&

AN i

fi@?’rE

32

HT %GPT 40 & 01D ELER

Eg@_% |:|7I<A EEO)

=T =R T N T IEHEE
$2520048 fEH 1BFH




=]y ==
3 R

| AN EE (TD : Technical Debt)
- WEAICTFEDOFICK VBASN D EZEH S NICERETPE

B « ZANFyF4a—F
- A—T7 4 Y RANCAEI s TR I WALy —XT—=R
- TXAU vk
- MBS 2EFEIAREICITE, BORSTIX MDEKRT S

i

W TEEEL, BHICKRETLZEHNME

V—XOA— KKROaOX > b

B AT LORER [CEEIND

Slllalgi
(if
e




TR BEDEE

SBHEEEV AT LAICKATDEHE
- BEBCSNLEMET R L TEE

pgun)

ERC

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

FAFEEA

~— 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

promptReferenceDetails: { name:

‘. Assignment -

} but it seems a bit weird.

https://github.com/microsoft/vscode/issues/231927
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D 0.88 0.85 0.87
Non TD 0.88 0.91 0.90
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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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Performance 54
Security 14
Document 52
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Build 60
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TestBEDDEDOI-HDO7 AV 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
EHET A A S _
Text: ZREZD X A L &EAX)

HHO7+—< v b

Answer with Test or Other
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* Checks if {@code [b <= a <=c]} or {@code...
PA 2 ~="]°
iz 78 5 *
* @param b the object to compare to ...
* @param c the object to compare to ...

* @return true if the base object is ...

*/
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[1] A Comparative Study on Method Comment and Inline Comment
ACMTransactions on SoftwareEngineering andMethodology, Vol. 32,No. 5,Article 126.Publicationdate:July 2023.
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[2] Developer-Intent Driven Code Comment Generation
ICSE '23: Proceedings of the 45th International Conference on Software Engineering Pages 768 - 780
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