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1 E: KBRS D A HREDF &0 KR, A8 TRETFRAAEFRRBRE. WA KESER AR
TARARIRP BRI T T AR G HUETR R AR 6 4, B AR R R AREE A A S RBMAAE S-09 AN, ATAE
K& T AR 4 4 ook He . i8R A A% SRR B3R 4E #8547 (#1149, BLEU, CodeBLEU, edit progress) %t 4 # £ & X i&
TR Fu 4 AP ARE D PR T GBER B RARAAE S 49 R IBAT A, LI KI5 Z AR EF & RANA T4
F MR E S T BTN AR & T IR KA R P15 AR A B iR IR, 42 8 K T Unidiff 494284k,
IPAE F5 AT, AR IEAR F 09 T B 3RAE, AR S R B 548 AR PAT X B ARAE QG IR G 4 (1) F B ATRADAL
ARAE G- 3E JEAR K, AR PAT B2 T2 FARAF 0 S AR EARAK, L KGE 2 AR B SR TR D A AR A R L 84 i 3k, BP AR
©) FHATE Z R T F84E, FRELRINTAE; (2) A DHAETAD| EAER | K35 2 AR A RASALE SIS T
PAT 2 % 3\ (ADD) #2157 (MODIFY) & # 315 B ADD % & B4k P3RBT S, E—F e L
oM AZRBRETHEAEFTEMRAAES T 695 H, AT B TR E R T T4 LLM-Voter 7 %, &4
Inference-based (F& TAEA #£32) F= Confidence-based (& T E 13 Bk #) MM T 7%, § £ LR KRR AR 694 A
RANRDRACT &, EiI b 3 —F 5 AR Z A, LG BAEA G R R AL TG T S, SHEm: X FF
15 Bk #69 LLM-Voter 7 i% fe % £ K 1832 2 EM (exact match) & &9 F) B SRAFAL T T A 2R 69 A0 &, A A
AR KIBE TR G 5

FEE KRBT E; A HRARA, KIEETRE, h— 27X, ERFET

FELS S TP311

tCT A S AN, MR, BB, KGE. RIE S AT AT 25 T (KRB SR T S ot v, AR, 2025, 36(6):
2477-2500. http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/7325.htm

5| F#% 3% Wang ZP, He TK, Zhao RY, Zheng T. Exploration and Improvement of Capabilities of LLMs in Code Refinement
Task. Ruan Jian Xue Bao/Journal of Software, 2025, 36(6): 2477-2500 (in Chinese). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/7325.htm

Exploration and Improvement of Capabilities of LLMs in Code Refinement Task

WANG Zhi-Peng, HE Tie-Ke, ZHAO Ruo-Yu, ZHENG Tao
(Software Institute, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China)

Abstract: As a crucial part of automated code review, the code refinement task is of great significance for improving development
efficiency and code quality. Since large language models (LLMs) have shown far better performance than traditional small-scale pre-trained
models in the field of software engineering, this study aims to explore the performance of these two types of models in the task of
automatic code refinement, so as to evaluate the comprehensive advantages of LLMs. The traditional code quality evaluation metrics (e.g.,
BLEU, CodeBLEU, edit progress) are used to evaluate the performance of four mainstream LLMs and four representative small-scale pre-
trained models in the code refinement task. Findings indicate that the refinement quality of LLMs in the pre-review code refinement

subtask is inferior to that of small-scale pre-trained models. Due to the difficulty of the existing code quality evaluation metrics in
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explaining the above phenomenon, this study proposes Unidiff-based code refinement evaluation metrics to quantify the change operations
in the refinement process, in order to explain the reasons for the inferiority and reveal the tendency of the models to perform change
operations: (1) The pre-review code refinement task is rather difficult, the accuracy of the models in performing correct change operations
is extremely low, and LLMs are more “aggressive” than small-scale pre-trained models, that is, they tend to perform more code change
operations, resulting in their poor performance; (2) Compared with small-scale pretrained models, LLMs tend to perform more ADD and
MODIFY change operations in the code refinement task, and the average number of inserted code lines in ADD change operations is
larger, further proving their “aggressive” nature. To alleviate the disadvantages of LLMs in the pre-review refinement task, this study
introduces the LLM-Vote method based on LLMs and ensemble learning, which includes two sub-schemes: Inference-based and
Confidence-based, aiming to integrate the advantages of different base models to improve the code refinement quality. On this basis, a
refinement determination mechanism is further introduced to enhance the decision stability and reliability of the model. Experimental
results demonstrate that the Confidence-based LLM-Voter method significantly increases the exact match (EM) value and obtains a
refinement quality better than all base models, thus effectively alleviating the disadvantages of large language models.

