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Abstract: Code comments plays an important role in software quality assurance, which can improve the readability of source code and
make it easier to understand, reuse, and maintain. However, for various reasons, sometimes developers do not add the necessary comments,
which make developers always waste a lot of time understanding the source code and greatly reduces the efficiency of software
maintenance. In recent years, lots of work using machine learning to automatically generate corresponding comments for the source code.
These methods extract such information as code sequence and structure, and then utilize sequence to sequence (seq2seq) neural model to
generate the corresponding comments, which have achieved sound results. However, Hybrid-DeepCom, the state-of-the-art code comment
generation model, is still deficient in two aspects. The first is that it may break the code structure during preprocessing, resulting in
inconsistent input information of different instances, making the model learning effect poor; the second is that due to the limitations of the
seq2seq model, it is not able to generate out-of-vocabulary word (OOV word) in the comment. For example, variable names, method
names, and other identifiers that appear very infrequently in the source code are usually OOV words, without them, comments would be
difficult to be understood. In order to solve this problem, the automatic comment generation model named CodePtr is proposed in this
study. On the one hand, a complete source code encoder is added to solve the problem of code structure being broken; on the other hand,
the pointer-generator network module is introduced to realize the automatic switch between the generated word mode and the copy word
mode in each step of decoding, especially when encountering the identifier with few times in the input, the model can directly copy it to
the output, so as to solve the problem of not being able to generate OOV word. Finally, this study compares the CodePtr and Hybrid-
DeepCom models through experiments on large data sets. The results show that when the size of the vocabulary is 30 000, CodePtr is
increased by 6% on average in translation performance metrics, and the effect of OOV word processing is improved by nearly 50%, which
fully demonstrates the effectiveness of CodePtr model.

Key words: software quality assurance; source code comments generation; neural network; out-of-vocabulary word; pointer-generator
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AR AR AT (4 R R R M 2 — T e S R B e el A AR AR, B
PR RT R 22 18 A v 3 O R ST e 4 R W AR R v 1 ARAT R S i AT ). Tashtoush 2%
NPV e Ak T Ak 2 AR R Ak b 90 AR AT 35 1 (10 58 W, 5 B0 v 9 B¢ (commient) o 485 5t 05 A A 43 AT 35 1 14 AR A
o HEZ 5 = AR T 2= LI 4 Fr (meaningful name) 1 — 2Pk (consistency). 7T I, A RS v AL 5 Bh T & & ¥ At
PEARAD Fy i i P R 3 B AR F BT DS I R N S a4 N 5 o Rt B AR AR AT SR L B ek =
FA AN 3% B ARRD. DRk, 75 — B 1R J5 2 1 A R AR e I ) 3 B A a6 AN T 2D ).

AR U MR R 22 1) 2 = FOAUR IR T 5 2SR T RN 7 9 55 AR 0 o S ARG AR RS 38, D 1 — B AR Vs in v
FEARR B TR G 55 2 B = B 2 24 SR B el [V i) 0 5 5 A % 5 1 i AT AT AR AT 48 K 4 ) AR i 2D A
JS7 FF) R B F 0 8 W 1 R AN 4P it R rp T RN BT AR S A B 240 59% (¥ B 1) 75 R 13 1 28 A 1 BBtk 4,
Fluri 25 AP 58 %) ArgoUML . Azureus F1 IDT 4% 003X 3 AN JFU 22 G Hh AR R A0 B8 It I 1) 3 [0 35 £k 02 RGBT 9
R AR AR R AR /b 3k RS AR B s AR RS LT 3% 8 vk BR o, 1 3R 9 RIS ZE A T B IR A R AR £
TEREAT SR SR I B (0. R DU 2 B (R AR 22 R AR A R I BT T R R, S T Ay e R AR AT 1 B A U R N
— TR A SR AR S SR BT 78N SR TE AN W 23008 S A1 88 2 o 25 5 VR S BLE AR AG VE BE V) B B 28 .

A VE B [ Bh A4 BOORR A D  45 3 AR D 4% 2 (code summary), /& 35 S R ARG 3E 4T (0 S0 1R e 7E T
B mTEE S WS IR E N B RE T XA T ZEH R IR 09 Th B8 BRI RN RS X BARES
i 0 e L Hu 2 ALK ARD 3 B 1 3h A FRAE 55 26 R A — Bl WL 28 R AT 45 5 U0 0 ARG 3 B 1 3 A oK
% % FH 5 B A & (information retrieval, @ R 1R)S 31720 S/ 45 sk | Il 25 0 5 2% S0 00 R 8, 5% PR T b 2 1 2% 1)
NLP SO 45 7 85k 5% H ) 4, 6 b ok 2 AR 302 56 T — R R seq2seq®1f) RNIN HE 42 .seq2seq 15 7Y
TR HATHEERE. GRS B35 NLP 88,8 7 H 9 Y 2% (encoder) F f# il 25 (decoder) P 1~ RNN 4
F, B I 4 ) 25 6 i NP BB B H — AN A B AR AE 1] 5, PR R AT 1) A N B AR 2% R AT AR B R A K
14T

AL YIS TR I 358 T I 500 4 A 2 ] P A I 0 i N 81 22 I % T, T D P ] S T R g HL A ]
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HR R B E R 1A R TGV AR IR DU R T R I B A A S L e TR TR P A S BRI 1 KN
e [ 1, 3 R0 A ok 1] R TR I SRR B AN S I B DR AE VN R SR L DR AR Y gk AT
TR, 23 47 75 B A ASE 37 i oh i 175 00, T3 0 T 00V (out-of-vocabulary) i) B %t 75 123 2 4 T A ff) OOV i
AR L B B R] 2 R ) — AN 3R s R R0 A R R A 5 CUNIKY” T 3K b 77 72k 4 70 AR TR 1740 S N ity AR i i 3y 408 s i 2
W 6 N St A AP 3ol S TE 4 P IS AR TR TG 902 008 % OOV 7] 1Y E 1E & S A 2k 7 %48 138 S B 1 i A
Ay A 1 SR B ABE TR 39 456 ) 2 1 R v MR R 5 v 1) BT R A 224 T R 220 B B DR 1 OOV ]t JE V2 75 2B j ) 1 )
o B P T T AR TE — B FR T LRI TR M RE.OOV 1] 8% T AL B B R S N fr i 42 B RE T 10
AT 55 52 M/ TR AR E 5 AR AR A B A B0 1] Y AEL 2 6 T3 B E Bl AR B AT 55 1 s i 350K TR AR RS
B A SRR B4 . AR S5 S L 1615 3R 22 AN B R 1T A B 1A B N AR IR (identifier), bR iR
45388 2 W ILAE G R R VR R R B BT e AT — M R e AE — AR AR R B DL A I o B D AR A AT RR AE
] o P gl B 4, 6 Rl A T b R 2 A TR P P R R O (UNKK) AT 25 2k T8 SUAE B 9 B 78 AR R R R
F T i R X B AR AR 13k Tashtoush 5 N IF 5t 28 S 348 B, 76 ¥ 2 AQRD A AE b 0ot T 32 TH I RS AT 35 1 £
TR f5e 20 40 A0 R A T LI B R 5 — SURIE 92 3 B SR PR RS T 70%340 A YR 44 0L, R Bt 3 B v L B PR AR AR A
AT DA I & 3 50 4 b e 67 39 B 24 A0 BT 48 I 6 %, IR U TG e R A YR ARSI R ARV E R R B AR IR R R N
“CUNK) #1542 5 O b s e 5K i /0 3 88 ) T s 4k

Hybrid-DeepCom!® i 34 B AR v B [ 5l A Bl AT 8 05 505 1 (10 05 32k, A P 17 9 A G R, 0 S04 8 A 3o 9
AR 5 1R L FD FE ) Ak B0 3 5 8 T2 SRR (R N BB AR (38 A5 R A M {5 R, T R B A
155 L BEAT AR, MTTD A JOGE 82 (3 R JE M R AR X T 2 T2 T3 28 1 2% (¥ J7 v (BF 25 T Attention™f1) seq2seq!*®]
iR DeepCom!®fll CODE-NNMN 45 7 8 & [t 42 7118, J v CODE-NN [t it T3 T IR 1907 i 48T,
Hybrid-DeepCom SR TEEAN N T BRSNS 1Y OOV 1] 3, e ot YA S e 51 3 AT RO AL TR R 1 A A 1) 832
SE AR, 5 0P A S N 22 8] AN — B30 AT ) 55 1 458 284 1 350 20 2 L A S el o 00 A s i 56 B TR YR AR 2 2
#EUT Hybrid-DeepCom f£7E i A — i) L, 32 H T ToH8 % A2 1M 45 [¥) CodePtr(CodePtr-PGN), ST & 45 5 3% B,
PRI E BRERLAE K ER 2015 0L R R BAL T Hybrid-DeepCom. [R] i, 3R AT13E— 25 41 X 4 35 () OOV /] B, 5I N T
See £ A PH4E () 6 £ AE B 2% (pointer-generator network), $& &1 £E 5 P 2% 78 AR RS I BE 1 4 — B B e —
AR FH T 3T 3D, BRS04 0 20 B A O] P b 2% 2 MR 3R B K 0 BT 1 Sy 24 i BN 20 0 B 5 2 AN N
B v BN R T 0 1) BELAA R DA 24 i 0 A B

