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Abstract: Program slicing is a technique which supports program comprehension. Program slicing extracts
all statements — called a program slice — that may affect a certain statement. However, program slicing is
not useful if an analysis target program is too large since program slices of such a program are also often too
large. Thin slicing is a technique reducing the size of program slice by extracting only statements producing
data which is used by a selected statement. However, the size of Thin Slice in general has not been revealed.
In this paper, we computed Thin Slices for every data-flow path in 7 Java programs, and then performed
statistical evaluation. As a result, the average size of Thin Slice is 2.1% of a program. Furthermore, 60 to

80% of Thin Slices are 0.1% or less.
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RTEME L, TNOOTHEMM KGR AL TELL
777 ToHAh. SDG I, FHa& TL D PDG Z U L
RICEoTHER LT 7TH 5.

ATARE, ATARAEREET 00 ERE R DL L
BHEED (INEATA Y FRE#EL WD), ZOHM
IZHY4 9 5 SDG _EDOTEM A S AL - 72ER 2TV,
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1 package slice; 13 if (w==2){
2 public class Main { 14 intv =2z.1;
3 public static void 15 System.out.printin(v);
main(String[] args) { || 16 }
4  AX,z,w; 17 '}
5 inta,b,c; 18 private static int
6 a=f1,; add(int x, inty) {
7 b=2; 19 return X +y;
8 x=newA(); 20 }
9 z=x; 21}
10 c=add(a,b) 22 classA {
11 W= X; 23 intf;
12 wf=c; 24}

1 Yr7vrarsian
Fig. 1 Example program.
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a=1 b=2
call add @
A
p(x)=a p(y)=b c=ret w.f=c e
4

add >eesfeseneaes 4 v=zf @

X =p(x) y=ply) > ret=x+y

i ———> Data dependence

2 X1 ®7827 5 42%9 5 Thin Slicing 38O 75 7
Fig. 2 A graph to compute Thin Slicing for the program in

Fig. 1.
1 package sample; 20 class B{
2 public class Main { 21 intmax=4;
3 public static void main(String[] args) { 22 X x=newX();
4 Aa=newA(); 23 void addData(ntid) {
5 intid; 24 if (id >= 0 && id <= max)
6  if (args.length > 0) 25 x.addData(id);
7 id=1; 26 }
8 else 27 }
9 id=0; 28 class X{
10 a.addData(id); 29 int[] idList = new mt[16];
11 System.out.printin(a); 30 intcount=0;
12 31 void addData(int id){
13} 32  System.out.printin(id);
14 class A{ 33 idList[count] = id;
15 B b=newB|); 34 count=count+ 1;
16 void addDatg(intid) { 35 }
17  b.addData(idy————— — 36 int getData(int index) {
18 } 37  return idList[index];
19} 38 }

39}

3 Thin Slicing Dl
Fig. 3 Examples of Thin Slicing.

Slice I%, {6, 7, 10, 12, 14, 15, 19}fTHE %A, —4,
MERD AT A ZNFFETH R T RTOLERD.

Z® X 912 Thin Slicing 3HERDATA > > 7L ) AT
A AFA ZHNEL Y, AL TV EBOME AR L
XL VIR D, TH ST LAHFICB W CHREED
T BB E AT A, CONMERMTLZ L
WX o TREICDP DA Z O T2 N TE 5.

B2, V—Aa—Fhohbs L THILTVWET—%I2
DWTHBE TRV, ZOTF =LA Y
FERHLTHEL TV RHERLEL O E Lo THE
L T\ 53414 Thin Slicing DREEH V. B 3 OFIT
l%, Thin Slicing TFHHETL7—% 70 —% KHITRL T
Wh. 72k zIE, 324THTHI L T A& id DfEIZD
WTHIRZZWIEEIX, 79 A X O addData * ¥ v KO
DCH LR E s Tuh e e id O % 45 L7235
1343725 722735, Thin Slicing 9 % & Thin Slice &
L<T{7, 9, 10, 17, 25, 32} 4TH IS, 7T4THL 9
THTERSNIAAEZFH L TWAE I EDMFETES., X
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fik [8] Tl&, Thin Slicing (&, 13 HD 73y 7O, 22 18
DTUT T LHBEDOBFITHNTH L ZEHREINT VS,
—HT, ARV T = IZHT S IRAEERD 1 DD X
Vv FNTEH LTV AEAEIR, 20XV y FONELGHE
METZWER Y, Thin Slicing ORIFIFE . 72& 21, 143
IZBWT, 114TETH L TWAZEE a DEIZ D W THR
TmWiEE, FOEEO 3 — FEEH DL Thin Slicing % F)
AL%LTY, 4fTHCTERSNZEEHEAL TS L
PHFETE 5.

