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oK, T HEAPOT RN AEM, SB—% 5 AR M E sk H &, s AR rHEd i d, HER
R BEBEA DI ReARAS [R] 2 SR

CARZH A AR SRR H &, XL TAERBOT /08 H & B ahigs 0~100 ) 1 R T 1~200,
LA H EMF B P28l OB B ol sl BT R N ST 0 & mi &, B SR a3 B2 i a1 0
BRHE, HEE Bt st el H BT 82 . 55— 07, B S T4 R, &
i RS R AR . Hoh, hr SRR IS AT N B AR AR B R BUE, <R SRR
TR I KN AR FPAT Jy, “Hiit SR R R PR, s, SR AE. ik
R H SR IEFEAT Iy A RAE B, “BBRi2 W $RERE P Is AT A AR I ST EN 5 B,
BIH PRI RN G5 A s SRR A AR SOy T 1) W B 2 W i ) 251 ) | Sl 8GR, 43 G FR 37 9 A7 RO
WINES R H E3E4A) (error log statement, ELS) printf(“out of memory™).

C A T[] W2 W 8 H 35 B 33 98 BOR AT 73 3T 5 A 20 H 5 9 SR M AR R ik Y
HER R EOR. 5T B8 A HoR TUE SRS o I B g, B SR Bk h 755 5 d s
RIGEL, HAEBD H BRI IR ELS, &1 Errlog M. 3& PR AR B4 H SRS
RIRHE, JEHRRAAE R A T8 2% =) S rh) R PR SR MU IN ELS, 41 LogAdvisor 2. 7ESEBRK
EARRS T, ELS AL T2 3B 5, B0 if B switch. SCASKE Bk 73 SR ) rh i 0 2% A1 LA R
AH IR A% 2 A R B0 ge Ak 8 H & B R SC (log contexts), K H & R CHiE RN H EEE (log
intentions). A3k F H H L X (log semantics) IX—AR1E, By HEE AT LB H EE AR S 1)
B, BT AEECL SR H AR R EOR W] DL S A R H SR

IR H & B S R BOR IR 5 R, ASCRBT 1 A BRTE 6 FOTIERS A g5 H G 8
RO UL Errlog AMERKIEET B AHE AR HOR AT UL 2] 72% KRR ZH 16% & 2%, Bl Errlog 7N
(¥ 72% I H R IEAY ELS, {2 84% TH RN ELS (ARG BUR BE AN, 53— J71H, BA LogAdvisor
AR T RIS RFAE IR AT LLE B 62% HIAERRZRFN 32% WA 42, (HIF R A s1dsin H B 1)
= A A A DU [ e i R ERHE SR IR, S8 A H R SR A A . AR, %8
HEE KN, BS 7R ELS fHERGRA A 428 0] LLop ik 2 84% M1 58%. A SCEFXT bk e 2 A0
ARFRMBIG SRR, Wit RSl 1T LA H S B R B 3 H B3 58 T H SmartLog. AHK A
WRH S PR W2 2 9.

SmartLog G FZ Pk, —J71H, PARISIFIER RO, RS 7 ER1EHEH, W
¥ 7330 RBORAIAE. LR EH RN TR R, A3 TRARN PSR ZIET, 1R
MR E FE 15 it EA N ELS. 73— J5 1, hZ 2~ ARIFR R E AR AT AR B N i H L RIS 2 2
PEEE, B T HARME LR SR EINH &, £ FR P, SmartLog i1 7 LA N R ERAR. 2k,
SmartLog fEA% S T KRB TP BAF OA H B X — 7k m02EaE b, St Ul 502, R ELS. J&
X, SmartLog BT T —Fh i IR (log-intention description model, LIDM), 7EF£ K /AT H AR
[l b, MURRS A HEE H B R . &5, SmartLog 2 T A EHHZ B WA A 1 H B BB 2
P H EBIMFN], G ELS. A oTEkaFE LT 3 A

o ATCWHFT T HEBAZNER TAMIVR SRR, JF BRI 7 SBCERRRORARR, B2
A LREAZBRMITFRN GRNHEREE, SEGEw H 2 H S8 58 1 v

o AICHATIFLI T SmartLog, FF¥cih T8 H EAHS 1 & EHEA A LIDM, IR w]
DA S5l 18 R A AN ) [ 38 TR ST T SO A 12

o R HRGHAL T SmartLog, &I SmartLog FIAERA AR ELPIAS A i 19 H 3G 58 5AR 70 5l 32
Tt 43% A1 16%, I+ HUASE 1% KPEREIR & 5 86 4> H ST s i1 49 4.
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® 1 FERARREHERNELE

Table 1 Precisions and recalls of different techniques

Project Recalls of different techniques Precisions of different techniques
Errlog LogAdvisor Design target Errlog LogAdvisor Design target

Httpd 5.3/50 19.5/50 30.7/50 7.2/8.2 14.9/28.0 13.7/18.1
Subversion 4.2/50 23.1/50 36.4/50 7.5/9.0 16.9/30.2 13.8/16.8

MySQL 10.5/50 6.0/50 24.1/50 2.4/6.3 7.4/24.0 6.7/8.8
PostgreSQL 9.6/50 14.3/50 33.3/50 9.4/10.7 23.1/25.3 21.9/23.0

GIMP 8.0/50 20.2/50 26.7/50 1.5/1.9 18.1/25.5 17.5/19.8
Wireshark 10.4/50 13.7/50 23.0/50 4.5/9.0 19.1/26.5 15.0/18.5

Total 48.0/300 (16%) 96.8/300 (32%) 174.2/300 (58%) 32.5/45.1 (72%) 99.5/159.5 (62%) 88.6/105 (84%)

AT UL [29] B R, ¥ REABRAFFEEAR TR 3 AMFEETH: (1) skt
W, B A LEA IRV, (2) 3N th, # B SmartLog i e ¥ H BRI L FSCHAZ; (3) 1
HNSELs, PEAd SmartLog 255 HR fr) v 14

2 MIREHR

AEET 6 A BT 2 A R RS O H BN 5E TR A AR R A A AR AT 1 R,
SHRAMESE AT 7007, S H#ER T S8 RS BRI, 6 38 EFHE Hitpd, Subversion, MySQL,
PostgreSQL, GIMP Fl Wireshark. A %M LogAdvisor fil Errlog 1F N2 TAERIAZE. LogAdvisor
FEFETACRYRHAE B H 3G 58 TR i S U H S A G R-IE, FR5 I RRAE R T HLas 5 2 3
E, MR R AN ELS. W WA CEE: AR S RHIE . SCRRHIE . 1EEFFIESE. Errlog
S FET A ) A 0 T i PiE SRS R L B AR X, B SRR TR R S AR
AR B, FRAEER /D H B RS Bl N ELS. H W U FiE FE R BUR B E 2 R fE 54k
P, switch iEHJBRINSCEE. 45 — AN H &R TR, HAEM SN rG Hril H S5 A R IEF ELS 1)
befsl, HoAr 4 NPT 7 28 N BELS AR BCR A B ELS B LL ).

