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“Waiting” Self-Admitted Technical Debt D #T & EXR
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SATD 2B WT MO ERH] FBEFO N FERRVEEE T, ERA R EERNRETRPRIN TV 54
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HIETE S L512h57201TlE, MUK OEMRNREFPRRZES»IT 288X HS5. £I T,
INEE U7z SATD #»*&5 AFT Waiting SATD Z i, #HiL, Waiting SATD 2SEFEAIEIC R >72Z & %
BARINZY 7 b 2 THRE A TR TE 2020595720, MIOBER] &7 2 8R0 2R HE
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—f7 Y 7 b = TR TR, MEYFRENHD, %
D7=bOKEYINH S, Heks/ a7 hYRxTVA VRN
ThhTWwaigs, &ihdE D ORXZ T TIER, FEH,
DNT R & DERDEA R Y, SHNZIZARD - 72
HKREIZHIRME DO THIRTE, VI NV TIRAT
Va—)VBDITHERRENINEES S, LrL, HE
BHZIZAM P OY Y — 22 RAFCTHEETE XS
AT Ya—hflEN, V7 bY o T ONE L HREE
PRBIZT 6N 5. Y E CRMEME D Wk T,
BIFEZ LT 272012 1EL 2ET, BRETITRVWE
EDEIRINDEED3B Y, Technical Debt & FEXLT W\
% [2]. A#5EIE, ¥V —A 23— KH®D Technical Debt %
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NI D7D I — NWi 72 &% 5. Technical Debt
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10 ELEREINE L 5 H2H [7], EMTHLY —
A3 — NOBHMEPE U TR I A MDBELSRD, [N
ZBAFE DR N T DRI R 2 BNAH S 5. ZD LD
TR R ST B 720, VY 7 b 7 BFEE A Technical
Debt D RHLRF 2T HENDH S, il LT, Technical
Debt D THIEFIHELR S OPRREIC L5058 E2IEHL
TR BFFOEENER Z Y 7 b = TR E IR R T 5 ik
MEZ 545, Technical Debt &, V7 bo = 7HIFRED
MELUTWARWZEELSTMAY — 23— FIZHAEL
TLESIZ&d, WEIZY—AT—-RNIZEDBZIELLDH
% [4]. Technical Debt DHFITH, V7 bv x 7HFEHIC
ARV NEMSTHRIZY — 23— RIZEENS, V
7+ 7HFEFEIZHED D D Technical Debt %, B
Self-Admitted Technical Debt (SATD) &3 [9].

AWIZETIX, SATD O TH “Waiting” SATD &\ 5,
MDD EEN | DR S N7z, RFATREIZ 25 SATD 125
HU7z. MitoEK ] &%, Waiting SATD T HAK & 1
BIRBENTRSATD DZ & TH5B., 00X LHIZ 2
E, B 1D&5iz, PFIFKREOME L NS HER I D
S BN D B D, B EEN LWL S IZE LT
A0 MIOHEK] THY, Ax2ET 57-dOHETE
WIEEEE A Waiting SATD TdH 5. Waiting SATD AYEF
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1 Waiting SATD & TR ] OHE&X
Fig. 1 Conceptual diagram of
Waiting SATD and “other factors”

AREIZ 7R 5 L 1E, BEAREINTRERKINENS L 51T
4% Z &, Waiting SATD ZiR¥F$ 5 &1, AEICR-7
EFE 2O TRERKZ 1T RET e ThHD. — /T,
Waiting Tl SATD 1%, BFEREVBRERON SR o7
LA, RERBERI D> GEOZTRETHS.

ZNFETHML TE72, Technical Debt, SATD, Wait-
ing SATD OBIRIIR 2D XS icE L dH 5N B, Technical
Debt D5%, VI MY = THEEVPHAREZR>TWVWEED
M SATD THH, SATD ®>5 5, MUOERK] OFWTIK
FETER0H DD Waiting SATD TH 5. MhOZERA | %
iR U, Waiting SATD HADHIBEF T 5 Z & T, Waiting
SATD OEFIFZZ T 5. F7z, Waiting SATD % Tt
PR | PRSI NIRRT AREIC R 2 DT, TlD A )
X 2RI NIE Waiting T2\ SATD R U & 5 124)%
ZABEDITBOTHA. DF D, Waiting SATD % &
THEVWHHE, VI Mo TREEEHICH LT ioH
K] Offk%ZEL, M MioER] AEkEhns
& T, SATD 2EFET AL VWHOBELA—HTESL L5102
%5, R, THOER] BRI NZRA IV T 2R
HTENIE, V7 bYx THFEEIC Waiting SATD A%RF
AREIZ Ao 72 2 L 2 AT A RE 5 1, SATD ORM
WFOITIZAS,. —HT, 3_XTO Waiting SATD 125
WT, MuDZER] IZBEFEOFEERRBFLEL TRV E
2, 7T AR R & BRI E AL TRINT L
2EEEHDN, L AXRHPERT, FEHAHS TR .
ML B | AP L 7248, ¥V 7 b = 7EIFEHAH Waiting
SATD HMRFAEEIZ IR 572 Z L 2B TE D L DTk b T
DITIE, TMDZER | O BERKREFTPREEEZH S 22T 5
BERD B,