TE SIS B0 UE M1, A SCRAE Hybrid-DeepCom  $2 4t #5428 X Hybrid-DeepCom. TG H& % A= 5 M 45 1)
CodePtr(CodePtr-PGN) 1 CodePtr k4T X Lt S8, i1 T OOV [l 8 %o 455 2 (1) 52 W) 5 1) J2E (1) K /N5 1) b O, Sz 36 o 7
ANTRY AR FE K/ R 43 BEAT S 36 ol 4 B 32 BT LS A 20 L SCAR i B AR AT 1 1T 4 bR BLEU(sentence-
level BLEU I corpus-level BLEU)FI METEOR %t 45 547 PEAl . 45 SR 2K B, CodePtr-PGN £ K40 1E oL F A T
Hybrid-DeepCom, i CodePtr £ A [A] ) 37l K /N F, 34 Eb Hybrid-DeepCom B4 58 4 8, 78 K Z 4B i T T
CodePtr-PGN. It Ah A SCid ik X b 3 AN 2 AF B RT3 B, R I 51 N 48 1 A8 B0 4% J5 ,CodePtr A B 1 7 B H
“CUNK) A5 25 1 £ B 8 20 F 51 NFEEF A2 i 4% 2 117 1) P A AR 8 (CodePtr BIYRAXES FFIR 78 https://github.
com/NougatCA/CodePtr H145 H!).

AR EETTRR AT R S0

(1) #X Hybrid-DeepCom X 5 A D 1) Fil b 2 AT G AR IR 15 V5 45 )RR AR 1X — A 2 3 A0 40 19 0 — /N R A A
e R 2R L T o N 22 T PR AN — B0 )

(2) AT RV a1 OOV i) 8,4 8 1A B X 2% 51 N CodePtr, iX 2 ARG vE R H 2h A4 Rl A 15 7 51 A\ 45
B A B 4

(3) 7E K FH g 45 EHEAT 75256 %F Eu 3408 T CodePtr-PGN. CodePtr 1 Hybrid-DeepCom fIPEBERHL,
E T ZANAN N B R B0 3 T B TS — B0tk DL B FE AR ) 2% PR A A

(4) A3Hr 1 A B R /N BB BE R 2 2 T 4 S I 9 T ).
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ATCE 1A AR R B B A A SR AR B 2 A A SO H RO Y B 3 A S IO AR S T L HEAT
ST, I oxf S50 2 AT X EE AN 23 W, B E AR ) R B e S5 4 S IR R R — 2 AR AT IR

1 HMXIE

FLWI R AR B B B0 AT 45 K 22 3 15 B A6 & (information retrieval, i FR IR) L Tk, T IR A4
P 25 7E NILP AT 58 H 1) 2 IR, A S 98 G 43 (3 A 77 #4845 (neural network, iR NIN), - HUF5 T 84T (¥ R 5%,
Bk b2 A1, I A7 R AR 22 FoAth ATk 1 77 925, B T R SR ARG 2R AT A 3, R ML R FE (B A5 5 5%
11 ETIRMRDERENER

FET IR MARRD B B 3 A il 5 vk — MR 28 T ) &= 25 [R5 28 (vector space model, & FR VSM). #7518 X
% 5| (latent semantic indexing, fii#% LSI). & 7E Dirichlet 23 fic (latent Dirichlet allocation, fii#% LDA)%Z 3 AR 5 Y
3 B K M (code clone detection)s AH ¢ #7 AP

Kuhn 2 NBIRIAT LSI BARAE A b 34018 5 15 5,00 i AR IRAF . 44 FRRA B 25 3R 1E 5008 U8 B ki
L5 BONTE T R A AN X 548 5 3 BRI RE S 1 AR ) = 1A DR AR A 32 e R AR RS 4T T 5 2K Haiduc
5 NV VSM A LSI A3 HT AR IS SCAR 42 BT A SR VR I L AR9E 5 L R8T VSM O IRAR S A6 il
B35 B AR 00 T 348 A B 38 U1 QI SRS b B A S O A TS I IR R A LSI AR B R E P AN R B S
TR D UR AN SR 1 1) B 2 TR PR 4R 52 AR ALLEE R U5 AR RS HE 0 AE S i 5 1 7 vE B o A S IRTE 1 L I 11
e FEARAL R AT 20 A T Java T E A0 07 VR AN SR IRACRS, T O FC AR BT T R R 114 S0 AR B iR . Movshovitz-
Attias 25 A P2V F = AR . LDA F n-gram BB Sk TR Java 5 ARRT A9 B Al TR I 2R (9 n-gram RS
LDA #ERIAN link-LDA BAY, T 5 SR 32 8 1Y )5 B B2, 405 skt g — 8 HEWT I R 10 A R 28, B J5 - MR 28 L i 1Y)
TEREFRAC AR AR SC 1 03 B Wong 45 N\ TOVRE P AR RS 7 o A T AR (5 PR B3 e A 7 o ) SR R B ABL AR AR A
B HAd F — o AR B r 1 B SR 41 A A AL 1 A A B
12 ETHENENXREIEEINER

CODE-NNMUJE # AN 52 4 oy 33 R ) (408D [ 31 248 s vk () 7 56T Attention AL F 4 22 3 2% 4 A1
Frdn, e AL TTH TR R A 3R T 45 A0 4 R B 7Y yer 25 A K CODE-NN 5 2L T 18 vE AL 2% B %
F %5 MOSESZIAI 3L A i A5 8 SUM-NNPAiE4T T %) Lk, CODE-NN [f] METEOR A1 BLEU-4 37334 T i .
Tree-to-Sequencel™ i\ Kt IR 5 7 31 L 122 4\ 314 A5 2% o I B 75 BUAR BT 1O 45 51, TR N (0 45 4 1 B R o
TE, 5 M Tree-to-Sequence ff FH T 38 AR 1 2 A5 28 I F0 N 2 1 T — Pl 1945 8, B Tree-to-sequence attention
NMT model. #7878 3 T3¢, 1T LLIR B 51) A 15245 B S2 06 25 SRR, 5 N £5 M iE 245 E X HL s B 3G 2 1
FURRAE .

Xt T R T A R 5 A P SR 1V 4 P A R R 15 S 0 3 3[R DeepCom M Java AR e A nf 8
F) 4 5 V2 (abstract syntax tree, [ #% AST), A T M TE B AST 1E R IUT 17 514 A\ £ DeepCom H,Haiduc %5 A
BFXE AST $2H T — 97 B (3 [y 7772 SBT(structure-based traversal), ¥ SBT ik 7 45 54 94 15 28 RN
SBT 1] LATE T B A 1) &5 40 45 JE 14D TR0 B 480 A 268 460 g G 2 N A [R) T 5 1 3 I 6 A G 3 I3 5 ¥ TG DN i 7 45 S
YERAHE S AST,SBT (1388 7 45 FL M —XJ B — 4> AST.[A] N, Haiduc 55 A 3& 5% 4 A i 1) OOV i) @, 2 i SR AST
Wy AR AR A OOV 1A, NG A Bk B 4y R IR A7 AR B — B A5 B R I KOsk T
OOV 1] I LL A7 {H 2 R TS L (¥ b 28K 2D | [ B o R 735 1) 44 Bk A A7 FE AR 220 IR0 A B, X F 5 VR AR SR G
B 5k TR 245 B0 45 K W, DeepCom A% T~ CODE-NN 7E H 43l BLEU L##gF21% 13 41,
Haiduc % Nk il g L30T SBT MR RE AR T 20 /7 i 1.

