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Table 1: Example where there exists one-to-one correspondence for
issues in CameraColorPicker (driver) and Gnucash (selected app)

Titles of issues in CameraColorPicker

Titles of issues in Gnucash

How do I get left top color.
publish to F-Droid
Make gradlew executable

CameraColorPicker

When an account is edited, its color is lost.
Publishing on F-Droid
Make gradlew executable
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1. coder-vs-coders setting

RS )C— (App,ZFHFEIT DHEFEEA) M\ L
Mm— MR ZHBL, TET—5— (Appg, ...,
App,DFFR) W/\JLR—hZFHAT, RDT
ABSFUAZApp,, ..., App,[CBHTEDINE
DNV ZEIRFT I D




A
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3. coder-vs-auto-issues setting
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2. coder-vs-manual-issues setting
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Table 2: The issue relevance comparison between app of same cate-
gory and app of different category

Types of Issues Relevance Same Category Diff. Category

bu reproducible 21.18% 11.96%
& relevant 32.949% 32.61%
reproducible 33.33% 21.74%
feature
relevant 16.67% 21.74%
reproducible 20.00% 66.67%
build P
relevant 33.33% 0.00%
ertion reproducible 20.00% 0.00%
q relevant 20.00% 0.00%
, reproducible 50.00% 80.00%
documentation
relevant 0.00% 0.00%
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Table 4: Factors used in ranking search results

Factor Description
[ssue length Word count of issue body (int)
Issue status Closed or opened (binary)

Ref commit SHA Commit SHA referenced by issue (binary)

[ssue reply num  The number of replies that an issue received (int)

Hit_all Find all search keywords in the corpus (binary)

Hit_overlap Overlap Coefficient between search keywords and corpus (float)

Hit_hot_words Word count of descriptive hot words like reproduce, defect (int)
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Table 5: Statistics and Evaluation Results of the Android apps used

App Name Category KLOC #Downloads Rating Version No. #Glt;ILI: #GltlegliS:e‘:;; # Bufj::g:;;
Camera-Roll Gallery 26.00 100,000+ 4.2 1.0.6 420 227(133) (11, 0)
PocketHub GitHub client F1:35 10,000+ 33 0.5.1 9429 644(526) (12, 2)
Simple File Manager  Explorer 5.84 50,000+ 4.5 6.3.4 378 189(130) (6, 2)
Zapp Broadcast 8.41 N.A. N.A. 3.2.0 60 151(137) (2,7)
Simpletask Reminder 24.80 10,000+ 4.7 10.3.0 349 821(583) (3, 2)
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Table 5: Statistics and Evaluation Results of the Android apps used

G prer :
App Name Category KLOC #Downloads Rating Version No. i CRISRVAESIN SR S SeRi

Stars (closed) (new,old)
Camera-Roll Gallery 26.00 100,000+ 4.2 1.0.6 420 227(133) (11, 0)
PocketHub GitHub client 31.35 10,000+ 3.3 0.5.1 9429 644(526) (12,2
Simple File Manager  Explorer 5.84 50,000+ 45 6.3.4 378 189(130) (6,2)
Zapp Broadcast 8.41 N.A. N.A. 3.2.0 60 151(137) (2, 7)
Simpletask Reminder 24.80 10,000+ 4.7 10.3.0 349 821(583) (3, 2)
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