ABFFETIE, Waiting SATD HAHRFHREIZ R o722 & %
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LOER IDEIT
Waiting SATD WETEGL
Self-Admitted Technical Debt VI PR E A

(SATD) BREHOTLD

Technical Debt

2 Techinical Debt, Self-Admitted Technical Debt (SATD) ,
Waiting SATD D%
Fig. 2 Relationship of Technical Debt,

Self-Admitted Technical Debt (SATD), Waiting SATD

BAENIZY 7 b U = 7 RIFEE IC A TEAT E 5 9 & G
570, MOERN] ©BMENLET & FEEEZ DT 5.

2. “Waiting” Self-Admitted Technical

Debt

4 1%, Technical Debt D55 MO K| OHFNWTY
Ty THERENERICY —AD—RIZEDB I LI
o 7-H D% Waiting SATD LIER., B THE0E S
WE, TAVDPEESTOVERENIZE > THET 5.

B 4 DY Waiting SATD OFEIZLKMN VDX, V—2A
I— N5 5 SATD #/RBT 53 A2 hEABMETER
W2, & Maldonado et al. [6] AL TWET—&X+& v
MR, =&ty FEIER) 2 HARSENEOBILT
BHLTWERTHS. (77 ARE) 2EETHE, Z
Z (2 Av bERT) 2HIBRCES), [(DL—0vU—2, 7
FTAY) BNR=Tarv7y TTNERE] Y, aAY
MUADEFFIZDOWTERLTH D, TDIA Y MUSD
EFrSEYNC AR I N BITR>TE IR 3 Ay MR
EEFETELEDOIAY MHPFAEL TV, I A Y MU
DA, DD ARWXDOBELS MOHEK] LA T
55 ONFEATEETE 2\ SATD BFHEL, £72 Mtio
| BEELRITNIER S 020D Bl & B KA
HBHIZ, ZOX5HSATD XY 7 b = THIFE DR
&% TODO 26 5NELNAHLRDO TRV H X 72,
ZZT, MUOER] PR UZZA IV ITY 7 b7
BAFEE 1, THIDOZER] MRRL7ZDTRIEIZEBETE S
Z L RMAIT ENIE SATD O RIRFIZEN 2 LR
5. TMOERH] OffRER>TVWE I N5, ZOL5%
SATD % % ~ 1% “Waiting” Self-Admitted Technical
Debt & FEX,

Technical Debt 1ZIX&%EF, T AN, KRfize Y, kkx 2afd

*I' maldonado/tse.satd.data - GitHub.com
https://github.com/maldonado/tse.satd.data
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DY, TDI>HLOHRFDAMDEENREREVWI L
PRIGNTWS (1], [8]. T—X v h®D SATD &, &zt
Bk, X&E, TAN, K, zofizsEI Ty,
BEFCERIZHHES N T —ZNL . F/z, BEtE ER
D SATD 23— & TN T W3 [6]. AWFZETldakit e &
KD SATD 5 Waiting SATD % Hli U 7=.

3. 2FE

RO EHNIE, Waiting SATD ASRE A REIC R 5722
EERBRIIZY 7 MY 2 THEEICAFTENTE 0%
METd 57001z, MUDER | OB 72 & & FEHZ S
MZTBHIEeTHD. £z, AMFMEIIKRESUTO@ED
Ths.

