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1. ELC®IC

Mozilla Firefox, Apache OpenOffice, Android &\ -7z
=TV =AY 7 +7 T (0SS) i, WHAY 7 Y <
TORERL L LTREITRLS, A= b7 4 U PRHAAA
VATFLDESR, VT N7 EHGE T 5 OR%
WMz 2B e LTI fibhTWwa. 0SS WHE
WIZFIHS N2 OBEEMEVE T — /T, KEEZR 0SS 7
Oy hTl, TV NIV eHBEOmMAPSOHZ%
BMOAREGWMEERZITITVWEZeMEE R>TWS, fi
Z1E, Mozilla 7B Y =7 Mzik, —HIZHEMH EOAR
BENHEINBGEEHB. 70V MISNT 55
FEE, FLOARREAEREEZITISL, TOARAEGE2FHE
TEHNESPRHREIZFECARGREN TN THIRWD
(duplicate bugs) =ML, TOAREAZEIET 5 DITH
LWL ZFARBFICARAERSBER A 2E D Y THRHEN
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Taw AT A E AR AEERT A EHNE LT
W5,

FEGEIER X7 B2 5 L7580 % < 1F, Anvik
5 2] D “who should fix this bug?” DFEH Z JFIZED W T
5. Iid, fdx ORESEBIEX A2 U THEEDRHSE
HERETHILE2ELTEY, EZEBDORA7EEHDY
BTHRBEDDHLEMERZLETH-DDHEDTHL. HE
BX, Eclipse Platform 7B Y =2 MIBI} 3 4%DAEE
1, FEGEBIEZHY T IHFEENEEINT (HEYSR
fibhTwd) B9 [16], XBEOBEVEITITZ YLD S.

A2 Tld, Eclipse Platform 70 Y =2 MZBIF SR
BAEBETuw A%, £KB2EHREZTO DBOBEFKED
BEPSHEL TS, Anvik 5D “Who should fix this
bug?” [2] 13, BIEZ A2 2 E| D M T HEHE DR S
BafbDTHEY, EBEDE K DAREAEBERDHED
FARFIZ L > TITONTED [18], O RWRAZEIME
BT 720I121F, BARFEOHRA»rSAEEEET oA
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e\ DERICIE, FIFHE & EHE O ER
LTWABHEEELDH B, LWV ORARIFEDNLETHS.

AKX TlE, Eclipse Platform 70y 7 MIBIF 57—
AART 4 %H LT, AND 3 DG %157,

o BHHF LFFEHE DIHMNBEROME (XA T EYDIE
fie ) 1k, AEAGBERBOREMIZKTLHES
L7,

o YOEMENS XA RED BT OENNA, FFE
DR AT EROENEN & X A 75 TR (REA&E
EREED) B RS TWA AR D 5.

o REABEXRAZEYLEZEOWEIZIE, FHFEEOHK
MOLRELGBET O A2 E BT E2HEND 5.
KX OWEBRIIUA T DOM@EY TH 5. K< 2FETIE, B
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Platform 7B Yz 2 MIBII BT —AART 1 £ T DFER
WZOWTHRSB, 4FET,, T—RAAZXRT 1 DFEREZD
ZLMPEIZDOVWTERMT 5. mEBICSBROFEIZDWVWTHEN

KXz FLDH5.

2. BEERE

EE A EDEGFIETE, BHEDOHAD S AEAELE
RA7 DEY 2 LR 5 TREREINTVWS. AEAE
IER A7 OB, Bt & 20fim» s 7 7
U—F&2pHTE5. LNTR, SBITMEDENENDT
70— F L ARFE OB OWTEHIT 5.

2.1 RAMHEImE
2.1.1 YRVEHDOEHL

REABIERRA DD BHHEFKEHITEHED YT LN,
ZTOMREZEIZL>TERAT R TTETIZ, HOHRKE
ICHEZZZPEIOYBTOEND Z LW H D (reassigned or
tossed [16]). Tk, EHENZ DX A7 IZHE TN
(HESRAF VTR BREFCH DY TEIT-722
WK DFET S, HEEE, Eclipse & Mozilla 707 b
D 3T%H 5 4R DAEEE, REGEBIEZHYT 50K%E
DEFEINTWS (BEYSATbHTWD) [16]. XAV
OFHEY L, REAEERMIERTZ2ERO—D k>
THED, FEAGBEICKRDE L T 2 ECHEY % b
ST eH, REAEERMZERT 2720 0RRK L Hik
LINTWAS.

