3¢ DStar
S 1604 -%= Ochiai

—x— Metallaxis
140 4

D4J v1.0 w/o Closure
—#— AutoFL-GPT3.5 (x5)
—&— SmartFL

120

100

1 2 3 4 5

(a) FL evaluation on Defects4)

FL Performance Comparison (Python)

50 4

250 1
200 A —+— AutoFL-GPT4 (x2)
4@ i —#—  AUtoFL-GPT3.5 (x5)
8 1501 oy —#— Test-GPT3.5 (x5)
° w-- DStar
100 -+~ Qchiai
1

(b) FL evaluation on BugsInPy
17
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eI EE SR

—- EEEEIRTIXHERIEL, HERHAREE

— 2B AUutoFL-GPT4B ZE{LF55C AutoFL-GPT3.5, H—FiRBAiESIERgE R,
R BEAR BT

Rerun To Performance (Java) Rerun To Performance (Python)
260 1
240 1
-%- GPT-4 (x2) -%~ GPT-4(x2)
-%= GPT-4 (x1) 220 1 -%= GPT-4 (x1)
—— GPT-35(x5) ¢ 9qp 4 —%— GPT-3.5 (x5)
—s— GPT-3.5 (x4) %’ s GPT-3.5 (x4)
GPT35(x3)  © 1807 ! GPT-3.5 (x3)
GPT-3.5 (x2) 160 4 GPT-3.5(x2)
—w— GPT-3.5 (x1) 140- | = GPT35()
120 1 _____;___4—————*‘—-*
- :
' ; : 100 +— . ; ;
1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
k k
(a) Defects4] (b) BugslnPy

18
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o WEVILLESR
— AutoFL-GPT3.5
« PPRFERTN16.4s, SHSIHER A7 245, RTFEFIMSHAERRICTR112s
— AutoFL-GPT4
« PRFERT 152485, ZEAAiﬁ%Hﬂmlo 35s

—
— AutoFL-GPT3.5iz173% 5, t[{fEAREHRTH

Benchmark | LLM ‘ Prep. (D) | R=1 R=2(@) R=5(®) | Merge () | Total (D+2)+3)

GPT-3.5 16.40 § 82.00 0.37 87.24

Defectsd] | op1., 487 | 15248 304.96 - 0.52 310.35

GPT-3.5 34.71 - 173.55 0.28 197.33

BugsinPy | ~p1 4 2330 | (o 80 131.6 - 0.20 155.38

19
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- it THREZEINLLMRN, BEMR 7T LLMBG A KE RS o)
- HiEBER

— WREKMGCPT, AZIFHIRERE, FEEBESRILERE

— WEEALAZ U Sz #58E 7155 © ESERETIIE?

(REJLARISEURM—AREEY. (JSON Schema /=) , AeBESERE+ERENEARE R (52

« 3pi R eIzt A1 %) BOESHIMIART, B0
op 57 TU1E FH S B2 T3 jA Bk B

{

E*E 15 "_,\__I- )_, B’] 'IEEIR “"name": “"get weather”,

"arguments”: {

- BREMRETRE s

ASIRASNIBRE P E VTR N REDTR EE RGBT, BERERTE,
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T Bir | X2 FRE iR B EE (i
| WA 1PEEIRIRS LT AR, RRIRAE. —LimAmE
1. X217 88, —THATEBESER, — T T UERk
P IR | 2. TiEgEiR: ftAg*[PESZBEI'Em;im RS eEMLiEE T &k A
3. EMELK: FIASEEM2UN M TR AHITICHEEIEF0EIE, EFHHER
O Wl | AR TIEEMSEHRB A ERRE =571 5E
P 0] 2R LLMYELASLIEXME&EF FIRLLMIC el &iJE FgE
C s SEFIFEH
D i3] I’]E AEGEA, iEFRLLMERLRERTS
L JIK*E | IEEE Transactions on Software Engineering, 2025(CCF A)
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 FlexFL
— RBoIE A RIRS Mg RN{EAMA, BESNUHRARXRIZSIEE
— S EENEEMBIESLLM-basedik%, FLLMEHAKESZIREIR TRHHE