2.5 X740 XYA XIIETHRE

TUTTEATA Y TOETED, — I EDORER
WTHDEDEV) HIZOWTIE, BEEZET, FHmn X
FTAAH A X% KD LTl T T 4. Binkley
57k, AF4AFA RFFEHTTE YT LEEKOY
0% BT EERLTWVA, AT A ADERREPFE
RIRE LT Jasz O 9] 1, TORMERREDN AT A A4 X
LD TA2TNREL BT EERL T4, Horwitz
5191, 7Ny FEEICBWT, LW ASY v 2 b
L= A%WRELIGED AT A XA W5 E O 350
112% 52 2R L TWwah. KiF%EIE Thin Slicing 124 L
T, TOLIBEBRIZED AT A AN A AOFM %47 - 72
LbDOTH 5.

3. HEBR

AHFFEClE, Thin Slicing 25% { DIRPTHEIZME) < A
&9 D EFMMNT A 72912, Thin Slice D 4 XIZFET 55
PIRG4S . BARMNZ Y —F 7 AF 3 i, DT
D2OTHAH.

RQ1 Thin Slice D44 X1, SFHWIZF5/MEVWH DT
& 5.

RQ2 7Y IKGFREABRORAEIIBNTHNTH L L EZ
5 M % Thin Slice (& & DIREAEIET 5 D,

4. Thin Slicing DE%

KIFZe T, FEERZ4T) 72012 Java 707 T L DN b
a— F%&&5 L L7 Thin Slicing 2 %2 L7z, /N1 b3 —
FIEY — A= NI SHES Th 5720, K7D
FIETEINA, Pa—-FE2HwA, N ha—FEFR1Dk
A E DA, RFEETIE, N ba-Fo1&a5%
TS L, BadMoT— KGR AL L1279 7%
RS 5. RIFFETHHI NA Fa— Fofl%E 4 2R,
DN Fa— FiF, 1 ®main AV v FBX W add A
Vo FIZHIBLTBY, FOXYVy RNTOAL Y F7 Ak
£ LTWA, 7272, FRAME-OP R#Eil) & TH
Han<Tws (L1591151994) & (line=6) 7 & DATIE, /N
A FMa—FOBHEBEHTH Y, mAhTidzwv. BT,
NA DI—=FEOTFT— ¥ IKGBERICOVWTHAT 5.
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Table 1 Bytecode instructions.

