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Abstract: The study of code naturalness is one of the common research hotspots in the field of natural language processing and software
engineering, aiming to solve various software engineering tasks by building a code naturalness model based on natural language
processing techniques. In recent years, as the size of source code and data in the open source software community continues to grow, more
and more researchers are focusing on the information contained in the source code, and a series of research results have been achieved.
While at the same time, code naturalness research faces many challenges in code corpus construction, model building, and task application.

In view of this, this paper reviews and summarizes the progress of code naturalness research and application in recent years in terms of
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code corpus construction, model construction, and task application. The main contents include: (1) Introducing the basic concept of code
naturalness and its research overview; (2) The current corpus of code naturalness research is summarized, and the modeling methods for
code naturalness are classified and summarized; (3) Summarizing the experimental validation methods and model evaluation metrics of
code naturalness models; (4) Summarizing and categorizing the current application status of code naturalness; (5) Summarizing the key
issues of code naturalness techniques; (6) Prospecting the future development of code naturalness techniques.

Key words: code naturalness; mining software repositories; code language model

AR B AR R R A LIES (W C8lJava)di 51, (HEE T AR, 5BRIES —FAEA TR
M GE TP, K SR T LR BT 5 R TR il 3R O A e s (e AR AT 45 1 AR AR R e
R T [ AR5 5 Ab P (natural language processing, NLP)AHHP™), 40 2 v LR 2 4088 5 A T4 g
U — AN EZ ), L HAR R B ARET TSR, BT R B PR U AT
4. Hindle 25 ANk, NLP & B 5 M — M EAR G ARE S e 220, FHA KEEFEHRE, H
KIBAY REAF A — IR T ), R AARS B A RIRE e k. R HR B R IE TR E AR G R R
K, HFs2 b, PR A RGSE R K2 S o i Mm B — e mAR M7, mroTaR w108 i &2 M,
EASE ST IR A

AR [ AR P BRI B2, A A TR AT 45 T DUNAS [R] 10 3 JE AT et WF g 4R 7 — R AT
AR [ AR (1 7 P A A AR R AN ) (R A TR 1) 29, ) AR [ 4R P RN R 6 3 A 4 5 vk i 1 i B0
i 4 TR e PR AT 2510 Gl AR TH A5 BB, SRR Bt TR T . X AR 4 4o it i 5 i,
Hindle 2 A7 ICSE HAf 1] n-gram & S84, K KIRTE T Eclipse [ 41 (AL #h 4 £F (K1 P €. Hellendoorn
& NBUYE FSE HigIE R BL: 5 HIEACHE AL J5 1) n-gram AR RS, FEACRE A0 4s . B BE FO0I ) B _E T DA77 AR AR 2 L
28 Tk 3 1 BA i 25 I 45 (RNIN) R J B30 1200 28 P 45 (LS TM) AR 818 SRR I RUR. 2 )R, RS 14
T — ROVFE TG 5T B AR R 575, B ACHD A R B T AR b AUV 0 e oo 1619321 3 s
RO AP AR, AR EECNSE ik TRRAT 45

BT AL G G0 v 8 5 AL P ARDE B AR 1 B 7 VIR N N T () TR B, R SR B 22 [ 2% 38 4 B S B N T T
AT, LA b 20 1 AR AR D00 ol v MR o R B AT A, W B 4 (CNN), T LA
R PAID G AL (0 32 5 SRR, MR S5 R, 40 RNN, W EEH 3K L &8 o1 5 R B K RS =~ 3. H
2R P2 Y 25 B L 1 Bengiol®RSEHE 1. EARTD A ARTEATUSR, Corley %5 NS 20 ] —FfoR ok 1)
J 2 3] B ——document vectors (DVs)FBEATHFAE 72 7. Dam 2 NPT —FioF) K AT 012 & R 25 (—
FREETR I RNN) GRS S 5 BB RH ik, F Tl Yok AR AR AU AR RS b 4 ) .

AR, B A AR KL N RS T — e R, EARAEEAS D 1) 8. Rahman %5 A5 FRH5 A
SRYER ST 9T WH A0 B4 L 2 AR KB V0 h T (syntax  tokens) B35 4 BRI AT . gFEiE & . BHAE, 1€
1 1) o 42 J3 0 B0 AT Hindle 28 NPT IR (K A0 FE . B4k, Rahman 45 A (1) 5286 45 B4 R W : Java APT (K48 ] 45
PEAEF L, A LS TEVEFRIT 0 Java AUHY BE B A3 1 A0 AT H . Karampatsis 25 A PSS F AR AL 1 IC & T 5T
R, I KRR B N L ) R 7 S M JRAR T A s SRR M R, T O0, AREE B AR MR SUAT) T
—HRR.

SR, H TR B AR R LN Tk SR s 2 R gt MR EE . R AR B AR AN TR 2 (AT
AR, AR B AT T A — AN B ST Rl R ) e ARE ) B AR PR, TR L T R D RR A IR AT
. BT b, ASCHUVE G i ARS B AR I N STt e, A SRl . BRI R . B E Tk PR AR AR
R BCAR S J7 THEAT R ER ANV AN, 1T R 25 DA 1) 5 ACRS B SR PEAH DG IR B AR RN, R 2 T 1 A A 7
MR OB ], BE A IR SR I U R S 3.

AR LT R S8 o SCBR IR R 51 S . SCHRGE HUOPR AR 1 R s 2 SCBRET GRS AR PR3 H B BEL
WHAR, BSOS B AR AR DG ER I B R B H 3R A TR AT 45 . BbAb, 2 SCHR IR 2 T K R AE T
S BRI BB FE . Ml BL EARvEE, ARSI BUT 3 AN BROG SCERHEAT R RN I 0%
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(1) ARICEH ACM T SCHREHE %2 . TEEE Xplore HL 7 SCHRELHE 2. Springer Link HL-F 30k Es 2.
[ 50 48 2R 51 % . Google 2RI R 51 E AT AR, BRI CH Y B code naturalness, software
naturalness, code language model, naturalness 5. [FII, ZEAR@L. 2. REE MRS P RITRR;

(2) A SRR A TR F 2 T S e AT AE 2k R, H A4 TSE, ICSE, FSE/ESEC, ASE,
ICSME, MSR, SANER 4§, &I [a] )\ 2012 4 (RIEF <A 0RG [ 4R 4> 1 2 Y32 I TRD) FF 4R 22 2020 4F 9 H;

(3) 8 G R AT G 9, A SCAE IR AD B Rs b, X SRICCERGE A R I ki — B E, Pk
5 AR AR R AR DG I SR, BT 77 3O A R SCHR MR, AN RE 0, WS — 2D Y R 1% SR AL
PSR FHE S B A LR AN Bk —: 1. H ARTE 5 B ARSI HEAT /L, 2. KA1 B AR P40
TR TRAT S, AR TT B4 b ik B A0 B AR PR AT DG I SOk, a1 iZ00 3R, A SOR IR 73 A0S 11 4R 7 %
FEN A OG SCHR R KT N LA BE AT AR VE 5 Ab B AR A 3 FILRT 25 B |, f4% TICATL ACL %%,

