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[1]Ward Cunningham. The wycash portfolio management system. SIGPLAN OOPS Mess., Vol. 4, No. 2, pp. 29-30, 1992.
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[2] D. Tsoukalas, A. Chatzigeorgiou, A. Ampatzoglou, N. Mittas and D. Kehagias,"TD Classifier: Automatic Identification of Java Classes with High Technical Debt,"
2022 IEEE/ACM International Conference on Technical Debt (TechDebt), Pittsburgh, PA, USA, 2022, pp. 76-80
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public
public
public
public
public
public
public
public

static
static
static
static
static
static
static
static

package com.thoughtworks.gauge;

v public class GaugeConstant {

final String
final String
final String
final String
final String
final String
final String
final String

GAUGE_INTERNAL_PORT = "GAUGE_INTERNAL_PORT";
GAUGE_API_PORT = "GAUGE_API_PORT";
SCREENSHOT_ENABLED = "screenshot_on_failure";
PACKAGE_TO_SCAN = "package_to_scan";
GAUGE_LSP_GRPC = "GAUGE_LSP_GRPC";
GAUGE_PROJECT_ROOT = "GAUGE_PROJECT_ROOT";
GAUGE_CUSTOM_COMPILE_DIR = "gauge_custom_compile_dir";
DEFAULT_SRC_DIR = "src/test/java";
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package com.thoughtworks.gauge;

v public class GaugeConstant {

public

static

final

String

GAUGE_INTERNAL_PORT = "GAUGE_INTERNAL_PORT";

Ipublic

static

final

String

GAUGE_API_PORT = "GAUGE_API_PORT"; |

public
public
public
public
public
public

static
static
static
static
static
static

final
final
final
final
final
final

String
String
String
String
String
String

SCREENSHOT_ENABLED = "screenshot_on_failure";
PACKAGE_TO_SCAN = "package_to_scan";
GAUGE_LSP_GRPC = "GAUGE_LSP_GRPC";
GAUGE_PROJECT_ROOT = "GAUGE_PROJECT_ROOT";
GAUGE_CUSTOM_COMPILE_DIR = "gauge_custom_compile_dir";
DEFAULT_SRC_DIR = "src/test/java";
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|;echdebt: use of APNs binary format #26

A

& AndrewX192 opened on Apr 25, 2019

While setting up push notifications for the iOS application, | noticed that pushy (the library, not the service) is using a version
from 2015 which pre-dates Apple's transition to HTTP/2. I'm not sure how much longer this will be supported but it seems like
the new HTTP/2 format is easier to work with and the path forward. We should upgrade the pushy library and switch to HTTP/2.

©

Assignees

No one assigned

LLLLLL

©  § AndrewX192 added (#€ehaeBt) on Oct 27, 2019
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5] 1 ) Add a test to NetworkisIServiceTest witch cover changes from #2207

5l 2 ) we will have a file that gets all the possible elements for well and wellbore
and then will pass that through the merge logic.
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https://github.com/telstra/open-kilda/pull/2207
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4 @verride FFRE O DFEMD ©lssue HERL

47  + public void add(AddParticipantDbDto participant) {

48 + Map<String, Object> p = new HashMap<>(); - @
Ly

49 + params.put("name", participant.getName()); —_ | 'Q' —¥<

50 + params.put("url", participant.getUrl()); OOO O 8)‘)

- @ &2 B |

52 + int affected = jdbcTemplate.update(addParticipantSql, params);
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You j':lre an Al assistant taskec! with ar?alyzmg the.behawora'l differences between two | ?iflﬁﬂ"] ﬁfﬁ@ﬁ*ﬁ@?ﬁ%‘]%ﬂﬂﬂ
| versions of a code and reporting the issues you find as a GitHub Issue.

| Your task is to compare the behavior of the following two code snippets:

|
|
I 1. Code without technical debt I i gaEsly) - LD
|
|

I - J— J—
I 2. Code with technical debt 2ODEMEZ LR T 5 Z & Z e

|
' Technical debt refers to poor quality design or source code introduced due to short-term

deadllnes or cost constraints. The code you will compare represents the code before and | ;if;ﬁﬂgﬁ{ﬁa) E% . ﬁ*ﬁ-ﬁ E’\]G)%}ﬁﬂﬂ

| after a change introduced technical debt. ' . _ % 3 > 2 =
I Based on the behavioral differences in the code with technical debt, generate an issue . // ?rST LOBFICS A 25E o
* %/ga %ﬁ#ﬁ@'%f’%@ ﬁODnXE-I_jU_fI_

| body that explains the impact of introducing technical debt on the system's behavior

j and what future design should be adopted to resolve this impact.

