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Figure 2: Standard steps in a pipeline of Automated Program Repair.
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Table 2: Included and excluded APR tools for our study.

Selected | Reason APR Tools for Java Programs
, PAR [16], xPAR [22], JFix/S3 [21], ELIXIR [50],
No Not public Hercul . $
ercules [51], SOFix [33], CapGen [57], PraPR” [11].
No f::ig’e’;‘eth"d HDRepair [22], JAID [3], SketchFix [13].
No Other LSRepair* [32], ssFix* [61], DeepRepair' [59], NPEFix* [5].
jGenProg [38], jKali [38], jMutRepair [38], Cardumen [39],
Yes Open-source DynaMoth [7], Nopol [64], ACS [63], SimFix [14],
& working KPAR [29], FixMiner [18], AVATAR [30], TBar [31],
ARJA [67], GenProg-A [67], Kali-A [67], RSRepair-A [67].
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Table 4: Numbers of Defects4] bugs that are correctly (plausibly)
fixed by the different APR tools.

APR Tool C cl L M Mc T Total  CR(%)
jGenProg 0G) 2() o0(2 311 00 00 5(20) 25
GenProg-A  0(5) 2(15)  0(1) 009 0(0) 0() 2(30) 6.7
jMutRepair  1(4) 2(5) 0(2 211 00 0(0) 5(22) 22.7
KPAR 3(13) 2(10) 1(18) 4(22) 0(0) 0(1) 10(63) 159
RSRepair-A  0(4) 4(22) 0(3) 0(12) 0() 0(0)  4(41) 10
jKali 04 308 2(4) 1(9) 00 0(0)  6(25) 24
Kali-A 0(6) 248 0() 1(10) o0(1) 0() 3(65) 46
DynaMoth  0(6) N/A  0(2) 1(13) 0() 0(1) 1(22) 45
Nopol 0(6) NA 1(6) 0(18) 0(0) 0(1) 1(31) 3.2
ACS 2(2)  0() 3(3) 11(16) 00 1(1) 17(22)  77.3
Cardumen  2(4) 0(2) 0(0) 1(6) 0(0) 0() 3(12) 25
ARJA 1(10) 2(29) 0(3) 3(15 0(1) 0(0) 6(58) 10.3
SimFix 38) 7(19) 5(16) 10(25) 0(0) 0(0) 25(68)  36.8
FixMiner 5(14) 0(2) 0(2 7(5 0 00 12(33) 364
AVATAR 5(12) 7(15) 4(13) 3(17) 0() o0() 19(7) 333
TBar 7(16) 3(12) 6(21) 8(23) 0(0) 0(0) 24(72) 308

fElM EDefects4 TR NTVWB /Ny FEELELHDT, FMAD S DIFERNICE /Ny FTHS.
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Figure 6: The distribution of NPC scores for 16 APR tools.
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Table 8: Impact’ on repairability* when ground-truth fix locations

are directly given to the APR system.

APR Tool C cl L M Mc T Total  CR (%)
jGenProg +1(-3) -1 (0) 0(2)  +1(+1) 0(0) 0(0) +1(-4) +12.5
GenProg-A 0(-2) +3 (+1) +1(+2) +2 (-2) 0(0) 0(0) +6 (-1) +20.9
jMutRepair 0 (-3) 0(-1) 0(-2) 0 (-5) 0(0) 0 (0) 0 (-11) +22.8
kPAR +3(-5)  +11 (+11) +3 (-5) +3 (-6) 0(0) +3 (+4) +23 (0) +36.5
RSRepair-A 0 (-2) 0 (-6) +1(+1)  +4(0) 0(0) 0 (0) +5 (-7) +16.5
jKali 0(-3) -1 (-6) -2 (-4) -1(-4) 0 (0) 0(0) -4 (-17) +1
Kali-A 0(-5  +2(-18)  0(+3) 0(-2) 0(-1) 0(0) +2 (-23) +73
DynaMoth 0 (-5) N/A +2 (+2) 0 (-5) 0(0) 0(-1) +2(-9) +18.6
Nopol 0 (-5) N/A 0(-3) +1 (-13) 0(0) 0(-1) +1 (-22) +19
ACS 0 (0) 0 (0) -1(-1) 0 (0) 0(0) 0 (0) -1(-1) +3.5
Cardumen -1 (+2) 0(-2) 0(+1) 0 (+3) 0(0) 0(0) -1 (+4) -4.2
ARJA 0 (-8) +2(-13) +1(+2)  +2(-2) 0(-1) 0 (0) 5 (-22) +20.2
SimFix +1(-4) 0(-2) 0(-10)  +2(-4) 0(0)  +1(+2)  +4(-18) +21.2
FixMiner +2 (-5) +6 (+13) +4(+7)  +5(+10)  +2(+2)  +3(+3)  +22(+30) +14.6
AVATAR +1 (-4) +2 (-2) +1(-2) +3 (-4) +2(+2)  +2(+3) +11(-7) +26.7
TBar +3(-3)  +12(+12) +4 (-3) +5 (-1) +3(+3)  +3(+5)  +30(+13) +32.7
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