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𝑟𝑚 𝑚

𝑟𝑚 = 

𝑖=1

𝑘

𝑉𝑚 𝑖 ∙ 𝑊[𝑖]

𝑉𝑚 𝑖 𝑚
𝑊[𝑖]

𝒊 𝑾[𝒊]





• A#foo
• B#bar



2023-12: 58 test gaps. 39.2% of new or changed functions appear untested. Some 
test gaps appear to be of minor importance, but there are some relevant ones as 
well, for example:

• Function foo in class A [Link1]
• Function bar in class B [Link2]
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