2.1 BERAREZRHERME

N CAE BRI ERZR, AN 6 FIFIER AT h & BEHLEE T 100 4RI A H PR iZ BT ELS
(3£ 600 1~ ELS) PLAAHRI BF3C, FBENLIEI—F23m e NI ZREE 5y — B B E A, BT
AR AR A AR R B S A X, R 600 A~ ELS 298 VP4l AN R R I HER 220, SEAk,
Errlog Toii 125, Rt Errlog BN H TG, FIREBEM EE 10 IRFHELERWNER 1K
e Bis. Bl LogAdvisor 7 Httpd WP R LA AN 19.5 A4 ELS, Zx& A %N 32%, [Fn
Errlog & 4% 16%.

LogAdvisor FI&EAZN 32% KRR T 5 S WRHE R THEEZ R B 1 ER 78T R
proxy_ftp_command 1 H EAT R ET AN AR B, proxy_ftp_command 7 LEAEAN A R B4R R 8
ELS. 7E55 1 MU B, B [al —1, 421 858 550 B £tk ELS. 7E55 2 MUIBELh, FIREY rc 45
T —1, 421 B 550 B fil &k ELS. PR B A ) H & BN SCRE SCREEM R, B T RIFER H &
174, BRI BEIEE B T R 2 AN AN [F . DRI T 5 VAR AR ) 7 v DAIE e 2 2] 2
LA EB I HE B, #EmAES 2 MU B R HERGINH &, 55— 771, Errlog A 2ZFEA
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/*Case 1:httpd/.../mod_proxy ftp.c*/
switch (proxy ftp command (...)) {
case —1:
case 421:
case 550:
ap_proxyerror (..."Failed to ...");
break;
;

/*Case 2: httpd/.../mod_proxy _ftp.c*/
rc = proxy_ftp command (...);
if (rc ==—1 || rc ==421) {

return ftp proxyerror ("Error ...");
}
if (rc == 550) {

ap_log rerror (...,"RETR failed...");
}

1 BXFNRRRG, AMRBERAAREURE —1, 421 5 550 B4 AE
Figure 1 Examples of semantic equivalent code snippets w.r.t. log placement. In Example 1, a log will be triggered when
the return value equals to —1, 421 or 550. In Example 2, when rc equals to —1, 421 or 550, there is a log too

16%, HT5EHEE 1 8, SR 2 i iR k.

HE ETOEXF MR, 1RSI i H G B SCb e i 55, M, 5 S HE L
NICATBVA 2RSS L. BN, 45 E H G TR SCITE X <AL foo IR IF] 0 I RLIZANH &Y, &
AU 4 FAER ST 5

Cl:zxv
C2:rv

foo(); if('rv) log(); C3:if(xrv = foo()) ... else logQ;

foo(); if(xv == 0) log(Q); C4:if(tmp = foo()) ... else log();

PN HE LT SO 2T NULT 3 2 (1) 8. ANHE LTI CBREAT R 4h 5%
AAEFEL (2) BIEAFEMEE LEN. WA HE LN SCREASEN, BRI T 27 A A7 F 1
HET R, Blanm A~ HE L P CEEAFRMNAEES (C3 and 04), REKAB %M (C1 and €2), 3
ANFEI73C (C2 and C3). (3) 1B XASEN. BIWEH X EREL atoi HIHE: if (atoi(O==1) log(); M
if (atoi()==2) log(); AANFIE XA HE L. FEFIEEMI 7L AE LUK S 2 2K H & B TR
RN, FEOCTE =B H BRI, 2= BRIk,

NEBW I LIREREG, AT 6 AN 202 N REL KPR RSB 2R, HH
FRFAEA AR ELS (202 9 H AT BRI BTG 2 2k 8. 8id N oA e AR
WG ELS B EFSCHE S T4 iR 3 MR O R I s 828, o Res i 2 s, il
£ Wireshark [1] 20 MR £, (A 2 NRECH VRSN H E LT3 5 MREUEE XAENT ETR
3, HR 13 DNBPEEAEMEE LM, 65 3 MEARNERES . 4 NMEAE AW %L 6
BHAFERID 3. FEATE 202 MR HE LR SCH, 20.29% (41/202) WBESEM, 12.37% (25/202) 15 X
ANEEAN HoA 67.32% (136 /202) NIBIEANZMAETE SCEEM. DRI, W] DAREI H & B R SCE SCR R
H G TR DRI A B AR, R 1 R, N LW KRIE [EE SN TR B AR ] DR &2
58%.

2.2 EERANEHBENERME

A/NATXS LogAdvisor Al Errlog FIWERR AT B, 204 H E vl g H TANE A&, B m ks
Wi gs R H BE A A, I FE AR IR, SRR H & A/NITRIH LogAdvisor i FH )¢
%??ﬁﬁiﬂ%”%ﬁiﬁﬁ%%@, ﬁﬁ%dﬁ@ﬁlﬁﬁﬁﬁ’]@i&%%é@ﬁ%ﬂu log, trace, write %3@%?,
Kt i€ — AR B 2 SO R H B, @A 6 NMIFIREE & BENLRIE 100 A 6% Eo FH ALY
B, ML B — MR 0 B B AR iR H S5 ), ATR3) 600 MULEL. K B AR B>
NN EES, 0 nIVE I GREEATIASE. Sea % B I AR b (1 B A # R H B8R, JF LogAdvisor
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Different = Variable = Expression  Branch Same

Httpd [ 5 6 5 3
Subversion{ 2 4 9 3 11
MySQL[I6 7 24 3 11
PostgreSQL{T8 14 15 7 11
GIMP3 1 17 3 3
Wireshark 5 3 4 6 2
Total 725 34 75 27 41
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 1=00%

E 2 BIZILETXHENMEST, BIFEEXTEN (“Dif-
ferent”), EXNFNELEEZRE (“Variable”). #|
&G (“Expression”). 7 X A[E (“Branch”),
MEEFM (“Same”)

Figure 2 Equivalences of log contexts, including seman-

tic non-equivalent (“Different”), semantic equivalent but
have different variables (“Variable”), check conditions (“Ex-

Error Log =Result ~Audit Notlog
Httpd 48 32 20 45
Subversion 67 28 5 159
MySQL 72 11 17 74
PostgreSQL 87 103 35
GIMP 74 20 6 76
Wireshark | 300 55 15 275
Total 378 156 66 664 .
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 106%

3 TRIASHE?H, 8B RASTIED (“Error
Log”). BTR=ZRMWAXE (“Result”), ATiEFH
AR (“Audit”), URIEAE (“Not log”)

Figure 3 Different usages of log statements, including

error log statements (“Error Log”), showing results (“Re-
sult”), auditing (“Audit”), and non-log statements (“Not

10g77 )

pression”) or branches (“Branch”), and syntax equivalent
(“Same”)

A Errlog B8 IEBAS IR KR HOAT 1R H B A, SR IR AN A AT ik H S5 AR BLA I & H &
H, 1930 H B R HER .