(1)SATD 7—=Z D7 4 VR ) VT

(2) 74V& ) U SATD 7 — & H* 5 Waiting SATD
% il

(3) #lit L 7z Waiting SATD % 4347

3.1 SFEMN

[Waiting SATD A5G AIREIZ 48 o 72 2 & % BRI Y
Uz 7THRFBEICEHY THRAITE D] 2R S 7-
DIZHHSPIZTREZ 2 IE, [Waiting SATD ASRFA
BEICR 2 EARETZZNED D] THDH. FidD
[Waiting SATD ARFAIEEICAR 72T &1 & & 0 BIRH
KRBT 5L, [Waiting SATD %#3|Z#22 ¥ TMhDE
R OEFHAERTE 2 OEMAAEICBES NI &I
BB, Fiz, V7 MUz 7THBEICHEITRET S HikIX
VINTTOWRIKET Ty b7+ —LITHKEFEL, SHEK
Wb WzoimUawv., BLEX D BRETANAIE, [Waiting
SATD AR AREIC o 7= 2 L A &Iz 7 b = 75
FEZHETEMTE SD) S [Waiting SATD %#5] &
BT Mo ZERKY BRI HET & % DA E
EXNZZEe2RETELZNE I D] KEVWHASNS,
51T, BUNBIE L WD ST EMRERITEMTE S
DT, [Waiting SATD %#3|Z#£2d ThOERI D8
FRNLERRE ZOBEMAEREINALI L ERHTESZNE
SMH] k7%, [Waiting SATD %#3| 2823 MhDE
Hl OEFRNALEME ZOEMIERES NI EEZRET
ZZH0EDH] TlE, Waiting SATD D3R Y 173K F nlREIZ
IR0 ToIMEARIAZZD, RFEFREIC AR o - REMED D 5. B
RIZY 7 v = TRIREIERT 5 &%, REA
HEIZR o772 XA I V7%, $RTO MUOEK] HEHX
NEZRALIVITDIHEDOVTNICHREZ EIFHSHTH
5. LIz oT, A< s IWaiting SATD %#35| %2
¥ MbOERI ORFEMLEME ZOEMIEEI N
ZEERETEZNEID] BOLE0RFTEILE2H
WHBE T 5.
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SATDF—4%D 74 NF )

FREI 2 % — 7 — F O

MG —T—F Ty —veyF

Y=y F AT N F —F 5 6 Waiting SATD % #ily

Hihil L 72 Waiting SATD % 4347

3 HrFIE
Fig. 3 Analysis procedure

3.2 SWFIR

IFIEER 3127, £9, T—X&v hDSATD 2
AVINTF=RETANRY)VIT B, R, 74IVRY Y
U7z SATD I XY hF—& 55, HAREIZ Waiting SATD
ICHTIEFE B34 b2 L, Waiting SATD (2R
RE¥—TU—-RNEEETD. IHI, TOF—T—FN%2H
WTSATD DIRAY N TF—=RERERR—VXyF VT
THIET, SRR T BT —XERDAL. REIZ,
RR—V= 9 F VI THRLNZT — X h 5 AFT Waiting
SATD ZH#H L, 23 5. EFIMEIZDOWT, LN CTHEM
IZEHHAT 5.

AWF5E TlE, Maldonado et al. ’AHL TWE T — X
ty NEHWSE., ZOF—X% v M, Ant, ArgoUML,
Columba, EMF, Hibernate, JEdit, JFreeChart, JMeter,
JRuby, SQuirrel SQL &, 27 SV r—Yav NAA
YIS 10 DA =T Y —ATav s FEEY, Ihb
DY —ATA—=—FNRS5SATD DA XY T 2ELEZHD
Thb. T—XEy MZlX, Ry 7 b4, SATD OFff
M, AIAVINBEENTED, 283144 ThH5b. FitL
FRD SATD kI TN TWAB7dD, T—Xtvy +D
R L BERD SATD 2 i Re 35, 2T —XD>5bH,
BE DT — 21X 2,703, BEROT—-RIKX 5T DB, T
BOLANMNRDO T — 21, &l EROT—R2H5bE
TEF 3,460 272 5.

AWF5E 1% Waiting SATD DA% S35 Z LA HIKT
HB57-H, R L < Waiting SATD ZfiiE L7z, 22
T, PR REOTF—RIZHLUTRAE—V v FUIL, X
SIZTF—R&2HVADL. REZ—v=wvF U IIZHHT 5
F—T7—KNiE, HWFHROT—ZDdh S BHHEIZ Waiting
SATD (24T EBTF—XDI AV b &L, Waiting
SATD IR & D2ER. BALF—TU—RO—&
W 4THb. HlzlE, ¥F—7—F “remove” I¥H 5,
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when

once
remove
workaround
fixed

after

will
4 FENRF—T— R
Fig. 4 Characteristic keywords

/%
Wrap nulls.
This is a bit of a cludge to address a deficiency in the class

generator whereby it does not wrap nulls on method delegate. See

Class Generator.java. If we fix that then we can remove this.
(just have to generate the code there.)