Key words: code review; automated code refinement; large language model (LLM); unified diff format (Unidiff); ensemble learning

RIGF A (code review) PRI R ITFE 1) B TAERAE, X TR R H 4T B &M i a2 g =
B SO AR A A BT AR I R A R 0 1 B S, T B R B 7 5 R, 9 A A
UE AR . SR, QAT B 7R B K BT IRIRURS 0, ZCRAR TR, (RIS o 20 A0 5 B th e DA i ), 3R s AR o 75 1
RO AT B, 2 B A VA AR R X7 VAR F I R AR S B A SRS R A, RIS
st o

R THT ARG B 7 B B AT 45 B0 4 R ) S A S e ACRD AR B R B Al . oA A LA RS O
Ak, AT A B AR AT A SRS AR AL A4S A3 R 2, QRS B 18 AT 455 5 AR AT 45 B X 5 7). wir
RETEERT TREE, EE SR TR E 24 IRE K. 58 S a0 AREE w2l 518 H+eir
FRIARAD, (B ] BEAE FE 4810 G 5 A A (B, B0 IR g i FSE S5 50 HE U IRk, ARADARARAT 45 EL RS SRR 18 R
R4 iE—20, BAEIRTE I gn BARAD I mT it . AT 4 A g i i = .

20T, HICHERL R SR TES D © AR IL (code refinement before review, CRB), EI7E A
T A AT AR A B A AR HEAT 04k, @ & 8 5 IARES AL AL (code refinement after review, CRA), BIZE A T.# #F
S F T o A IR A LN AR A AR AT LA X R SIAAT 55 10 B AR ARBUR I R B, AR B
AT B ], SR e AR,

U, KV SRR S T RE ) 22 AU B B KR, S B AR T AR BN R SR TRy i U, AR
5% F K8 & BRI GL /N T 2B B TE E B RES AT 55 HIRILE R, Ul MR G REMERIRA. KiE
AT 5 R PR A A A T/ B TR SRR, 2 — AMEAF IR R M AL Lu 25N 29 R 78 K8 &
LLaMA TEZAT45 IR, 455380, LLaMA BRI AR AT T15 Go /N BT 2R AL {51 41, 7E18°F LoRa J7
5 LLaMA #H T2 808 800 Ja, Wi B4 L BLEU (bilingual evaluation understudy) 4> %04 82.27 1
78.23, 4+ BT CodeReviewer Ml T5-Review #7H (82.61 fil 78.33), X" T K8 5 B AEZAT 55 OB 76 = FR
P B, A5 B TEER I W S AR H SRS AT 45 IR I K LA 534, WA TT R & RS 2 R i, M
PEFHARA o 2 I AR A o RN R R, AR XHZAT % A5 R BR (W0 BLEU. CodeBLEU. EP Al
EM) 3= B4k b T AR ARG AT 55 v RO R B, SR I S 8 A o DA 4 T S e ARG A ALl 2 BT AR B AR,
R RO KT B AR IR AP TE R I, BRIEAR H — P RE RS 4R (4T E 3 A 38 /R ARG A Ak O R I Al 7 VR

BAKI &, A SCYI5 1 AN 5T il .

RQL: FERMDRAAT 55, KB T BT 55 R I B AT TGN TR 2582 L RO A B S AT
BRI A 42

RQ2: # KiE 5 HAIEAR G RAAT 55 R AETE ST, B TE S VBRI I, IR 5H 202

[E1 25 b3 i) R e 35 B o B R S I BRI A% G /N B TR SRR B 7E B B ARAD AR AGAT 55w (1 £ 35 R0 R BR
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P, BET AR AT 55 06 £ 5 A2, 4R S AN AR AL 5 & Dy B S A AXHD o A TR (0 T R R SO 408 fHE PR 10 SCHRp P S i
MY, BT S BRI R RN (1 R AN R