B P Rk EUR URRE 20 98, JLit 44 55 SCHRN AN AR SCJE S5k 25 b, S0 22 BSOS ARAD B AR
LG, IX SRR T 5 ARRD [ AR A S (B B SO AL 5 A 22 B SCHRKE AR [ AR P A SRR 8 kb
RN T brw ot RIR SR A e B 1 R, KRR AR 2 T 5 2530 ICSE 3 11
W, FSE 3 9 %, ACL 3 3 &%, DCAL 3 3 &%, MSR 3L 3 %%, SANER 3 3 £, ICML 3L 2 45, TSE &
2 5, ASE 1IR3 2 Fe, AAAL 18 3C 2 F, HABHITIFI e 30k 4 5

Bl ScEko A

ASCH 1 A A QR RS B L REAE DL, 5 2 T AR B AR R T 1, AR SRR
BRI . AR IR PE O FEARIX 4 U7 IIREAT NG EE. 58 3 1A AR B AR A N T EJE, ARG b
ey WSO, IR R APL EUBCRIRE 8 RS ARV SCRRIEAT TR 5. 58 4 45 & AR B AR 1k sl i
(K)SCHE R, I 7 W i USSR IR 3. 5 5 T RAT AL R 45

1 REBE RS RERR

11 KB A MEERGS

HTETRR, ASCKGE— T BUR 5 RS B SR AH OG0 S A & e X

(1)  FriFF(token): M gm0 427, M TanAeh . W, W kS a s, DAY
A3 F ) (R 9K 3R

(2) B4R (naturalness): Zw L5 5 AT A B RE S AHLRER M, GRS EAT G vt R FIGI;

(3)  ESRTEN M (natural application): i JE F- AR 65 F AR PE IR AH OC BE FIEAR N T JR AT TRHAT 551

(4)  SIHE T BE B (statistical language model): MARZEGETH M B H R, AR HARTE T LR SCAHOCRF PR 2
AR, AL O FIWT— AN ) AR SO P B

(5) MHEIET B (neural language model, NLM): — 2 I3 o0 IR 4 450 9 A (V038 5 BEAY, e ff 4] 19 20 A
AR BERE T pF @, I B VR 4 28 B A AR (R A ) A,
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1.2 KB R RBR

AR AR PRI 5 AT AT B U 45 24 LA P A i s — 2 B e el 7 i 2R A BRI P . — A5 3
RS AT BEAT 2 HT AN . B 1 AN BRI T ARS A AR YR, 3 2 A1) B AR AR B AR SRt AT
SRS, AR B AR T S AN T AR B AR MR AR D¢ R A S 4% XA B AR PEAR OC BHAE A AR B AR T IR 55
Bb, AU AR T AU B ARV AT TT, A VA SRACRS B AR K 2 LR

FECH L. 2010 4E, Gabel 2 A E — D5 AR (ARSI 5T rh 1 OR BOEIR S 7 31X —Fi5z. IR WA nl LAA 3]
1), H%I8—NERIT RIFEADE), #7 AE A A T 5 518 f):“for (i=0; i<10”. fEXFEHL T, IDE mFEF
TETE ) AR AR G EL. A for FEFAE AW R A OK IR P AR

2012 4, Hindle % NP3 g FEil o5 the (AARTE S 10— Fl, & AT ] A2 3R 40 ml W0 ) 4 v 2 0
H, FFAE ICSE H H T AR [ AR ME X — M8 . Hindle 25 AT F AR E 5 0 8 1 10 G H 5 55 B n-gram 1iE
SET ARGt n] DAKGTE S AR SOt AR, 23k T Eclipse FO A B AU AN T AE, T java & H T A T — MR
ARG KN4 T4, TT 8 T 2 TAURS AR PE 1 S 563, 2014 4F, Tu 258 APy 3R AR 2 R B 42 10, B3t
A R, T AR R AR B 3R, IF TR TRET S5, Ray S NUOMERFT A R BL: W5 4S5
AR AR, MARMEEENMRIB SRS AR, Kk, &5 B8AT LS BB Ue v e b ns, £5
AU B AR IR AR B e BB AR A . 2018 4F, Allamanis 25 A2V 3 AR [ SR 1 A (WL 8% 2% =] 5 vE AT T
LRI, RAEVEHA T IR AR B @A T V. AR SO IR N TE T AR SCER AR B AR 2 L N A
J&; Allamanis %5 A\ JE AR JRACADME AR B, I SCRRIE EL . SCHR A2 5 20 BT A SR e S 45 5 pi 3 BT A TR 4ol -
A B SR B S AT B AR K HL S TPk E, T Allamanis &5 Al 98 @R R Bk A SO T ACHE B AR
WEFCHITE R A . SRS IR 7V WA FEARSE, FEXTCRS B AR 1 B L 8 FH AT 0 o A7 76 1) DX gk i 350N R ok &
JEJT AT TAREL, 1 Allamanis 25 A\ B AT #2 K.
2 REBARAMEERE
2.1 HiE&EHWE

AR [ 8R PE AT 5 O B3 $ — RS (1 40 P 32 O sl o BEIE 5 0 T T 2 ) R PE . Hiindle 25 A1
T AR R — AN Java T H 44, — N2 Ubuntu (F8 HREF 44, Ray & N850k B R [F) 400
305 H . Nguyen 25 ANCOGE$& 08 D7 S0 A& A I HLl 32 48 FH 0 JFU5 Java SH . AT 11388 T WkLLri H
A Sy S50 (5 R, AR FH AR 45 JE it 2 O S 30 B (16 A v 5 B ) i (LR 1).

R JTEE R B 4

WREAR | SfEE | BIHEGE | AT B AP SRR R O SCHR | R R A )
GitHub Java http://groups.inf.ed.ac. B, iz
Corpus Java 14785 | 2017.110 | " k/cup/javaGithub/ [15,31,38] A 4
Python Pyth 949 | 2017.1.18 litt?s/://gm;ub'com/ / 63 11 Github 1
Dataset ython "N ucinip/pycodesuggest [63] 73 2 (fork) M IE
tree/master/data 2
Raw C Cod https:/zenodo.org/record/ (sta)B S K H,
o | e | eon [ | Mmodemsrend |y | ik Eaat
- JRIRIE I H
Raw Python https://zenodo.org/record/ DU AIE BT e 15 H (1)
Code Corpus | DYthom | 27535 1 2020.1.27 | 30 07841 X883t0g7a00 [38] e PRI
Python https://www.sri.inf. ZACHS 5 R ZE 1Y
Datasct Python 15 000 2016 cthz.ch/py150 [39,64-66] S
ORI H 53 3,
Javascript https://www.sri.inf. DLt Bt LAY i B
Dot Javaseript | 15000 2016 thz.ch/js1 50 [39,64-66] FURALR, HeHy
JEL V) A 4 T