BEFD
— AFFIELLMIiZ it 7 ol @ B cn S0 g0, MRRT FRRE T AR R
0] &R
Input

T s Ry et sosmers

Bug Report| | _hu_—-—-* e 1 ,

E TES:tfase E é. .:::T__-i, _________ J ____________ Ranking List

: E E@‘J Location Reﬁnﬁmenti ::

' m & N

: : > /) T P
e C :
\ Repository » LS ———
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FlexFL

— iR T Agent4ASRAAgentA LRI S REMR, BT IR
— Agent4SR: Agent for Space Reduction

- EETIMBREDR, =EIEFESHEREXBBRSE, EREEINZHT DR
cibaiaEde:

— Agent4LR: Agent for Location Refinement

- EEIMIELIEREREIIRP, H—TRASNETHIERTEIENY, #HERPTA
=RIEFIRADE, &2RBHaYI%

Input
IE " (1) Space Reduction hybrid of candidate list
sugroport] ¢ LN —— (2] [
e O akingLis
; Test Case LN e L JETEPETPTE PEPPE PPN
' ' ,g.ﬁ Location Refinement o
' : e T _I_p. - —
1 Ry TS
» Repository 1 SN ———— ’
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- ENXIESS, Aﬂu 22— TREAFE, IREEBR------
- BalER—TRREEALLMBIY IG5 A
- 7];1'_.21]6 - The bug report 1s as follows: ™
 BiRAElmim <bug report>"""
— HRERIRS . BEi)it —#&FE/b—4  The trigger test is as follows:™ ™
- <trigger test>
- BWAFHII S The suggested methods are as follows:®
BI—Z A MR iES 1.org.joda.time.DateTime.DateT ;me(fong
RIS TR IR DateTimeZone)......

- REPTB RN RENE 2 E35, HESHEAEM
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o PG HELE
— RaRBEeM st iRIRE ) P E=
- EREUEH
— FBRLLMZE A RGPT—HE B 7 IR ¥ A
— i RERANY, BERERESISLLMABZ —ISILINiERIES
- (NBIESHEBFISEL: FunctionName(Argument)
— RERAIZHXEIVAXX

114

Name | Arguments | Description

get_paths | None | Get the paths of the Java software system

get_classes_of_path | path_name | Get the classes in the path of the Java software system
get_methods_of_class | class name | Get the methods belonging to the class of the Java software system

get_code_snippet_of_method | method_name | Get the code snippet of the Java method

find_class | class_name | Find the class through fuzzy search
find_method | method_name | Find the method through fuzzy search
exit | None | Exit function calling

26
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hitB1EE
— FEREALLMZ]Im o] ger=E01h A3 b IE o)
s BLLMEIEBRAZESZWASIE, BREDPIRIBIZEZHIT ., /. CRRAENIE

- B2l —HIELE
\ | seae \ = - . Algorithm 1 Postprocessing Process
- 1-I_E-E1ﬁ|5 ]=|L Eril Bq gﬁ EH EE E.’!_*;*ﬁﬂ EEE Insut: The namepof querygq-ue:"y; The names of entities to

search entities.

)‘—j }E g& EQ ;E I.-.E 1 E' :i 7‘|'t Emé Olut::::n ;;hj [Tatching names names.

