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Automated Static Warning Identification via Path-based Semantic Representation
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Abstract: Static analysis tools often suffer from high false positive rates of reported alarms, despite their ability to aid developers in
detecting potential defects early in the software development life cycle. To improve the availability of these tools, many automated
warning identification techniques have been proposed to assist developers in classifying false positive alarms. However, existing approaches
mainly focus on using hand-engineered features or statement-level abstract syntax tree token sequences to represent the defective code,
failing to capture semantics from the reported alarms. To overcome the limitations of traditional approaches, this study employs deep
neural networks with powerful feature extraction and representation abilities to generate code semantics from control flow graph paths for
warning identification. The control flow graph abstractly represents the execution process of a given program. Thus, the generated path
sequences of the control flow graph can guide the deep neural networks to learn semantic information about the potential defect more
accurately. In this study, the pre-trained language model is fine-tuned to encode the path sequences and capture the semantic
representations for model building. Finally, the study conducts extensive experiments on eight open-source projects to verify the

effectiveness of the proposed approach by comparing it with the state-of-the-art baselines.
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AR — RS B AR R EIIRE) 1, LR B R G8 h %O (R TS, P I 8 70 [ B 22 4 AR iR
DA K 4 il 35 i b R A BB EE TE A . (R, BEAE SN S R i S RITZ I, T e N AR T A5 ORATE 3K
PEmE R R Pk, BT, JT & Sl 5 8 84k 8 25081 1 (automatic static analysis tool, ASAT)!' “BRAFHI
TR, FAEBRATETT R A L3 B BLVEAE B B (defect). ASAT RERMSAEANIZATFE - B I I S R DG fic A QAL A 5 46
Bl B R PSR AS IA )  TT B R S B . AR, ASAT L8 TR KA A 22 45 A3 100 75 A0 RS A0 1k i 22 i)
BEATRUE . BRI, %28 T IE A BEARAE BTl 25 4R (warning) #2 BUSEBR G, O TAEY T 0] ASAT Fr#4R B FH
AT REILF] 30%-100%, VFEZTFR A GABIAY ASAT Frdh &5 (2 S5 i - A L Han, AR RZ R A
T B TTIENT ASAT #0485 P HGIAT IR IA, T IF R 51 218 5 A b 2 Z S o s i U, i it
FAAL T ZIF RN LA LR, N TR FOMERE B 25 B ASAT 045 (B4R A i (6 b T 1 o 24
I, BT AR AR B SRS LA B T R N D ORAUE SR o A AR 8 E ).

AR, WFFCN A LSS 22 ST HAR K B 802 3] ASAT 3 LU B BH P i A5 2, AT 2550 PR T 24 TA
(N TR BUAT (R 35 T-H LA 2 > IR B Sh A AR U2 N o TR B S e 3 ARG L 20 . P R RE D e
B A S DA R e A S 1 e e U O SRby EA S S. (E N T 088 A ) A 0300 e L s 4 T 6 1 2
A AR A R 1 IR BT SURFAE, AT S B0 B Sh A RRE B ol ok U710 o, #8508 I R AR BP0 H il o e
Z SRR IR [T SR RN S5 i R B AR AR A Y. Sy ot SRR N SRR R A T H (I TR H ) 1R 1 sk AR AR I
YRR IR R RO H (H bRIT ) 32E A7 T, AE P50 R H bR I 2 TR A7 A S oA 2 e PO DALk, e e
P50 35 T BRI (72 A g 0t 2 mi AR R e P DG (] 7.

B N A R AU R BE 27 S BRI DGR, BIFRN Dt TT 46 S 7 45 R B 0 53 2= IR 5l b g e R 3 2 S 7Y
SRAR A TR AR ) i Y. A R R A PR BE AR 4% (deep neural network, DNN) MR (14l
GBI (abstract syntax tree, AST) W A 8)) % 2] £ & FBL MG B . 5% 50 156 TR0 i 25 B 5 5 L,
DNN 3K [ 7<% 2] B 7 R A RO AR LR HRAAE I 7. R, 5 S0 70 5 b 1) Dt R A3 432 B AR A2 e 1o
H, IF B 8 & F N A S5 ks Red it B Ak, e AU ER S R AST FRid (token) FE2 (RHFAE R
TN REEAS 2 AR 7R AR R Bk B, ) 1 TR, PRAS ASAT Frdlss B C 15 5 FE i A 3R A RS rh 143 73 AL
Zr— twolntsStruct A FHE ), — N if 405 AJ LS —> printLine & Z0H HTEA). W BUACE LAE if 444
EAI IR R A P T AR EEEHESE. BT 2R3 bad 78 if 258 A 68 H 34 S HAT (&) 2 S BRI R
B P PEPAT, BIEEE 4 17 ASAT Il 4R 1 51 RS a5 5| S FE. TR 2L good Ml 7F if 4544
AT E RSB HAT (&&) PTLME S Z A, RIEE 10 47 TR HR4R 2 2 —AMEPH 2. 2500 F AL 4 i) as AR
TS B FE A N RAAE 7, PR BB AR IR R AIE 1) 22 50 A AT R 1), DR R PR B AR TS A A (R AR TS 4T . Halstead S 270
25 TR, LA LT AST SRR I 7k P A s 7 L0745 sl (1 S T4 A A5 . AR AN v, 7 B
AR HH 1t 22 71 Sy AH TR R 75 A1) 4 token [i] 5 [VariableDeclarator, IfStatement, MethodInvocation], 345 5 H 44
PESHAFE B (B R F484). Rk, L3l Ty i3 Toda A b s AR BH 4.

1 | void bad() 1 void good()
2| { 2
3 twolntsStruct*twolnts = NULL; 3 twolntsStruct*twolnts = NULL;
4 if ((twolnts != NULL) & (twolnts->intOne == 5)) //%4{1 4 if ((twolnts != NULL) && (twolnts->intOne == 5)) /442
5 printLine("intOne == 5"); 5 printLine("intOne == 5");
6 6
(a) FLIEER ARG 2R 5] (b) TR BAE R AT 7= 151

1 B AR

St 3 1) B, AR SO P A IR I (control flow graph, CFG) #4455 P ZkiE & 15 B A A2 41 H 3)
fifiih Ji 1% SWIPER (static warning identification via path-based semantic representation). 15 5, W 2 A AL B £E Y5 3C