TL-CodeSum ™ [&] i 454X AR5 17 71 R AP FE BIAE 48N, 4 530 %k IS T3 A G ) %, 9% S 6 A ) 6% F10 i 1L 65
FEL SR AE AR 2% B N Wan 25 AL FR Sl Actor-Critic f78 SR 4k 2 STHEZR 51 N3 7 AR [ 348 BT 55 32
T RL+Hybrid2Seq, 46 7 A g 1 33 47 AT 55 51 A0 AST A g N &5 AN 4 T 2% (0 A TR e &
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JZ(hybrid attention).Wei % AL CG(code generation)#! CS(code summary) i AN F 55 1 9%t 8 4F 55 [7] i 11 2%,
i FARRLFEFIE N CS MR KIH N A FHVERAE A CG AR N, T MR B4R T .11 5 CODE-NN.
DeepCom. RL+Hybrid2Seq S48 A1 (1) LL 8¢, UE 58 TiZ AR AUTE CS J7 T AL 3. LL_EWFh J5 1%, RL+Hybrid2Seq 1
Wei 25 \SMR i 7 i ORI T AR RS 5 51 45 2., TR R BF X OOV ] A AT AT b B2 Zhou 45 \2135 3 T I
NSO B A AR A I R 1 EE B Y ContextCC B I AR AT AST $REH AL 45 J7 VR R 4 2 IR gt 25 1)
RS B A R R S ASE SRR T 7 g AR R R4S R, LUK R v A 1 B 4R, SR 25 R R W,
ContextCC FJPEBEML T DeepCom 45 J772:.ContextCC K T fif{k OOV il & 44 A5 1R A°F B 4 9 o B 7R 30 A5 B 4 i
5 5 154 B AR IR & o (METHODNAME)” iX B () 4 #8275 30 5 DeepCom®A UL, 25 & RAR IR A (1 BT
BER.

Huang 25 NP7 1 7 —Fhdt T34k 2% 31 (77 % RL-BlockCom, [R] I 42 H 7 —Fh 28 &5 2 SR %4 R 4 i
25110 actor-critic S92 5 2 Y 2% - 1 2% LI AT 45 & Wang 258 N PEIHR L 1 — Bl (0 4 1 0 J2 0 38 S0 R 4%
(hierarchical attention network) (ARG ZE 77 1%, % 5 VAl it & 9F 2 MMURE T R (B G R B 5R 1) AST IR 7 4%
B R 2B, HEA 3L 5N B T A 489 5 2 STHE 42 b LeClair %5 ANPPHREH 1) ast-attendgru {3 71485 /551 fil SBT
7 AR R 5 A 2 5 % PR 4 N, SI2 56 465 S 3% 1 L ast-attendgru (IR BT CODE-NN Al DeepCom, {H /2 ast-attendgru
PG 28T 7 B ERCR A ST R — AN ig 88, JLH N /& SBT J7 41 FIARAD 5 51 B 42 1M i 10 7 41, 3
AN N I i 2 34 N 5 51 A8 45 K K5 51 BN £ BR AR RNIN 455 282 ) 7 i . Hybrid-DeepCom(®) &
DeepCom 1 S0t i A4 AR AL I IRARRD - ZUFD SBT 7 FIH N B A il 2%, 5 ast-attendgru A~ [ [ 52, Hybrid-
DeepCom 4 A G il 2% HEAT 1 6 X RE LA AU AR F T SN P S TE N T i — B R Ui N7 41 ooV
T S R R 6 TR S 81, Hu 25 AARYE Java (056 0 @y 44 I bR IR FF 04T T 3R 0 ER B T OOV
B S R ORI T 00V 1A 1) e 48] 52 46 45 SR 3% B Hybrid-DeepCom 1) R LAt T~ DeepCom.Hybrid-
DeepCom 43 AR IR T ERARTE — & FRJE LA Uk T N3 1Y) OOV i) 8 A FRATTIA A, 20 AR IR A5 2 R R AR T
) &5 A6, DT 3 8 7 A3 N 22 D) BN — 3850, A SO B 00X — A A2, 3 e 20 90 386 o — A 2 10 28 SR WX P oA — 350
i) 75
1.3 Httrs%

B 7 ARRDE R B 2h A Ak 2 Ab, 3 A7 R AR 22 oA AT 1) 7 2%, 1 6 U VR B HE VR AR A R b B . RRAE A
By &% FEARL AT 48 Bk A 4 A58 5 4L P2 (programming language processing), % A5 v B [ 3h A4 i A [ R B 1R K
MZE N E.

Marcus 25 NVVRIFH LSI BARGHEACES R AME SCRYREAT T 400, 6 b 3R 3 138 & B K 5L T @ 3R )
MR GESCRS BURE 5 5 A D (1 7T 38 39 i . B AR DR AN & AR R 1 B0 26 AT 5542t 1 5 725, 1E & Marcus %5
NFR I 7 2 AT 24T 45 0000 4k 5 B0V 36 % AR R AR SR U (8 ] LDA BRAFIC S35 4 F B £E 195
P4 T R T R 3 P A3 AT, R S A ARG U P A B, ST T TR A (1 43 2 ) R R AR T R R (VAR
B MTIfR G T LDA B 3 B H 75 B0 5 16 5 110 1) . s i 5 N B30 B B4 R B R PR A ) T IR R
BB PE TR R R 5 N B BRI R B, B 2k Java JRARED D AST FE 41 k4T %8 P A5 44 A (shingles encoding)®?,
Fe 4518 Jaccard F HOn T RUBEAT A AL RE B2 B R0 A ALY 2B B s F RAREAT 4 SO0 M AR5 A A SUE B
TSR ) A T B K04 R o ] 2% B0 R SR M, B B HH R AL AR A4 R A AR 5 3] 26 1R X R OG 2R a2k tH P T 4 A e
K BRI 25, 58 5 1 FEOR DU 3] 4% R AT AL AERR R

3 % N TSI AR R 52 ) % e 2 ) it A o, AR R 5 R A AR 8 O AT DA S 32 50 SR AR AR 3 3 ANy
IFEET 21 FRRRAE, SR 5 32 tH T DG I AL A% 2% 2] B3 1CCL B SRR 7] 5 49 2 2 R R WS O R 88 5 K
T8 YN 57 2 R A T AL 8% A 0 o 42 A2 AR A v ) 5 4 2. CommentAdviserBAEY 7 - Hi 22 V5 B o5, 7] i v
FE 7 GLER AL R 1. CommentAdviser M AN 4 i —— RS B RF4iE (intra-structural context feature) FACHD ) 4F
fiE (inter-structural context feature)$2HL T AAMUHSAT I 11 FhISHY (45 0 | F SCHRAE, B I O 7 3R B2 A AU 4T
B bR SO SUAE B AE A RN B AR AR HR B IE S B SCRRAE R X R R RRAE 5] AR E A AR BT S A AR
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B A7 PO A1E 1) AR T SR P A 508 28 25 PR AN A SR IO PR 4 JiE, 2 J5 o8 P — R B WL 3 2 ) S I SR B B AR 3
2t NBSIZE SRS SCH 205 127 WIEAR S 1) AST AR SR RS 1) 4 A ARG 70 28 AT 10 ot 45 4 1 A1 5% 38 40 B AR
SEK PR R 5 SRS PRV SRR A 45 ) T b — AN 7 T P B T S 2 R AR AR B DA RE R YR AR RS A
SCHY 2 TR P SCREALLEE .

Mou 25 N\ BCIZE 7 Dy fig B B3R 530 75 325 r A P 35 44 £ 36 B4 8 I 4% (TBCNINY, ZE R /7 1) AST it T %6
FAAAZ LAFH 3K 4540 15 18 TBCNIN & F 1 4 R 1 25 A0 T3 A0 38 FH 48 40, S 30 485 2% W TBCNIN AR TR 2 - NLP (1
T W 2 1 Cao 2 N\ BTUE i AR 55 SO RY 2 18] 7 AT 36 9 1 0 e e b 3R HE T — P 3 T R S £ 0 9, B T
TR AR SCRY R AR 0 2R R SOARAG 6 3 AN DG i SRS HR AR S B (A VR AR, 3 DG PR AR 1K1 S
FRAE, S AL 7 SO R 2 2 AR 0 R B R SCIRAS G R 4 Bl SCRY A C Th BE A1 2R B (type) « 5% R (relation). B
5 (distance)ix 3 Fh AT HH 55 T g API A A RS 4 75 77 1% DeepAPIRect® iy 4 T AR /2 2 ST A6 70 (R 9t 4
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B GINFRE A R4S 3 H T CodePtr.
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Encoder R T1&ih4: Attention ML HITHL % > B AST 155, W%t T3l N T HRE KM 4 H) CodePtr,
Source Encoder [ Attention R EE IS AFE 8 £ A2 B 245 T N
M E R LA H, CodePtr KE L LR L84 4H %
(1) xf Java JEARTID AT AL FE ) Parser;
(2) 3 gt 2
a) Source Encoder, % A 42 5 g 3 7 8 IR A QR 7 5 BEAT SR, 2 & 1) 48 B AR X 48 VAR I 1 i R 4% 5
b) Code Encoder, X 3 3¢ i 243 fift (VR AR DD 5 51 1EAT 4w 15, B 12 SR BURARRE 17 41 /38 LS &,
¢) AST Encoder, Xt Java fRRG XS R[] AST [¥) SBT 7 41#E4T 4afl, H = IR EEH1E R,
(3) 4EEmLit 2 ReduceHidden, i £ A~ 4 il 2% ¥ BRmOR 45 4t T LS\ 2RS35
(4) AT Attention HLHIFIFEEF A= 5 90 25 (1) i i 2%