2: query_split = split(query)

—_ :Ié,j. L L M - based H }El_i E fm ;i]'lt IEJEA 3: for c:'alfet?'ty in c?fe,tit'ée.s (.10

4: entity_splits = split(entity)

s 5: if query_split all in entity_splits then
- BMADESEHERS, WRSETEERENAE « ey

7: if length(names) > 0 then return names

. BRADSEH SN, WRSETIMSHEAE oo

9: edit_distance = Levenshtein.distance(query, entity)

— BAGn SR Top-kFES 5E 11135*01@5551 D e
Top-kFT ik B RIS RLAT TR 1 B 1R ik

13: if length(names) > 0 then return names

AIII

14: return names[:5]

27
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- 15 NIB S RIRHETE
— EﬁiAﬁL—ﬁzﬁﬂjBﬂﬁliﬁﬁii%ﬂiﬁﬁ
— Agent4LRABILIBIRE, T F OISR ARTIIE L IBA
ﬂﬁ‘éiﬁlﬁiget_code_snippet_of_methodE‘Zexit
SominiRS. mimlit. OJREIEN, SHRZRTop-KOJ5EH A

HJ

Step 3: Summarization

Based on the available information, provide complete Name | Arguments | Description
name of the top-k most likely culprit methods for the
bug please. Since your answer will be processed get_paths | None | Get the paths of the Java software system
@ < :ztgniiiﬂ"!" please give your answer in the format get_classes_of_path | path_name | Get the classes in the path of the Java software system
Top_1: get_methods_of_class | class_name | Get the methods belonging to the class of the Java software system
PathMame.ClassMame MethodName({ ArgTypel, = =
ArgType2) get_code_snippet_of_method | method_name | Get the code snippet of the Java method
3.

Top 2:-.. find_class | class_name | Find the class through fuzzy search

Top_1 : org.joda.time.tz FixedDateTimeZone. find_method | method_name | Find the method through fuzzy search

%_L‘tﬂgﬁﬂtmeLUfH]“Uﬂg} -~ m exit | None | Exit function calling

op 2o
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- HIERIR
— Defects4J v2.0, 83577 bug, HOPS35 1 EBFH A
Az izt AeE, sUATAHABREN G =IES
o FE{LRIE
— Top-N: Top-NPREBESEL—THERZE
— MAP: Z1THIER EFEHEIIRPIEEHIFRE
— MRR: SB— 1T ENMIEHRERTFIEHES FIE
- WLtHiA
- BEFEZRBIRE: Metallaxis, MUSE
- BT {ERBKEZERA: BoostNsift
— BEFIiEFAIL: Ochiai, Dstar
- BFXEER/E: AutoFL, AgentFL

2l

HES

Chart

Closure

Lang

Math

Time

Mockito

Collections

Codec

Compress

Gson

JacksonCore

JacksonDatabind

Jsoup

JxPath

Wicket

26
176
65
106
27

38

18
47
18
26
112
93
22

43
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=oALt FlexFL vs other FL techniques on Defects4d (v2.0.0)
¢ TI tt 2k '—-“J\_\L gl:l %
— Family | Technique | Top-1  Top-3 Top-5 | MAP MRR
A A
— FlexF LT:l_: % Iﬁ IEF 1} | J:E *I'FJ: ll_Eu% IRFL BoostN 149 241 280 | 0206 0.235
SBFL Ochiai 167 316 389 | 0259 0297
SBIR 222 377 433 | 0309 0.362

BURMBERDE —
— [FHES%0E ( Repetition )

FlexFL 350 478 529 0.439 0.501
FlexFL +Repetition 363 511 558 0.463  0.526

Ej‘ LXE_EEH,E‘H\E FlexFL vs vs other FL techniques on Defects4J (v1.0)
— %:I:% g;ﬁ*ﬁ ;$ HT-I' y FlexF Lﬁm ;:I:HE Family | Technique | Top-1 Top-3 Top-5
. MBEL MUSE _ 73 139 161
&8 Meta-Llama-3-8B-Instruct, Metallaxis 106 12 191
Ochiai 122 192 218
—_— . SBFL

FE /LB Top-N#gHR L 1 F
AgentFL 144 169 173
AutoFL-Llama3-8B 105 157 172
AUtO F L XLEOFL-SP;-B.S# 146 180 194