KA 5 T4 2B R T A B S AIAT & 3

PEARAT 95 N CFG, JFiid CFG Az AN F5 s B AR A A AL (identification point, IP) A IEPAT B 2. 55
AST Lk, CFG RE R T IIPAT IR, H CFG WM S # e S X R AST 7 S AHILHAL, JF A& R T8
A A, 35 CFG 4R 7 o] AT Rk X 4 RS PP AR AL R A0 A 1 22 5%, BV 1 A AN [ (R B4 (&1 & &) £E
FANTT I BE B A AR TR ) SR 7 H8 4. (IR, AT W5 0712 1 e A0 A 207 A2 A Sk 4 92 o A2 L 2240 1 7
A PRIk, WEIRACHS A BT AL K CFG B 12 g % TORS A M 38 S 9B B AR DS I U5 B 65, Il A A 2%
TIRE AP AT 2R 1) S48 14 7 V2R i e IS H rh 5 BRI A G 0 4R S0 T Fa SR B 5, AT 284 th T
TRV H 8] 5 43 A1 2 5 S A TR L S, AN SO P SRR S TR PRI 2B CodeBERT™)
MFRICAH) CFG B2 A 32 28 RN O ZRF 24 B 2B 2. CodeBERT /&2 T ARIE & MAnfR1E
F XS TRN G, m LA SR 35 22 ) (1 SCIBC 2R 4t SR AR BRARAT: 45 (W 8 R 7R AR SR R Iy ik
TR AR 2 (W RIS (RPZRAfRIN) X CodeBERT BEATHLIM (fine-tuning) KA B KL AT (B RLZ AL MR g, MITIZE
RS 00 H 3 5 T R A TR PG 1) i) A

ASCER 1 T AR A SC TAE. 55 2 A @A SO HR H R 40 A 3T U7 v SWIPER. 55 3
TIPS SEI U B B 4 T R R b SIS 25 UIAIE T TR AR A R, B S T A S R,

1 HEXIIE

MHTHAEAR B SN BB TR T2 AT v 5 V8 0 e B AH DG 10 75 SCAR JE LU RS fff 0 4R A
BT 30 3 457 /A [R5 T T () 00 73 A7 22 e SR AR i 5 T H 37 53¢ T 2R B R I PR R &5 A A SCITIIFAL Y
HARAZE, A4 S AR A S b U LAy T8 AR AT [ 8 5 434
1.1 ETFHHEFIIWERSERB AR

S HLBR 2 ) 7 ik U VA T AR T LA MK A6 )7 50 50 v 2 S T A O R R A BB 2 11) ) 0%
R, AT IR TF R B ASAT BTl it (B4R AIEA T N 1o 2 BT 5 B2 1A I I AR Pan 25 A\ PO T 1) € 3
TR R U AR AR R A R T (R S AR, R DU 4 43 2SR T ASAT BT st 144 2 ZL R 6k A 1Y
W%, Ruthruff 2 A P SO R ARRD BB M 8 . B3R 5 S5 fE 2 3B R [ LR SR T £ FindBugs BT
A (AR 285, BRAh, Ruthruff 25 A S 8 51 B4 A0 T 1 B PO A SR e B8 (0 1000 1 . Heckman 2% A P2
H T iR B P B A 2R PR R SRR AN R R AR H 1 S8 AN 51 AMBIE AR AR PO B IE TR 2
H R 15 FOHLAS 2 S50 AE BT AR 14 LR AR LUK R 3E AT 40 2%, Hanam 25 A B 56 R FH AN 3] 1P
AR b SCARED TR IR AST Bt AR AR 2, SR 5 AR BT ot (R 8 A S R i [m] et D LA 2% 20 23 3 I BN,
5T T AR A AT S B (R 34T 40 2. AL, Yoon 45 N PRI AST FR BT HRH R S5 MY AR AR s
) BB 2588 (R0 A SR T SB35 A 3RS BB A AR Zhang 25 A PP ek S S0 70 Bl 11 R 55020 ik
AT -G48, Bork - S AR B (R IE F TR A I ) . S 25 SRR W, AL AR S AR L,
JIT R 1R % S AR AT R 05 70 A5 Ry AR A AT 55 TR B AR P .

1.2 ETFREZIMNAREEEHE B EEREAR

1 LAk, B TTRSF & (FLin GitHub) F26GE, BT 50N 0 b DA T8 25 5 SR BRI R A S A5 s . ax A 75
RN B2 FF U SRR PR B AL IR J3E 2 > BT SRt ot A BRI A X — [ AT 55 Koe 25 A U™ A8 8 of
254 (recursive neural network, RNN) Fl | #125 W £% (graph neural network, GNN) M Java =718 DA ff A A&
AT B B B S IR S, LUK > 2R 2%l SR BH P 4R Lee %5 A COIIZRIE T35 B & 9 2%
(convolutional neural network, CNN) [¥] 72585 LU T ASAT 45 IR PARAS A 2% S R BRI B, AT
SHE B PERBEAT [ SIAIA. Xia 2 AN PTHRHT BT H RIS 30 0230 1 2hAfl 7 ik, 1% 05728 DNN SR
1 Doc2Vec B A1) H 5 FIRFE ) 52 RSB 0 1) P Ak, 224 ) 2 N A T S AR LR AU R 1)
WAL 4. Mou %5 N PR H T — NI TR CNN BRI AST (K145 4 5 5 4% Zh e X F2 1y 3EAT 90 2K
Wang 45 N PR R RS & M 4% (deep brief network, DBN) B 4% M AST ¥ i token /5571 /' A 22 318 XAF4EH



TR, Li 45 A PR ST CNN B S TIIAHESE DP-CNN, %5 92538 544 1 token J7 371 4 i (1 S 17 B 51
AT RS B BEAR S &, LS EILTE RS A 1D ol B vl 4 .
1.3 EFIBEINET EHERENFIAFEAR

FESERF I AR RO R, T BT R DA B T E TR R — AN s 2 0 S A, A A LA AT
30 LS FH AR A B BRI, PN S R T B 27 ) I 7 VSR e B T H 37 5 TR AR R M e AN £
(¥ 8. Zhang 25 N PO H— B3 FREAE HE -5 VT K P B BOE A 2% S HESE FRM-TL, %572 & S0 A FREAE HE 7
FER MHTARFFAE AR G rh L B R v AL B DU B 1k RE B ARFAIE T2 B, R i o v S8V It H A0 E AR I H 2 TR s o3 AT
AR AR S X B 45 AT 2 ) FH T A R U 5. A0l BF 5N S AR Rt R 20T 8 2% 2] U7 VA SRAR T T H ke B T A
R PERE ). Zimmermann 25 N U IR BB TINAT 45 10 rT AT MEREAT T MR K SRR 5. IR, 3R FH v 55
PN ZRIE T4 QRS BE TR b SCA5 S S 28 P T Ja Wi e 000 1 3 & 1 H b2 H 8 B T Turhan 26 A 942
T T B AR JE B (AT A% 2% 2] )7 NNFilter, 1% 7 V5 o Se X AR § AS BE Edb AT 00 e, ARG 56T k-Jdlm AR 5092
S AT FH AR UM R 1 AR A 3oL s, a8 H ARSI v S S8 ) e AN SE i FH T A i PSS L. Nam 25 A @)
T I E e I — R 15053 43 T (transfer component analysis, TCA) $iAR, FF8EHH — ™ i KT R 24 ST #i Y
TCA+ YR EH A H FRDH T4 3L SRR E 2% 8], AR E 5 B AR H FEE 0 A3 751X A2 ) 2 AL Qiu &§
N FHR BT CNN (AT IR AT 2 S HEQE CNN-THFL AT BS I5 H S b T %77 715 %6 F) ] CNN
M AST 5 1 token [ 52 HH P23 3% TR B 2% ST I 75 SR AIE. B2 Tl 3k B TCA H AR RS 54 31 A i 1 1 SURFAE
RN T AT (0 AR B ARRAE P 2 ) W B0VR SR AIE. B80S, F% CNN-THFL 2B SRR AE S N 73 288 35 LN il B TR
T2,