2.1 Parser

FATTA Java JTVERNEARRSHEAT T — R A AL, 53 5115 3 T %1 N F Source Encoder. Code Encoder il AST
Encoder [ 751 6 AH BRI R R AT T /N5 Ab B2,

%F Source Encoder, T2 % ) SR 2% 21 Fa £ A5 B I 4%, CR R IR A AD 302 i g 6. R, R T 9800 T
A, AT — e B A B SR TR AR A R i O N B AR S B R BT R A R B R T (NUMY”
A STRY #4545 2] T Source Encoder [ N\ 7 41.

% Code Encoder, T IFAIE 1 K E MR IRAT I8 OOV i, [F] I, iX 26 44 FRET 2 AR H Java [ 44 M
Y —— YA 24 VEREAT Ay 44 IR, B 22 > SRR SR T ok, G v BB K B IRE R, X B8 B SO A BT T B AR R AR
A BRI B FE I, 8T 9> 00V L, 2% 2] B 5 2 (145 B, FATTRH AR A o B e iy 44 725 iy 44 (¥ 44 A
177 43 fi#t 49 Jnks 2% B 44 “invocation Time” 43 fi# 4 “invocation” Al “time”, ¥ J5 2% 4 “copyMutationMappingFile” 7y
fi# N“copy”“mutation”“mapping” 1 “file” ¥ 3% 42 “RFFilter” 4 ff 4y “rf” 1 “filter” AR 4 5¢ W& iy 4 1L HE4T 20 iR )5, VI
e BB 1 ki s 450 A 203 581 ik B T 8 226, 28 B ¥ 17 FE K/ I 476 654 18/ F] T 43 480.
[ B, B B 5L ) OOV 1) s 7 8 3 T 17 g 1) LA RN B AR, T — W B b FE NGB K/ 432 674, 1 JER
/IN>A 30 000 (¥4 5L R, 43 fif T J5 1Y) OOV ELA7I 43 5 A 93.70% 1 31.00%, 1ij 3 — %5 75 17 [ K /Ny 50 000 f 175 151
N4 89.51%F1 0%, Af WL AT AR R FF HEAT 3 il R K BEAR T 3 FE (9 K/ SR AR AL AT 40 i 5 B 21k 5 Source
Encoder #H M 1403, 5t /433 7 Code Encoder HJ%i A\ JT7 51 AB15E B 2, X B AR IRFF AT 0 R IARIE RN T
FR PN 51 OOV ] & Je i A JE T4 HA 141, 5 719 d 46 11 U BR AH ), 3 — 25 AL BERE AR SRR U (¥ % H 5 31
HAE R OOV W I ¥ < &.

%FF AST Encoder, & 26 {# F| Eclipse HIF & L B IDT (http://www.eclipse.org/jdt/):¥ Java 15 5E B kst 3 1)
AST, Ffd F SCHR[12] 7R $2 19 SBT i i 735 AR i AST (1036 3 541, B8 T B 5 A g A 28 0 YRR TE Fp AR 2 4
FREEAT i, Kk, 78 SBT i 4s b, AR B AST W i IR AUE B s 737 S A AR i bk, 3R 8 T AST
Encoder HI5 N 751
22 YmiEEE

% 1.2 iR JE A4 ) Hybrid-DeepCom X JACHS 7 41 o FUAR IR AT EAT 1 4k 20, 1T BLKKBI > OOV L, [F]
B 22 B ARG AV SUE BB TR IR R M M . 1R PR SR AE I SR — MR R N B A IR A
REfE IR T URACRE I 2540, B T RIS T SBT 3 A A58 BUER BB T Begk i1 25 4415 12, 20 A8 5 I URAXAS 3 31 AN
RESEAXS BL SBT HH IR T A, AT N IX A RS Y AN B 58 4 P 2% 2] B 45 045 B

e — AN FE R = £ R A8 Code Encoder £ AST Encoder () Hybrid-DeepCom 1,4~ i\ A& Code Encoder
WIAT: 55 F01E B WA, — R 3R BUEARD 5 51 R 1138 UE B, 75— AN 25 AST Encoder $2EUEIF 45145 B 4T IT
i AR SCAN, 28 1 AMEF 2 ZARILAE Code Encoder 13 2 BRIk A b, i 28 BaUIR A ) B 28 77 SR B2 1) ek
FRAE; T 55 2 AME 25 BR DLAE ARSI X Code Encoder #i N\ f Attention AU EE -, 4% 32 BB ) 45 M {75 I8 3% B 5t
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JEARED AN [R] 437 B 4 B AN [F] 19 Attention ASEE 3 PR A1 FH S O\ R R 285 0 At PR DA A SR 1502 T 47 10, B Ay b e
(1% N\ 5 AST Encoder [¥1%i N AST & 58 45X M) {H /&, Hybrid-DeepCom & 7 £ & i X {5 B IR k4T T 4
fif WK T IR ARG R 45 4,8 43 Code Encoder 1 AST Encoder % N\ R F 58 4= 5%F B, 7E 358 T Code Encoder %5 1
AN R A P e i A 55 758 2 AMERLE— ERRE B R IAMES £ BRI, BFONE 81 UE B R B
X bR ARRE BEAT 2 A IX AR BRI 1B R S M A5 S ORI VR S Mt 2K K R AR TR AR R CUNKY hR 28, 5 R
T8 SUE BRI, Code Encoder 2 i [l 78 5 NMT 55 10k B g HE 1k 8, I REAE I 25 b 30 510 5 4 b 8] B0 748 .

9T TR A HE P AT S5 I B AL PE BE, CodePtr 51N T — AN B 4 15 2% 1 1 5 /B FH 20 JF B 56 2 AN s
Source Encoder SZiL,Source Encoder ¥ 43 5 BIIR AR 7 FIAE ¥, 5 AST Encoder ¥4 N\ 76 40 B2, {8 45 44
&R KT KIAE IR 448 Code Encoder B4 BE i K S HUE SUE B HIER. BB T 28 2 MEMH £ 2iaE
It Attention B SEIL, I H, BT RS HIE S B2 o0 AT G SUE BN T 8 G TR B KOS 22 “(UNK)Y " FR 28
FI T3, BRATTHEASHE Source Encoder 55 24 BRsCIR SR 25 fAAD o, 17 W 6 ARSI B B A8 HL R Attention A EE.

[A I, CodePtr 5 3 /™4 i &% i A\ YR ACHD /7 71 (1 98 A D 4 i 2% (source encoder) T N v 4 fift J5 IR AXHS (1)
AR5 2w i 4% (code encoder) fil%i A\ N SBT > 1l i) AST 4w fith %% (ast encoder).

Source Encoder FHT%F A4 fif 00 UR AAD BEAT g b, — 5 T A2 H T R B AL, 53 — O T A2 D H A A 1 ) 45 42
it Attention B, B Jy 3 R 1 5 BIURACAD T B s AR IR T 24 4 R, O VE SR AL B 1) Attention BUE X T
AN TR R ETIRAHD F 5 X° = X5, %5 e, X, B0 25 K5 L G B0 Dy B GRCER &5, %0 T It %1 t, Source Encoder 452 4 i I
ZIH A 53 A AOVRARRD 5 AN ¢, b — I 20 B BRGBUIRZS hey SEH A Y, Bl

he = (x5, ) (1)

e f FEASCHR A T GRU HLT, H L AT LA 21 Source Encoder 1T B LIRS output, =[hf,hs,....h 1.

