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[ 0 Percentage of Type 1 clones that were involved with bug propaga-
tion with respect to all Type 1 clones related to bug-fix

[ B Percentage of Type 2 clones that were involved with bug propaga-
tion with respect to all Type 2 clones related to bug-fix

1] Percentage of Type 3 clones that were involved with bug propaga-
tion with respect to all Type 3 clones related to bug-fix
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Fig. 4. Percentage of clone fragments that were involved with bug propagation
with respect to all bug-fix clone fragments considering each clone-type.
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0o Percentage of bug-fix commits that indicate fixing of propa-
gated bugs in Type 1 clones

In Percentage of bug-fix commits that indicate fixing of propa-
gated bugs in Type 2 clones

| 0 Percentage of bug-fix commits that indicate fixing of propa-
gated bugs in Type 3 clones
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Fig. 5. Percentage of bug-fix commits that indicate fixing of propagated bugs
in different clone-types
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B % of clone-pairs that followed the first bug-propagation pattern
with respect to all bug-propagation clone-pairs

% of clone-pairs that followed the second bug-propagation
[ % of cl irs that followed th db i
pattern with respect to all bug-propagation clone-pairs
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Fig. 6.

Comparing the likeliness of occurrence of two bug propagation
patterns.
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