*/

5 “remove’ ZHLI AV M1

Fig. 5 Comment including “remove” 1

// TODO: Once we have fixed all subclasses the title will
// always be localized so this localization can be removed.

6 ‘“remove” ZHLI AV DN 2

Fig. 6 Comment including “remove” 2

B 627 &% D L TEAT.
Xolz, NER=URYFUITTRVAENZTF—ZD
AV N NFTHHLL, Waiting SATD 7— X ZHiHi$ 5.
&I, it U7z Waiting SATD T —&X D3 A > b & A
FoHHL, THOERN] &7 5550 BRI 2 & & fEE
T 5.

4. DHBEREER

AETIE, 3ETRU AT FIET Waiting SATD %43
MU RERIC D WTET 5. B2 —u— R2HW
TR ==y F VT DR S Waiting SATD OFFAEE]
&, F72, MLOFEK ] & 7222 MRO BRI 2 i & FEEEDS
EDEITholnzikR5,

4.1 Waiting SATD OEFEEE

BNy —T7 = RE2HVWTARAR =y F U I U
RAEK 112787, Waiting SATD ICRERF—7 — NT
NRE=V2vFVITUED, SRR T—XI1% 3,460 44
M5 681 fFIZKELKDIAEN, #20%E T L 7=,

NRE—=vI v F T D, AFT Waiting SATD % Hliil
U7-fE8, 3%EtD Waiting SATD 7 — & 1% 80 ff:, ZRD
Waiting SATD 7 — XI5 &, XU,

% Z T, Waiting SATD 38X -V <y F U7 LTHES
N7 —2HZIFET 28 EG%2, LFOERIC & > THED
&7z, Waiting SATD OHE & X, AFTHiIH U7z Waiting
SATD D#H%, SATD OFE L%, RNX—2~<vF I T
2 EXRTNE S ICHE, WiERALTWS
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i U7z SATD OO Z 2 TH 5.
WaitingSATD OIEAEEIE — ng%%g%gﬁm
SATD, Waiting SATD, Waiting Tld7Z\» SATD, Wait-
ing SATD OfFfE#IG %, #HEFOEDIZOVWTIEEK 2, &
RKOEDIZOWTIEKR 31Dz, F—RITIX, B
M —U - N2EBECLOEEFET S0, &5 —
R EWVWHEEDRNMEEB R L. RFD SATD ki,
HMmE—T — R TR =y F 7 UTHIELE
SATD OHETH Y, BRONRIZH 5. AU EHD
Waiting SATD & (%, #ikd SATD o AFTHIH L
72 Waiting SATD OHTH O, BADONFZhi=b. &
it @ Waiting SATD % Z3RD Waiting SATD %, Ry
BE—T—=RTREX=U v FUILTHLNEZT—ZD
FRCHEAEEEIERN. 3%FHD Waiting SATD 149 10%~
4 40%, B3RO Waiting SATD & 0%~ ) 3% L D374 L
TWARW., Thbb, RX—UIvFrILTVWRNnT—
R TIEFE L FIEEEMERNE3H 5.