% < DRATHIZ [1,2,8,12-14,16,17,20] 7%, Z ORJEIZ
WoMATNS. Anvik & [2] 1, BRSFHELHEZHWT,
BEOREESHED OBETOKE 2 HET 2 L2 R
LTW3. Jeong & [16] %, BXHEHOBEMRMEEZRSTY —
VY NT I T EANT, REAGBIEXZA T OEMFEE R
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ELTW5. flucs, EEEIOHEERYAFAT 5 8B
T BAH [14] ®, HEARESGLARS (reopen TN D) A
HE#Hs % PHl$ 2T [13,20], REVREINTNS.
2.1.2 EHTEITESGREDOKRA

REAEZWETE22 Y, MOT—FIT k> THREF
ADAEED D VIEEFAOREASZFHEEEL THRE
T2 HD5. Tk, LEGEYZT 4 (BTS: Bug
Tracking System) (21X KRR D AREGREVEFRKINT
WE728, MEBEEELRD D IZED1D 5 TTRTOHREIC
HEBTZIEHNTERWILAREKNTHS. BEELZITE
BWETH D Z IR, BIRE S IX T T
PEAOMEZ FEMRL LS LT 5720, KRMIZFE
HOBIDEEKZ D EH 5.

HETHIREAREZM <L, BEEREAGREDH
FRRATFEP N OPREINTWS [3,19,21,22] . fHlX
X, Wang &6 [22] %, BTS EOAREGRE I UTHRAS
FEALIE A FIWT, EE U ARG RE 2RSS FikE R
ELTW35.

2.1.3 FEEREFEKRZE

TRV FEARSE I, HAEPAEGORRNZRE L7
DEBETDZEIITS. TDDH, ROAEAHREIXAR
BEBERMOEMHEILIZELID. LELRMS, FHico YR
A-PRREAEHELZT2HE, LFEAZEBIET 7201
BERBRIZOWTHA L TV, BIFENRD B
HHREBYICMETERVEEEH D, 20 LD RGE,
FARF TV LMELEPVED 2 Lh S, READFR
ERE IR BEREREZB ST BERD D, FERIIAR
BEBIEIZRER D15 Z & 9%\,

FIRE L T DRV 2WETL72DIZ, 2Dk
TGS [5-7,11,15,25] TiX, BHFEE RO 2 REEGEIEIC
BBERERIZONT, A VR a—=REPSHFLT NS,
Bl 21, Apache, Eclipse, Mozilla 710 ¥ =7 MIZNT
% 150 AP ERAFsE & 300 A EORBAHEHIZA >~
A a—U7HER, Bettengurg 5 [6,25] 1, AEE&%ZH
I 272DDFIMEE ARy 7 kL —ADIEFEICEEZIEHR
THDHLWMEL TS,

2.2 #RAIE
2.2.1 #HRWEE

V7 N o THFIIAEIC, BIIEEDRD Sh B iE
BThHb. ZDRD, TRWF—L] DXATETHAIL,
ZITHRVWF—LIZHRBE WIS THS. VI b TH
FotW MBS E T2k, VI
U =7 OEEERREISEE L 52 5 ROIEE B OREE
WHDILBNhrb.
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PFEL, BODRABD ROV TIIa=T

PEIET S Z L 2HSIZLTNS [10].

2.2.2 AMAROHE : 17V —vibry bT—7
Py

Bk D@Y, REABIEX A7 OEY 70t 2 % i
HIE A & KB T B HTMETIE, BTS IZEHRINTWVWER
HEBRGIIHLULTT— &A=V 7 FEE2BEHALTWS.
BATHRDE722 HINIE, FEAEBEXAZEY Tov R
ERETLI LI TARAEABERMZANKT 5 Z &I
Ho, EHEDOBIR (“Who should fiz this bug?”) IZHD
WwWTWw3,

¥z, REAGEBIEXR A7 DHY 70w 2281 5 a0
IE 20 L RBTMETIE, V7 b o 7HFBITIEA
T— 7RIV E—DHEMNEBRPEETH S Z EHARINT
W5, LarLads—z, V—=—yvy vy N7 —245
Mr (SNA) Tl&, MEEROLXEEL PRSI LN T
Ehnizsd, BIREE 2 NDBATOH-WEREZ 2T
L5DEARAETH 5.