R SEES ST AT 10 ROV AT BP IR R, &5 Rk 1 B4R TR, Errlog B LA
3BV m R 2, B anfE Hetpd 1, Errlog “FXJAIMT 8.2 AN H&EIEHR), Hr 7.2 MR H EiE A,
DRI HE R 22 88%. AifERZE I IR RI7E T Errlog A RUE S T 8 1) G 4 sk, 18 G aibi = ids in B
HRZHEONHAR HEIEA). %71, LogAdvisor £ Httpd “FHIFEAN T 28.0 NMH&EEH), Hd 14.9 A
iR H Ei1B4). LogAdvisor 7E 6 M ILE GRS 62%. X —HERR =28 1 i IR 7E 43 FH G b
iR R H BB A). LogAdvisor ff FAMLAR 2% I HA, BRI HERA 26 1 BEAR I T Il 54 i A 1
HERA . 8 F SR 7 VAT, INGREE T AR IC 2 BLAR R, RILEem T Ji5 4R 1) 2 ) i 72

R5I ELS RO, 7ESERRE b, RTINS ELS JFES F. KBS E A H0E A H B R 3L,
NIE N HERBOEATAT. T H—AHE R8T DL T 4= H EiE A A apss 3 0 i), 4
WHERE printf A LUE A printf ("Memory page fault") Fl printf("Hello world"), Hi#& A
Hiw H EBER) 5 ARRR H BRI, 1Hm) eR 4 1K O 07 R 5 3 BRI,

RE BT IR EREE, AN E SRR 6 S K ek O R R ), PR GBI RS
AR 100 AN HEEA), JEAN TGN HEEAM S, 25T 600 AN H &R, 2% R
OGBS 3] 600 A H BB AR FIR 452 T 664 JEH &G, il sprintf AE T KT
print, HIFIEHEES). R RWE 3 s, HlanfE Hetpd 91, 100 ™ HEEAAHE 48 Mk H
HBAA 52 MEH#HRHEIEA). E#RHEEAERE 32 M TERERNEE, 20 MHTRP#H
THRH &, BeAh, IEF 45 AN EH EREAM R B 72K, TR —RAGRFRE A E (Wt
W), HARSEIG 4 A 3 DR A B4 P BROA S B T, DRI IR 5 AN B i H 3L FEAR SR EG ,
Fet RS Y 1264 AN H EIES), Hidh 30% (378/1264) MR HEEA], 17.5% (222/1264) AR
R HEEA, HAl 52.5% (664/202) AHEH &, Kk, R ER H &) AT DK H S35 T
BAHERZE. Wik 1 Pos, N Lo kI 84S 5 0 B8 )R N AER 2 ] DU TH 2 84%.
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3 HEEE#AER

AAHA A H G B EHA B (LIDM), HIR#H B SmartLog 2B EIHEREEL TFRN R
IR H S TE R B — BRI <2 S RS BOR B R IR INHT BT A5 2, A SCRE B3k 5y B AU BUR
NHE LT AT RS, AFHE BN ST e e & A AE S Bl 1 A AER H S R
NOCH AR S B, ASsE CH SRR

EX1 (HEEE) HEZSEOHEEAPER LT SCRE— R, 8 SORRMH & LN Ch
HFR A IE—

JotERffE R H AR K, AR E e XHE B SRR (log-context description model, LCDM),
LCDM Kk — 25—k oA H & 3 EHRGR B (LIDM), AR B SmartLog W% H & B F X2 E 1
L.

SmartLog H T4 C/C++ T/, Hh FEERAIFENLEY “ph%L - REME - . FikH
S ETXFER LT 4 MHEE: 55, ELS FrabB R w2 f— MRl A, W fopenO),
RICHRZ N Ty R EL. HIR, ELS LW AT 5 B i AU SC #6111 if (1 fopen()) logQ);
Hoif AR AR B = JU AR T DURAE T B B e B AT I S80I, 40 if (1str) logO);
fopen(str,...);, AT LUK AT 545 BA B0 FH i IR [RMEAEI, U0 fp=fopen(); if (1fp) log();,
BEFIWT SR B S 3 MR, e, B LR AW 564 T &R RIZIN ELS RS2 4 MRE. 45k
FE, ACGE LHE BT AR (LCDM) 11T

EX2 (HEETCRER)  HE BT ORERR —NUTd: 7 = (F,.C,P,D), i F N
HE BT i S s BOR A 44; ¢ 95 At s BOR RTAR SR AI 264 P ORHINTR ARG B, PR
{64 B (KW 26 AHAE R BOR T 2 1) 8L A (ISR AHAE s B0 2 )5 ); D N 4RI 2614 2 15 = 2
HERREE, D IUEY Y (INHE) 8in (AnH &),

Hrp R W2 E ¢ N5 SCiER) if Al switch HFARIBT &4, HAb A T H T H S A BE G 2 3B AR
B 20 Wl for Al while. 5 4.2 /NS48 W] MARAS R EL LCDM 52451,

LCDM "] LA FHA HE LI, AFE LXK F, P, D 55 HW A0k, (B IW &4 ¢
AT RERCNE 2, AR I R 4644 1T RE R TA M R A5 X, S 8o DLYEAS H & B SC2 a2, R,
ASE X HEFEHRBA (LIDM) WF:

EX3 (HEBERMRER) HEEREREAE Nl 7 = (F,C,P,D), i F NH
L ETOh B REOE 4, PONHIWT AL E, D RTINS TR EFEEMH B R, C
R IR FRIE R HAE & LR N B I R

o — KIFAXGHMIAEE R, W o Fl —a;

o N ZAFRER (BHEREARIRIER) FIZZE, WaA-bAd

LCDM A LIDM () 3 B X B4 T HIWr 2645 72 LCDM 1, BT 464F ¢ 7T LICNART K, 7€ LIDM
H, JIWT 2 C IR SR SE s DRtk LIDM A 3B /b, AHIR] ) LIDM S 54 o) REVE SCEA. 4
WIESS 2.1 /N, HAE B SCE S 4R foo IR[F 0 B MZMHE” B 4 MAFE LCDM 5241,
A LA 48— M 3R IRl — LIDM SEfl: 1 = (foo, —fo00.0, A, Y). # 4.3 /NTEAHIf N LCDM
S A B LIDM 52431
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{ \
,  SmartLog \
1 e N ' N !
1 1
1 Recognize ELS > Ext.ract LCDM 1
mnstances 1

1 J \ J 1
| 1
Source 1 1
. v I
3\ 4 N\ I

\ Mine rules from Convert LCDM |
1 LIDM instances | to LIDM !
1 \. J \. J |
\ /

__________________________

4 SmartLog HWITERIE, BENMNKHFERFIRZIFHIRE ELS, BNEREREHRI LCDM 4, HIgHELR
LIDM 3£, 2 FEF LIDM SHIMSIHHIEIZHIE ELS ARmAN, fEERKERAZTANRBEFEARE
Figure 4 The architecture of SmartLog. SmartLog recognizes ELS, extracts LCDM instances from code, and converts

them to LIDM instances. We collect the statistics of LIDM instances to mine ELS rules, and inserts ELS for violations of
the rules

4 SmartLog &I+ 5sEM

AATEAH SmartLog [RIT 55, K T/EREWE 4 fior. 126, SmartLog MEAFIED HHR
AMFEFRIC ELS. Hk, WIERS I LCDM 45, JK HA% 4oy LIDM SEf. 2 f5, Y LIDM Sk
G TH 5, JE RSB 28 AR IR ELS IR, 525, SmartLog #fi& H & R CRTH BN,
FHE A EFRARE B H .

4.1 $HREFEIEAHE7

SmartLog %% ] FFURFAF A ) E R H BB A)SL ik, dEmhsh ok H SRS B N H &, SmartLog
W Je R E OB EA R ELS, 84 ELS SN HERBEMH ER S, SmartLog
PR — MR R R e R SRR T R A AR H B R, O TR R 0 AR
AR et R

Hk 1 #5R T SmartLog WRAIAT R H BRI RERE.  H T EDAS 15 B 1 H 38 s ol % a5
error, exit B output i A5 &, SmartLog B %63:T WordNet T HE# VA E FIRE I8 7
HFR U, BF error, exit Ml output HI[F XA (line 1). ZJ&, #-XTAFF FIR— KA (line 2),
SmartLog F|H 43 1iH R (one-gram word segmentation) 73#|pE%(4 (line 3). 24T /5 T pA L
ZALE U T — BT, SmartLog B I BR EUA NIEAE H & RS (line 4). SmartLog 15 35544
B 2 LR R AT AE H SRR S F, (line 5).

—ANEEH B RO ReY A TR H LA, W printf ("Memory page fault"), BidEEE 1R H &
5 H), W printf ("Hello world"). iU T4 H B AR, A ORI R BRI 2
Fom A error, exit, limitation [z negation B Rl SmartLog EVIL A R e £ ]| B \il, (=
o B SCHE T LA R [F] 3R] (line 6). 5, X F, £EHHIEE—DREL f (line 7), 7087 £ HIBE—
AN ¢ (line 8). 4—ANEEH EREBIREOR A SRS U PIE— B, M g bric e
i H &R (line 9). HAF, SmartLog % FEER I MOBU4E 1%: H BB IRBIAIRAI (line 10), HIEARED
Bt msg = "fatal:00M"; printf("%s", msg); ", printf KHASEAEE U o EEM ST, (Al
WEAR RIS H nsg I EHE O ST fatal. Ik BiR prints FFFMARIC AR H &
=G
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H% 1 Error log statements recognition algorithm

Input: Software source code.
1: Build synonymous keyword list ¥ for {error, exit, output};
for each function f do
Conduct word segmentation for f’s name;
Let F, = {f|3g € one-gram(f) for which g € U};
end for
Build synonymous keyword list U for {error, exit, limitation, negation};
for Vf € F}, do
for Vc of f do

Label c if its argument contains keywords in ¥;

S R A Sl

10: Label c if it has data dependence with another statement containing keywords in \il;
11: end for
12: end for

Output: Error log label.

?Search backwards
1f(1xog(:“ gr)mr 1 if(lx —0) o
ify) oglterror 17): J | m=<foo(), x==0, B, Y>
do_sth(...); |
|

Input dependence m,=<foo(), y, B, N>

ret = foo(x, y, &err); | __ __ __ __ _ _ ret = foo(, y, &err).} ________ » m=<foo(), ret<0, A, Y>
. Flow dependence m =<foo(), err!=NULL, A, N>
if(ret < 0)
log(“error 27); m=<foo(), err'=NULL, &&

if(ret < 0)
log(““error 2”);

Flow depeqldence

if(err !=NULL)
iflerr.num<= 0)
log(“error 37);

err.num <=0, A, N>

Control dependence LCDM instances

iferr.num<= 0)
log(“error 37);

5 ETREFRBERRGIREEELS LCDM L4

Figure 5 Extract LCDM instances form a code snippet by using program dependence graph

Code snippet Search forwards |

v

WO, AR v TR B H B, e sIR O F Tk iR H &5
. 157' n, R printf 2 —NMEAEHE R (R EE U P output (R XA print), PRECHH]
printf ("Memory page fault") J&— MR HEEA (HHSHEE U | error (A Lid fault).

4.2 LCDM SEfIZE

SmartLog 18 WIS 1 HEH LCDM S, w5 B AR RS R ) =X A o 45 A i
W1 5 7%, SmartLog 44 FEI MACHLELSEBOVE B LCDM 500, 7612 5 (AR, o 1 25 1
Ay FIW, 2 0 B HATEN R H BB, Z 5 A REL foo, foo (T = Ml y MENZSHL, IR [H] ret F¥F
HIREESASH err. WEHHGE, IR EME ret MZSEL exr BT FIWT, H7EW 2 F1 W7 2% 1R I
PATH R H B A

SmartLog 5 e U JE RS A i pR i‘zﬁﬁﬂq Bl foo. SmartLog — MM foo TG ) $8 %
(search backwards), f# ZH AWK (input dependent) T foo WIFTA 73> IEA]. I AMKEIR RN 77 1B H)
N foo WL T [F]—7AF & (BF—ZEM M), B 5 F15r3EH] if (x==0) MEREHH foo I T
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A, B if (x==0) FIAKBT foo. SmartLog ¥5— M foo HHATHI M2 (search forwards),
R (low dependent) T foo WIFTA 73 iEH]. MMKIIE R 0 BRI T foo B AR,
Wk 5 A S0ER) if (ret<0) EHL T BREL foo 5 AN E ret, K if (ret<0) ViAKHHT foo.