EZiNE ST PN
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2.2 EEIME
AT AR AR AR A 5y v = B RS P R AL ot T8 S R R b 223 S R AR AR A
SRS AL 1) — M AR A DA b P e A VAT A 2
221 AREE AR PR AR Ay s 1 — M R
VB T AR RN T A A% A (R VB R R A ), LR A T L v S R A (B B AL )
ATV AR (DRSS 2R g ) L 2% ) oy 459 38 S A 6 100 MR 2% (BT 0 b L), A 280 1 PR TR 2 0 2 R 55 (R ABE
BN A, )R A NAT % 1 25 FL (R g SR 2 3. H— B B ARG (W 2 froR):
(1) ACRDIE R} EE R 3k B A ) 2 R T B T 0 T 55 i At PRl 0 T e 122,y ot D ) 5 A T A7
AT 2R Bl
(2)  BHETALEE: X JRUAATE R PE AT ACHD R AE AR AE BB, X T G S A, A Be A YR AR T 4l
SCAR R R HE MEAT SR ORIV R AE, SHRI AT (5 BRI g5 M b KR, S0 B 0 AE T 5 (8 3047 1 A5 42
T, AR FAS TS E SR ARIC)F A, X FMEE S AT S, S RGIEREAT g, o
V&g 43 am L 22458 3R] (i) 4 BO &5 0 RS BEAT 1 TR A5 B4R ) B, FEORE IR 1) L BE S A AN,
R A28 R 00 Hh A s ) L
(3) AXAE I ARMERL R R Ak BRI TR R N T AREE B AR AR Y. X T G E S RO, AR AR
T RE ARG TE MRS 0 A1, B B R ZETT, 13 SIS E A 1 4 PR SR 138 ek 1 Vi B0 T R DR S5
G 1) AL, 75 ) B A AR [ AR MR R TR s o 0 T A R S, K A 8 00 R 1 R N 3 S R A 22 Y
2 (1 CNNI, DNNEY, RNNESYHEAT I 5, 4003 24 10 2 B a] 153 1 45 28 (AR A 1 AR P A 23
(4) AN E VR UG S SRR SRR R DR S AR S S, W AR AT 45 R AEAS R (1) 3%
F ARG AN AT 454 ) PG 5 B R AT A, B TO0INAT 25 JU) A1) ) o 5 A ZR A £ A R gk s
(5) SR EI: W LIRIAL R 1) g5 2 45 DU 1 1 7 2R (B 45 T RN AT IR BT

| |
| = = |
| = |
F—————> _— >
I </> 5 I
| |
: O Mgt R e L :
| /' . ' \- |
SR = I = =2 S
} » — |
| | —t O|C|C —_— |
: \ ARFDLAE FERI 4 :
| Kl BALE A\A 4 | @
I N |
4 =0
—>
| it |
| Gzl Y - |
FEf AT 5 | A BT R | ZERLE

K2 A AR TR — B

222 BT GUHE BRI 8 A B

GEihiE S R A ARTE S AL SRR, ML AR e B R, O E ARG S LR SO SR IR IR
SREAY, AL J T — ) FAE SOA P H B B A R 2 35T H (YRR I 4 22 TF R Gabel %5 NV 31
BAFRAFAE R AVETU AR, BOROBZ (R RIE 7T 0 G0 ok i S BN ] TR iE 5. Geuh i 5 R (0 1 0l Wy 52
FIREBK ) A8 10 75 5 R S MU IS (R A T REAE 55

WA AR, B Pt RO B B g T AL B A B T R W] RO A R S 1
I, CLN T & Al TREAT S5, BRI, fe e M GEvh 16 5 SRR3R T P 41 I B B ——n-gram 75
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A LA B n AN A H IR R S T T n—1 AN AT OC. n-gram A58 R B — g 3 o 454 ] IRE 2 ) ofe
BORAL T Z ) 7 LIRS, BEE 120 PRt 5 e, BRI 22 IR T 50N B3 6T J5UA6 n-gram 1 5 BB R4 T 40k,
TEHEAN n-gram B F 38 ARSI AA AT, LASE iy oV e BOTE G B R PR H T AR AR

Hindle %5 NMP U AT IR (4R35 55—, th 2 A nT Wi, D9 e A A A A0 ml 00 4 - I
XSG g M ] DA G SR il R I A T CREAT 5%, 8 THESE BL B AL, Hindle &5 A A & 4t
B BB n-gram X 90 FEIE F ER A EAT A, SRBA, A AR R L BARE S TE N E S M4 i,

Tu %5 N®I¢E Hindle 25 A BORTE LR B3I T 84730 S0, HorP AR dE Y n-gram i 55 BRI N
CRAEAAE, PIE TR A A, BERER R RN T MR Y n-gram 5 5 B KB BE R EA R . 20
SCARECIRH NS, AT AT BE TG VA IR IE A A, BB R PR R TR S R AR 0
— N RS)E T RS — AN BT (0 R 8 LR SO RGBS G, LA AR T BB 4k
PERE.

Tonella £ N3 H T — M 5 T Interpolated n-gram 5 5 185 54 {58 T 40 4 S 77 . Tonella #5 H: 24 n
Bner, BAR n-gram 5 F AR AT DR A B S, HETRARORRE B BRGSO T AR e IX A )
Tonella 28 N{E n-gram i 5 800 J5f (042 AR AL B 38 0 T FAR 4R, oK B SCACEE LA 31
IR, JFIESE T Interpolated n-gram 5 5 AR A4 AT 47 A 35 K 75 AR T 3538 n-gram 5 5 A8 FE 5t
J5 DU AR A= 5 v

Allamanis 2 N\ 3.5 4247 Java RS I T Giga-token MR IE S BIM J 58 — AN SEF AL 44 £ 1 T
JEFRIRAFRLTY, BT 1) 2 Bk 2 A 7R T, H AR B (1 AR AT 40 2 Hindle 55 AME 1) n-gram 55 5 4%
B TAEGE 100 52 2. Allamanis 5 N KI: 7E45 € L E B 00 R, n-gram i 5 82T LU T RE 2 Hh 2% 5
D IAE VLS R, DR B A (R AR5 4 3R e ) B /N BB AL U 45 22

Hellendoorn % AP H s Tl i — S8R50 ) TR BT, A2 G0 AR ARy 20tk ) DL ISCR B 27 ST, 48
7N b Hh R B, AT DR s N TER I, (HIEA SR Mm@ BT S 1 SEPR R I, % T ik, Hellendoorn 58 A\
PR —FRE ] Jelinek-Mercer “F-3 /7% T A H W BREVE 1. FET I8 RV BUr3E 5 AL, M8k
ZHOE T @RI, MR AT DLSRAG R Rt 1 M e

FET GBS BB R AT B AR A R LR 2.