Ex R
transfer ILOAD LLOAD FLOAD DLOAD ALOAD
transfer ISTORE LSOTRE FSTORE DSTORE ASTORE
transfer GETFIELD GETSTATIC
transfer PUTFIELD PUTSTATIC
transfer IALOAD LALOAD FALOAD DALOAD AALOAD BALOAD CALOAD SALOAD
transfer TASTORE LASTORE FASTORE DASTORE AASTORE BASTORE CASTORE SASTORE
FRGT YR Ay Y ER L POP POP2 DUP DUP2 DUP_X1 DUP2_X1 DUP_X2 DUP2_X2 SWAP
FTT L7 FOERK source NEW NEWARRAY ANEWARRAY MULTIANEWARRAY
source IADD LADD FADD DADD ISUB LSUB FSUB DSUB IMUL
72 sink LMUL FMUL DMUL IDIV LDIV FDIV DDIV IREM LREM
FREM DREM INEG LNEG FNEG DNEG ISHL LSHL ISHR
% AR B LSHR IUSHR LUSHR IAND LAND IOR LOR IXOR LXOR
IINC I2L I2F 12D L21 L2F L2D F21 F2L
F2D D21 D2L D2F 2B I2C 125 LCMP FCMPL
FCMPG DCMPL DCMPG
source C ST CONST_ C ST C ST.. C
- ICONST S ICONST 4 1GONST 5 LOONST.0 BIPUSH
e . LCONST_1 FCONST._0 FCONST_1 FCONST_2 SIPUSH
DCONST.0 DCONST.1 ACONST_NULL
sink IFEQ IFNE IFLT IFGE IFGT IFLE IFNULL IF_ICMPEQ
e IF_.ICMPNE IF_.ICMPLT IF_ICMPGE IF_ICMPGT
IF_ICMPLE IF_ACMPEQ IF_. ACMPNE IFNONNULL
TABLESWITCH LOOKUPSWITCH
Ay OO L 5ok INVOKEVIRTUAL INVOKEINTERFACE INVOKESPECIAL INVOKESTATIC
AV FHRHDREY transfer IRETURN LRETURN FRETURN DRETURN ARETURN RETURN
30: ALOAD 3 (w) - — gk S5 LK . . s
slice/Main#main# 31: TLOAD 6 (W) %O)f y) H v iﬁt j_/\7 v ]\ AT 7 ﬁ;ﬁ“(’fﬁ‘
: c = ~ S s foke
Ljava/lang/String;)V &5 et L, XTI UK A7 v 7 LOjEE
([Ljava/lang/String;) 32: PUTFIELD slice/A#f:int iyéjé hw TE . B . i
(1)' Ell,?591(15§,1994) 33: (L1925529038) B 7 = S MAFBRIZT TL , B—DVERE AR
N ine=
2: ICONST_1 34: (line=13) 'VF'1777%®?~9%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁE?%.
’ - 35: ALOAD 3 (w)
3: ISTORE 4 (a) 36: ALOAD 2 (2)
N z
4: (L2025190714) L Kzs® FRHE Ty S
D 37: IF_ACMPNE 11935465023 4.2 74— REHEERINEROT — 2 &77/R
am;;Q 38: (L1425840452) T4 =) FEBOEIFRIERD 2 oD FETHET
7: ISTORE 5 (b) 897 (ine=1®) . 12HWE, 74—V FERICHZ B XALGHTH S
40: ALOAD 2 (z)
8: (L1912008895) — L NIE% 2k
or (linog) 41: GETFIELD slice/A#f:int PUTSTATIC & 7 4 — b FABOEEGAHALLHHTH %
N ine= < — < — — > R -
f0: NEW 42: ISTORE 7 (v) GETSTATIC 7%, WL 27 9 ADE L7 14—V F&4IZx L
11+ DUP 43: (L330459891) TH BN TV S HA1Z PUTSTATIC 2° 5 GETSTATIC |2
44: (line=15) . N
12: INVOKESPECIAL 45: GETSTATIC EfFB %51 <. 22HIE, PUTFIELD & GETFIELD 77,
lice/A#<ini v
j3lcngO;;‘nitz(i java/lang/System#out : IAYTASNLTNET TABAIEF@}) % 7.14;5[0)]_’[ C74—JVF
M X
14: (L188204557) gﬂ;ﬁfﬁm“ I LCTiTb T 23412, PUTFIELD 705 GET-
N v
15: (1ine=9) z ) I A1 ASERTIZ
1 AL;E; 1 47+ INVOKEVIRTUAL FIELD (278 % 5] <. A )T AEHTICIE, Andersen
17. How 2(}(:)> java/io/PrintStream# DRA ¥ 7 IEHT [23] 123D 72 Object-sensitive Pointer
M z
18: (L2058061115) Z;Tnzi?;;gesozs) Analysis [24] Z H\7z, BHVERIE 7 4 — )V FEE L Rk
197 (Hine=10) 49: (Line=17) 12, TAYTASNTOVLUREEDO D 5 EHIfHE H XA
M ine=
2(1) igiﬁ ;L E:i 50: FRAME-OP(0) O ED b IARL IR LT <.
’ 51: RETURN
22: INVOKESTATIC 59: (L646676395)
slice/Main#add(II)I : 4.3 XV vy FEIOTF —2&FER
. slice/Main#add#(II)I X . R R
zz: ii;“iii;;; 0: (L283836798) BB AV FIFTH LIS, Z OO LICTHUH
25: (Line=11) L (line=18) ENDHARMEDDH BT XTDOAY v FITH LT, FENT
26: ALOAD 1 (x) 2: igii (1) EX; A= DO INT A —F NORLEIL LB ED S O H
: y
27: ASTORE 3 ( YRS 5 ER S ) R T |7
s poTone 5 ) U LIE~DEAN AT <. AV o FOBR KO M
: 5: TRETURN Variable-Type Analysis [25] % 27z,
29: (line=12)
6: (L883883999)

M4 K112

WIET B84 Fa— K

Fig. 4 A list of Java bytecode for the program in Fig. 1.