2 BSERBNFIAG A SWIPER

WAL 2 o, ASCRT R K A4 A S0 AT SWIPER (R AKEL T 2404 4 M BL

g O Hfmabe NECEL T 2 ® M4
4 — 1 :
I | e > == i it PO
N _ﬁﬁ*i ") ';.-'{.q.:‘.ﬁ.% _.{_‘__::'__‘_;-._‘__':—;_'_;{').J_E]Z}_j—z *_“_ _;_*—‘— ﬂ?%_ﬁi[ P H token J751) Lu-ﬁjia Y5451 LU"}* TN
& = . : |
Do Do L S
Pl PR G R N P
s 1 v
) _ == P ‘
FRTR| W70 R T a%ﬁﬁ,,‘%@i\ swipgr__ % [0
REH--+0 G- | @OOTOB] > S Sm e -~ I e 77 " g
4 g L h]
* M @ RN

2 SWIPER HEZLHER

@ HHi A HE: AEATIRACHY SCPFLARIUE T CFG #4211 token J751).

@ sEf R T T AREANBUE AT R H 5 BRI H H G 0 4R S

@ FERI Zx: O T ZRE S A2 CodeBERT LA H 812 ) BT 145 token /341 )18 X F£oR.

@ AR P B AR URIR N7 2838 LU A R AR,
2.1 HURAIE

FE K AL BB B, SWIPER HEZE ¥ 5638 il i A /0 B T2 DTS (defect testing system)" 5 S5 A A% SC - AT b
CFG, f#HTJ5 (19 CFG A (R A3 15 0 mT DO R R Y5 ARRS SO 1) — AT RS, 8245, SWIPER AE AR I H 1) H A 14 %
P b R POV SO () CFG 4%, % S0 (i A T s B Y A T I 4%, 038 A 52 CFG I 75 05 31 H b
R (B AR B AR B I TP Ab) Z IR1 (¥ CFG 15 SR 4. 06 BT A6 B #5422, SWIPER AE 42356 o P2 714
F % 1510 RUBEAT token FEH. 25 1 28700 SR FTA W A3 TP A0 S EUBAEBLIF AR I (RSO AR TP AR i) HIk A%



RADH R TRAZELRTHHELIRA AT E 5

AL SR HR A ] LAME— 2D 56 1 — AN 2 A AST 1 i AHVCHC. 38 1 FIH T A SCATIE BRI AST 37 R A &
DR 185 I8 R0, ST R I v P g SRS ) A J e A 0T N2 ) AST 19 i JEAT 38 17 . 2% SR A8 i B X
¥ token N SE A5 T AN GAORACHS (1 3 > 458, 28 BB oD IR, A i AR B SRR R WL D — M4y R
RUME T452 1 token 741,

F 1 WM AST 5 L2
i 125 RipsE St R T4

Declaration node VariableDeclarator WL, B, HEEARIEAG R
Assignment node AssignmentStatement AR, A, R LA AE R
Method invocation node MethodInvocation B . SRR RSHAGER
IfSelection Tk U5 B
Control-flow node ForLoop M GARIEAMF B
WhileLoop MEIAGARIEAE B
BreakStatement -
ContinueStatement -
Jump node ReturnStatement AR, AR A H R ARIEAE R
AssertStatement SRR RSHAAE R

FASR UL, ASCIERE 5 Bl AST 17 2280 VE M %Ak (1) token, 43 A& A WG AT 05 IR(EIE A1 . B0
FATE AT B0 PR TE T 5 i LA 1) 70 st T PR A 0 2 s B A A XA i 5 D4 6T B ) token FoR I #E. 25T
BRI 042 AR e 4230 0 2 00 H 4R S 1, RIVRH ] 14D R 4042 7EAS TR 3 H v SEER IR D g AT e A — 350 BRI, A7 VEAE
FARKI R B4 ARy token, T A A5 FH 3 A ok B0 FH S 2 (P 2 o B0 FH AR 7 B s SCRR B0 D) 110 token SKRR R
PR HICUR FH OB R R, AT T DATE R B 350 23 05 SUAE IR IR0 T 98020 5 gt 7 1)t R ot T AT o R I 2 P il
% (IP A2 HEBRAN, IP S 4 48— %k VariablelP), AJ7VEATH — AN RG] (RFIERH 1 3 N) KX 5 A R
(AR . orp V2 R BACRE b B A e 1 A B, RN AR BT Y 1) 2R 5 ME B R T e ZE DR AR e B I 48,
AN I AR EK %A Variablel. #5Z R B ARSI Z K, AN TBHI TR RSIE. K 3 &
N TR 1 H AL bad FIARTIS I G AL token 7551 HIE R 0 Jeb 45 25 v 7 Sl B PR B A2 1 A0y A A B AR A BB
R 5, AT PUE R — & TR RE N B AR p = ny — ny — ny. FEARGIH, 247 TP A SBUSFREHE S | b A &
twolnts FEHLA 1P AP, F2E H AW Pk 7 v IR T~ CFG B2 I 54k token J7 1. SESEMTE RS AST Y
£ token 751 [VariableDeclarator, IfStatement, MethodInvocation] #H kb, A SCT# H 3L T CFG #4217 token 54
A0 2 ARSI R T 45 2, REBNG 2 BOB TR B BA 015 SUE B 545 )5 2211 DNN BERL, I 51 SRR 2% 2] F X 43 ik
B3 AT 500 L P e AR 2 o) Al ) 25 5

!—1
Vi oo s
ent : twolntsStruct =
lefy ts : ﬁ%ﬂﬁ’ . fii )Evk W " ‘twfms ;:'LL i _ﬁﬁ_gi VariableDeclaratorStructType Plo\;:I\ler VariableIP Null
”i NU twolnts->intOne = 5)) ; T 2 Variablel Equal Constant : -
exit s 2 CFG B4 /%! - !&—-_\ token J¥ 41
i il i . ¥
AR i e