F£ 2 HTHINEF BRI 8RBT R
I 24 B ek gy % ik ML AR SR
I B AR A 1 R R
N-gram 3 N-gram if & FE Y M GE T = Bk i
AT DA SR ARG 1) A W — R
BAE TR S
N-gram i 5 B8 304 )= KT YR n-gram &5
Cache N-gram 7 Ji n-gram Fql 1 GERNEY U, ZArdt TR LU BRI B4 =) 8]
HIN—ARAE A | SRR IR H )R, FAE T T ¥k B s 3

W 1 B S U B BOCR Jad Bl FAAE ) ) 75

terolated WO TR | S R, 24 n-gram | 9 n-gram i 5 AL )
"Nograms ik, WRUEEET | GOPRULATRRGL SR | n BONE, RTRK [14]
ARSI RE | n BRI KRG n a4l b S ) AL
- A E R} ZE T
ErE sy | B RIERE L
ook e T L R G
b AR R T N {7 NS LIS | e 0OV AL | 18]
Model B, GEGHS A LM T f 2 3]
0 A R (g 2 CEE/R R
T ARACHS i 4 1 SR MR
oo, | POET TOAMRAE | bk, | OREATAEE
or-Ypeaou Y | B, MHIFMGAICE, | MR, SR, WeEET RN | B
Modor BT RUPHUACHS R By R 3 A 1 A LSTM B
T AT AR 2 MR AL eI 5 40 o

S SIBOIN PEfE
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223 BETRRZE TR B ARA [ AR 1 A

PP TR 5 R 0 — 8 R S MR e B0 HME (13 5 BB, e Al F AR 1) 20 A R s 0 B AR/ T 0 5 )7 1 A
AR n-gram W5 RIAY, MNESTE T ALY BE 05 5 G M A B 1A D) AR ALLPE RN 2 e kL A, i S AR AL AT L
AR ERTEAC I 7 sl s, R TR KNI GRAE, MATE S EYLL n-gram 15 5 BB E G T S N TIONRE FE. (H2
X e AR R A R 1 JEUI RIS TR G S R,

H A1 28 W 4545 5 #57Y (neural network language model, NNLM)FIIE H AR g3, Bk % (09T A B2
R, ATCAFH < H AR I 5 58 O TRMT 4. b, MEiE SRR 88— P ERE, HTmi— K250k
F TR )

Nguyen 2 A PO H — B H T 42 OBV AR 1 S 2 J50% DNN i5 5 858 DnndC, %888 3 2 TR
PGSV T AR A BRS R0 N B2 D oG 2R (G T VAR D 2 FRHR (05 1) R DondC Rl BLAE TE VR RIS L 2 16
HAT L, VANARRTCARIS TR, Nguyen S AR T — Mg & b F0irid, FTIRA0E A S B R,
LU DnndC 5280 2% 25 fE R R (K TE VA RN B bR SO IX il vkAr . SEg0 R I, 12450 280 4 b 31 4% Bkl S T B
T 22 s At 5 58 R TR B AR B L () AR

Dam %5 NPSHEH: B KT8 588, 40 n-gram i85 858, BUAR A6 T4l 30 A 42 01 QRS i A ) HL B
[, {H AR A K PR B AR R A T TP R A 22 1B S5 I RNN BUAR BLAT UL n-grams 15 5 AR B3R E K BN
SCIRE D0, HV AR 5y 52 BB ST e s s KE I 2, RIAR XEVIZR K7 4. 6T, Dam & A48 T8 A3 T
KA AT A2 1 4 X 48 VR BE 2 ST R M 2 L LSTM ¥ 5 A 20 LA e S AN ) A, I 48 A B 2% T B AR AR i e
25 I KA OC R,

Karampatsis %5 NP8 4508 5 RERY F 7100 I 10 5™ 082 (¥ 7] B J&. - OOV (out-of-vocabulary) a8, Bfi%
BB RRE 2 B BN, ARSI BRI O e T H ARG . AT, SRR S
R B K IR R B — AN AR EEM H bR, %1k, Karampatsis 25 A3 H @7 80T % NLM DL R#
ik OOV Il AT R 1M, AbAT1E L T 38— TS BPE NLM, 2RI A BPE FRRIAIVE R I/,
IR HL TN OOV ]V

Bhoopchand % APHE e H i (1) IDE AEM 5 T A KT8 5 3406 R AF m i, (8 el T e Tk 2R A R 1
W, AF LR T A BT 5 8 0 B A g R 5 3R S0 RF. % T Ik, Bhoopchand S5 A T — AN 41
{ZATARIS ) Python TERME, $&H— Rl AT Fo g 51 P48 (0 ol 205 S R0R, il 3R 00 T3 AR R, Ash &
YRR S PR AU A DL A, Bhoopehand 55 A MG 1% 0 28 1 S A AL A PE 5 LSTM, N-gram ift 5 BLAYEAT L
B, A8 T S A N AR

Rabinovich 25 NVOE H s 38 SURRAT RICRD A2 i 64T 45 BAT — 2 RO B E, DR A e 1A 45 R A 1 (i S 0200
M R AF ), ERAF 1 G 454 5 5N S5 M AR TR, £ XX — 7] 8, Rabinovich 28 A5\ T %5145 W
25 (ASN), ‘B AR At — PRI 17 S 5 28 - B0 25K R 454, AR N0E H T AR SR A 2 R IR D0, OF BLER Ak 5 %
1) PN 225 A6 R AR AL P 150 R A e P 2 RS AR 3 I T 45 LA 4 ) i 23 8] (R AT 45

Dowdell 25 AUV R LSTM Rl GRU B A A fE 6T~ RNN [FREAY TR0, {3 7 38 8 0 VAR 8 e K 3 44
#iin) ;T Transformer A58 U AT LA SE Ak RNN AR (13X — J& B, 641, Transformer-XL #5528 fo V74 A\ B8 K 5 1)
5 08, ELAT S ORI FRAE 24 >) B8 ) RUERA M, 630 SRARAD AR M D7 T B T LL3E T RNN 1938 35 185780 58 f B 1)
PERE, JF BT E A EAL. B, Dowdell 2 A4, 12887 v B H T 5 JEAR IS A G 1A 78 5 @ BT 45 il
Kim 25 A2 Transformer 5% 5 ] TS 04, Hammad 25 A\ MO0 208 ) T ARG 50 [, Buratti 26 A U206 3
N T4 BB (AST)RFAE SR I

Buratti 25 NU2R I, F AT AACHD S0 AT 7 AR KR B AR T A AST rhiiRZAE R I 1E. MUk, Buratti 4%
NHK5 2T Transformer [ Bert i 5 #55 (C-BERT) W H T JR 4G VEACAD b, ¥ KF9Y T %15 5 FALZE 5 Ae % B 3)
KL AST FFAE. BEAbh, Buratti 55 A4 T 22/ BERT M H T-AIS L5 OOV i, ¥RE T 3 Rkl &%, Jf
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VRS WY SNV ER

Mou % ANMOPg ) JACHE 5 A ARTE SVIMA R 2 b T BPasFE . WA G E. W
M, R CRAMES TS, SRR S M BB AU EE. BRI A O 453 {# H DNN, RNN, CNN %%
P P28 3l SRR P I TR 25 05 5, HEMTRBCR AR ANE. T2, Mou AR —FIE TG Lmm
B e T R A I 45 (TBCNN), &5 & 1% 42 = W I &t AL 7 iR A BEAS R RN RUBIR Y AST, HERr AL
5 Fr BORRR J7 0r AT 45, MR HE i T 0 At o) b A 2.