4.2 [HOER] &R2FKOIH

4.1k v, Waiting SATD D4 SATD DFREFE % [
DI DIIr o772, SATD OfEEE XAl 31z Ml
W1 L2 u%0 B ML e EEEZ AL, T 41
FeH., WROMMEEL LTIE, AZY1 A REL D
7-. ARV b &1%, GitHub issue ¥ ORACLE Java Bug
Database % EDZ 2 THDH, IAV ML DEMITHB5G5E
MLz, RS A MZEHID D B E DI Y 1 b &
UCHEL. £/, —Xkv b JavaSED 70V
7 hERFIZLTHEHEL, YVIMNIZT7HREXY O
JDK 255 Mo ER] $ £ < Aoz, —HT, R
7 MboBER] EFELTED, flE LTHE 7 23175,
ZDIAAVITI, 77AD MUOERK] OXRIZIR>T
BWBR, Y005 ARORESLSTERTHS. oV
Ya—X—%fx1E, V7 NV zT7HFEZFEX oIz s b
WKEENDZTRTOIIAZEHTES., LrL, IRT
DY TADEREOHRT MMUDOHERK] ORKTHEHE—D Y
T ADEFEIN TV AHEMEIRIER V. ZD &SI
FADORNEBIEL B2EDEEENEIEE R0, o
A OXRVEHTIEARL, FEARLOLLT, B8R Y
MHB. “This” BHEL TWAEFIZA L SR WEIIZ, Z
D Waiting SATD 25K 61272 5 Dl “fix the problem
properly” CHEHRTHB. ED IS IZBETNIXEL VD
NIRHTH S, L L, MIOER | OXRAEMRNTH
5895, ROV TN THFEFY PR TL—LT—
7, T34 VOEEICELTE, N=YariEEIh
TVWALDEHEEEINTVWRVWEDDH -7z, Wihb
N=Ta VIENPHL L —RBIIEF DI HEI N D,
N=Va VIREINTWSIED BB RREEZ b TITH
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K1 FEARF—T7—-REHAWEAAZR—V3yF I Ty b L7 SATD 045K
Table 1 Number of SATDs hit by pattern matching using distinctive keywords
&% when once remove workaround @ fixed after will
BT 611 116 42 129 61 14 35 115
gk |70 25 8 18 1 4 6 21
x 2 it Waiting SATD OFEEE
Table 2 Presence ratio of Waiting design SATD
£5—X when once remove workaround fixed  after will
SATD 611 116 42 129 61 14 35 115
Waiting SATD 80 18 12 20 24 3 13 15
Non Waiting 531 98 30 109 37 11 22 100
IS E 0.131 0.155 0.286  0.155 0.393 0.214 0.371 0.130

’ // Remember to change this when the class changes ... ‘

7 THIDZER] ONRAMELRZ A b

Fig. 7 Comments with ambiguous subjects of “other factors”

// TODO: This seems like a brute force workaround (and a very
// indirect one at that). It appears to be needed though until
// we fix the problem properly. - tfm 20070904

B8 MtD%EHN] ONELTRALIT AL b

Fig. 8 Comment of unknown target of “other factors”

728, Waiting SATD AR HREICIR 0 7 AHED X A I
VI EBRET IR NPEL BB,

4.3 [Waiting SATD %#3|Z&22 ¢ MhOERI OEHK
BT e EDEMAERINLIEERETES
WNED D] B2 HDORET
EDSHiEREZR I D, Waiting SATD % 5| &t
Y MEOER) BWEEI NI L 2RIBETE20E S50
1, TBDER | & 725 540 BRI 22 E i P EEA LR T
EhiE, ohdeEIOND. ERS, BANZEFRN
S, TIEEHRTLZZET MIOER] OEE K
HTEBNHTHB. —AT, V7 MU zTHBEDE
MIPBEMICEB AN E S p2FBLARTIE, MT70
o1 MitOHER ] &7 2 W EABEHERT, EHiiEn»57
EHEHEB DN LHLE ORI TE 2SN &Y
Dhotz. 72720, K8 DX IZHREEALHDEGE 1T
WARAREZ & EZ 6N 5.

4.4 ZHUEANDEHE
AL DD FIEDOZ L MEDHS e LT, BAFOEAD
ZIFohd., TNFNH U TRHRLETEWT 5.
o I AV RMIZHEDWT Waiting SATD & H[MHr L T
D
o HWI XY MK S TWBABEME TR VDA
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4.4.1 I XAV MIEDWT Waiting SATD & #if L T
(RYRY» )

Technical Debt (IZBIL Tl, I A Y b &0 EEER R
BIZUERoTY =A== N5 B LZIE Sk vwe &
Z5. UL, SATD XY 7 bz 7HFHEOHENKLE
THO, HEVHINES L EABD L7202V 7 T
THREEEENENWZaA Y M2REATAZ 2, aAY
b % i U T Technical Debt Z &5l T &, SATD [ZB&L
TWBIERHONTED [9], ZHZLEZXS. Waiting
SATD & SATD O—FETH 578, HEERIZZ Y7 Rz, Tl
DEK ] OffFRZERF S TVWENE STV —Aa—RE1T
TEADPSRVDT, LLATA YV INERBRAELEERS.
VIMNTZTHFEE L > TEMPNZTIAY ML, V=R
I— R Tld Y — 23— FHBOEEMENE L, HR
ENZWEDELEZ 5N, Waiting SATD DT 12412
ASH

¥z, V—AI—=KNDIAAYMNIYV—RAA—=KFT 71
5 IERERBE H - TRIE 2 DOHRIIZIETE 5 [6] 72
b, SBOT— R KEEERTHELY —AT—RDIRAY
FE2FHLUTWL ZEDRZYTH 5.