S f I S IR ARAD P 50 KR T 43 i B ARAG PR BT 5, K KB AR T OOV 1Al (1 E 81, W DA 4 i 25 25 =) 31| 58
FE I A B L, Code Encoder 73 20 T KA To R0 A BOIRACRD P 51 X = %7, %5, X0, £E t I,
Code Encoder 452 43 i J (AR 2 B 5N X7, 44— I 20 ) BEGERRES by, 58 hY, AR

hf = f.(x,h) (2

o fo FIRER I T GRU #.5%,13 3 Code Encoder fIEBUIRE output, =[hf,h5,....h 1.

Wof T G5 M PR SR AE S ARS8 45 M 15 BRI RE 58 Java ACS X RIR AST AT LA S RS D B 45 kg 15 B2 T
Hu %8 NAESCRR[L2] 7 32 (¥ SBT 38 )75 J7 72 mT LAJC R Ml AST B R 45 i i 462 9 5. [H ik AST Encoder 5 54X
X RL) AST 1 SBT P HIAE A% N, 8 CodePtr m] DLARIX BIJEAIL (M 45145 B0 THREN T, 1 SBT 771
X® =%, X3, AST Encoder 7E t I %4552 SBT 7 FIHI N xq, 4 b — I Z I BERUIR S ey A h?, 1)

h'=f,0¢.h%y) (3)
3 f, v GRU ¥t 73 5 AST Encoder 1 FBUIR A output, =[h?,h,....he ].
3 Mg v Source Encoder #& % ] 945 &1 A2 B 2% 5 B ) 4 i 4%, Code Encoder A1 AST Encoder 7] LA [F]
I 22 =1 ZEACHD 115 S BAEE 145 B3 T 2 g Al 25 1 i & B BUIRES ,CodePtr ZE48 NRFD 88 AT T — 1
4 FF i) 2 ReduceHidden.
2.3 #EAEEReduceHidden

TEL LY seq2seq 192 18T ey 4 A 28 Bt i 1N 21 1A B REOIR 745 1F A0 AR B 243 1) 490 48 o EOIR 2 oC 3 T LA £k 5 ) 2%
PRI BE BRI 45 AR 35 T X T 22 SR i 25 00175 100, o8 T 2 L) 285 R A A 25 1D 938 9 408 P32 /s — R0 A ) 1), IRtk
CodePtr {8 FH| T 4 i 2 ReduceHidden, {8 2 A% th (1) Ba R 25 7T LS\ BIAR IS 25 .

=R R T RATE A Source Encoder i A BRECIR A M) B A5 8 45 R TD A% )R LA R AN — 2 A
9 Source Encoder I 2 7E ARG VLA AST 15 2., BLIE i &1 A2 oM 26 1 ) B H AR AL AR D H Attention
B, I A 0 R AT 4R AL Attention AU EE SR SZHL ;2 B Dy f A B BUIR A4S ) & Hh 26 55 1902 S A 38 SR B 2 1)
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{& &, % T Source Encoder #1 Code Encoder i, & HU 2 (1 # 2 R LS (#1545 &, 1 .1 T Code Encoder f# H
a3 I BIIEARHS 71, B ik Code Encoder #2 HU I 15 A5 B A% 7 Source Encoder $2HE| 1) A5 &, 7 H %
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A S AR 8 PR W GE K SEUIR 7, T DA E) I Code Encoder 32 BX 3 H93E X5 5145 80 AST Encoder 123X 3 1) 45 ¥4
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24 fREGSE
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Fig.2 Seqg2seq model with Attention is still unable to generate OOV words
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st \PUGR T 8 6 4R B 2% (pointer-generator network). 354t 4 5 45 2 Ptr-Net™ M A14% 4t seq2seq B A KIIR 4,
Ptr-Net H1 Vinyals 25 AU R Attention #1125 2] (K145 — 5 06 T4 N 910 70 2 (073 8 0 0 e, A i — M98
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TR o SRS S I BREOIR S s FIMAD 38 4N v JE R TF 5000 H, Rk A = dn R
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Fig.3 The model in Fig.2 is able to generate OOV words after introduced pointer-generator network
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Bl 3 R THARE A S A A B I N B ] 2 T RSB S 78 A7 R I 20 T 2R A7 AR ARG ) 7 = 18, A B mT DA
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31 HiE&K

ASCRAT Hu 2 A0 2 504 4 (https://github.com/xing-hu/EMSE-DeepCom), i% 545 4 th Hu %5 A M
GitHub Y& I f¥ 01 T 2015 4E~2016 411 Java T H 41,4 7 R UF B 4 10 5 &, ok 8 4 T 10 & LA R 190
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4% f¥] CodePtr(CodePtr-PGN) A1 CodePtr 4T 1 246, 3 ML ) 7 [FIFE 55 2 T T4 BE C AT 1 i B,

2% [ F] OOV [n] 517 J22 K /N3 V) AH 5, FATT 20 K: 3 MR R AE 1] )2 K /N4 5 000, 10 000, 30 000. 50 000
THET T SEE S50 R BRI 2556 #(epoch) g 30 #&, ALK FE R 5 000 A batch AR FE 45 AT HEAT 46 UF, [R] B
H 7 R {5k (early stop), 55 (K56 E 35 2% W FRL 5% 82 20 URBEAE BT, W 28 1 Y125 B0 AIE 42 1 (958 2% F SR R 5L AL (1)
TZAGEE T, IR 65 AR T, 360 I 45 2R J (IR R0 28y i (R A 28, g A A8 R0 A R 1 47 900 38, Mk {3 A corpus-
level BLEU. sentence-level BLEU Fl METEOR iX 3 /M F T HLas Bl . SCACHE B85 A0k 1 17 43 b vHE 34T PEAl,
VA 7 o AE S 3.3 Tk T 4.

R F FFYR ¥ Python H1L%8 2% >J HEZE PyTorch SEFL, 5256 7E NVIDIA GeForce RTX 2080 Ti 47 A7 4
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KIS 00 BR.

o Gt A8 4k 256 1R XA GRU, fifffh 2 £ FHAH [7) 248 B2 14 B2 7). GRU, i HR N (14 4 P [RI Ay 256;

o HLALFE K /N (batch size) Ny 32,4 55 R 6 HUHE 4L 34T T 4T LA FE;

o fRAb#E A Adaml*d 2 5] %y 0.001, B 48 Adam TV 28 S 31 85 5] 3% (H /% Loshchilov 48 A M3 sz
gL R R AE Adam A 2% =1 5208 (learning rate decay) T LAt 3% Adam KRB, BRI AE ] 7 2% ST R 0

o 97 17 1EBE G IR 7 (exposure bias), I Z: i 1 T teacher forcing, t 24 0.5;

o fYTFH TR Y B R KA R R 5;

o T # 5 2 (beam search), 7 & (beam width) Ay 5.
3.3 iFERAE

PAVME T LA B AT R R UR AN 48 A A D A R S B R P D7 vk X R e R AR ARG VR 1 Bl A AU
25 )2 A8 i, 2 514 corpus-level BLEU. sentence-level BLEU 1 METEOR.
3.3.1 BLEU

BLEU(bilingual evaluation understudy, 3 P it £ #h), iX 45 b4 & Papineni 25 AF4 5y 1 & 9 10,12
HOHR ) TS SR NLP AT 4545 BRI SCAR.BLEU  Af DAY Al A 78 AR % (1) ) -7, B A% 3% (candidate) fll &%
(reference) ) 2 I8) fAHACLEE BBV L 2E O A1 1 22 18,1 FRORPE & 58 & ULIE,0 R n 52 & AN ILEE.BLEU /£~ NLP
SR FE AR, A T EE TN 5E T IR s, R g R AL

#]-F“sets the gravity for the drawer” I {5 % A] F“sets the gravity for the pixels”.ffi fij 1-gram i, & % % % &) 7+
A L] A2 S HELTE B AR A) T, /T DB B 5 3% ) 7 H 11 “sets”“the“gravity”“for” fil“the”iX 5 MMA HHILTE T
H b5 f) 7 o i s 1) K B R 6,181tk 1-gram [ 2 4> #0h 5/6.75 UL 4-gram 2841, 11 4 TR,

candidate sets | the | gravity for |lhc pixels ‘

- ~~
4-gram in _— [ - ] —h ;

. sets the gravity for | the gravity for the gravity for the pixels
candidate : L = B U E
y-x"'

y —t

reference lsels the | gravity for | the |drawer

Fig.4 Example for 4-gram precision score for BLEU
B 4 BLEU K 4-gram ¥5 5 2» B ) 1