Zhang % NUH35 L AL G EE T Q38 S B I 7 AR A FR e M0 B ARE S A, AT 2L 5 A 5 1)
WG MG B, BAREET AST (WA Z AR AT DLSE U Hh 2 R JRARTE, (H AST BRIt K XA ) H A 4 3t i
. [RIUE, Zhang 25 A$EH — R I T AST WA TE 5 AR (ASTNN) R /R PR RS, iZB ALK K AST #7473
R—FRFNINERIR, 456X RNN B R AEA) I B AR, A2 AR 7 Bl i 7k . ASTNN A 308l 7
BT TR Ao A TR L B 6 BB O K ) B b 4b, Chakraborty 28 AU7EREAE F T AST-+RNN(LSTM) K20 45 4 7Y
A BEAC A B 4 i)

FE TR AR SRR G ACHS B AR R VE L 3

R3O SRR RO A AR TR I

R A CES SRR OOV | i ik ALk
MY T VR RIS Y
Dnn4C DNN ENLY bR SORAR SRR ARR [30]
JCE RS BT 3C
FET KA AZ P2 19 45 R R
LT Language S Sl EX TR LR H AR TSR] | [35)
Bz 5 1 R R 3
TR | o
Open-vocabulary AT TR BRI, WERT BPE WEAE 122 16
Neural Language RNN X R PEGEAT b oAb 2 2% e /I3 1 Th s T [38]
Model i AN T B ] 00V Fiil" o
AL OOV i) i
AT TR AL i 2 S A
Neural Language NN+ P e A 4l 3 T 1Y TR SO [63]
Model Attention KR, HEhAmEE R
R ARAD R L
) 4 505 v 9 45 L 5
Neural Language NN+ SR it 1R P L S5 A AR L AR AL (70]
Model LSTM AT PP AT A, DB e A e
1 ST AR AD A S AT 55
1% A5 (] self-attention A,
Transformer- Transformer- e HE— 42T T il 3R K A [71]
XLModel XL HE AT 51 ) B e,
VLT A B SRARHS AR
S, SR EACAD 1 18] FET- Transformer [
C-BERT Bert+ BEATOR ], JRERERT 3 A C-BERT #5%  #E YA QR 1) (72]
Transformer Jrilds, AL T OOV RIS RS B, A
i) R A BRI 9 R i S 4T Hb 58 R AST ARy AE 55
CNN+ HET R TR (1 A
TBCNN AST ES 4 TBCNN fi 5 47 1 47l 3 [40,73]
LR ERR R RS
RNN+ %M 4 45 AST Rl RNN, 4 2
ASTNN AST E S DR T AR R A, DA SE 4 [74]
SRELIEARAD 1 254645 &

2.3 KIGIIE5IF MR
S IR T R AR AEBE R VT Al R, s O R R 0 A I R R AT AR 2 A A AR
W5 T PR S5 36 36 A 7 95 A8 SRV,
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o A XKyl (cross validation)!,

A SR UE AL ML s 2 > TR T AR B IG GE T, FLT, KR 50 TARRS A AR PEIFFE I AR R T A8 X
BUE A 75 2R B UEAR S E AR PR R ROR . AR B AR A Y 1 A8 SO0 AIE L i 3 0 [R] 380 H P AR5 5 B I
F 6 UE XS I AR 5 4R (K1) 23 AU O B, [ 250 H 5005 I 2R 55 IR A 1R Kl 23 DATSLH P9 IR AQRS S 44k
LiE0A

PR S b L R B AR F AR I B IR, E S 4 AN [R) A9 b ok B AR TR A4 SR A Y T 4l ) SR A
AN B AR PRI SR R BE SR AR, B2 . N

o A X J(cross entropy).

A SCH L VAL T R N HR bR, T B AR R A 5 R SR S 2 . HAE HARIE S TP IR
SO IR E SCAS YU (R M B, FG 23 20 i ) i 52 o il S (R 5 L U0 R o (5 BB . A2 SO A B /DS, 7
AW AT AT, AR B AR TPERIT T, A8 SO A A8 T 3 187 8 0 AR 3 AT b 26 o i T £ 20 A A5 284 R
P A5 £ . Hindle %5 A\l 1k 28 YORIX — PP A Febrxd Java 18 5 R A SR 15 55 (English)2EAT HLE, 445 A48
Java 5 7E A IR FETE SR ARG 5 — R, R AR A H RAT B K; Ray 25 AR Lanchantin 45
NPV A U AR DA V5 40 1y AR BRI, AATIIA Sy, B 5% 0 BV 58 om0 4% 0 )AL A e B 1 (B OARS
H SRR ARS8 ) 1) A SEAIK.

BT —NE S B M ki, HXTA T s=om,... 0n BILETHEZRAL TR Pu(S), 28 SR RITIEE A S F fios:

1
Hy(s)= —Hlog Py (0 @,..0,).

o NI (perplexity).

PR = P T P i AN W 236 90 A1 SRR 58 B 000 R AR () P SRR, b T LI - B85 V9 A AR 36 4SS 2R o 4
e BRI S, AR PR 256 5 F Ak 0 B 70 A 1 B S A S TN BE AR . TR =R 5 3 0 3 A O R AR O, JLIE A
RO 1 AU ARG (R AR K, 1 S B AS, TH SR, Luong S8 NSRBI, DN =X 5 80 1% i 2 1) 47
FEAR SR I SRIEYE; Chen 4% AUP Vi T TR 26 8 56 4F B Il 254578 SEQUENCER Ik AE; Hindle %5 ALl ik R 2% 1X
— VPR AR B R AR TS T F AR

VR 286 85 2 A SR P g e 4, LA Kt R o

1 n
Hy (s) = *Ezl()g Pu(@|o..o) .
1

3 KREBEAMNEA

2012 4, Hindle 25 AUME S fe i 5 2 AARTE S0 —Fh, B 5 ARWE S XU S, Ardd TR
10 B ARPE N F 3 CRAT S IR0 LR, s, vl il 5 d A BR 20 il Th 1 3 21 K 2R 5 A0 1 ) 22
o PR T SRR AR TT R TR, I AR . BRI . FRPEE . APLAUREHEE . EEIER. R
T ZE . FRIPREE AT S CRRAT 5 00 LR VR 2 TAERRRIA T A e 8 AR Mk ke 4 Bl A 1k D AT 55
3.1 X%3%M£(code completion)

SEF AR [ AR 1 (AR e 4 308 3o 3 5 R A5 AR R T 0 BE TR0, LT T RN B RN BT 4R
A3 B, T A AN A0S B 28 7 B RS i B A, AT R R At iy 3.