ZITARWMETIE, IOHMIRNETOY =2y bxy b
T—=0408 (120 =Yy )bxy NT—208) &g
K35, AEDIA 70—V ¥ IViy T =270k
@,V7$7:7%%’%b5@k@t@%%t%ﬁb,

DREEFZ 5. T, RBIZETIE, KT Thbe
&ofbk%@%ﬁﬁf@%iﬁ?ﬁﬁ(,ﬁt&ﬁﬁt
LCHBEDORMTOEZEZ HA2IRETS. K1 T, &7
m%a$ﬁﬁt®ﬁﬁ®ém%§b1w

FNROE Y, EWEROLESE, vy MZENT
BOBODEFEZE L > TEESNTED [18), BHREIR
Bx i BHEDNSE D YT OENERELBER A2 % K
WHLEL L 2 U7 S\, T D72, EHEDRE DR
BAZELETI2DICHEMLTHIEFKEERODToNLE L
Th, TOHREZ, MOFEABEEZA 7 ZHYLL TW

(A E ST L

8L THARRMIELS, TORESIZHLTT I
BEEZKRD SNBRWTREMENH S, S 51T, HFEHEDE

MIMEER 21T, HHE LHEEOHRMERD, B
HEDAEGEBEIEX A ZITRNICEE LS A TWS EFE
ZoNb., DFD, BRKED, EROEBENSGR AT %
HOBTOENBIZ, YORRAIEZEBRLTRTEIEER
EWVWHEFIZEWT, FARE LEHED I E TORMFRME
DHEBLTWDIHRMELEHD, LWVWHILTHS.

I L FARE S OB » S, AERGEBET IR R
B2 HEESMBEBRPI AL ELSBESNRICEZ ZHEEHENLD
57-HIZ, ARG T, BIFD 2 DD Research Question
ZEELTZ.
RQ1l: EEEEREZOHIMEAFKS, FE
HEBES5Z?
RQ2: EOBEBENY RV EZEYETENE D DD, R
EDY RV THRE (FTEGEBERRE) ILE825X5

BIEERREIC
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e
assignor @
(trlagger / \ fixer
ﬁw Z> 9 & <—iﬂ
\ P
w & v
Who should fix this bug? Which task should be completed first?

1 RATIZE & RO R DE N
Fig. 1 Difference of perspectives between existing studies and

our study.
IRFETIE, ZD 2 DD Research Question IZ& X 5728
T2 T —AART 4 IZDWTHRR B,

3. "T—RARY5 4

AREETIE, A% TEF - 7= Eclipse Platform 7R 7
MZH U T 72T —AART A IZDWTHIAT 5.

31 F—=%tvh

AR — A AR T 14 Tl, Bugzilla IZ58% X VT % Eclipse
Platform 7Rz 27 MOAREEREE2T—X vy b2 LT
AW/, stead T —4&I1%, 2001 4E 10 A5 5 2012 4E 10
HETILHEGEINAEERED S B, HYULERRE/
m@%#%if%t@ﬁB#@Tﬂmﬁifﬁé Z0

—RIZHUT, T—RIV—=V T T—=XT7 4 )VRY

‘/7‘%507‘:. T—=RI) ==k, BEOA-LT K
VAZRAWSHREERET ZHWNH S, T—X T 1)
2) v I T, ?E%EEE.%’C“%Z)?:‘\ FHERR L Spfr 2 T &
LR HRICT S22, FBEYPRETT —ETEEDN
mefvéTAmﬁima WCHEE Uz, ZORER, Bk
KT =Ry N 20,422 FOREERE L o7z,

DT —AART 406, BHRD 2 DD Research Ques-
tion IZE X B7-ODHEIT- 7=,

3.2 #HEAMBER: EEENSRAEER
%9, % 1D Research Question &, HEED,
S5HEZHSTOMETH 5.