twolnts NULL twol nts->intOne 5

CFG AST FIHT S MR T4
K3 T ERIEIK) token [P A HEEU R4

2.2 SEfiEEE
5T H Yyt T BT A V0 R IR (1 7 50 AR R VI SRR, e Bk 2 ARy s 1 H ARl B it



6 BRPk 4R e A gk K R

AT TN, SR, BT AN A H AE DI RE S AR AR TE 5 ALT A RE R IO OT B N B335 D5 TR AN AR ], Y50
H 55 H BRI H 2 [0 H A7 AE RO 0 Al 22 5, AT B BLSOEAS ), 5 SO (0 TR BRI, O 1 ek ik i)
7L, A SCAR TR AR AU (0 S B8 % 7 2R IRTE IR I H b L5 H PRI H A DG R S il T Ja BRI 2. A
SCABBEAN I H 2 15 8 B A LK BB A AR A7 AE AR U AU R L, Dt SWIPER HESA A B R4
P TRESERTRY I DF 4y 575 BM2SUTSR 53 SIS H BRI H A A EAR S 1 token J3 51 5 Y5 H ) s AR
11 token J& A FIHESCE 5. WA (1) B, BM2S 53502 —FhIE T A SCR K BE I Gt ik, i 5T
W g 5308 D WICELEE score. TEASCIAT 45350 T, BM25 5758 et AN 20 i) g (B H AR F oh A~ 52491
(¥ token 31y BEAT VD70 AT, ZEBGEFR g; (R token). SR, X BSOS D (M1 H mh Dy s 4R SE ) token J3*
G, VHAMNER q; 5 D FHESCTED 0 Bn, B g, AT D BIARSCIE 7 Badb AT InBOGRAN, i #32] ¢ 55 D AT
KPS HL A (D), 1 2R g TE ) token £, IDF KR g; FISCRIIIR, £ &R ¢; /£ D T BLRIREL, Ly
FoR D RIE (R85 1) token ), Loy 275U H P BT D S B SRSLBI I 2L, kg R b R FTIHS
B SRR H AR RS EAR SE YR H P BT D S RS BT v S AR B RO AR S BOAT HE R, A SO
BEAS HARTIH FRE AR S WIS H P IR AT n A A A RIS BRZE A Jg S BRSO 1 8 S $6 HARTIH i
IR E AR R G RS0 S48, AR SCAS B 20K 22 e 53k i) SR, Sl I G s H A AR SRR 2> e 44 T 241 A
SR R 2 B ARAE, SR MAZ SRR IR AT n AN BRI YRl

score(g,D):ZlDF(qi)X g D)x (ki +1) _
= f(qi7D)+k1X(l—b+bx D)

avg

1

2.3 =R

7E HARIE 5 AL FE (natural language processing, NLP) AT-45 1, 8 % 55 B0 SCA BT Sl 1 2 Be % s A 2] DNN
FHHEHTE XR TR 22 2] ARG TR 2 RIS AR (21 Word2Vec!™) Kt A3 41) r (104554 171 e S B 4 P 7 25
ZE(R) v, L SOMIE )] [ 22 7 2 ) v 2 15 LU A2 A% 8 IR 3] Hie A ASE B 7 I 5 56 1 i A A ) i — — XY
MR 3R, A 22 SCA] A) G VAR o, A TGV B 6 R 8 AT S-S A Ak, A SO th ) SWIPER HE 423 i 5 [ A Fiil
Z5iE F A CodeBERT K F13h% SIS AL G 1 CFG #2111 /K. CodeBERT 4§ BERT™ [FIBIAI4LHY, I 4
F 22 JZ X 1) ) Transformer Wil BERLAL L. 554 Ge il ik A\ 7 A EL, CodeBERT I FH K AL WURSE A5 1} PE 14T T
W2k DA 2 =) 3038 FH 15 SCROR, A BT 58 AN IR R TR U 5% 10 HLZ8ad Pl 2R S A oo BB BEA T W 4R 4k, TR
WA SRR Rz AT R, A, TR ZRB A AR BT LR R —Ff WA 532, LAk S fE ISR /IS IR B 4 B
P FUE B R T PRAE TG ZR45 B0 SCR 7R REIE N T TR 45 (BP0 ), SWIPER HE4H) H 285 6
TR 7 S AR B YE S A S B TO, AT # CodeBERT N JH B R AT 45 . &l 4 E7R T SWIPER HEZE[H
PARRI N GI TR, TN TR VA A 40 B4 H A 2.
2.3.1 BIRAHY

WNE 4 Fi7w, 48— Bl B 240G token 551, SWIPER HEZER ] ANHES 12 )2 Transformer 2 5 2% 4244 1)
TR ZRiE 5 HH CodeBERT KA A 11 token /¥4 HEAT 4ifid, {454~ token FRAFH I EF 30 S n) & £ 7w,
JZ Transformer 4l 43 H5— % 3k HiE R J1)Z (multi-head self-attention layer) Fl— AN 423 2 ji i ph 42 P 4% )2
(fully-connected feed-forward network layer). X PN J2 i 1 Bk 22 T4 AR 11 W £ 3R A, H56 6 45— )2 R S0 (i
1T EH—1k (layer normalization), 5 J& 2 75 RFAM B i H — N0 N I BROEOZ 7 & W] 4 TR, ST TH token /32771
' Constant X W 1) B2 17 B2 Aconstan 5 12 % Output TIA T (2) Fis, Hb X BafE— T 2K
&, LayerNorm &%} [l =)= 73— b e, SubLayer PRI EAEAT EIH — LB 2 A A B i 2 N 4% 2
WZ kBRI, 2% AR )22 Transformer 3404 (1 JCHE, I B ¥R & I HLHPE ST 51 v A R A7 & 1
token 5 SAHICIR. 23k BRI EW 5N X AT A0S BIH M O (B ilfl). K (B A1 v (), &R aiE
BEOmEE 4 Al 3) Bios, Ko d AFERERZVEL, Bl s 4ERE. A3 3) TSR O fl K S —AT &N
R, LR BL ) B AREAT 4 B LA 1k N AR R



RADH R TRAZELRTHHELIRA AT E 7

Output = LayerNorm (X + SubLayer (X)) )
KT
A(Q,K,V) :Softmax(Q )V 3)
Vi
90% Bk
jmmm - > Fully connected layer --------------- > Sofimax Eiainbiilviainiiat
' R S 10% ARG IE
1
1
h [CLS] hVariahleDeclaralor h StructType hPointer hVariableIP e hVan'ablel thual hConsiam h [SEP]

Va A

. Add & Norm E
5 -— ) ) 5
! e Feed Forward Feed Forward 122 !
: T‘ﬁl}llé,jfg;g%ﬁ! F A Transformer |
: Code Add & Norm MIGEARA
5 A 1 :
i Multi-Head Attention Iy ]

[CLS] VariableDeclarator StructType  Pointer VariableIP Variablel Equal Constant [SEP]
X i
VariableDeclarator ~ StructType Pointer VariableIP Null IfSelection VariableIP NotEqual Null InclusiveAnd Variablel EqualConstant
token /774

K4 BRI FEptid

232 AR

KT — B A 548 41 A% token /3771, SWIPER HESE 1 58K Hobric b g TN i 5 A 2 R0 B2 52 T N
J#%1 x = ([CLS], VariableDeclartor, ..., Constant, [SEP]). Wi 5 FrR, Xt — AN P50 HH 1) token, € [a] R 7~
A& AR R R4 W4t (token embedding, TE). BtZifil (segment embedding, SE) FIN7 E 4t (position embedding, PE)
HEAT AR