Hindle 25 AR UcHE 4 R il 5 J2 8 5 10—, I HOR ISR 5 13— A5 IR M B, 2 T
M NLP J7 [ R ACHE #h 42 ¥ T Ge 4. Hindle 55 AR IN, S 7RG 215 5 8 R & i L #EY n-gram 5
R T A HARTE T B, D R B JL R S B BT 0] U T — MR IR, %

T8k, Hindle 58 A\ Jf ik [ AR 8 5 de % H 1 n-gram i 58056 Java o 5 BEAT @B, 193 T L Eclipse [ 77 i £F 58
UFIARRE RN 2 2R

Tu 25 NBURIL: S F i o4 n R e, (HO2 n-gram i 55 B0 H1 R BRI X R B 2. R, Al A7
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n-garm & 5 BB AL EROR T — AN TR R RN E AL, NMIRH T R A E AL 51 cache
n-gram & 5 HA, ISR SN2 TJT 1, cache n-garm 1E S AL n-gram PRI EIF, T
cache n-gram & 75 A5 70 (10 2 380 5 | 4 5 45 ] LA S ILBE I H A QRS #h 45, Franks 25 AU b JERs F42 T CACHECA
i, &A1 Eclipse P AR 5148 F1 cache n-gram A5 0 i3 180 5 | 48 45 5T A%, A Eclipse 6 8 SR P2 35 =
T

Yang 25 NPVR I H Al 50 HE A H A R AR A bR IR GO ARSI, IRE (T8 R i
B T 8] R AR RS R A, AR F RGBT, Kk, Yang 5 A$EH T PCC(HP IR n-gram) KL 40 2L F
FRIRFFION TG 5 A, BCRITYAE n-gram 15 5 RIRLA BEAL B30 T IRACHS (K vh () 7R (IR), &A1) H 15 SRR
2 A R34 KR AR AT A3 4.l X A 5K, PCC Re % Ab B K AR IR A5 7415 Bt4h, PCC R EiE m K A
FFFHNVE ARG G FIBOMI VT EC AR, A6 P S8 vt afh, gk mse A T AR AN 2 I RUR.

Li 25 NPVRIL: bRyl o 08 5 B B A 7 ROP LA, S Bl I At 00 B 1611 A b 4k BB 1 OOV 4]
IC. Rk, Li AR — PR A FRE P45 LR OOV VX AR #h 4 (52 m, & ] LU Rk 4 /iy 36 A2 il —
A ERL ) BRI R SCE I — AN AR R T R — AN FR AL i M AN AL AL — ANl attention FRAES
R — AR P 4. TR A TR B PS8 S PN AL R IR A A, EAT IO I, R OOE BRI — AN T AR —
A HtE]. XA R g G R I 2, R LA A B OOV ) B SR 1K e, FEAEAR RFRE R AR AT AR
EN e

Raychev %5 NS T —Flobr fOARES #h 42 05 ¥k, %5 ol R 0 i 5 48018 S RN 45 4, IRk
SLANG [ T R scal. H A2 AR, R AQTI 4 n) 28 U0 24 2 S0 ) 1 B 22 1) B SR8 5 AL B 7] /. Raychev
SENBUE T — AT LUR AR S M 7, H R B2 e A — DR B i 4 B — R 51 5 ik R A
P, s BRI RS RIS THE SR, S T S AR AR A R s A T

A2 H P Fe bR S8 UM Top-K #ERiZE . P41 24F 4 MRR (mean reciprocal rank)%%.

o Top-K #EMEA: FH TS TN 45 A b M i IR T K /N5 AL IR 221 W L

e MRR: D% 1 ANIEMEEMEME NG ERE, WREMESETXRBIATK DL R n, A4

MRR {EEIA 1/n. MRR 7950 B30T 1, RN IEM 2 EBREIR RS R 1 iy, RIS rh, XFF
B R T A AN A B RS IAF T, MRR BUFTA #h 4 MRR 7593 19 T2 4%

131
MRR=—>%" .
|T |15 rank;

3.2 HRBETAN /A4 (defect prediction/identification)

T ARG AR P 00 S5k B T /S W B R AR A I sk T e A DL e TR I B B, A B BLAR 25 ) S T
THOMARAE I E o e B RSB A — T, n] DARE B SN D A SO e e AR 1) B SRR B (R ARG
AR AELE bug); J3—J7 1, & T AEE BT 50N B 38 5 1) R 246 P oo 0 Sk 28 AT e B ool /A .

Ray 26 ANUHRH R F AR IRACHD BB A 1] B8 R AR (0, JFIRAF 7 Ub W . Ray 25 AFIM n-gram i85 B0 1
10 MR Java B H EREAT S5, ARILCAE H AR AAQ T RIAR B 5 iR A BE A ) Rt IR A R 1 e AS v A
NI, GRS R G SR AR. Bk, Ray S8 NEUE T R A2 5 ba 1o i -G 2t B F By, JF HR
WA P P DA SO e B TN, Ay A e B A 4R AR AR A SO IR S I, R R S A Sk R, A
A FH<TE B AR I ARS8 e A B B AR TS Ray 55 & HORE AR 0 000 HE 7 B H 210 2 BB A 4R A b, KB T v

Wang %5 NP H: — AN RIAE 748, G e B A B, BB JE i B, T DA R 2
bug. 2T I, Wang 55 A\ H& H —F0 R H n-gram 5 5 15 84 T A 52 F0 00 A 0 55 B4 4138 7 7% Bugram. Bugarm FJ H]
n-gram 5 5 RN FR AR TRATREAT IR A8, AR B AT TAE 2% S BEARY oh RSP0 SR AL RR SR IO AR IRFF T 41, IR
MR 7 B W8 b ic ¥ E 45 5%, Wang 558 A\ SE56TE B, Bugram /2 5% B 1 228 T B0 000 (10 65 DR A DU 7 v 1 ¢ 2.