EELE I

RQ1: EEE CHEREOHSHERD, TE
HEE523%

BB IERREIC

HEEMHE L HDHAFEDORT N, LFAITRAY Z2ELT
U7RBRDS T+ d 57 61F, EHEIEZ ORKEORD
HFERAFVERILTCWS EEZONS. LAoT,
BHEDETORAEEICABGEBIEX A Y 2 KEHT L,
FEABERENEHTE2IETTHS. B LINLVHEE
25X, “Who should fiz this bug?” &\ FIWIZxT LT



BHRULEFMRERE
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

i, BEVWEZHALTWAEHE FFRERTIZX A 7E]
DUTELVWIERERBDLILNTES.

FIZT, KF—ZAAXT 14 TlX, B AREEBIEXRAY
ZED Y TEEBNL VERED B 5 /2 ENL, Th
TNOEBENPRLL S DAEGEBIEX A 2 KIFA L 725
FE M ZEER L. 512, TNETNOEED,
TNTNORKBE IR A7 2E 0 M T-mEke, RALE
ERXRAZETIZhD > ABORRE2EH L 7.

TORERE, R1BO5TITER2ITRT

F11%, ERYREENAL 5 ZOEHE OE LB BIEH
BOpHRMEERL TS, K100, BHE A, LEIE
Ag DEID Y TAERERBELR A 2%, MR (1 RS
) TETLTWBIZeDgh5b. —Jf, HHHE A, »5E
DU TEREABELR A2, #1126 HE ORE? 20>
TWBZ ERbhs.

F21%, ERLRBEAL 5 ZOBHEED, ZAT BMEIEL
BB D RIS B 5 ZICE D YT ERYE, TES
BEIZPPsZHEOHREZR LTS, £206, &
HE A, 2EHE A, BHEE AL, EM5£OBRKED
REAAEBEARD, £1 TRULZ2ROFESBENKE
HRTEUL 5W0wWhy, ZRUFTH o7,

FHIZRLT, HHE A, &EHEE A3, A5 EZD
BIRFIZE D YT EORESBIERED, RTRUE
ERORESBEARICHARTE o7, HlZIE, EHE
A, D, BROFREESBLEHEOHRAEIL 82T HTH -7
N, EHE A, BDRATRKBE LR FESLDSL, &
KORELGBERBRD FE 7201 F11 DA TH 7. D
EF0, RATEMKELZREDL SBFKFDOAF IV E KL
HoTWwiz2 LTH, BT LUHRELSBERMICEELS
ABHDTHBLIIWSRNZ D Dhotz, £z, £1
Mo, RAT7%E DY TBEERE REAEIERRH L ORI
i, HERH B LIEEZA RNV T,

3.3 #HEMER: AREELLRAER
25 2 @ Research Question 1, AWS5ED X2 HKTH
5.

RQ2: EOEBENY R EEY U TEAE S HF, B
EZDYRUETHE (FEABEEYN) KHBE525

K2 Tk, A—AMzEET 25 NAOBFEEET 2,
INSORFEIE, K2IELT S 5 HOEHENOE
HENSH, FEABIEXA ZIEHINTNSE. XA
EREINZEREICL->T, EREDOREGBIEX RS
BITREN AR > T hiE, Anvik 5D “Who should fir
this bug?” 7213 T <, “Who should assign this bug?” &
WOBZHNBETHDLILEBNNBIEITTHE. =2
T, e RBHEIZZA AT 2k S DEHED X
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K1 ZATELRI AL 5 ZOEHEE DR A2 FILHE L B EHEK
Table 1 Total number of assignments by the top 5 assignors

and median days to complete the assignments

EHEE | MR | BEHK
A, 1,529 0.03
Ap 1,500 26.09
A, 1,343 8.27
Aq 1,186 0.00
A, 895 8.08

K 2 RAVIREEB LA 5 ZHOBEHMENRZNENDORFEH I XA
2 e KU 7 [ & EIE H
Table 2 Top 5 assignors’ task assignments and median days to

be fixed by assignees (fixers)