Input  [CLS] VariableDeclarator ~ StructType — Pointer ~VariablelP Null ~ IfSelection  VariablelP ~ NotEqual ~Null  InclusiveAnd ~ Variablel ~ Equal ~ Constant —[SEP]
TE E[CLS] EVariabchcclaralor ESlruClTypc EPoinlcr EVariablelP ENull EIISelecuou EVanabIclP ENolF.qual ENull Elncluslvc/\nd EVariabIcl EEqua] EConslanl E[SFP]
+ + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
SE 18, IEMN 18, 18, 18, 15, 15N B, 18, 18, E, E, E, E, E,
+ + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
PE E, E, E, E; E, E;s Eq E; Ey E Ey E, E, E; E,

K5 AR

o X T R GHED, HSERENLAI AR I 1 AR, JFAE I ZRad R rp AT Bl A R 2. e, BERAE REAN N7 41
SESCT PIAMFRERARIL [CLS] AT [SEP]. Horp [CLS] tHELAE AN P AT LA, 5 AR FEAR 2 w247 1) 2 23
FALSS. [CLS] A IFEATIE X, 2802d 12 2 BER USRI 50513 20 K2 B P10 LAt BT AT token 78 SCIRINAX
1. ARG T A A 5 5 A7 1 U token, [CLS] A LASE S M 9 A a0 NP 91 K0 SC. DR 5 LA I 1) d 24 162
s 2 i L 1R g g AT RAE R 23 AT IO 5 P SR, T [SEP] WL H T X 43 & T AN IR 471 ) token. A SCHT Al
IRV ESRAfiA Bt 4 o S B IR P 81 (BVERACRS IR token J7281)), AL [SEP] #8 InEI P A1 A .

o X T Bedihih, e AR A BRI AR . (T BT A token #AEJR T A —ANRS, BB A token FHA
PRI LA E,,.



8 R S e it

o KT B G i), T A P A% 2 S [ 1) R SRR R R A U T ZEE R 2, CodeBERT F AL FRAIGA /7
B R KA 512, Bk, F T4 T 1) token K BE/N T 512, W EE4 T 51K BAE FTARid [PAD] SRIL7E.
BANFFHIH ) token KRR T 512, WG BEBEAT AT
233 TR K i

N T S NT YT token [ SRR, ASCR TR Z5TE 587 CodeBERT [1)%% X 4%+ SWIPER HEZE 3
1T HIUEA. SWIPER HEZE(W) H A7 2% 45 8 (M A A RIS T A3 728, LA 2 B8 5 7ok ia. @it
# /] CodeBERT 7E KU TE LR LTl k2% =) 24, SWIPER HEZE g% 27 =) 3 58 it 1 ) token 8 L ER, 2
AT DA B N FH T A S AT 45 IR, 27 50 30 038 F R AE 0T LRSI AS R AR ARI00 E )i 8l 22 5, AT 22 4%
WE T H 3 5 T AR YA BLRE LA I 10 . A1 5 2% ) AUk, OB T LA TR 2R 1) S 85, A0 IS T8 Tl i
T4 BT AR SC R IR IMINAT 45, SWIPER AEZLREIL 55 SCAR A AT 25 AT IS L, FLAr A28 (1) N — B R O
A5 (1) token J741, i HH 2 OO (R0 AR 28 ol VA3 A0 P 428 3ol 05 34 1140 77 S0 2 4R B 4 D I 253 kL 4 CodeBERT
BRI AT B I 25, AT S5 4 CodeBERT REAY o (R EE AR B, EL AR, 1WERHE C i ifBAN Sl iy LLER
TRAN—AZIGH C; = {text, label}, FLH text F MY token 741, label 77 A TARIC IR BIARZE. Tl H i1
ST 2 S WU text — label I PEMERE oM AT, AT Boe /MU AE SR 25 R 4.
2.4 ERWIA

Wi 4 iR, A TR USRI R LR T i AR 1) 4 (T %, SWIPER HESEAE [CLS] i ic I i 4 Bk J 2=
By hrepsy S IN— 442 (fully connected layer) 12470 2R)2, IR Softmax saER 73 53] vE SEPIAS 73 Kb
2 (BPER EaARBIE) RIS, d5 Jo R R A B 0] BV (R A2 R AR 2 43 S 1 45 TR

3 WRE

3.1 LIHIEE

Wi 2 iR, ARSLAE 8 AN C 8 5 FRUEINH (1A FFEHUEH 4R F AT S, EixX Sl g vh, kb8 e
I3 EE T 44.5%-87.3%. Horb, i 3 AN H (C Test Suite. ITC F1 Juliet) 2K [H 5 [ [ 5 bruE 5 1 ARBT 97 B A A5 (156 H
B XK A TF IR B ZE SARD (software assurance reference dataset). 0 H AP A0-5 A8 ILERFE IR 1, a7z
TV ASAT IITERED ) ghdh, ASGE NS A b 1 5 Aok B FREREI H A T8R4, &
AN B R AL S ST AT T R S i i ASAT I HH B R S48, H 2 B IR RN Dk AT N Lo A A SRR
gE L. X LT H 1 ARDAT 4L (lines of code, LoC) M 2k | 79k A%, HIJREZFE. 5 3 ZINE/R T T H 1 B ASAT
T R H e, YU AN 57 3 1278, ASCAS A LRI 5218 SC B8 B 122 Hh e 2 19 N W 2 g B ok B 4
FPIARAS LAARAIE AT FEE.

*2 ER A

i H LoC e B (%)
C Test Suite 36134 146 46.8
ITC 42110 290 50.0
Juliet 79324 1278 44.5
antiword-0.37 20213 59 59.3
barcode-0.98 3409 63 87.3
spell-1.0 1991 57 54.4
sphinxbase-0.2 22517 220 50.0
uucp-1.07 52595 759 71.0

3.2 SLEIHEERR
N T A BV B R DI () 73 S A5 IR, AR SORAT WA P 180 2 B o 0 2 A4 [0 3 et e A 2R ) Tl 4



KA 5 T4 2B R T A B S AIAT & 9

BE. X T AN A0 28 i), T S A TR IO (1) 45 TR TARYE [ AR S AH T, nf LUK ERAH R 1) — 4 TR G A0 B, YRR
R IR 4 AME 23 ) 7R 1) A B S B T Ay B S B A 1 S8 R (Vg — bugay)s 2) o EL SR A S0 Ay A1 BT 2
AR SN ER (Nougay—ctean)s 3) FEIBBH R A I A LS BB R SRR (Notean—bugey): 4) FEIBH PR EAR 004
TBBH P 2R K SE B ER (Wjeansetean)- WA TR (4) FVA T (5) FIoR, AR SCHEE PH P ZA4R T KRS 2 (Precision) F
HIHIZR (Recall). HiANFE AR PR HIBUETE FIZE 0 B 1 2 [0, (R HT 1 R B PERE AT