Lanchantin 25 ANM77E Ray 25 A 5THk2 BRI T —F0 0 Ja 8k 1035 5 AR R——LSTM, & T RixHEAC
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SRR B PR ATREAT 20 2K, BERER B8 S 4 @ B RAT KOG R NG 5, JF HLREEL BLIT IR (W0 n-gram
BRI SR SR B YR AR R, b 4b, Lanchantin %5 K LA AL ) 5200 25 5 5 Ray 25 A4 H 10 26Tt
BREEATREAT 2r RN S RAT LU, 4URRY], KNS IZ M2 M4 T n-gram i 5B,

Campbell %5 NP'E B, n-gram i 5 ML AE 5 5 95 4 1325 02 07 2 R MOARIC . BAM AR I AR B e 1 1 1
REJ, HREHRAE T — PR TR IRACRS B AR AG D TR0 B R (1 D7 VR R TR, T8 O 3 — A 1 R ) 22 YA R
FRACH n-gram ¥ 5 BERCRGE AL TEIEAT R, JF HER M 7 i — DR — DA Hras MG S BN
J I T H: UnnaturalCode. % A58 R AN 25 Bt A 65 5% (1918 52 A I SE 0B RHIZE, 3 mT BB A 100 B R SCR AR AR
oA, WMWY UnnaturalCode FOZFIR 5% 4% H CHOGIRES A/ RN, IEFIRIAE, BIHER R AL
B, o EUOFURI R T 0 4 R T AR A R

Yan % NB1$215%2 5] Ray!"™, Campbell®", Santos*4 NGFFTMIJE &, e T 400 19 AR PESL 1 R BF e b A 00
L EAL PR BUHESE, JFTF AT —N 440 JITO 1) IDE $fifF. ERTI sk [ € 2B B, Yan 55 A$RH T —FhgE T
BT R 1 BRIV SR B A 75 ¥k, VAR n-gram T SR A g S0 0 B B AR ) Sl B AS e — AR TE
B, AT T o0k A T A AR S AR AT o R, RS O R AT R E AT R, DA AE S AT R RE R R
frE.

B TN A WU FH VP AL Fe bR AT A8 XML MRR. Top-K #Effi% . HHl%. K%, Fl-score 4%

ACRS F SRR (AR SCHR B 45 LR 4.

Tea AR AR RO £ SR B
DAL R bR

N R 5 AR o e

R oo ES TR RV IR TR T e
N-gram N [1 BT AR SR

Cache N (8] FRED¥NETE Java, C,

n-gram Python, Javascript %

I N (2 | S R L
i e ] 5 WA T AT I
i g Ol g s anas s o
LSTM HER 1> [39] A T AT 2 AR A

n-gram/ . }JAiz, FF KR J’*%ﬂ

RNN FARE | [13] 2 4 1
n-gram v [19] FETACT FAATE B
Tk U/ 2 3 5 F

Bl n-gram J RS [11] Java WRHE, AT
T/ RN Floscore RO T 51 45
n-gram v 21] W, FFRT—RA

n-gram v v MAP [81.,82] ok 5 LN/ 0 A
n-gram R-precision |  [34] JETACH A RIS

i E N T Java

. VRLE, TR T R
T . §ﬁ$ TR AP
w | v o [83] HIZE A BLE, TFR T

gram BLEU-4 : - e gn

METEOR 4/%5”}#*4‘)3&1&5%
BB, I T T
5 3 TV R
LSTM/ J [20] M AR E AR TE R R

n-gram &5 LN T Java

e VERHE, RILT R
BE RNN+ Gk [79] OOV i) 3L i & B MLk,
LSTM 1 i+ FERE T A A&

BS54
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4 ARHD F R P AR AQRR SR B & ()
VAl b

Top-K
é%$ AR | i

AR AR
EBOTE | &AM | MRR

AL R CHR INAEEYE S o

LTS AR API
HERE, RILT T
¥ 2 AL T L B
o | St J B3] | W EEMR, TR T

R APL AL %,
30 T WIS 7 i
A 2

wE y IEHAE Java JEARTH
i | N sone | PV | e cnny, T
VSRV H e b
T TR B AR TE R T
o T P 42
it ngﬁgf N ATES (541 HOR A T4 e B
EU I LIRS LIk, R T kL
Wik, TR T
— BRI B
T T ARG B AT R
HEALE Java 1EEE I
12— J A ES (551 HUA TR AT RS A
B fi# & R 2= T T G AR XU
FRT RIS
AR R B A 2

Vi <R BB RS 115 IR bR

3.3 K75 ZE (code summarization)

SETARAG B AR (0 AR AL 2 5 A (0 R AR AR A 1 E B DA R R I TR N5 R, R LS 2% 3 S5V,
MG S A B0 AE AT 1 B AT AR A

Guerrouj 25 NP H I8 3o i 1) SCRY AN E 25 308 DL AR IR RRD, 5o Bl 1552 K 0k ) SCAR A4 Rl B A 5 1 o AR
T ) B, X ARG 1A 5 ) () AT SR D6, O T S I B 45 A0S G &R 1 H 3 A1 H 19, Guerrouj
S N — PR YR N SCH B AR bR VR B v, %05 VAR AR IE 2 SOR (R T N e 0 R AR AT AR
5 R M R, B n-gram B FREABHATR L. seA, 5 IAAAEST BB R SO ARRE JE R 1 SCREAR
A, Guerrowj 25 A B S5 A& T 210 1 R3¢, ar L3S B0 T D ade B4R 5 4T 45 A DG AR A ot 5=

Hu 285 AP DURT 98 22 A2 7 V2 2 MHEBL IR AT B b i DA B 3, SR T 3 4 0y 32 7™ EE AR T
245 AT DU 2R B AL AR S B, JF HORNRERSRIEARAD P i) APT Zil, T e an s 7 ¢ TR IS Th g (1 3
g R, R, HuZe A3 H P AR B ACRS 3 22 14 87 77 ¥ TL-CodeSum, ‘& 1] LUK 76 AR [REAH 5 (AT 45 Hh 2% 2] 3
(1 APL Z1R T TARIE S 45 Hu S8 A3R H: AR BHN D) R85 30 APLJPZIARDG, 8 19 APL 341 mJ LU SE I8 D) e,
APL ZRAT LU BIARAS S 5. Bb4b, Hu 558 A SEEGIE B, TL-CodeSum #5578 76 A= il 225 11 IR WA T 24 i 5 58
BT

AR 25 H W PPA5 8 5 5 BLEU-4, METEOR 4§

e BLEU-48

FIF VP Ak AT 1748 AR AL 28 J 1 5 4 RN SE B S A0 (R DS FCRR %, e I BB Y6 BB E 0 %) 1 2 I7]. BLEU-4 43480
BT 1, MARERPIAS P FIE LS. BLEU-4 AW F:

BLEU -4 =BP x exp(iwn log Pn) ,

n=1

HoA, W, S n-gram [ALTE, P, A& n-gram [RS8, BP S 45 1 o 00 26 13 2 (0 48 4 R 7.
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e METEOR.
To K AR S 5 S 2 RN 55 I SR ATARLRE 23 BOR PEAL A i 45 SR . METEOR ) THE A
Score=(1-Pen)Fean,
Forh, Pen J& 78 T AR B4 SR b 181 7 5 2 2% 25 S o 1R P AN [6) (19 485 51 BRL 77, Fnean 42 Precision 1 Recall fiiA i 1
3.4 #2518 E (program repair)