HHE - BRE | X AEMEEE | BEHK
Aq — F1 290 0.00
A, — F2 224 0.00
Aq — F3 242 0.02
A, — F4 457 0.04
A, = F5 187 0.08
Ay, = F6 428 20.54
Ay — F7 288 26.09
Ay — F8 138 27.33
Ay — F9 158 35.04
Ay — F10 103 85.10
A, — F11 262 2.93
A, — F12 266 13.88
A. — F13 71 15.26
A, — F14 64 17.12
A, — F15 64 28.81
Aqg — F16 180 0.00
Aqg — F17 270 0.00
Ag — F18 92 0.00
Ag — F19 255 0.00
Ag — F20 91 1.00
Ae — F21 45 2.94
Ae — F22 53 4.15
Ae — F23 89 4.71
A, — F24 144 5.50
Ae — F25 77 5.62

A58 T (FEAEIER) Z2BIREEICHIKRT 5.

9, BB AREABIEX AT 2587 UEEI% VIR
FOLEA S ZEEEL, TNTNORREIIREL DR
HEBEBIEX A7 2R 7 ERE EALS 2@ U7z, IR
2, TNTNORFEED, TNETNOEHEN SR AT %
I N[O E, FEEBEXAIZETIZNP272HE
DL % B U 72,

ZFORRE, K3 LELITRT

£ 31%, RATZITRB AL 5 ZORARKED, XAV
e, BEHBORREERLTNVDS. £3 X0, B
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HHEF, LBFRE Fy 13, LAMNTTRAZZ#ETLTWS
— T, BFE F X, ZAZFITIT20 HEA LA > TWw
L Dbhnb.

F 41, RAZBEITRE AL S ZOBFED, WEET
WZRAD BRI N/ EBD L VEHE EAL 5 HIZR A
RS N2 [ RESBEIZD D - 72 B O th ki %
KLTWB., £A4XD, RAZEZKRPELEHEIZL 5T,
£ 3 TRUEZL2ROBEREL Y HEEAEPEWEE
EWGadb o7z, #HlxE, 3Tk, BRE F, 02K
DIETFHEIL 817 THBH, BFHE AYIZ R A7 ZIKIHE
Nz &, SEROBERRL ErdoTWS. [MERIZ,
BAFE F o LT, EHAE A22 AR A0 BIKFEL 72856
H, 2EOBERRL Y EEVKBAR2>TWS, &5
2, FIFE B B EHE A9, BHRE FL 2B 058
HE A221%, B2, ZTNTNORFEEFICH L THRDELS
DRAT KA L I-EHETHB.

72 RQL L FABRIZ, X A2 ZFFEEEBERBUCHE
NRHbLIFEALho7. BFEL I<H-TWBIEHEH
FIZE > TRA BRI N2 EIZRWA T 4 —< V&
RIS ZIRTIERVD, HEDEHEIZR AT RIREX
NIEGERRWNAT 43—V ARKET LI HBI &
Waho Tz,

4. ER

RETI, "T—AARARTFIZL0BLNEERE, A
FDZLBMDIZDONWTEFNETNELET S,

4.1 TEEFREE vs. BRFEMNE

Research Question2 TIERN723@E D, 2RDIEERH & b
RT, RAAEBEIZEWRRDR D05 TWERTDBEFET
LMy hotz.

Bz, £22R5&, EMHE A, (F412BI1FT5 A9)
&, BIRE F12 (R412BUB F) 12, $o28%< X
AT BRI L TWS, £/, R4Z2HRB &, BFEE R I,
BHHE A DS, oL XA EKEINT VS,
£oT, TORTIE, EWIZHFPAFILZRALTWS
EEZOLNDD, TORTOFREAABEARERS L, &
BOFRELABERHE DS, BEILP2-oTNS.