Nelean—clean

Precision = ©))
clean—clean T Nbuggyﬁclean

Ncleanﬂclean

Recall = 5)
Ncleanaclean + Ncleanﬂbuggy

3.3 LT

EEXTEE T H B0 R RN (cross-project warning identification, CPWI) /145, A SC M 8 NI H H ik £—A
T VE R RTRH , Be K A PR R AR T H E S B ARTH BE4T CPWI AT filtin, 43€ 2 ¥ spell 15 4 J5T0 H B,
TFAE 7 A CPWI I H 414, B S I 56 Ml ERIIR H A& o TR H 416, R 2.2 W prieh ik
ISR H o5 3% 5 H BRI E A DG D s R S R I R4 H T SWIPER HELE A A5 8 (1)1 25 S bk i 4% 5 )
PR TR0 H 1) 3 S ARBAR IR Sofimax 43 2383 HARIH o (R THA. 24 T PPl SWIPER HEZLAE CPWI
45 R Pk RE, RSO TR B I kS LR 6 NS AR SO I B 7 VAT LR,

« FRM-TLP: — i CPWI AL 45 BB BT R 2% > HEAE, 3@ i R ] PVC (path-variable characteristic) 51iF i
ATHE 5 T LRIk NI E 1] ) B0 3 A 2 5

« TCAML: —Fffii I T S A # A E B CM (common metric) H54E (148 MLIT B 2 > 732, T3 5t /IMEYS
T H 55 H AR E (0451 2 ) 85 25 08 3 W NI H 22 [0 B AL H 9. 38 3 FIH T A SO TR 43 28 45 11
28 AN CM HEAE, 41 H ) CM HRE AT {E Menzies 25 N U8 SCh #3152 80 X

23 MG A
F5 FAE 44

LOC total_loc, blank loc, comment loc, executable loc

McCabe  cyclomatic_complexity, design_complexity

unique_operands, unique_operators, total operands, total operators, halstead vocabulary, halstead length,

Halstead halstead_volume, halstead_level, halstead_difficulty, halstead_effort, halstead_error, halstead_time

branch_count, decision_count, call_pairs, condition_count, multiple condition_count, cyclomatic_density,

Miscellaneous .. . . . . .
decision_density, design_density, norm_cyclomatic_complexity, formal parameters

o NNFilter!™: — i W FG i B (ARSI, i FHY Spem 408 4328 3 BRI 000 I v 5 A A 205 A1 14 B

« DBN™ ) F 5 24 )RR DBN 3k F 3h2% =) AST 35 589 (10955 SCRF A T Sl B F503000 1) J7 k.

« DP-CNNP¥: — ok ONN 23T AST (K38 SCRFE ) 555 AL B2 1) M RRAE i) 524 45 2 g 2t e s o ) 45
R T,

* CNN-THFLU!: —F 36T CNN (f rl IE R VR AR AE 2 SIHESY, T8I 7E DP-CNN J7 Lt 3tk RSN TCA AR
7 YT G IR AR SR A s T 3¢ T R BB TR B

FFI0H N 375 T 2R Af5IA (within-project warning identification, WPWI) AL45, A AEAN I H 1) B4
I3 A INGRER R AR, IR AR AR 3 B PR 3T 28 IR UE SR VAL 73 R B sk, £k A Rl—ANT H
(19 7 S0 AR, P B AR BRI 53 b W A K MRS 72, FIR L — AN FEAE N ISR A T SWIPER HEHE A5 2
IR B AHOR, T 53— N1 AR 8 A TR, AR5 FRAC e A TR d-AT — X E R 5258, 0 T 5 SWIPER HE
A WPWIAESS IR B, A SCHE T EE H 1 U7 3 AN AR 27 20 70 R AR AT LUIR. % i& BINLAR 7 S A
AT VERN 28Rk, A SCAr i 38 7 18 85 0] 4325 2% LR (logistic regression). 3 TR SR HLVE A 40 2588 748 DL S



10 BRAF AR SR g K B I

FEM L5488 (support vector machine, SVM) SKAE g HE2k ik, FIRNLAS 5 3] 73 KA HEE T CM 1R 3L
PEAER N WPWI 57,

ARSCRI TR T A Prest® R liel CM H#AE A T 52520 Hr. 41 % FRM-TL. TCA. NNFilter L &% CNN-THFL
X 4 ANBEER 5 AR R SR I, A SR A 2 e B PR ARG Sk ST IAH DS 8L £1%) DBN LA 2 DP-CNN 53X i A~ JE 2k
D798, AR SO A 1 30 Pl (1A [R] 119 D99 2 2548 DL K SECR S IUAR CARE Y. £ %F LR 148 BA AL SVM X 3 M
L7, AR TR & Wekal I Szl BE R HEA T 5256 ASCHTH Hi ) SWIPER HE4E R F Huggingface V-4 (1)
“codebert-base” iR Ay FEAHE Y2844, 12 J2 [ Transformer 4545 2H 1. SWIPER HEZE (K] AR S Hr i B~ U5
WH 5 HERTH M K KE N 512, HEALBE K/ (batch size) by 16+ 2% > % (learning rate) 4 1E-6 LA K I 45
1) epoch B E A 15. 4454~ epoch W, A I ZREE H BEHLIERE 20% (AR BEAT IR UE. A 7 B 1Lk P45 1), 4R 3¢
K A5 (early stopping) WL, EHRAEIGUESE BRI 5 4 epoch ¥ PERE RS, WY il #2452 1k, 7E MR BL,
BN IR R ARG AT R M BRI AIE, R 5 3.2 W BTt I VP4 Feb LABEAT L s 3. o T e 4
Kb 0 % 0 B AL A1 A i %)) A SO A 4L S 50 #OOT B 10 RIBCT- B (DAt HR bn 46 SR A S 0 i A s 5
YILEREAT 4 B Nvidia GTX 1080Ti GPU [k 45 #% _E3E4T.

AR Wilcoxon 7455 kK36 7 15K 36 1E BT i HH (¥ SWIPER HE 48 5 3L 28 05 v i AE B4R A A ME e L R 5 A 8
F 755, Wilcoxon F 5 FRAG I 2 — P IES BN B0, R A 7 TR B AR EER 2 IE& 0. kW p HAN T
0.05 B, WHI MBI MR ZE RES R L B HA B M. JbAh, A H Scott-Knott effect size difference
(ESD) K50 7572 AR 3.2 5 v T tH A S VT AS FR AR 1 A BE RS EAT HE 44 . Scott-Knott ESD & — S E L4 7
%, R R RIS HAR SR 00 G2 b2 AN A 20 A RO B #E3EAT Scott-Knott ESD A5 56 ) [ I,
ARV Cohen RV 5 d KA & SWIPER HELE L IL R ik 2 o)1 6 1) 22 S A2 SE P M F o2 5 2. 24 1d) < 0.2
I, A A& AT LL S ) (negligible, N); 24 0.2 < |d| < 0.5 B, A FZ/NP) (small, S); 240.5 < |d| < 0.8 B, A A& H 4%
) (medium, M); 24 |d| > 0.8 I, A2 K11 (large, L). WIH— AR T 55 — B K35 N & d 91 BT 0.2, M
FR GG o BAT A (.