4.1 O—HNEEEFRT DR - 242y JEADOT— 21K

EZEIER

Java i~ i, +xR7 >

LAV

K25y 7 EMEING A

2, HETHHTAIERZOMELHEIFL TS
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4.4 FNFTLK X2y VEEGS
FRG N Ay 7 BEHZEBET 720 0m4IZDo W
TlE, RFFEOFEETIE, mHD &5 — AR D

EIEICEERMT S, 728 2 IEA Yy FIFOH LS D=
DIEAMEH SN WIiGE, N Fa— FLETIEZ0EZ

E/ 281
ik s

95 POP MM S NL 25, 2y FIFUH Ly
75 POP dpa & 7= AP 251 <AUb Y IZ, 2V
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Fig. 5 A graph of bytecode for the program in Fig. 1.

RIFONH L a2 SR D AEICES T 5 7 — Y AL 0 7E L
WL DELTIRD. OO0, FXRFTUF - 2¥ v riE
a7 SARAFUDT N2 0, SIS O AR LD
Bl 3562 Ed %,

4.5 N4 KI—=KDTZ7

5iE, M1O7a7I L6 T 534 ha—FoD
757 CTHAH. FHNOETIEIR 4 DN ha—FoAf ~
T AN LT b

5. FHMm3EER

AREETI, Java 7O T T LD 7 5 A7 7 4% M
L, §XCHF—4% %H & L7 Thin Slice #7514 5.

Binkley 5 @325k & [AAkIZ, #5101 & Thin Slice & Al &
Thin Slice #7145 L, % RQ I3t L -#E 2 5H5 5.

5.1 EHEIGZE

KEfFETIE, /N1 b a— Fo@asz, sHEIibI L 77—
5 & Md 5 source, T— % 2T A sink, 7T— % F{xn
¥ 5 transfer (29084 5. 2IHEE TH S IADD O L9
BB, HEICHEHNT S 200 EICETE T -5 7
10— sink TH Y, FHEMEREZROMHIIRMT 5 source
TYH5bH., 72, AV FIFUH LI, E/XT X —F5F
NZsink TH Y, R VIEICRDOFIHED 720 D source & 7
. U= NVEBDONRA, ZHOLHIZ, T—yAKEE
B L &\ Aid transfer 12508 L7z, BARI 208135 1
IZIRLTW 5

AWFFE T, sink [28F LT A0 & Thin Slice %, source

\Zxf LRI & Thin Slice #5115 L TWw <., THdME4
BB R A Yy FIPOH L3, &R BET 258K

T4 —=IVKOEZRETLHEANEATA AL, EEOK
BB OEI L TibN TV D% AT 5 HiA X A
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T4 AL T 5. transfer fpFidvind 57— OFF
BELORIHIRLTEY, ThHEERICLTAIA A%
FIELTY, #NENT—% 70— TiEHE SN sink R
source 2H DA T A A EF—DFFEREZBRT LR BT
O, FHUxTG 2 51Xk L 7.

AWFFETH V% Thin Slice ICBT 5K 2 LN ICERT
b, F72, UTOREE S OBEFHT |S| LFKLT 5.
Backward(v) &5 sinkv 2 A7 422 7HHEL L7

%A & Thin Slice 2 & F N2 HMOEA.
Source(v) Backward(v) 2% %15 source [HRMOES,
Forward(w) &% sourcew AT A v 7EH#EL L7

il & Thin Slice I2& F N5 HMOEA.

Sink(w) Forward(w) \2& N5 sink THIOES.
Method(Ss;) Thin Slice Sy DTHEDHIRT 5 AV v

FDEL.