X TAE B R IR KA B4 SCE ] b, SmartLog 3RHX b HH AW 254 ¢, R b 2 A7 ELS.
RS, 3%] LCDM S5 m = (foo, ¢, B/A, Y), HEE] m = (foo, ¢, B/A, N), Hth B/a B
T YA TR AIALT foo ZHT (B) B2 G (A). Bldn, £ 5 1, M foo [7])i5 4 & 45 23 2 5 A1)
SrSCIEA) if (x==0) M if (y), HH if (x==0) B % ELS, if(y) KEE ELS. Kk, SmartLog 7533
P LCDM L4 my A1 mo. M foo [ HTHEZAT R AL S5 AR 72 LI if (ret<0), if (err!=NULL)
F1 if (err.num<=0), P if (ret<0) 1% ELS, if (err!=NULL) Afl & ELS. A, SmartLog 753
PIAS LCDM SEG] mg A my. P73 SOE A AH BAZ GOSN, SmartLog & JF P AN HIWT 2648,
if (err.num<=0) {EHIIKH T if (err!=NULL), Kt SmartLog 153 LCDM SE£4 ms, HrpHIBi24 C
N err!=NULL && err.num<=0.

4.3 LCDM /3—1¢k LIDM

LCDM w] LA T4k H S B, EH A AW %1 ¢ nRe BN E R, SEELLITF HE LR ez
ISR 1. DRI A S BETE H S R B (LIDM), F06 LCDM SE1 I W 264 ¢ V3—4k A LIDM 5K
1 BT 41 C.

TERE. (1) MRLEL - DREIR EE, WA EE a4 R INES <07, 11 ms
RIEUE ret BEEM AN foo 0. (2) WA ER—NREMSE, ML & HG L NRB LN TS
2% BT S SUCNBHEALE. W omy PR o SRR foo MIEE 1 ANSHL, NILBLE M AN foo 1. (3) M
BRI B R AZE. (4) HEREAREETHA R RA ST

FiAREEHR. (1) BHEF > M > Wi SCREER T 5 0 < < gl (2) =k
PHZELF a?b: c BBEREMI (aAd)V (maAe) TR (3) BIBEFF == 5| = M—MEIEEC 0 5(
NULL B, B4 2% IL A E R S M T . W1 my A1 my HHT x==0 Fl err!=NULL ¥§4H 1x Fl err.
(4) MEXREEZALEGNK. (5) @8 ERF RPN ERAELI T o] A8 % 7 87 HES), s 5T
+, ==, || .

BRI (1) G5 3E5), switch IEAPEPEMACATENT if HAEA. W switch(flag)
case 1: log("error"); ¥ty if (flag==1) log("error"). (2) 4 ELS fi T if EHJ[ else 77X
I, K I 2B U0 3£ (F00 (). . .else log(); FELA if (1£00()) 1og();.

—3 ik, WA RE B AR B (W0 A 51 v) B, XA BT, SmartLog
B HIW 2R A2 AT (1) 4 if (avo) #7508 if (@) Al if(b); (2) ¥ if(aA(bVe)) RN
if (aAb) Fl if (aAc). HILHFAF FIWT 264, —A LCDM SEFPEAE £ A~ LIDM S2f]. £ LIDM 524
AR SRS F, PR EAEAE P, HERSE D, L& B ST 1 H b 4 4F C.

SmartLog &4 RN BIAZ) 55, B ICEE— 0 B AT AT i 4 0. 56 s s, A
LIDM SEf, 25 W 5644 C AHIRIED 18 SR

4.4  HERMAMZ R

HEF LIDM SEH], SmartLog A FA S 248 SR TZHE H AN . AN E S sE Azt i
FHIRIIFFS: Pr(M) NFFE M ORAERIME, Pr(M, N) NEM M MG N R R AERES, Pr(N|M)
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NOFIHEME M ORAEN S N RAERFEBE, p(M, N) NEFE MAFEE N A

Pr(M, N)

PMN) = 50 = Pr(N)

p(M,N) KT 1 I NIEMR, p(M,N) /N 1 ISR, SIEAE M OASEAE N AL
HERIN Ry —A =0 % = (F,C,P), BNRECRA F ROZfEHKME C ~, 68 P InH

. SmartLog M LIDM SEA AR 248835 2 LA PR 2% @ PR 1) 5 BB
Pr(Y | F,C,P) > Pra, (1)
p(C.P,Y | F)>1, (2)

Horb Pryy, NT0E BIME. B (1) R4 F, C, P FR I, HERE Y Y B KT 5T e X
B Pron, B I0H 085 R 5T B0 USRI Pro,. @Y (2) R34 F HPUE, C, P FIH HE
Y ARRENSURDE, B C A1 P IR H SIS Y IOMERFRC. JBIE (1) A (2) AR L5 5)
FUERFEFILT H SN Y B4R B A £

Bl N4 T 4 A LIDM SEG], DURRH S #0 IR CEL:

<foo, f00.0<0, A, Y>:10 K <foo, !f00.0, A, Y>:10 X
<foo, f00.0<0, A, N>:9 {X <foo, !fo0.0, A, N>:11{K

TR T BREL foo, A 19 KR A JG HIBTR [EHE 2 5/ T 0 (foo_0<0), HH 10 #IN T ELS, 9 &AM
ELS; 54 11 WA G HIWHR FME R BT 0 (1fo0.0), HiA 10 KINT ELS, 1 AN ELS. B%L foo
Jn ELS FIMEZ N 20/30 = 0.67, IR [BE/NT 0 BN ELS FIMER A 10/19 = 0.53, RUR [BIE /N T 0 FHE
TN ELS BIMEER, K SmartLog SIHERRIR [FE/NT 0 BHI0 ELS AL,

PR (1), REMENT 0 MR FEHESET o BHINH EREEE 259 Pr(Yifoo, £00.0<0, A)
= 0.52 Ml Pr(Ylfoo, !f00.0, A) = 0.91. &% Pren N 0.5 I, B/SHI W 2% 1 35005 12 464, RO Fh 1%
LRI ELS 4axt s s, AT E v (2), AN RN 2500 H B BIFH Y73 7008 p(£00-0<0, A,
Y|foo) = 0.79 Fl p(1fo0 0, A, Ylfoo) = 1.36. FEXFHENL T, SR BMEEET 0 Bl 2 444, Mk
fH/NF 0 Fthn ELS A%, Rl SmartLog AT PAIE#fA#S 2ME— 1 H BRI <foo, 'foo.0, A>, Rl
foo MIIR[FMESET 0 BFRiZ N H &,