20%, BHHZ A BRXRATEKBEL-Z DD 5B
Fat2a gy, BRE B ICX A BKE L2 b 5%
HEFT 1ISHOAREEBEHEEZRLTWS. M2 D LR
EARDY, FRE Fy 1, BHE A DBRATEIKELIZZ
LDHBI[AFEDD L, REAEBEHEN 9 FHITEW.
7z, KI2DN2ALE, HHE AL, HXE F, 12X
AT RKE L2 DOHLEHEDS S, FESGBIEAK
R12 J/BHIZE ., HHHE A, LHRE L, ORTIE, +45
REBAEEE2BELTWSED, RESEBIECIZMMORT
SO EEWVHER2 D >TED, FIRKLRTTHB LT
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R 3 RAZFITHBEAL 5 £ DHRFEE OE LI L AEEH
Table 3 Total number of bugs assigned to the top 5 fixers and
median days to fix the bugs

FAFE | R AU BT | BIEHK
F, 1,231 0.17
F, 1,088 8.17
F, 952 20.06
Fy 901 0.13
F. 864 13.18

R4 RAZEFEB AL 5 AORAFEP TN T NOEME» S X
AT BARFE N BB AETE HE
Table 4 Top 5 fixers’ assigned bugs and median days to fixe

the bugs
BAFH « EHAE | R AVZTER | BEHK
F, + Al 457 0.04
F, + A2 127 0.16
F, + A3 120 0.21
F, «+ A4 171 0.78
F, < A5 156 0.94
Fy + A6 80 3.50
Fy, + A7 144 5.50
Fy +— A8 154 6.01
F, + A9 266 13.88
F, < A10 69 36.06
F. + All 89 6.97
F. + Al12 428 20.54
F. + Al3 71 21.97
F. + Al4 171 22.00
F. «+ Al5 115 39.29
Fy; + Al6 290 0.00
Fy + A17 255 0.00
Fy + A18 159 4.13
Fy < A19 67 7.89
Fy «+— A20 52 8.04
F. + A21 44 5.44
F. <+ A22 288 26.09
F. <+ A23 12 38.67
Fe «+ A24 118 60.38
F, «+ A25 72 61.15

A7\,

ZZT, iRORT DMk E LT, FA—DO¥ET, X
AT REHEL - EHED R D RTICHEHT S, £2%R
Ly, BB A, (F412B1FD AT 13, FIFE F24 = F12
(RAIZBIFB F) 12, ol v %L XA Z2MKFL TV
5. £z, R2EHD L, B¥E F, X, EHE ATH»S, 3
FHIZZL R A BRI N T WD, FHHE A, LTI,
R D RTIZART R A2 %347 U2 [BEUE D0, R
HEBEHHEZ RS L, 2ARORESEEHKI D HEW
R TR ZZET LTS,

il
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FI2 (= F)
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A.'s median days (8.27 days )
to fix bugs

10 PITPPPR PRI (PR TN N ‘
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1000

100

F's median days (8.17 days )

to fix bugs

log (days)
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N
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2 A (= A9) & Fy (= F12) DZNTNWOAREEBIER A2 %
118600
Fig. 2 Overall performance of A, (= A9) and fixer F, (= F12).
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to fix bugs F24 (= Fy)
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1000

F's median days (8.17 days )
to fix bugs

100
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i 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18

H3 A (=A7) & F, (= F24 = F12) DZNZThOAREKEBEL
A2 BTN
Fig. 3 Overall performance of A, (= A7) and fixer F, (=
F24 = F12).
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100

A;'s median days (26.09 days)
to fix bugs F6(=F)

w
E\ 10 A
=0
5=l
1
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
1000

F,/smedian days (20.06 days )

to fix bugs A12 (=4;)
w
z
=
=1]
2

01

E 4 A, (=Al2) & F,. (= F6) DETNTNDOARREGEER A&
178
Fig. 4 Overall performance of A, (= A12) and fixer F.. (= F6).

X 31k, HEHHE A BRATEEELZZ DD 5B
Fat 20 &k, BARE Fy Il XA KL & 03D 2%
HEF 1S HDOAERAGEBEHEERLTVWS. X3 D L
ERZL, FARE L1, BHE A BRXRATEKELZZ
LDHBIMFEEDI L, REAEBEHED 6 FHIZEW.
7z, MI3DTHEAD L, EHHE A L, FFE F, 12X
A7 REKE LI DHBEEHZEDS L, FESBEEHK
6 FJFHIZE . XoT, AUMRHETE, XRATZKH
LB Lo TRIET AN T A=V RAIZENH B T
DB,

F7z, HORTIZOWTE R EITo7-. £K2ERD L,
HHE A, (R412BI1F5 A12) 1%, BIFE F6 (412
JBF) 12, 8o L XA RKIALTEL, D
DORELGBEARD 2R ERTHW. F/2, 42052
b, BFE F. 1%, BHE A2 05, oL XAY
EREINTVSEH, FEGEBEHEIE2ELD S EV.
X oT, BHHE A 12 > TORRE F, 1%, MEDS DD
D UL7ZREBYH D AESBEARDENOT, FHELTX
A7 BRI UDH D, FAFE F. %, BHHF A, ITREX
NIRRT EBBRLUTIHRLTWEDITTIRRVWEEZS
ns.

