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Fig. 3: The learning curves of DISTODDdrl,DISTODDrl, and SEADS, indicating the user utilization ratios (y axes,
Utilization) and precision (y axes, Precision) at various #training queries (x axes), per subject execution.

there are not available ground-truth dependence sets for the
studied subjects and executions because no available tool
can compute them. And manually identifying all ground
truth would be too expensive for industry-scale distributed
systems. However, the manual effort is still useful to infer
partial ground truth for validating the accuracy. Therefore,
we computed the relative precision as the size ratio of the
most precise dependence set (computed at the most precise
configuration 111111) over the dependence set computed at
the given configuration.

Methodology. Due to boring the manual processes and the
balance between the costs and effectiveness of our valida-
tion, we limited the validation scale to 10 randomly chosen
sample queries each of whose computation result (method-
level dependence set) included less than 31 methods, for
each SUA execution. For each of such queries q, we sup-
posed the ground-truth dependence set as GD, the depen-
dence set computed by SEADS as SD, and the dependence
set computed by DISTODD as DD. First, we manually
reviewed the SUA source code and traced the program exe-
cution to infer GD. Then, we performed SEADS/DISTODD
to compute SD and DD, respectively. Finally, we compute
the precision/recall of SEADS/DISTODD from GD, SD,
and DD.

Results. Our manual research results revealed that SEADS
had overall average precision of 80% with constantly 100%
recall for the 10 queries during the 12 subject executions
according to our manual ground truth. For q, we validated
that DD was always a subset of SD using the equation:
DD-SD = ∅, which means that DISTODD and SEADS had
the same recall (i.e., 100%). We then checked the set SD-
DD including dependencies reported by SEADS but not
by DISTODD. We found that those dependencies were all
false positives and thus further supported the equally 100%
recall of both SEADS and DISTODD. And the two versions
of DISTODD had higher levels of precision than SEADS—

about 92% for DISTODDrl and 92.8% for DISTODDdrl, with
respect to the ground truth.
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