4.5 FHEiERHEIER

SmartLog i\ ELS 75 %57 [& M A T 2K Z: Hrdl HER) B SCRULGHE H RN A

FEAE LT, ARHERIMNZ G, SmartLog FRX TS, FE7EE & H &I i)
RSB ARIMHE. e HEMW r = <foo, !'foo 0, A>, SmartLog R BEFEUIE 6 ATz B P Fi I I
NS

(1) AR EAR (B ret=foo(a)) JaERMIFIMI &Mt (BRI if (ret==0)), {H AW & ER 4= H
HiA) XMIEDLT, SmartLog H ELAEAEFIW 26 AF h s in H &

(2) SR ECH A (B foo () Ja A AT FIWT S AT, F ok R H B ES). ZXAMELL T, SmartLog
e R EOR EE (B int ret = foo(a)), ZJE M H A AN A C 38 e tof R KR [ {1 11
FIWra AR (B if (rret)), BRJGIEFTG AW R AR RN 3.
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MMEAERS. Frilh HENE - BOE N SRS CARLLEZH. SmartLog N SCHR (3]
o H BT VR E BT H SR SRS TR SCA, SmartLog AR AN H B B BA K
i 7 FroasrIAh T

Bk H RO M8 ID, HEEAEA PO E, 58 mBHR s, LAz
S B Wi 25 A wa, SmartLog MEFH H B2 S BRI A SO, SmartLog WA I EA
A HE=ERHE, gtk ol HE RSSO, SmartLog 1% H B A 5 5 1 IR E kS
A, EASCAIFIRRE IR R R R, EURTT DO R R R IZ & R W 7 R, 5
FEPREL init_dynamic_string AEZ XA ERAHE, HHOAHEPFES HIOCHE “Out”, “of”,
“memory”. Kt SmartLog ¥ ik S8R /E RS SR,

5 SCIGTRE

ARAE A S 2 WAFEIET 6 R IR AERS SmartLog HEAT VAL, S vRAh SmartLog RIS E S
X AERR 2 A A A 2 (K 5200, 2 S5 M R AN BE S AN 77 TH PP SmartLog 45 5R, &5 70T SmartLog
& FERHR A

5.1 HEREMEERITG

SmartLog MIERSHHEHL LCDM S5 ik — P A0 LIDM 5249, 2 J5 R FH A B T2 4 1 AR R EX
H B IIEN . 6 T4 2 H GBI, SmartLog E3R4 F, ¢ 1 P FEH I, HERFEN Y 1)
BREEETRERME, FNY F BB, C, P MY AR GRSE. AN 8 e A 7230 1 72 Hh i 1
XPHERf 2 AN A R )50, 2 J5K SmartLog HU AL BIME I (O HERA AN A 5 A AR EAT X L.

WG E. SLIAFE T SmartLog WHERIFTA LIDM S, B4 Sl #A — MRS (Y/N) o
ELS 84N ELS. BT a4 3553 MR o, — 820 -T2 —i8 20 F T 0. ZE AR s ge v, Ml
TR S v A 1) ELS, A FEOR K EIX L ELS MER R ME 2 F. NITEXTEH, AN
Wik P, BIER R A R R AR RS ST R 10 WK, I HBCE
R, AR UK F1A.

BMEST EREMELFRMNEM. 7F SmartLog BT, MNIZIEMNBA — MRS BEER
B (BUETEE N [0,1])). Wikl 8 Frw, By BEZRENMN 0 B 1 ANFE ) EME, [FEA 0.05. HhH
N EAH SBR[ FE. L MySQL il MEEFEBREM 0 3 0.15 I, F EFFS: BT EBRKE
0.52; MBEGEEBERT 0.3 B, F A TR B B AR E EEEBRER 0.3 ) 0.35 B 153 i
fit F 18, Btk SmartLog #EHX 0.33 1 N &AL KA.

BEAR, I GREEZR 14 B0 45 1 L)t 2 BEmm PR v A SR A A e, AN E— 2B 0Pl T IR
B 5 BAEE 50%, 60%, 70%, 80% A1 90% I, SmartLog I H &K F 4. Seib4s L& o i, B8
HINGBHE 5 LR TE SmartLog H FE R R AL B[R E 1R TT.

FRIFAEHRMEL RN, AN SmartLog {5 FH S 0 B I 1 HERR 2 A2 42 A0
S B AN L, 5 Errlog f1 LogAdvisor. Errlog EL3 N H TiiE AR AFE M {4 1k & ELS,
LogAdvisor SCHE I ZR4E R IRARADRRAE, F FALAR 2 =) B2 e S A v o ARBS B 13 T 220 ELS.
£ 2 BR T ARBARMMESRHZE (P) MELR (R), LI K Errlog £1%F 6 AT HHER 2R 1 &
T LogAdvisor, {HABELERER > ML B AN ELS, FIHE2FALT LogAdvisor. #HLZ T
SmartLog 7] DLIA B T & iR AN A 4228, —J7 W H & R SCRE M i T B e, 5—
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/* case 1 */ /* case 2 */ /* mysql-5.6.17/client/mysql.cc.patch */
int ret = foo(a); —foo(a); —init_dynamic_string(...);
if(ret == 0){ + int ret = foo(a); +bool init_dynamic_string 0= init_dynamic_string(...);
+  printf(...); + if(Iret){ + if(init_dynamic_string_0)
exit(); +  printf(...); +  smart_log (ID, LOCATION, “init_dynamic_string”,\
} +} + “init_dynamic_string_07, “Out, of, memory”);
E 6 HEATRA E 7 fMEEENBEETEERE
Figure 6 Examples of log patches Figure 7 An example of an additional log statement
—a—Hittpd —=— Subversion MySQL
A —o—PostgreSQL  —=—GIMP Wireshark A 250% 860% =70% = 80% - 90%
0.7 0.7
2 .,.—.—-—./'—'—'—'—'\._._._.\
g 06 y 5 06
S 3
e 7
0.5 & 0.5
0.4 > 04 II
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 Httpd Subversion MySQL PostgreSQL GIMP  Wireshark
Threshold of confidence
8 BEEEEMNIZREEERMTFNT 9 IGE SBIEELLBIRHZIRE L ERIERRIN
Figure 8 Impacts of the threshold in the mining process Figure 9 Impacts of the proportion of training data

® 2 TREBRAKEHEMEERHIEL

Table 2 Comparison of different logging approaches

Project Errlog LogAdvisor SmartLog
P R P R P R
Httpd 0.73 0.08 0.53 0.44 0.72 0.49
Subversion 0.83 0.08 0.42 0.46 0.67 0.46
MySQL 0.40 0.05 0.29 0.37 0.73 0.40
PostgreSQL 0.83 0.12 0.65 0.48 0.81 0.60
GIMP 0.64 0.23 0.51 0.51 0.81 0.54
Wireshark 0.51 0.10 0.33 0.48 0.82 0.54
Average of F' 0.18 0.45 0.61

J5 T E ZhiR 5 ELS #2717 #ERfE.

