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L Tools declaration still supports toolReferenceName #231927

When declaring a tool in package.json

| can still define toolReferenceName which should

*not exist?

*be combined with the canBeReferencedinPrompt property

‘. Assignment -

FAFEAA

~— Labels —

How about naming it shortName as if it's independent? ( debt )
And maybe we'll find another use for it.
Or we would do something like ( test )

promptReferenceDetails: { name: ™" } but it seems a bit weird.

https://github.com/microsoft/vscode/issues/231927
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D 0.88 0.85 0.87
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[1]Daniel Skryseth, Karthik Shivashankar, lldikALo PilALan, and Antonio Martini. Technical debt classification in issue trackers using
natural language processing based on transformers. In 2023 ACM/IEEE International Conference on Technical Debt (TechDebt), pp. 92-101, 2023.
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[2]Zengyang Li, Paris Avgeriou, and Peng Liang. A systematic mapping study on technical debt and its management. J. Syst. Softw., Vol. 101, No. C, p. 193-220,March 2015.
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[3]Laerte Xavier, Fabio Ferreira, Rodrigo Brito, and Marco Tulio Valente. Beyond the code: Mining self-admitted technical debt in issue tracker systems.
In Proceedingsof the 17th International Conference on Mining Software Repositories, MSR 20, p.137-146, New York, NY, USA, 2020. Association for Computing Machinery
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[5]Xinyi Hou, Yanjie Zhao, Yue Liu, Zhou Yang, KailongWang, Li Li, Xiapu Luo, David Lo, John Grundy, and Haoyu Wang.
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Design 1,093
Requirement 33
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Ul 67
Performance 54
Security 14
Document 52
Infrastructure 132
Build 60
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B)) TestBEFEODFEO-HD 7O 7 K

. You are provided with a issue in this format:
—_— 7 \
A7 A 7 b Text: " the title and body of the issue "
2 24 DIBEA You have to assign it a label.
a

Possible labels are; "Test" or "Other"

The Test label indicates Test TD.

In software development, there are various types of issues
reported as Issues. While bug reports and feature requests
S AL DA are typical examples, one important classification is.
Technical Debt (TD). Technical Debt itself is categorized
into multiple types, and one of these is Test Technical Debt
(TestTD)
Test TD refers to issues found in testing activities which can
affect the quality of testing activities.

Here is the text of the issue

Text: ZREZD X A L &EAX)
HA74+—<v k

Answer with “Test” or “Other”
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