ME R ET LG %k A F 3R AT 4 3 4 4-gram /4, A 2 ANFE H AR T B R L, 47 19 4-gram
K50 BN 203 8R1T 3% P B 7 IR AZAE — Bl b, 1 0, 25 6 138 491 -1 Hp () 48k 3k ) T8 24 “the the the the the”, I
MR _ERH 5751, 1T LA 2 1-gram BRS )2 1,1 B AR A A B F I, BLEU 7E X n-gram VT e (X H0r£iT #%
BT ERE

Count;,, = min(Count, Max _Ref _ Count) (14)
Horr,Count & n-gram 7E 5%k &) 7 b B30 A9 Yk #, Max_Ref_Count #21% n-gram 7£ H A5 ) T o e A B S IR B %
HilF rh“the”fE HbrA) T HBL T 2 3R, itk “the” s R THE0A 2,77 DAAS H 4] 7 1) 1-gram A5 B 50 80h 2/5.0%
AL, 5 n-gram BIRSEEB P, AN
N ZnigramecandidateCountdip(n — gram)
. Znigram,ecandidateCount(n — gram’)
HAr P, #11 n IR n-gram T FIAEE, T candidate 3R 5k A) 7 K LT LLE H %00 43 814 candidate & n-
gram ({48, 4> T v candidate 1B n-gram HILLE reference H 1%L

(15)
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BLEU A7 AE /Nl &, i 2 n-gram [ UG IG5 AT g 2 Bl 0 1P A A2 Je i A2 4F, TR e BLEU £ 8 Ji5 VT
ARG TR 1 (brevity penalty, i fx BP), X T B0 ¢ AIMRLL &) 7 M RO E Dy r (9 H AR A 1,
AR T BP TR0 F.

1 ifc>r
BP = () (16)
et Y ifc<r
IR, e 6 ) BLEU 23 30N
N
BLEU = BP-exp[Zwn log pn] (17)
n=1

o exp e B H,p, v A R (15)43 B 45 8 % T n-gram, W,=1/n, 5%} T BLEU-4,N=4.

AR SZHAE ] T corpus-level BLEU F sentence-level BLEU, R W & 78 B ANE B EE b 31T B9 BLEU $R4),
590 AR AR 58 WG 0 B A A R R EAT VT 45 J5 3 2 X 4 — X ik ik 7] 7 FIS 2% ) T 34T BLEU 745, 55
5 P A P 2 8 H A H R A n-gram 4573, RUR 21945 23 B0 & n-gram AT 3445 31, 48 7R S5 R H 1) BLEU-4
J9 1-gram. 2-gram. 3-gram. 4-gram RI1550 24T IR 35,80 S BLEU-4 Fir i e T ER A E, 3 R 0.25.
3.3.2 METEOR

METEOR tH Denkowski 25 A\ M1 3 5ORS 3 (10 DB AT 259 $ORT B 4 [l 3¢, L AR R Ml vk — 2
BLEU A o [ A7 1) i B, JHC 0 KX R Ot o2 51 N T JR) S DL 2, A% Si2 56 16 [R] S 4] DL C 45 T~ wordnet(https://
wordnet.princeton.edu/).

METEOR 15 554k B ik £ 71 2 2% ) 7 Z [ 1) — DB AR DL IS, 2R 5 v 550 #E 1 2 (precision)P A1 7 [m] 2
(recall)R.AS K S5 v, 4 fiff 2 Dy 10k 126 5] -~ A7 7 TG T 1) B2 3 80 B DA ade ) 7 110 s B2 9] 0 i, 73 [ 46 08 ik ik
AT R UGS ) A B BR LA S 2 4] T I B A 8RB 3 PR JG B 1HE W E S B R AT P ME Frean,
ALK

Fo-— PR (18)
a-P+(1-a)R
Hh oy B8 N S8R 2 A O T 25 R8RS I UL AL AR B2 METEOR 51\ T chunks, /R 1ES 7% &) T HAHAR
B T A B3] LA A% 3 ) m DG 170 3 B AR AR I 468, 6 ¢ 3R7R chunks (%, m SRR ILHELD /) B 30 &,
M1 51 X Pen 24
eV
Pen = y[—j (19)
m
b, By vl B8 ST BLE ), 250 6] T M 2 2% 4] 7% A RE TTAS, 39 09 BN R TL T IR c=m, 46§ A 7
R, chunk 42K, ¢ A8/ 78 51 5742 /) 5 it METEOR 13434
Score = (1-Pen)-F,., (20)

SLIG AT A — AR BB RE AT METEOR P4l S 4 HCF By METEOR 45373 2 %075 I, A 45 °C
TR [45] 4 T HdfE Se 5045 3 S 40k e, AT e=0.9, 8=3,7=0.5.

34 LWERKTH

AFATE AL 3.4.1 T EHMD AR 7 S A 4 10 S0 25 IR, I 1] A AR RN U7l T Q199 A A B i 44 1) 4 2R
BEATXTLE, IF BT LG T A F 5 RIS EORE RN ZRIT 8,28 3.4.2 5~26 3.4.4 IR T 1 5250 45 JIF 73 ) Rl
T 3ANHE AL L
341 IGLER

T FE A [ ) FE K/ T B AT I AR 2020 20~25 /N IR B 34 0 i R ik 5 i e 248 7 LR 1.3k
#1,C-BLEU # 7= corpus-level BLEU,S-BLEU %75 sentence-level BLEU, 573 % H & 23 1.
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Table 1 Scores of each model under different vocabulary size
F 1 AFEHA RN T SRS 5
GG R EPRES Hybrid-DeepCom CodePtr-PGN CodePtr

C-BLEU 37.14 36.68 40.11
5000 S-BLEU 35.47 35.18 39.24
METEOR 48.06 48.01 50.86
C-BLEU 40.27 40.93 43.14
10 000 S-BLEU 38.98 39.49 42.41
METEOR 50.85 51.51 53.33
C-BLEU 41.73 44.30 47.94
30000 S-BLEU 40.92 43.72 47.76
METEOR 52.21 54.30 57.00
C-BLEU 40.45 42.74 42.02
50 000 S-BLEU 39.49 42.27 41.50
METEOR 51.42 53.37 52.84

A LA 3,75 18] I K/ A 5 000~30 000 Fif,CodePtr f45 73 B S i 1 i 5 AN 8L 284, 76 1] 22 2K /)9 50 000 B 5
CodePtr-PGN %3, Fi# & T Hybrid-DeepCom.CodePtr-PGN 5 Hybrid-DeepCom 4 kb, 9 2 15 7] [ K/ Ky
5 000 i 73 43 AH3, 7E 10 000~50 000 Fi i & 11 T ) 4.

Hybrid-DeepCom. JEHE%FAE B 4% 1) CodePtr A1 CodePtr {12 $u 5 7> I~ 25.64M. 34.24M Fi1 39.37M.
TERLRL A2 47 1454 J7 T, 7E 1] E K /N9 30 000 )1 45t Hybrid-DeepCom 7E 25 18 %& Hi ik 3| 7 FL4% Z& {1 ¢
1R, RIS 4TI K 418 23.5 /NS ;CodePtr-PGN 7E 58 17 #8281k T Il 45, BB AT I K £ 8 27.5 /NE); CodePtr N 7E
AT ROl TSR, SIS T A0 26.5 NI FRATPAE T /N R RIS B 3 AN S ) AL
3.4.2 RQL:MA Source Encoder J& 75 A DL$g FH A5 1y 2k i 2

Z WA H T Hybrid-DeepCom H &k £, 5 /& Code Encoder % A\ A1 AST Encoder % N\ 2 [A1 47 7EAS—
B IATIN NI & Code Encoder 7 Hybrid-DeepCom HHHAT B AN M1 (it Al 1. L B AN M e R 58 1 /N 2 3R HURES
JBIVREAE 1Y) €, 75 20580 RNIN R B AUAS 17 41 135 M5 B 58 2 AN 4R 4 5 0 19 A £, Atttention AL 1) 75 2258
it 45 Code Encoder % A FIAS [FIA L K v s 24 8 B4 % .3 ATTA 8, Hybrid-DeepCom 38 i 43 il b iR A7 3G 5 1
TEREE 1AM RAER L (HEER T ARED L0, B35 T HAE 9EE 2 AN E R, X B AME 751X B2 J6 vk R i
PRFH 1. R R ATLE BB F B 30— AN N B 2 AR AR A 2 BT IS 5 51, 4348 Code Encoder 158 2 AN A 64,
2 T CodePtr-PGN, ¥ Hybrid-DeepCom ' Code Encoder H %5 2 MT-4% t i 57 I 4 i 28 Source Encoder 37K
L IRATN XA T DS AT ) A D 28 R — MA@ I T —MES N E — R Bt m TR
2RI