X% SmartLog 7] AR FHERG AN A% HA/E R IRFIRIR. AN TTBEYLREE 7 100 MR
1100 MR, 3N TR R S8R (1) 87% IR H return S8, 24— MU B 75 2
H BRI fige, TR R & 2 H Bk Bl — M AR B H H & B SmartLog &SN ELS, {H
SRR AL B %A ELS. (2) 13% KRk RS EBE G ELS %A IR BHE, XA HLAT R H
FRERAFAS B 1) H GRS, ] BESEAH M A H & B S Codit oAb FBUAGEE, 440 N A7 45 e 2R, B
ELS. (3) 42% M4k i+ HE LT SO RB & B AR &, S 800EH e E EM . (4) 12%
FIEI A2 H T SmartLog H &8 M IERIBTRE /I, R 1f (,str==\0") M if ('str) £
W str &7 NZE, SmartLog TEIEIKEL xstr=="\0" K& X. (5) 46% MRk H TENZGES, MK
HE PR BUS AN ELS, SmartLog Joika: ], BRI BA IDA N ELS.
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% 3 SmartLog HIB{TER
Table 3 Results of SmartLog

. Numbers of Numbers of Numbers of
Project
logging contexts logging rules new logs
Httpd 21624 109 294
Subversion 24843 112 288
MySQL 48971 90 302
PostgreSQL 112736 180 818
GIMP 133127 76 242
Wireshark 250265 78 180
Total 591566 645 2124
40 o 39 350
m Number of patch Covered by SmartLog =W/O SmartLog =W/ SmartLog http_load
2 2 Covered by LogAdvisor Covered by Errlog 300 0% dgzg!,}:ad
put
21 250 apachebench 0.33%
20 17 ~0.14% pg bench apacheben
13 1 o0 checkout 1.42% ~0.1%
10 8 6 o
3 303 4 I 3 150 | Mmysdlstap
00 0.57%
0 : 100
Hitpd MySQL PostgreSQL  Wireshark MySQL SVN  Hitpd PostgreSQLNginx ProFTPD lighthttp FileZilla
(22.0-2.4.18)  (5.5.47-5.7.10) (9.3.5-9.5.0) (1.12.2-2.0.1)
10 BTG 11 ERETTHE
Figure 10 Effectiveness evaluation Figure 11 Efficiency evaluation

5.2 BAMEMEREITME

SmartLog 7] LA H Zh7EHES H#E N H &, Aii#E BT & A i 2T+ H ibﬁ%, R [FI i 2 i H &
ARG RC R T I, AN TR SmartLog i A\ H & 1A R APERE T VRS, JEH 5 O EA#
ITXTEE. % 3 %12 T SmartLog HISAT 4R, BIEERA H A2 LCDM K%, 4248 H H &

%M"JE’J%&% DA i H B ECR. e Hetpd o, SmartLog 223 1 109 46 H GBI, I HAEYS
MR T 204 Abid e FIRFIAARS B, FEdsnH &,

BYMITL. BT Z g AR bR, B DLE ST SmartLog #ri H
BRE. BRI B H AR DENRIFASR, HEA HER G WA E S KA RIEKL,
DAL A DA BB AE A bm . A SCUSCER BRI AL g s v, I RN GBS A B SR T, I8 7 58 BT R
N GOSN R 5 H BRI bR, BEXS D758 BRI H E RN T, A SCEA R B H EB AR
M TAN T BIBRCA, FEFAS A R AR S B A% B sh s g T o i H & ASCEA diff TR H &
AT, 2 N THASE] 86 N4h T . B 10 JEm TR AR H B ER, 7Ll EIF IR
NG H &80, HIUN7E PostgreSQL 1, MARAS 9.3.5 2] 9.5.0 A H 21 ASFrg H &, K 12 4
AT LA SmartLog ¥, 1 LogAdvisor I Errlog 7] A2 ¥R 6 A1 4 4>, SmartLog, LogAdvisor Al
Errlog &5 i 0 T 4B B35 R0 5N 57% (49/86), 26% (22/86) Al 12% (10/86). SmartLog [
A 43% T, EEFEARE: (1) M 54 R e 1B IR T E ESL (33%); (2) HIM 5 4 B8 A 1H i
A ESL, HH & N SCHE XA (10%).
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MEETfL.  SmartLog NI ELS ¥4 T4 FIM kA2, B H EE A L T 28
fib, RIGHTE HE SRR FRIEE AR, B 11 B/R T SmartLog MEREMF (A4, LLRKT
R AR, RS H AR AL S PN ] Too A1 Ty, 23 3 Hrl H B E H B, B2
AT AR RE. B H S A R ERER R AT RIS (T — Two) /Two V. BRI H L5
17 5 X, BRI R R A 11 iR, BA MySQL A, Two A1 T 7370008 123.3 A1 124 s, PRItk
REi N 0.57%. B HFREAFF I REE RAR T 1%, Hh im0 PostgreSQL, NP 1.4%. Ih4h,
PRI AL T D <R (W Hetpd), W RS R PR SR IS AT 2 BB BE 20 (U128 ZEI). &
HEARF, Errlog FITERER RN 1.1%~1.4%, F1 SmartLog & AAH[F]. LogAdvisor #FH T-7E4k H EHER
1, FEEA bR B, R A TR R k.

5.3 SmartLog &I ERHUERMRMITME

AN N T SmartLog BT 1) &AMEH B UERA AT TIPS, B4 TR R A&
A HERRTE, $2HC LCDM S ) dERRTE, LARIA—40 S5 LIDM S i vk aff 1.

WRAERBEBIEFEG.  SmartLog {8 P UNEE B 2R AES 7 HEER G 4.1 /M), RVF
#r SmartLog TR FE A HER S AN A3 AR SCREHLIEAC T 100 AN TR H BB A 100 NSHARIE
f) (BFEIEEER H BB AEEH BiEA)). 450 EOR SmartLog U FIHER R M 45 05y 98% M
91%. 7= A IS HRRR ) SR PR A 1R B DR i = )9 A L.