AutoFL-GPT-3.5-1106 ($22.26)" | 151 209 221

— FlexF L*E 5’1'% H ﬁ 115 lISZ = ﬂIJ. T_.l_ }E Eq LLM-based | [FlexFL-GPT-3.5-1106 ($9.71) | 154 220 240
FlexFL 164 214 236

ﬁl.’. FlexFL + Repetition 164 220 245

e AUtoFL-GPT4 187 236 251
FlexFL + AutoFL-GPT-4 176 239 261

30
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} ﬁ Emigﬁ g%% Variant | Top-1 Top-3 Top-5 | MAP MRR

A . ey — w /o trigger test 257 345 387 0.323  0.365
— BASKIRBHR w)obuggy progeam | 45 61 75 | 0062 006
47! |__FlexFL | 350 478 529 | 0.439 0.501]

« RMEE—TRAKIRE=Z2ELINELE, =
E—;ﬂiiﬂqmﬁkl)*ﬁzﬁz”ﬁfﬁﬁg Variant | Top-1 Top-3 Top5 | MAP MRR

BoostN 149 241 280 | 0.206 0235
_ W;%J mx I .H_ El] ﬁ Emﬁ*ﬁ: | BoostN + Agent4LR 255 336 364 | 0317 0.356 |
1 L [ Ochiai 167 316 389 | 0.259 0.297]
Ochiai + AgentdLR 303 421 475 | 0.387  0.442
8 —IMEFR AR .
« Agent4LRDO] LAIBsg (T=—7 £ EBITUR SBIR 222 377 433 | 0309 0362
[SBIR + AgentdLR 319 429 473 | 0400 0.453 ]

o Agent4SR$ZE1§FﬁHTIIIJ,{?E:FEQRHFE Agent4SR 232 318 348 | 0293 0.333

FlexFL w/o Agent4SR 338 467 510 0422  (0.485

éﬂ ll__l m E *J'I’ %IJ B’] ﬁ ﬁm ﬁ *j_'l'_ FlexFL 350 478 529 0.439 0.501
@ Iﬁ i-l_ i ;m E B$ %I} =IE EE IIII _I: B§ Variant | Top-1  Top-3 Top-5 | MAP MRR
R M E*ﬂ f-ﬁu 'i,'l'ul] 1__[ y I*IE I_ I_ M B’] J: I}E w /0 reasoning 330 466 512 0.418  0.480

w /0 postprocessing 330 462 512 0417 0478
w /o focus 332 440 479 | 0401 0464

FlexFL | 350 478 529 |U.439 0.501

\—
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— FlexFLIEA B IRXIZE THiZ1VEE

s BAAREBILLMBEMNHEEEES, B Base Model | Top-1 Top-3 Top-5 | MAP MRR
Mistral-Nemo-12B | 322 464 507 | 0411 0473
SSIREARGES 1L : inenezr-r;% 329 456 500 | 0.408 0.474
. Llama3-8B 350 478 529 | 0439 0.501
* FlexFLBMEZRHAMKFIRR 15 ERE,
BERIFHFILLMITEZE W
— FlexFLIEEXIA=PAIZLEE .
N _ _ N Technique | Top-1 Top-3 Top-5 | MAP MRR
« GHRBHURBERBIFE: 2877 bug BoostN 3 6 7 | 0102 0.158
et . . Ochiai 4 12 15 | 0273  0.297
— FRREUBRLIS, BBNSE ‘BT SBIR 2 15 18 | 0434 0505
. AutoFL-Llama3-8B 12 15 15 / /
— i iEsE X AutoFL-GPT-3.5 13 16 16 / /
& M exrlPtas - | 16 20 21 | o0 0
° I (S8 =2, i s X
FlexFLgefS B3z {2 SEPRIR B P HY FlexFL-Llama3-8B 19 22 22 | 0.648 0.732

XEMUEDE, BNARINE S STk
b7, RMBREFHFOIY EIESEAMT
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