Class(Sss) Thin Slice Sy DTEHENFIET 527 7 AD

HBE.

LOC(S;;) Thin Slice Sy DV — A T— F L TOfES

DER.

LOC(Sis) V&, 79 A7 7 4 VOATFSHEREZFIMNL T
FHET L. RXF A= THEIZAY Yy FOEFH (K1 D
3, 1847H) 1atinL, Y—Aa—=F14755E LCRHET
. R DMETERIE AV v RO#TE (1 017, 2047H)
B L, Y —Aa— N 1470 LCRMAET 5. 87
A—FTHE LR D E % 52V BUA THS I3 5284 b O —
FOGHDITHET LR L THDLET D,

Bl LT 5 I2BWT, main AV v FOA ¥ T 7 A 47
DM E AT A ¥ v 7ML L72# 510 & Thin Slice 1&
Backward(4Tmain) = {(2, 3, 6, 7, 20, 21, 23, 31, 32,
41, 42, 46, 47, ax, a.y, res)main, (2, 3, 4, 5, fx,
fy, ret)aqa} T, |Backward(47main)| =23 £ 5. F72,
Source(47 main) & Backward(47 main) 12 & T 115 source
ThHhbMHTDELSLDT, Source(47main) = {2main
6main, 4add} T, source fiy 4 DL |Source(4T main)| =
3L b, ATARICEEITNLE AY vy FOEEIT
Method(Backward(47 main)) = {main, add} T, A
FI& |Method(Backward(47 main))| =2 £ % 5. AT 4
ACEENLE 7 T ADESRE Class(Backward(47,mqin))
= {Main} T, |Class(Backward(4Tmain))| =1 &% 5.
LOC(Backward(4Tmain)) = {6, 7, 10, 12, 14, 15, 18,
w,m}f,MOQBMMMmM%mHNZQE&%

RQLIZDOWTHAT 572012, §XTD sink v 12
2T |Backward(v)| %, @”\VC D source w 2DV T
|Forward(w)| &L, U6 DOFHEZFFIT 5. £
7z, |LOC(Backward(v))| DF¥EEZFHEL, N4 Fa—
FE&V—2a—FOH A X% KT 5.

RQ2 IZDWTHET A 72012, T sink v 12D
TROFEEZEFHT 5.
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® 3 HIEEOHE =
Table 3 Summary of metrics.

AL A NS tomcat  luindex  sunflow avrora pmd xalan batik

75 7 OTEE 54,468 123,191 190,526 211,343 448,722 815,861 968,470

Vv — 23— FOTH - 36,060 43,974 68,936 - - -

R KAE 922 12,820 34,512 30,458 40,784 62,957 93,810

| Backward(v)| RKMEOEE (%) 1.7 10.5 15.3 14.4 9.1 7.7 9.7

SPIME 55.2  3012.8  7739.2  6919.3  7108.6 12482.7 26159.3

FHEOEE (%) 0.10 2.5 4.2 3.3 1.6 1.5 2.7

IO} 3,673 14,326 22737 27,592 52,339 105,749 140,965

\Forward(w)| RAMEOEE (%) 6.7 11.7 12.4 13.1 11.7 13.0 14.7

FEE 57.2  1434.0  7834.8  2386.0  6226.3 18481.9 28719.3

FEHEOEE (%) 0.11 2.1 3.3 1.1 1.4 2.3 3.0

o[ - 4678 7144 10602 - - -

REOEE (%) - 13.0 16.2 15.4 - - -

|LOC(Backward(v))] P fE - 1102.6  1933.2  2425.6 - - -

PEEOEEG (%) - 3.1 4.4 3.5 - - -

|\ Method(Backward(v))| R NE 193 1,342 1727 3,780 4,277 6,849 7,326

PIME 8.0 155.6 155.7 128.7 126.5 385.5 576.9

\Method(Forward(w))| PN ! 368 1,482 870 3,702 3,132 7,175 8,011

P fE 6.4 116.1 213.4 331.0 369.6  1267.1 1632.0

\Class(Backward(v)| R AAE 41 288 300 1,284 685 1,352 1,792

P fE 2.9 68.6 83.6 278.0 111.3 264.9 489.7

N 68 329 170 1,147 507 1,306 1,750

|Class(Forward(w)) P fE 2.3 63.9 43.1 98.9 67.0 243.4 361.6

\Source(v)| N 382 5,494 15,451 14,964 18,900 27,441 40,687

P fiE 25.3 1375.8  3575.9  3470.6  3076.6  5215.6 11183.8

\Sink(uw)| I KAH 1,610 444,1 8,108 11,689 19,425 41,423 52,334

P fE 25.4 819.8  2202.1 1021.4  2264.2 72385 10662.3

e |Method(Backward(v))| ®2 FEFHROTEST L
e |Class(Backward(v))| Table 2 Subject programs.