4.4.2 HWLWIAY MRS TWBAEEMRIERVDOHL

ZIZITWOHWIA Y b, BIZZEDIA Y MRS
NZORELVWIEKRTIEZRL, TAY MIHIETSY —
Ad=RPE->TWARWEDRaA Y MEET. Hnax
Y MBS TWAHREER W X VI ng, R
1272 5 7= Waiting SATD Z MM 3 BEIZI1E, FHITAREL
TWAIAVMNZHZIZTS2EEZ6NEDT, IAV D
WD A BEME IR\, 2, VAT —FROEHENIRA Y
FOEFE—HLTWDEIEHRINTWVWS (3], [9]. iz
H, B 9 DX 5IZ Waiting SATD 2 A ¥ b KD HIER %
RLTWBEEDEFLEL TV,

5. ELHESEDFRE

AWFED 3 %58 U T, Waiting SATD IFIEH 1272
PIEELTWS o7z, UL, TOHARIIFFELL,
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£ 3 PR Waiting SATD DIFEEEIE
Table 3 Presence ratio of Waiting implementation SATD
45 —2R when once remove workaround fixed after  will
SATD 70 25 8 18 1 4 6 21
Waiting SATD 5 2 2 3 0 0 0 1
Non Waiting 65 23 6 15 1 4 6 20
RS 0.071 0.08 025  0.167 0 0 0 0.048
&4 MO OXNROMEHEL MK S ik
Table 4 Type and number of objects of “other factors” [] Alves, N. S. R., Ribeiro, L. F., Caires, V., Mendes,
o 42 D K T3 T. S. and Spnola, R. O.: Towards an Ontology of Terms
Y 5 on Technical Debt, 2014 Sixth International Workshop
" . on Managing Technical Debt, pp. 1-7 (online), DOL:
Y7 bY = THFEE Y b 8 10.1109/MTD.2014.9 (2014).
TV—=bT=2, TIT1Y 8 [2] Cunningham, W.: The WyCash Portfolio Management
AVALNI IR 8 System, SIGPLAN OOPS Mess., Vol. 4, No. 2, pp. 29—

552 5 30 (online), DOT: 10.1145/157710.157715 (1992).

BB 4 [3] Fluri, B., Wursch, M. and Gall, H. C.: Do Code and
Comments Co-Evolve? On the Relation between Source

05 i 3 Code and Comment Changes, 14th Working Conference

Y —A3—FX 3 on Reverse Engineering (WCRE 2007), pp. 70-79 (on-
$T5 2 2 line), DOIL: 10.1109/WCRE.2007.21 (2007).
S475 2 [4] Fowler, M. TechnicalDebtQuadrant,  (online),

IDE 1 available from (https://martinfowler.com/bliki/

DBMS L TechnicalDebtQuadrant.html) (accessed 2018-11-03).
. . [5] Lim, E., Taksande, N. and Seaman, C.: A Balancing Act:
Y- A=K7 7 ARk 1 What Software Practitioners Have to Say about Technical
TODO 1 Debt, IEEE Software, Vol. 29, No. 6, pp. 22-27 (online),

Bk 10 DOI: 10.1109/MS.2012.130 (2012).

REH 17 [6] Maldonado, E. d. S., Shihab, E. and Tsantalis, N.: Us-
ing Natural Language Processing to Automatically De-
tect Self-Admitted Technical Debt, IEEE Transactions
on Software Engineering, Vol. 43, No. 11, pp. 1044-1062

//TODO: remove when code below in characters() is removed (online), DOI: 10.1109/TSE.2017.2654244 (2017).

//private static final String RETURNSTRING = “\n”; [7] Maldonado, E., Abdalkareem, R., Shihab, E. and Sere-
9 HIBRAEMET AL brenik, A.: An Empirical Study On the Removal of Self-
. Admitted Technical Debt, Proceedings of the 33rd Inter-

Fig. 9 Comment to Remove national Conference on Software Maintenance and Evolu-
tion (ICSME’ 17), IEEE (2017).
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