AT Code-PGN 5 Hybrid-DeepCom £ A [A] 18] FE K /N T IR BLEAT X bl 4341 AS [5) 48] 2 /N T I
Source Encoder J& 15 242 FHAE AL R B, W SR ok 1 AR T FRATHK 1 — 28 23 i SR T B SR DAL,

® 1 P sSIe g5 AR W AR BE RN 5 000 B 4540 AR, 7E 10000~50000 Hf CodePtr-PGN i -
Hybrid-DeepCom. X} T P & 7£ iill i K /Iy 5 000 B 73 43 #H I 1) PR 3R ATTIA /2 3R Source Encoder 2y CodePtr-
PGN Hr SR WAL #AE B /N 3] B KN R IR 72 AR AR L RS T 542 OOV 1] 1 43 fi 1 1) U5 AR, 2E /)
I3 B K /N T ,Source Encoder HIHI N B T OKE B “(UNK)” bR 251X £ K L] (1 6 3 S0 B 61§ Source
Encoder TG V5 45 15 R iy >R SE B 1) 52 3% 1 2 2498 2 K/ 2y 30 000 A1 50 000 Fi,CodePtr-PGN 5 Hybrid-
DeepCom [#)43 2 LL7E 10 000 H 2K 5L Al

% 2 oR T A1 FE K/ A 30 000 B CodePtr-PGN 1 Hybrid-DeepCom £E JiT 7 BE A b (1) %y H, e v sk () B
727 Source Encoder 1 Code Encoder i A\ 22 [8] fit] 2 5.

& H] LA H Code Encoder (1% A% 2542 “NinePatchBorder” H 42 B¢ I iy 44 7243 % 4 7 “nine™“patch”
“border”. i X T PN 45 2L G T 4 Y Hybrid-DeepCom A1 CodePtr 43 %)% H T “instantiates the nine setting.”
“instantiates a new nine patch border.” 8 225 vk, AR LUE PR B 28 00 T 1 b ) B ] 77 D ARE 1) = I,
W A 525 4K (“instantiates™) — AN 28T X T 20 4 BR AR TN L B R A TR EE AR B 4% 1 5 T Hybrid-
DeepCom A: il [ iF B H X AT “nine”, I CodePtr-PGN W ZE /& 1 %384 43 fift J5 04 Bl A7 5. [ 5 o 7 AR Y

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



FR2 R T4 A R M A RAD IR B 2 A AR

AR B Ak — NI 200 7 A S 4N P SR Attention A

Table 2 A sample from test dataset and predictions of two models
2 WAREE R — AR A LUK AN A5 2 ) 00 A L

IR

public NinePatchBorder(Insets insets, NinePatch np){
this.insets=insets;
this.np=np;

Source Encoder #fii A\
Code Encoder #ij A

ZHE

Hybrid-DeepCom %

ped instantiates a new nine patch border.

instantiates the nine setting.

public ninepatchborder (insets insets, ninepatch np) {this. insets=insets; this. np=np;}
public nine patch border (insets insets, nine patch np) {this. insets=insets; this. np=np;}

CodePtr-PGN % i instantiates a new nine patch border.
3 4 ]
= = =
= .5 = -5 K=
S 2952 5 3 g8 4 § oFf 4
EL2E88 .V E<2EEE .V 8283 ¥
public - public 07 public
ninepatchborder - Tlglg; nine
L mm A peseh 07
insets i 0.8 burd;:_‘ 1 - burdc: 4
msets - insets ' insets 4
_ » 4 nsets o insets 0.6
ninepatch - - 4 A
np 1 ning - 05 nine -
) 0.6 patch 4 patch A 05
4 np 4 np +
this - '] ] 0.4 i) |
bl A \
Ll e 04
insets - lh"f ) this
< = -4 insets L3 insets
nsets - = 03
- 4 insets 4 insets -
this 1 e il
- this 4 F0.2 this - 02
np - 7 J e
2 I L0.2 p 1 ap |
np 1 np 4 F0.1 ap L 0.1
3 j 3
{ES} 1 | B B B N B B R p— (}-0 n:,f’s::- 1 TTrTrrrrrrT —. UU ﬁs} 1 —

(a) Attention weights of source input

in CodePtr (without PGN)

(b) Attention weights of code input

in CodePtr (without PGN)

in Hybrid-DeepCom

(c) Attention weights of code input

2157

Fig.5 Each step’s Attention weights of input sequence in CodePtr-PGN and Hybrid-DeepCom when decoding

5 CodePtr-PGN I Hybrid-DeepCom 7£ fifthth i 4 — If 20 5% 6 A\ 5 1 (¥ Attention A 2 23 A

K 5(a)f1E 5(b)4r %Iy CodePtr-PGN H Source Encoder F1 Code Encoder X )% A 7 51l 76 it i Hsf ()
Attention A # 2347, I8 5(c) Ay Hybrid-DeepCom H Code Encoder i A\ J5 51| (R A BB 43 A 1 A4 5 2% 7~ e i i) A2 7 1
A — A B3] BRI 21, 0 AL R R R B N T B AR B AL B(c) BT LA HE Hybrid-DeepCom 7 2B i “nine” i, IE 7
G B T T A A “nine” T TE R — B %1 B B AT AR 2 22 DG T “nine”, T A R RN T A I N — AN
1A “patch™, I 1T 2B BR T & T 5K A A8 o8 P 1 “setting”. 1 X T B 5(b),CodePtr-PGN 7% £E A% “nine”“patch” il
“border” i #B 1A H 2T 2 T H N JF B X B LA

FATINNIX & CodePtr-PGN [ Source Encoder 4348 7 Hybrid-DeepCom ' Code Encoder [fJULEC AST 15 &
557 R B R BB 9 0 AR IR 77 “NinePatchBorder” @47 73 R AR 1 VR ARAD B TE 15 25 44, 49 23 8 )5 1 “nine” A0 &
TESRME AL BT RS RS E AR DT AR Y AST $REUEIM(E 2, 28 1) & R AR Fi 7 “NinePatchBorder” Hi JL 1)
fi7 B, 53 R J5 %A B A T “nine”, T H. Hybrid-DeepCom #1¥) Code Encoder 7 B {EHEEIE SUAF B 1 [A B [T AT
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AST 15 B AE L AE AL BRI A SGTE R 7 AST {5 2 b4 7 (128 44 “nine”. 1M CodePtr-PGN JILKF VLT AST 15 2 1)
{£44r45 T Source Encoder, i Code Encoder 7] LA &y F 32 EUE UG B A T EE —ERE FHFHIHAMES
2Z E)Hn AR AT B 5(0) AT A X — et Code Encoder 5N vH: A #vE 75 3 1 26“NinePatchBorder” ] 5t ¥
R AN BT 5 ] 5(a) F1 ] 5(c)H Attention A EE 11 JR) 3 43 AT REAE, FT LUK I 5 E SR R K A A — 8
AR ABA I, I HLIX SRR 2 B 5(b)Hh B i A 1 Al an b 77 A R 77, IR B AT 14 2 e #H 45, CodePtr-PGN ) Source
Encoder f#fi 4345 T Hybrid-DeepCom ' Code Encoder f]— #8450 4T 45.

AN 245 4347 T CodePtr-PGN %% T Hybrid-DeepCom FJt 34 i B 17 51 X ¥ Source Encoder 7£ K343
T 0L X R R AT R T ST I Bk o A 1 SR BRI i A
3.4.3 RQ2:IBEN A M 45 fe 75 f# e di Hi I (1) OOV ) il ?

Tedt A M 45 a7 LAFE B CodePtr 7EVERE A OOV i, BATIXF L4347 T CodePtr 5 CodePtr-PGN Al
Hybrid-DeepCom 7E MR FAE iR, S it T 5 OOV MHICIN{E B, Bk 45 IR L3k 3.% + OOV Ll &8 TE
VI ZRB B, 18] 22 H b 8 BT 41 1Y) OOV ] i 48k BY i 1A 4 K /IS 1) LL 451, Source 2 48 AR 42 564 43 i 1) 171 22, Code 2R 2
U e 43 AR (1409 5 ,Comment 2 35 FR 4B I B A B2 117 )22, SBT 4 B T RAR R 7 288 in B 38 5 0 — SR IR 15 5
o o7 H 1] JE R /MYCA) 58,8 75 BEAR BY AR i VR R R (UNK)Y " B0 2 48 T MR AT S 19 431 MNEEA R4 I
A TR R P (UNK) AR 25 1 5. 55, CodePtr 4 /i) OOV 1A% &% T CodePtr 7F RS 72 s i OOV 1Al f1) &
k%, Hybrid-DeepCom FIGHa 41 2E B 4% 1) CodePtr JEvkfEyERE R AERR OOV A, K b AR A1) OOV 1d] £ i
0.