4 IRERSHH

H T VRl I T R AR SRR AR [ sh A )7k SWIPER (WA 20t AR SCHFFE T LA 3 ANFST )
(research question, RQ).

« RQI1: 5HAhFEL Jr ik L, SWIPER fig 75 3545 H 4Tt CPWI 45 42

« RQ2: 5 Al L J7 ik ML, SWIPER fit 75 3545 54T /) WPWI 45 512

e RQ3: F T BRARIMITE LIRS LK RN i o5 IR0 3R i AT 45 2 5 A 20
4.1 RQ1 XWHERSHR

T ARL S B T IERAS B AR E AT AR SC AT H K U732 SWIPER LA K 6 A4 7 ik I 73
Precision | Recall 853 (AT B7R). FAY HARIEAT TP RMEAT 2 70 SEREE R (7 DMIUH 45 x10 YOMAL i 5
50y WSFIAME. Wk 4 Fk 5 o, 7ER— A HART H AT 6 EE 928, SWIPER 5 i B4k ki him i i 45 1
SRR, K 4 FIEK 5 WS 3 AT RN RAETE A BART H P RESE RFIIE (L Avg AT).
L2 75 SWIPER #H4T Wilcoxon 375 #RAL L1 p {H (M. p-value 1T) LA REANIELR J 155 SWIPER Z [H] 11
Cohen AV # K/ (WL Cohen’s d 4T). &l 6 WIEIR T 6 I 1 77728647 Scott-Knott ESD A3 FrH1EA% 45 . BET-x5 3¢ 4.
® 5 LUKIE 6 IR, mT LA LR 20 B AR

* 7F Scott-Knott ESD £ 344 1, SWIPER 75PN TEAL HEbr v #HE 44 55—, Wi WAFIH SWIPER J7 ik i e 1)
CPWI #5280 %) L FCAth B 2% 2 B AT W25 1K v RE AR T

o B BREAf FR oK UL, SWIPER ZET A5 HAr I H _LHAS 44 Precision {54 59.1%. 5 A 6 432k Tr A1 e
52, ¥ Precision {HIFFE IR FETE 8.3%—16.1% < [8]. T A A [0l 2 (1 25 K, SWIPER TETH Hbsbi B FHARH)



RADH R TRAZELRTHHELIRA AT E 11

VY4 Recall (624 75.5%. 5 A 6 NIELETTAH LSS, V-4 Recall (EIMETHIEE E 19.0%46.2% 2 IH].

« #R#% Wilcoxon FF-5 BRALHE (K145 R, SWIPER {E W A VEAS F b5 %o 1 A7 3528 7L 19 p {39/ T 0.05, $L9
SWIPER FIAELL /7 ik A AL M e 22 A Ge vk i X B 3 . AR Y Cohen 24N LK /D45 4L, SWIPER 7EH 4
VS HE b TP A T A IR 2 7V A AN i d Y908 IE BT 0.5 (R B8 22 53 SEBR B o oh 25l K), Xt 7e 7 3R
WIS I H 3755 N SWIPER HEZE (52 7 .

# 4 SWIPER 5IAh KL 7540 CPWI AR5 1 ¥ Precision Takr L4 45 5L

L& FRM-TL TCA NNFilter DBN DP-CNN  CNN-THFL  SWIPER

C Test Suite 52.5 36.9 51.8 52.5 522 53.5 57.6

ITC 49.7 50.5 52.7 50.6 51.0 523 535

Juliet 49.8 79.3 56.8 583 59.9 68.2 58.1

Precision () "Miword 364 29.5 443 47.4 46.1 37.7 59.0

barcode 20.5 20.4 394 16.0 14.9 18.1 63.2

spell 62.0 46.5 60.0 50.6 56.8 49.9 51.9

sphinxbase 432 60.4 55.1 54.1 55.1 61.1 68.5

uucp 29.8 22.0 46.4 324 34.6 37.7 61.0

Avg. (%) 43.0 43.2 50.8 45.2 46.3 473 59.1
p-value 2.10x107*  1.22x107°  3.73x10°  1.21x107°  1.09x107*  1.97x107 -
Cohen’s d 1.072(L)  0.884(L)  0.555(M)  LI56(L)  0.982(L)  0.793 (M) -

%5 SWIPER 5 AbIELL J5iAE CPWI AT Hh () Recall $R R L 45

ek FRM-TL TCA NNFilter DBN DP-CNN  CNN-THFL  SWIPER
C Test Suite 292 36.6 446 497 439 40.0 74.3
ITC 319 60.5 64.6 52.7 47.6 43.8 72.7
Juliet 193 47.6 51.8 573 46.6 43.9 93.7
Recall (%) antiword 31.0 38.2 51.8 61.8 519 33.8 96.7
cearttze barcode 44.6 43.8 39.3 62.9 51.4 58.2 40.0
spell 29.1 52.3 45.1 56.2 50.8 47.1 91.9
sphinxbase 20.5 51.1 318 56.3 49.1 42.0 86.0
uucp 28.6 472 26.2 55.0 57.4 47.8 48.9
Avg. (%) 29.3 472 44.4 56.5 498 44.6 75.5
p-value 2.98x107"  1.12x107°  3.76x107*  9.26x107*  2.86x10°  2.58x107" —
Cohen’s d 2223(L)  1299(L)  1207(L)  1156(L)  1258(L) 1.448 (L) —
07 10,
0.6t |
0.7}
8 I =
z t ; | s '
S ' 205
04t 1 + $
03Ff 0.31
02l 0.1l
L 1 1 1 1 1 J L 1 1 1 1 1 J
SWIPER NNFilter CNN-THFI SWIPER DBN CNN-THFL NNFilter
(a) Precision Pl r (b) Recall YA HEbx

6 RQI i Scott-Knott ESD HE42 45 %
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42 RQ2 LWHERS D

% 6 A T A HFRIH 7E SWIPER Hil 3 ML 772 ISk WPWI BRI [P 34 Precision Fl Recall 45
R R HARDEAT PR ER 10 R P38 RAE (RIREAMEALAA 20 WSEIREE F) PR, Wik 6 iR,
TEREAN H bR H AT O L2 58H, SWIPER 5 AL J7 vz i AF (&5 w20, B 7 WEoR T A
Ji AT Scott-Knott ESD A (FIHEA4 45 3. 2T XL 6 LIS 7 BULEE, T LAAS H BU R 204l .