= == = e e e e e e e e e e mm e e e e Em Em Em e e e e o Em Em Em mm mm e e e o Em mm Em mm e e e e e e mm e e e e e e
|

I Here is code without technical debt and code with technical debt I

: Code without technical debt : (TR EERAR I — K} I T 5 —Xa— FDIETR

| Code with technical debt : {EfiTHBEEAZ I— K} :

fe = o e e e e o e e e = e e e = e e e = o e = = e e = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = - -

| Output Format

Detail the differences in behavior :
I N
| Explain the impact : - FI{EDIEL

. E’ BB Eﬁﬂ
I Propose a future design: il o
| ’{T;Ed) AX. I:I-I_@T ES

PREROBD 7+ —<y b
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[3] D. Skryseth, K. Shivashankar, I. Pilan and A. Martini, "Technical Debt Classification in Issue Trackers using Natural Language Processing based on
Transfor " In Proceedings of 6th International Conference on Technical Debt (TechDebt), pp. 92-101, 2023
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"**Detail the differences in behavior:**
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**Explain the impact:**

1. 23S & ARTFBIFR DB

2. ZEVEDIET
3. T7—DYYRY

**Propose a future design:**

1. keyin ALY B> v 7 D4 Bk
2. IREFMEFEADF A
3. B A B DR

public static JKey lookupInCustomStore(String storeLoc, String keyName) {

X/ FlookupInCustomStore lZENMEDE WA H 5 try {

Map<String, List<AccountKeyListObj>> store = readBase64EncodedGenesisKey(storelLoc);
List<AccountKeyListObj> objs = store.get(keyName);
var pubKey = objs.get(@).getKeyPairList().get(@).getPublicKeyAbyteStr();
return new JEd25519Key(commonsHexToBytes (pubKey));
} catch (InvalidKeySpecException e) {
throw new IllegalArgumentException(e);
} catch (DecoderException e) {
throw new IllegalArgumentException(e);
}
b

R BEE AR D — F

.

public static JKey lookupInCustomStore(LegacyEdZSSlQKeyReader b64Reader, String storelLoc, String kpId) {
try {

return new JEd25519Key(commonsHexToBytes (b64Reader.hexedABytesFrom(storeLoc, kpId)));
} catch (DecoderException e) {

throw new IllegalArgumentException(e);
}
}

EiadEEAZI—F

e Z”OMOd—FEITHIRSHE

BATETES ?
- FEEY

LWDEWNDLFEET D

HiTHaE%x

FBOTNISHT BFROBE OB Lt ?

13




SHDFE

B L7027 DI T AR - 74T
o RIFAPIEEIFAORILL BLV?

SF S D ETH
» FHFMEICES ?
- KEMR, IssueRABMNEWNE NI T EMD, Issue A ZFIERIZTEALY
- FHEIEBZREL, 2AZTNTNDH v /\FZREH 5 EFHI Z 5T

TDEERIZD 7 74 ILIEHRLIMZ S
 TD;EAFIR - BREBOD D 74 ILH SIS Z £ R,
- TDRBRBETHEEE LEEIBVERTHESH

14



	本編
	Slide 1: 技術的負債の 詳細文生成手法の構築
	Slide 2: 技術的負債（Technical Debt）
	Slide 3: 技術的負債を検出する研究
	Slide 4: 技術的負債の検出研究：課題点
	Slide 5: 技術的負債の検出研究：課題点
	Slide 6: TD Issue
	Slide 7: TD Issue：問題点
	Slide 8: 目的・アプローチ
	Slide 9: アプローチ：概要
	Slide 10: TD混入前後のファイル特定
	Slide 11: プロンプト作成
	Slide 12: データセット
	Slide 13: 実際にプロンプトから生成
	Slide 14: 今後の予定