X 41k, EHH A BRATEZKFLZZ & DH B BF
Tt 14 kL, BRE F IR A RKE LRI WD BE
HEFH 11 ADOAREAGEBEHEERLTVWS. K40 EH
ERB e, FFE F I, GHHE A PXATRIKELZZ
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LOHBHAFED S, REGEBEHEN 2 FHIZEL,
LHROBEHRID BN, £72, M4DOFBEARD L,
B AL, BRE F LR AT RIKRFLEZZDH 5
HBHEZEDS L, LEAEBEHEDY 6 FHIZEH WA, 240D
BEHHEIDBRW. Z0k512, EHENSAD LET
RERETHDHLEFEZONT VDD, HFRENLSHS L,
ZTOBEBENSKFEINIZ R AT EZBRLTIRLTVS
DI TS, HARBEORAZIEL SN THRWES
H5.

INoDZ s, FESGEECHEMTORAEE ZER
(“Who should fix this bug?”) 727 TH EBEDOAREEE
ERXRAZELTEII A TRVEEZSNS., L DEHIRY
BABGEER A 7EHSTHRITIE, AREORNZRD R
HIE2BHEZIEE, “Who should assign this bug?” &
WOEZS (BAFEP SR BBETHS.

4.2 TZHHOREE

ARWFZE T, D% EERIZT 572012, Eclipse Platform
TaYV I hORELEWED S H, HERYHRFEE L TV
WREAGHEDAIFEH L. FORE, T—2tv M
fRODBECTUEV OSS KD AEZIRA B LN TE
TWARWAREMNELRH . TD7d, 5%, X {lifEod s
IMFERZE/ L7201, 74V R) VY TOREEREL
HEEBINANT 2 HERH .

¥ 7-, 4% Eclipse Platform 7@ Y =2 MMZDWTOD
A ERIT oz, RTaY oo ML, KBELDT TIZEK
WL avcl N, "—ARARF 4 2IFTDDIZ+H
BEOREEHENEIZ GBI N TWS., LrL, AT
Y7 MZiE, IBM BRI 0TV ARFRE B LEBATE
U, Eclipse 2’ IBM #® 0SS 7u vz b UL TAX—
U SFICE KB ZTT>TWVWd. 2D &S
R R BRI S 13 o N ARHIFEOFERIK, i 0SS 2
2= TR UCEATERWATREE R D 5.

£/, AT, REGREDONE (BEEXETE,
HMDOWNARY) ZoWICHWED >z, &b EMERRER
2185720121, SBIIINSOHEREHNTONET S
BEDH 5.

5. FEHESEDRE

AR T, RESBEZAZEY ok A%, a2
HEL oo U7z, Bz, BRERSNTOEXANALES
BIEX A ZE Y DOMBNHZBIZAINTHD I B h -7z,
AR THRONZHZIILTD 3 O2TH 5.

o HHH LR EDHANWBEROBE (XA ZELDE
B E) 1k, TEABLERMOERLIZLTLHHFS
L7\,

o YOBEMENSRAZ BE D BT S5NILN, FIFKE
DR AT FEIROEIRIER & X A 75 TR (RE&&
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EREED) T ER2 52 TWA AR D 5.

o REABERAZELLHEOWEIZIE, FHREOHN
POLREGBET O A2 EB BT EHENDS.
S#1%, D 0SS 7u vz 27 Mz L TE o EiTV, ¥
727 B A 7 EL PR R EASBIERLE O FHlE T DR

Z2179.

EIE

AW D=L, XEHREARZEU e aiBh & (L
(B):23300009) & £ T (4 (C):24500041) T &k 2 Bk %

ZiF7-.
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