%6 SWIPER 5 3 ML 717 WPWI R4 KAl Fabs Hh e 45 R

LAY LR 148 SVM SWIPER
C Test Suite 50.5 46.2 49.4 69.7
ITC 46.8 48.6 47.7 70.3
Juliet 76.4 77.1 78.2 80.9
Precision (%) antiword 66.4 76.1 71.2 77.4
barcode 46.6 17.5 34.0 63.3
spell 69.6 61.0 67.2 71.0
sphinxbase 70.4 80.2 70.8 81.0
uucp 69.5 732 80.9 79.2
Avg. (%) 62.0 60.0 62.4 74.1
p-value 9.95%x10 6.10x10” 3.42x107 -
Cohen’s d 0.971 (L) 0.889 (L) 0.899 (L) —
C Test Suite 432 48.4 454 100.0
ITC 243 64.6 49.7 98.9
Juliet 88.0 81.6 823 93.4
antiword 78.0 80.6 75.2 85.7
Recall (%) barcode 8.0 5.7 1.1 66.7
spell 68.2 49.5 58.7 92.7
sphinxbase 68.5 75.6 64.6 91.9
uucp 44.4 57.0 243 65.7
Avg. (%) 52.8 57.9 51.4 86.9
p-value 4.64x107% 1.15x107"° 7.74x107" —
Cohen’s d 1.643 (L) 1,513 (L) 1.894 (L) —
1.0 -
0.8 -
. L ]
07l 0.8 F
2061 ¢ =6k |
& |
0.5+
05|
04+~ L | | J 03 L 1 1 J
SWIPER SVM LR J48 SWIPER 148
(a) Precision WAL 4R bR (b) Recall F-ligks

7 RQ2 1] Scott-Knott ESD HE44 45 5
* SWIPER fE M AN PPAE 845 T FY Scott-Knott ESD A& 46 HE 44 H 3440 T HoAth Fe 2k T v, IR e WPWI T4 i
R T B A TE X E 7RI SWIPER )7 iE R AETS 21 it 2 (M AE 27T
« SWIPER 764 B I5 B FEUR (433 Precision F1 Recall {4354 74.1% F1 86.9%. 15 HiAth 3 AN Hegk ik



KA 5 T4 2B R T A B S AIAT & 13

AHELES, 134 Precision {EIIETHIREELE 11.7%14.1% 2.[0], V-3 Recall {HAFEFHIEEAE 29.0%-35.5% 2 [i].

55 3 AL kA L, SWIPER 7E46 K 240 H bR H Bd 42 B#RAT T 4 (RS 25 L. AR4E Wilcoxon £
SHRALFN Cohen RN i K/MIISE R, SWIPER AHX T T FE 4k 7 A M B BT ORI AR 34, HLIk B8 2 e v
Givtim X B B, DL g B 0] SWIPER HEZLZET H 3% 56 T AR 10 B Sz 18
43 RQ3 XWLERSHR

0T 1RIZF RQ3, A SCE I LA /1 BT R SR ISR 6 AIF SWIPER J5 i AN AL ARG 24 k.

431 RIBRIREmW M

A 1) 99 Rl S 56 B 9 9 A 8 (R ARG 2 s D7 VSR e SWIPER Jy v (kA28 ko, FFRIH BN E S
B CodeBERT K Z5 32k 7 VAL B e s 10 H 3 5 N AT PR e L. Aol Ui, W ANJEEE 10 a0 Sl 2 2 TR i
BIERTIEA CodeBERT-CM, LA IET AST 1 RIRIIIAY CodeBERT-AST. & T {RIE SER ) A1, CodeBERT-
CM 4 CodeBERT-AST HIVIZRid 2555 3.3 Firp firid — 3.

x 7AW TERA HERIH - {# ] SWIPER I /N 3E4L J7¥: (CodeBERT-CM 5 CodeBERT-AST) i )33
Precision Fl Recall 453, 7E8A™ HFIUH AT (% HLSEEG H, SWIPER 5 CodeBERT-CM. CodeBERT-AST 2 Hi
VRS FRFR &5 R S HOIRER R, &1 8 WIJEZR T XA RIS /R 75 i HE4T Scott-Knott ESD A3 I HE 45 3. itk
SRR R 7 VEAT L, B T B AE UGBS R A 3 BRI, 1E4 K 2 50 H AR T H $0E 58 E#GRAE T 5
AR I RE RO HARSR G, 78 8 AN H AR H h, ATt (1777 SWIPER TE Precision Fll Recall ¥t ¥ #HL
BT 6 MaetEME R, B AR 2R3, SWIPER LLFI/NEER Ji 200 BT T 7.6% F1 6.1%. T A Rl 26 1) 45 Lk
ZF, SWIPER [ THIE B 43 42 17.8% H1 15.9%. K4t Wilcoxon 55 BK F1 5 Cohen 20N & K /MG 1 45 5L,
SWIPER %} ] CodeBERT-CM 5 CodeBERT-AST £i Precision $&45 I /N E R R 25 (03, £E Recall T5¥5 F
AP, BRI AR ZE St B Govt B, BSRUL, T B AR I AR & 1 SRR A R o R PR
T e A0 A 22 e, VT DA | AR 2 BEORE T b 2% ) 5 98 0 B S AE DG TR SUFRAIE, M B i Y AR R A AT 5 IR 1 .

# 7 SWIPER 5 CodeBERT-CM. CodeBERT-AST 7E CPWI 1145 H I VP Al Fia b Ll s 45 1

et CodeBERT-CM CodeBERT-AST SWIPER

C Test Suite 56.7 56.9 57.6

ITC 52.8 53.2 53.5

Juliet 675 65.3 58.1

antiword 47.6 48.1 59.0

Precision (%) barcode 27.6 38.1 63.2

spell 53.6 53.6 51.9

sphinxbase 64.2 65.1 68.5

uucp 423 43.7 61.0

Avg. (%) 51.5 53.0 59.1
p-value 4.94x107"° 9.63x10°° —
Cohen’s d 0.555 (M) 0.467 (S) —

C Test Suite 524 60.5 74.3

ITC 64.3 61.9 72.7

Juliet 66.7 60.5 93.7

antiword 51.1 67.0 96.7

Recall (%) barcode 55.8 58.9 40.0

spell 67.1 60.6 91.9

sphinxbase 50.5 493 86.0

uucp 53.6 58.1 48.9

Avg. (%) 577 59.6 75.5
p-value 2.20x107"° 3.99x10°"° —

Cohen’s d 0.615 (M) 0.577 (M) -




14 BRPR AR, wrnndE g K 0 x4

0.7 -

0.6 L 0.8 -
=
1) L]
g 0 . § 0.6 -
g 031 =

0.4
0.4+
L 1 J 02 L 1 J
SWIPER CodeBERT-AST CodeBERT-CM SWIPER CodeBERT-AST CodeBERT-CM
(a) Precision YAl HEbx (b) Recall F-lifks

8 RQ3 1 ANHRISEE K Scott-Knott ESD HE44 45 H

432 DNN %Ry 0530

AT R I B DA SO R Y 4 Fi DNN 4249 (CNN. DBN. Gk AR Word2Vee LA K Pl 251
SR BERT) SR H SWIPER J7 2P (I I 4538 5 17 CodeBERT, JEIM L Il 2k CPWI BERURBEAT MEAEXT HE. th
AR U, AT RET XS B 1) 4 ANSELE T730: 00 S R B 408 SCROR VI ZRIF CNN A7 (CNN-Path). DBN £%%! (DBN-
Path). Word2Vec # (Word2Vec-Path) b % BERT #5% (BERT-Path). 5> DNN Z4i4) ({0, A SCRH A ®©
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