e |Source(v)] TUTTLY | 2R | AV N | 7T 7 OTEER 118
i f:, j—,\‘(@ source w L:OV‘V(‘}}L(@*E'T?%%ET(EU? 5. tomcat 261 2,389 54,468 -
luindex 560 4,180 123,191 | 36,060
o [Method(Forward(w))| sunflow 650 4,507 183,185 | 43,974
e |Class(Forward(w))] avrora 1,838 9,304 211,343 | 68,936
o |Sink(w)] pmd 2,369 16,439 448,722 -
< B A . .. xalan 2,805 22,377 815,861 -
|Source(v)| DEA /N EVi541E Thin Slicing % FIH 9 Ptk a1 25 818 065 470 ]

HZET, FHLTWAT =Y OERITLE PRI ETE
L. [BRIZ, [Sink(w)| DED/NEWIGEIZER L 727 —
F DM ZDBIHETS 5.
|Method(Backward(v))|, |Class(Backward(v))],

|Method(Forward(w))|, |Class(Forward(w))| 1Z2WT
X, INHOMENRI VGG, TraBAY v K7 T A
% 72475 72 Thin Slice Tdh 5 Z £ ZHIRY %725, Thin
Slice IZ& > TAY y FIFUH L %72 &5 TF— ¥ OAERIT
PR E T AERORR 2K S 2 EHIF TS 5.

5.2 EEBRUR
EBG 0 71 77 41 DaCapo benchmark (9.12)*! %

*1 http://dacapobench.org/

© 2014 Information Processing Society of Japan

Windows 7 (64bit) ETJDK 1.6.045 #fiVTENL L
72b D TdH 5. DaCapo benchmark |21d, Java Sif C&E
PN HOT T r—a v BNEINCTns. KERT
WNGEE L7 s A0RBIER20DEB) TH L, 7272
L, tomcat, pmd, xalan, batik (DWW TlL, —FHD T A
TNV —=A2— FRPUFTE L n o770, 1751
THREIIITo TRV, ThHIZOoWTIE, ¥y ra—
FL7zjar 77 A VEEBEGG L LT, £/, £FoD
TRIZa Xy M1, 272w bDTH 5.

5.3 EBREREER
AREBCTFHN L - S IEORKE L FIHEZ R 3 1I2R
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9. f2AI[A1 & Thin Slice & fi[A] & Thin Slice O ¥ I,
TODOTUT T AT LTH21%TH S, Binkley 50
FEBR (7] Tl&, fERD AT A ADFIMELH) 30%Tdh > 7=
Z &5, Thin Slice DFHMEIE T /N3 NT L5505
luindex, sunflow, avrora (22T, |LOC(Backward(v))|
i |Backward(v)| £ D FELTH 03 FA > PREL R
TWwh, 72, ThH 2 DDOMEDOMEREIZ 0.9996 & 7% >
THBY, V—A3— FIZBIF 5 Thin Slice D 1 X b [@kk
TN SN LT END. 6 &, HEHlIC sink v D
|Backward(v)| 270 77 L& L EIE,  Htl IR
HOFELL T T 5 AT 4 ADEE %5 L7 BAEERS A
MThHb., ZORPEH, &EATAAFHDOK 60 55 80%D
ATA AL, FOVAZXDBTOT T LERKD 01%UTTH
5—J5TC, D DOH 20 55 A0%DAT A AZKETa T T
LDAT A ADRKMENILNZ5A LT 4. Thin Slicing
DA TH BHa L LT, $51& Thin Slice 2%
DAV RIZELNY, 20T =5 DERTIELLENAT
LAADEER 41TRT. TNHD L0NRREED AT A A2
DWTIE, T 70— EHED AV v FiZbizo TEH
L Tw{fE%¥% Thin Slicing 12X > TESHEZONE 2
&, $§1Z Thin Slicing DRIEVH VL EZ NS,
PLEDO# SRS S5 RQ1 122W T, Thin Slice D41 X3
SN EVWE VR D, 2L, AT A4 ARIEEIC