Table 3 OOV related statistics on test dataset of Hybrid-DeepCom and CodePtr
%3 Hybrid-DeepCom 5 CodePtr £ it 4E | f¥] OOV #H %E 4

St 00V L4 (%) A2 B RE P (UNK) ™ ) B it CodePtr 2E i 1)
Source Code Comment Hybrid-DeepCom  CodePtr-PGN  CodePtr 00V A% &
5000 98.95  88.50 90.70 5329 6126 453 1093
10 000 97.90 77.00 81.41 2756 3272 18 17 801
30000 93.70  31.00 44.22 670 896 397 232
50 000 89.51  0.00 7.04 92 107 12 24

M _EF T LLE H A E T Hybrid-DeepCom A CodePtr-PGN,CodePtr A= % 3 B f “CUNK)” i 308 A B 2 11
FA, 3t L8 25 18] R /NI /b, OOV L 41 1 T 787, CodePtr A= A F) OOV Al ik £2 . [R] i 34114 % B, CodePtr-PGN
A B T (UNK)” (1 3= L Hybrid-DeepCom 2 £ 3041143 #7 2 B i ) Source Encoder [R1%i1 A\ 4 43
BT R 7 51, AR “O0V L4 H T “Source”— 1 i] LU H, H 1 & K& I “(UNK) #7345, % CodePtr-
PGN & i 7 40, PR bk o] LA 1), I8 2 ] P R /I B 348 K 1 38 A B QUINIK) " f 0 2 22 B R SR 44 /)

F 4 BATHRIE TR L — B RE A 345 T Hybrid-DeepCom. CodePtr-PGN Al CodePtr 7 M 7Y
TETA FE K/ 30 000 17510 T AE B 1R B, 32 63 i AT PR, AR w19 LAk 5 7 B A R (S TR 85 4K T H IAH 1)
A OOV 1.

Al LUE B8 I 51 N8 BT A LM 4%, CodePtr W] DAYE VE B 2E ik OOV W, 48 K o A B4 ik,
KA SRR, KK & 7R AT 9 1 2 o CodePtr 42 1 Eb & 4] 7 I IEHI VR R, BAR I T &
5 52 AT PE ¥ 5 Hybrid-DeepCom 3L T 7 4b 5 &, AT 32 P4 945 %1, CodePtr without PGN BRI A H I E
B AHEIER T S8 AR AT 2 FRAN “list” e 1A ) T 8 R ML TS E R A R4, CodePtr A T IEH
)35 B 4% Hybrid-DeepCom 4= i, 7 & A AN #H 5% ()73 B¢, CodePtr-PGN B4R IE T #4221 7 2 5 10 i &1 (H A AR
AR T “(UNK)Y"FR 2. BATIEEE 25T 2 1 CodePtr Fl Hybrid-DeepCom,fil-F 5 /) CodePtr
without PGN Rl CodePtr, #{£E B 1 B 51— M ELZ AN H iR X & 7E 5L T Attention ALY seq2seq 45 2 o 5 ik
A7 AE B i ST e fg i A b i T Attention AL, 2E AR D B GR AR KRR BB AR AT N B (AR O 4, O
B N7 50 i B 2 5 ) T A H B 1) AR O FR A BR b 2 0 TS B 3 (over-translation) £ B B A
/2 (under-translation) £ i) 51461 78 iy H 5 S bty B0 EE R A AL R B0 T ek R R 0 1 B X N R A e R S
B B B ey
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Table 4 Examples of generated comment by models
4 BERLAE R T

2159

hide) R
protected void forwardReply(AbstractMRListener client, AbstractMRReply r){
((Dcc4PclListener)client).reply((Dcc4PcReply)r);
}

1 Human-written: forward a dcc pcreply to all registered dcc pcinterface listeners.
Hybrid-DeepCom: forward a (UNK) to all registered easydccinterface listeners.
CodePtr-PGN: forward a (UNK) to all registered ecosinterface listeners.

CodePtr: forward a dccdpcreply to all registered nceinterface listeners.

public void addBloatControl(BloatControlFunction bloat_control){
this.bloatControl.add(bloat_control);

}

2 Human-written: set new bloat control function
Hybrid-DeepCom: add a control control to the list of control control list.
CodePtr-PGN: add a control to this control.

CodePtr: adds a bloatcontrolfunction control control to the control list.
public RootPaneNoFrameState(){
super();

3 Human-written: creates a new rootpanenoframestate object.

Hybrid-DeepCom: creates a new (UNK)
CodePtr-PGN: creates a new (UNK) object.
CodePtr: creates a new rootpanenoframestate object.
public Boolean isWhiteLabelWallet(){

return whiteLabelWallet;
}

4 Human-written: gets the value of the whitelabelwallet property.
Hybrid-DeepCom: gets the value of the (UNK) property.
CodePtr-PGN: gets the value of the (UNK) property.

CodePtr: gets the value of the whitelabelwallet property.

public CombinatorialNameGenerator build(final boolean usesMiddles) throws IllegalStateException{
checkState(usesMiddles);
return new CombinatorialNameGenerator(this, usesMiddles);

s }

Human-written: uses the builder to construct a new combinatorialnamegenerator.
Hybrid-DeepCom: creates a new (UNK) with the specified options for this instance of this builder.
CodePtr-PGN: builds the name using the provided builder using the provided builder.
CodePtr: builds the combinatorialnamegenerator with the specified builder builder.
private static boolean CallNonvirtualBooleanMethodV(JNIEnvironment env,
int objJREF,
int classJREF,
int methodID,
Address argAddress) throws Exception{
if (traceJNI)
VM.sysWrite((STR));
RuntimeEntrypoints.checkJNICountDownToGC();
try{
Object obj=env.getINIRef(0bjIREF);
Object returnObj=JNIHelpers.invokeWithVarArg(obj, methodID, argAddress, TypeReference.Boolean, True);
6 return Reflection.unwrapBoolean(returnObj);

catch (Throwable unexpected){
if (traceJNI)
unexpected.printStack Trace(System.err);
env.recordException(unexpected);
return False;
}
}

Human-written: callnonvirtualbooleanmethodv invoke a virtual method that returns a boolean value
Hybrid-DeepCom: (UNK) invoke a virtual method that returns a boolean value

CodePtr-PGN: (UNK) invoke a virtual method that returns a boolean value

CodePtr: callnonvirtualbooleanmethodv invoke a virtual method that returns a boolean value
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Table 4 Examples of generated comment by models (Continued)
TR 4 BUE RIVE R T ()

pur
Jo

FR

PersistentRegistrarimpl(String[] configArgs, LifeCycle lifeCycle) throws Exception{
super(configArgs, null, True, lifeCycle);

Human-written: constructs a non activatable persistentregistrarimpl based on a configuration obtained using the
provided arguments.
Hybrid-DeepCom: create an instance registrar based based on the configuration.
CodePtr-PGN: creates a new instance based on the given arguments.
CodePtr: constructs an activatable persistentregistrarimpl using the provided obtained from the using the provided
configuration.
public Boolean isVirtualICH7MPresent(){
return virtuallCH7MPresent;
}

Human-written: gets the value of the virtualich mpresent property.
Hybrid-DeepCom: returns indicator image data is enabled.
CodePtr-PGN: gets the value of the (UNK) property.

CodePtr: gets the value of the virtualich7mpresent property.
public boolean isSetBonk(){

return this.bonk !=null;

}

Human-written: returns true if field bonk is set has been assigned a value and false otherwise
Hybrid-DeepCom: returns true if field (UNK) is set has been assigned a value and false otherwise
CodePtr-PGN: returns true if field (UNK) is set has been assigned a value and false otherwise
CodePtr: returns true if field bonk is set has been assigned a value and false otherwise
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Table 5 Statistics of occurrences of words in source vocabulary
=5 AT IEACD 1 v R IR g
i JEE K/ REpRYE iR 5 (%) Fit (%) F&

1 203 581 42.71 42.71 273073
2 98 266 20.62 63.33 174 807
3 45974 9.65 72.97 128 833
476 654 4 31737 6.66 79.63 97 096
5~10 56 526 11.86 91.49 40 570
11~100 35975 7.55 99.04 4 595
101~ 4 595 42.27 100 0
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