FEF AN B R PE B FE PG S A8 78 IR A U5 AR A L VN 5 (905 5 A5 280 A R OAS I A0 PR b LR DA R BT VA IR,
W B TR A BUE R T, 608 2EAS T AR AL LR R R AT A AT RE B, DU SO AR IR FF AT W] R
IR, 1B CR A R AT R

Santos 25 NPOMR T —Fh 7 v e A VAR IR A A FOAL B, I O bR R FFHEA T T B, DUE BT U A 4
. %7 s A AR IE AR AR B TE SR (n-gram Al LSTM 1 S B S A IEH bR 12, Wik
IUE VAN I, R SRR AT SR A I8, i S TE A R R A AT e AT 4R e, DAREHTIE A
b4, Santos &5 AN UF 1977245 AN GitHub WUEE MK BF5 Java YA I8 R EEAT IR, (HARYE K& IL5E
()2 A A R AT VP AL, DR B B S . SES6 R W, Santos 55 N 71 (1) LSTM MR G518 2 75 kLA b JLF—
A ) BRI TR VA R

Chen % NUVp U4 H A TE 55 JE S0 0 0 ) 7 sREAT REIPAB 52, 58 A ML A% 2 S SR A 338 10038 12 ),
A ks o R R AT G R AR . 25T, Chen 58 A4 HH T —FP £ T seq2seq %% =) 1 i Bl difi (end-to-end) B2 P18 & 5
%: SEQUENCER. 1% /5 VA I AR & — AN AT HARTE 5 AL B ZL M) IR Rl 22 I 4%, 3% 5 V5 M RS 2 AL T
TR G T3 - R R 2 A8 5 L RINURIAR S &, o T 4% AL 2% 22 44 RE A8 31 3K A2 5 I 3 I AR i oG 3R, S IML
AT LS IR IR ) OOV [, 28 B0k, K 5 # 45 J5 ) SEQUENCER ] LUE I RS Ah I AF: 55

PSS W R P R AR MRR R R 45
3.5 APIH#E(API recommended)

BT B ARYE R APL #E2E 5 ERAE T SN ST R B A5 22, TN APL #E32 751, 9 IF RN DL ER ki
B3,

Nguyen 5 NP HEH: HT n-gram i 55 B8 v 10 77 90 1 R0 5 QR H 1) 8 T3 SR 4 Ry e J 22 Tl fg AN G
fic, n-gram i% 5 BALAE R 3k APT A AR TG BEAE. [k, Nguyen 28 A$2H T —Fh 3k F B SR S A
GraLan, ‘& 1] LA —N B (018 ) AN AREE (0 U Rt 7 2 ) h 2% 20, FF U B304 58 S 301K () I 17 H I A
. T GraLan i S8, Nguyen 25 AJF R T —A API @il 5148, Sz £ 8, %9144 APT g7 1 b I A7
()5 T HER. APL HERE B H TR Fa bR Top-K HEMIZE . 28 AR5
3.6 &= iT#(language migration)

EFARE ARMEMIESIER B ER B — R g R 5 00 A RS B 3 o — Rl gm R 05 5 00 AR B ) 7
2, N G I ZRATE 2 10 TR 35 A2 ] DA SR AR AIE 1 DX PR A .

Nguyen % APOHRH: BARGEHHE 55 B (LM) D) 32 T T — S8 5 TRAT 4P, (e 1{EiE 5T
Borm e e 2 G £ iR . I, Nguyen 58 A2 T —AN3E T DNN B S84 DnndC. A A A] LL3K
AT CHRRAE R DG R, AATATTE B & (R i R 20 b2 ) X4 AN R B vE AN R SO TR SO B RE AR g, B n)
CLRFH FARIEIT B, 44l P DL 2380 2R A5 BOK J5 AR TS M Java 345 B c#if, Dnn4C 4 B T3 & n-gram 35 75 A5 )
YRR, BRSNS AT VE T I B LA 2 TG R 4R &, AR JR BR T H A AR AR ADUARR AIE (¥ 1 55 2 ) 1 % 460
(M Java 2| C#), X T HADE S IR IE T A R R.

TR MV AR BLEU-4. WF9TH 58 LR HR%E. Nguyen 2 ABOUEH] (52 XFHE SCR
(syntactic correctness) R i 2 1% I B 07 V2 80 53T 8% 5 12 B BRI LE %6 BT SeCR (semantic correctness) Bl i X
IEAff BT RS U7 v 8 AT RS Uy S O B 2R A T A ok S AR T IR TR LE A Ik R SCIE Rk
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3.7 BN (properties prediction)

AR AR ) SR T 5 AR RS B B TR P b IR AT (1) 48 B R AR B () S v B, DR O B
fF AR 1 .

Raychev 25 AP —Fh K EACHS JZE (big code)Hh TN FS &8 1k (08 7, IR oI —FB i ge it 7 ik,
JORBR, W\ O AR FE rh 2 o] — SRR A B SR T 45 58 T2 7 I B Pk, XA ik iz O SRR )8
PR B ) 50 R A LA 2% 23 b IR 4 R Ak TN tn) A, DA T R R R 2 1 AR R DA S B AR I S 2 IR BB A T
Raychev %5 A 177 %681 35 B AR 03 56 I o) BRARACRE (0 T 3&, DL R Pk &2 AT B RO AR TRAS 48 B AT A6 4005 g 2 mT
B, fEZJTVER LA B, Raychev &8 AN T —ANTitlll 5% JSNICE, FT-1ill JavaScript [ 44 FRFISS B R,
AT BRI HZBOR. BRI A e bs A 3 2, K, 24,

3.8 Z/FI2f#(program comprehension)

BE TS B AR PR R 7 B 5 AR P ARS8 5 A B SR AR AT DL ARHS KRS 18, 35 B AN R AR 7 I 4t
— R AR

Allamanis 2 NP AN G340 3085 F IO RKS, 4L R DME— NI H I, R R ) 7 0 < 4
215, R HF A RGANFET LA RAIE S, % T 0k, Allamanis 25 A$EH T — A 22 S AR KD KUK 19 HE 28
NATURALIZE, 1%HESLRE4% 60 B SRR VAR 44 R RIS 20240 58 DU i g 72 KUK 1 — B0ME. NATURALIZE #0711
TAFIERE R ZE T 1 ARGE 5 AL B8 ol N A (A8, 76 Bb3ERE b, Allamanis 25 B3 H 405 2 % L A
SRI1%, FFUEHH NATURALIZE {E428 H A AR a0 TR AT 2000, F2 7 B 3 T VAl Fabn 7 A B 2 K53
RS

4 RKIBEAMXREMAMKKREE
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