2B LCDM 3£, SmartLog MRS HEZEL LCDM 5249, RRERIRRSH AL S M tb it (5
4.2 /NYEY. NPEAY SmartLog $EEGTFERUAER R A 43R ACREHLIEE 100 ML LCDM SEBIHIAR
TS BRI 100 MAE S LCDM SEFI ARG B, 45 B 78 SmartLog HEEX A HERG R A& 425 58 100%
A1 85%. FeARIRIR M £ BRIy LCDM s2l4b T 8 J 45 / BE i .

J3—4t LIDM SEfl. LCDM SEFIHME LAY H B R E 2 M S, Bt SmartLog % LCDM
SA—4k )y LIDM SEH (28 4.3 /NAT). NPT SmartLog F4fid FEAHEFI R M E 23 URFEYLIL
BT 100 S5 SN HE LR, 100 AHE XAEN I HE LR SR E/R SmartLog # 4
HER R R 0508 100% A 77%. 7= AR TRk 0 25 225 R HI W 2 PR 3 S AR M Bm 454« 2L
FREFEE A&

6 FMEXI{E

AEBzmEE. HEAZERHE R A IRA HE R, Yuan 55 0 %0t T Errlog, i#id 25
A Gy fARRS AR T B 208N ELS. Zhu 5§ @1 511 T LogAdvisor, 1 id %% > fF £ 4 H B ACHS
FRAEHET H 3hE N ELS. A SCLESS 5 45T L 7 SmartLog, Errlog 1 LogAdvisor. Yuan 28 B 5t 7
LogEnhancer, HallhBf A H Ajﬁﬁiﬂﬂigﬁg”}gi, NI H &G R PUE 47 5 R I8 4T, Zhao 25 4
Bt T Log20, 7] LATEZS B ERELI R G O T B AR F A H &, DME 1SR T121T. LogEnhancer
Fl Log20 &3 A2 P2 T B2 I H &, 1 SmartLog SS9 [ [ M B2 Wi (1) H &, Yao %5 B it
T LogdPerf, #if7 H EALE BN TL R G MERE. Ding 25 6 WAL T Log2, — RN UK H ENLHI
HEREF BEATIERE S . LogdPerf A1 Log2 SCVEMIMMERER H &, 1T AEH M M2 it H &, Li 45 17
A Kim 55 B 5k TR HESON B3 7. Cinque 45 O FEEAF BB BOE & CH SR,
I SmartLog J& ELFZ I RS H 2% ) H B, Li & 00 @it 2] H B s 5 HEAR S, (H
AR X wh bR 2 W H 7S
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HE$FE A EiufF%eTilﬂﬁﬁ*r‘ﬁjJIEﬁ??MtFEIMCF%E'5 Yuan 55 M RGHTT T HEBSRHE.
Fu 55 02 2007 A 1) 4 R L 35 2 T ) i 2 W ) 3 24 . Kabinna 55 131 R 1 300k H BB 4]
A2 M. Chen %5 [14] ﬁﬁn?ﬁﬁfﬁqﬂﬂﬁ&*ﬁfﬁﬁuﬁﬁ Pecchia %5 151 3¥Ali 18 IF & F4 H A1
Tk SR, Liao %5 D61 8 T KB R4t H EH 7R, Barik 25 07 V41T Microsoft [ H &5
WM. Chen 55 18I AL T Java #AFH I H G, He 55 19 WAL T H GBI HAE S #R.
Zeng %5 20V T BB S A T H AL, B TR O H BRI, DB RN R i T
fid H & SmartLog 1] A Qﬁjﬂﬁﬂﬂ H&E, DA CH H:uxﬁﬁ

AEEESH. HEGEEo oty H H & ﬁﬂi&ﬁ%l’/\Lﬁ Xu &5 PG RGN B 1
i & H SRR T AR Kadavj"i[22 *‘zﬁh%,ﬁaﬁﬁ_kmﬂﬂﬂﬁ B 5 U R A, Yuan 4 129)
IIRTEAE BB O R I H &, DL BT RN U2 WS R . Pecchia 55 241 208 7 s ma R H H B 347 504
KRR WHERRZ 3. Duan 55 B9 52 7 — MR A H SR B H B 248 g i A2 10 77
%, Tang 55 260 $2 1 T BFX KU R Gurh H B IRAE L IR 57661077 &, Zhong 45 BT FIFINL
A HAR WA RSB T HEMNT RS0, Zhang 55 280 B2vh 7 ) N B2 4T H B UEE 5 RS b
FAESE. ER TARE O HEEM AN HERE L, SmartLog 7 LMEH CA HE &

7 g

M RGR R, H meﬂﬁyt}\ 71 25— I (A EAT SRS B () BT By, O H ST H A
Euw LR liE . H AR T AT DI HE R E NN LR T G, ARG ABE T i
M ﬁﬁE’JElui"‘ﬁI/E\E’me'{j( LRI, LA S EUHCR R ok g ar H B e . Bk
ZI:IerT H & R DUAWA E B S SRR S, T BB A 523 17 B 3)
T H SmartLog, 1] LAHEAR H &R, HAEREHIE L7 fd A H &, @A FHEARRH T 6 3
FRIE A, S50 45 5 R SmartLog AHEL O HAR W] DLk B0 my A HERA M. [FI, A SCIER T Bk
D3 s R N B H BRI S, &I SmartLog R BAE ZhEIN 57% HH &, HAH R A RE 17 R AN
it 1%.
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Intention-aware log automation
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Abstract Log automation is a technique that helps developers write high-quality log code. When software
systems fail, log code can ease the failure diagnosis process and reduce system recovery time. Existing log
automation tools can be roughly classified into two groups: feature- and pattern-based tools. These existing tools
define log placement rules by either extracting syntax features or summarizing code patterns, but they are hard to
understand the source code’s intention. In this paper, we design and implement SmartLog, which can create log
statements based on deep understanding of log intention. To achieve this, we propose a log intention description
model to describe the intention of log statements. SmartLog then explores the intentions of existing logs and
mines log rules from those intentions. We evaluated SmartLog on six mature open-source projects. Compared
with two state-of-the-art projects, i.e., Errlog and LogAdvisor, SmartLog improved the accuracy of log placement
by 43% and 16% respectively. SmartLog could cover 49 out of 86 real-world patches aimed to add logs, while the
state-of-the-art works could cover 10 and 22 patches, respectively.

Keywords log enhancement, failure diagnosis, log evolution, software intention, log automation
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