100%

yaa /
] f

90%

80%

//-
&
70% %

60%

7 —e—tomcat
by s0% —m-luindex
E —4—sunflow
B 0 S aviora
—=pmd
30% ~0—xalan

—~—batik
20%

10%

e

T TS S S SRS U SR (O N S (S (O DO (R
O AT ST ST (ST 8T ST ST o7 8T 8T ST 08T ST oS S o

7095 LEKIZHT B|Backward(v)| DEIE
6 |Backward(v)| O RFEER S A
Fig. 6 Cumulative frequency distribution for |Backward(v)|.

%+ 4 |Method(Backward(v))| > 2 Td Y, |Source(v)| 733 AT
ThrA7420EE (%)

Table 4 Ratio of slices whose |Method(Backward(v))| > 2
and |Source(v)| < 3.

|Source(v)| 1 2 3| &t
tomcat 29 36 39 | 10.3
luindex 3.0 45 3.6 | 11.0
sunflow 1.8 25 24 6.7
avrora 3.5 3.7 25 9.7

pmd 28 35 4.1 | 105
xalan 27 34 33 9.4
batik 25 35 27 8.7
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INEVLDERZENLDD 2025 NTEY, §TD
ATAADFA ZD/NE VDI TRV, 72, RQ2 112D
WT, RAIWTRLZE ) B I0%D AT A AEKST T4
TH—E, T IKGEBEROAEICBVTHFICAERTH S
EEZLND.

6. FEHESEDRE

ANfFFECl, Thin Slice D3 A ZIZBE Y 4RI AIFEAN &
L T, Thin Slice D% A X, F— % OEEILDOH, Thin
Slice NE72H5 AV Y N Wwo-4RELXFHI L. Z
DfEE:, Thin Slice D A4 XDOFHHIZ /N E W & %
R L7z, Ishio H1E, HfliZz7—% 70— %2 0#{L$ 572
FTOREEDTU T T LHFIHEL B LR LTE
Y [26], Thin Slicing DR ZFHAFEHFITIRRTLIEL A
MThHHEMHETE .

Lt DR L LT, Thin Slice DN DT EEM 70 7
TEITH) ZENEZONL, KREBRTH 20 205 40%D A
FTAANIDONT, FOFAAPKEL L >TLE) T LA
Sholz. UL, TEDEIBRATAANBED L) T —
F 70 —ThHhIDPENho Tz, A5 A A X
WRELGBAERERET L EDPVETHL., T2, X
ik [8] 128> T Thin Slicing DEVEN AR PEIFA S
TWoY, EElZiHibLETHL. SHIZ, BESOD
V=)V 27 LHABEDEL LT, AV Y FOFHIIE 2
bNET— ¥ DERILETHALL, 77— ¥ AR OFA
EXETLIENEZONS.

HE OAWIZRIE, B AR BB AR SR il B A
e (S) GREEFRS :25220003), &FfF%E (A) (GREFE
51 23680001) DB EE 7.
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P 25 4RO/ ZERE T 270 1 okt
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HE R (7x0-)

BF 54 KPR K I T 2515 L
SZRARZE. IBAD 59 4R R KK AEbE
RS T, AR R RS L
WTAERY T, WA 59~61 £ A
KEF~ ) TRAEM LR B BI%. PRk
TOAE KRR 2 L0 T 2A i G LRl
fifi. PRG3R AR %, PR 7 R R . SRR
14 4R A TGRSR 2 v a— 7 4 =0 AHI
Yoz, SR 20 EELIEREEVIIEIT R BEdZ.  RAE T L
a7 su—, AEETHREEFSR 7 c 10—, L5
+. VI Ny 2T TEONEICHESE. HRY 7 by = TF
245, BTHEHOEESS, IEEE, ACM £4H.

© 2014 Information Processing Society of Japan 980