IR IR GT ) R AR SCERTE T 24T 4 PRI KIS S 8L (Code LLaMA . StableCode3B. LLaMA 3.
ChatGPT 4o0) 1 4 Fp BA R ML SN IE T Z-AE AL (T5-Review. CodeT5. CodeReviewer. CodeBERT) #£
PRI AEARAT S5 R B B SR U, AR SCHE 35T Unidiff (unified diff format, 48— 2% 4% 30) MARRD AR AL VT A%
fabr, ARSI FE A8 S HR A, DU RIS 5 A B B AT AR AR A AR 55 I 5 A B SR AL b, AR Sr4R
Hi LLM-Voter J5i%, ¥ KiE 5 BB 548 G282 1 sk b 4R B S BoR 458, AR iy KOs 5 15 BT o 25 BT AD
PACAT S5 H I 5 R B, FLBNHLRIE T 8 1 2 ST 4 AR T 4 AN [F S A R (P AR AR T B U1, %05 i B AR (3%
Inference-based (& T LAY HL) 1 Confidence-based (FET B 1E HEHE) B T 5%, I 5| AULALH AL DL 5%
FAZY [ R s F s VEAN AT SE L. AR SO R ZRIALHE: (1) 7E 5 AT R AESS (CRB) H, Kl 5 8 M ARRB AL 4L
RS TAE G /NI SR RE RS T 78 7 25 5 AR AT 55 (CRA) H, RAL T B ZIAR T8 S8/ NI TR SRR 2.
(2) TERFMRIDRAAT 55+, KAE 3 A Y LU A% S0 /N R T 1 A5 20 2R T B g, BRI ) T 04T B 22 A QA A o
1k, JLHRIIERE N (ADD) FE % (MODIFY) AT #:/E 4 5 ADD #AE-F AT HE 2 . KRR — S EUR
S AR B LE BT FE 55 20 Sl B LS AR A B3 IR A (3) 2k T B B R LLM-Voter J7 V% REM A R MR 5
FRERAE A AT RS AT S5 H B 5 5, PRAL S I EM BRI AL BT i 35 A0 T P A A,

AR EETTRRAT S50 R,

(1) I BR A 32 RS 5 1 BRI R M A% G /N AR TR SR A T AE AR IS P AAT 55 IR B, R I KA 5 B B 7 W
A AT 55 FAEAE S 3.

(2) E1 %% Ge AR ot & VT A5 8 45 JEVE A T VP A ARRS A A 2 1 i L, AT 42 HE LT Unidiff IAAS AR AL TR AS
Fabr, T 2R 2 A TR, DR RIS 5 AR B 7E W A AT AR R AL AR 5 RIS I R R, 487 H
oA T R B AT 7 T R A PR A [ 1

(3) I LLM-Voter J5i2%, 3% Inference-based 1 Confidence-based Hifh ¥ 75 &, 3 5] NI FI ML, SL56
iERH Confidence-based 77 S Hef% 2 E 2 EM EAIOLAL B &, MTTA S M 0 5 87 o & ARG AR A AT 55
5.

AAEE 1N E AR AAT S5 AT AR, 58 2 WA FEI S BT, A SO 7T il i, BEits2ie
JTEE. SR 3 TN S IR R AL AL 2R 4 IR A s R R 5 S WA A s RIS IRAATE S
IAH A 78 A, 28 6 T 4545

1 BFA

L1 KEHEEGRTHEHRBRLES

A AR T 1976 4F, H1 Fagan! " tH. 7EE 5 (1) 2 4R RLEWR M ARIESM . 22T TR, S %
TET i A AR AL S ) BUAARS 87 # (modern code review)! ' SLACAREY o 5 AR 57 L2 TR AV e 282 1 I 2
FLURR L LR AR o AT, PR e S ST LA S I T b sl iS5 IF A T K BB, AR B AR RS R IF
RATABD AL A, IR B A o B . 1~ 6 38 R o 2 3 AR A B SCAF AT VA, 3 8 S SO A7 AE 1 L
TR, WA R A R . TF R AR 1% o e R S R B A AR AT B Y, B R A Sl A
[ F %I G IFHEN 933, s oe £

Tufano 55 A V5 YOS R BE 2 SRR I TE 2 S b e ARAS o 5 e AR ARAD ARALAE 55 HEAT 1 31, HAR H A
AR — P EEN IR AT ARSI, B AR AR HEAT 8 2 2 BN IT A SR g 5 AR Y S 5t 55 2 b
LA ARG S & AR PRI, & 1E R R A — AN B AR R ], s o A W RS AR s P 1 1
JEoR T ARG o & b B S AR A AR 35 O E A AR, B SRS IR 55 45 RAVBIT K& 2%, Sihrik
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SEARBATY T 53 TR E . A SRS PRI 55 i 44 9t B RTARBS A6 (CRB) Al 2 5 ARRS AL (CRA), J9fERIA i i,
Ja SCAE IS 48 S5 AR PTAE 55

ANE]
public boolean accept(Issue issue) { DA
if (shouldSkip(issue, getExcludedLines())) { public boolean accept(Issue issue) {
) return false; S @ _ return !shouldSkip(issue, getExcludedLines());
}
return true; i e e 21 7T 4
) CiE=N IR0 K1
(CRB)
AR
Use list comprehension to optimize code. RACACHY
N def convert_to_uppercase(strings):
TEARES —> return [s.upper() for s in strings]
def convert_to_uppercase(strings):
result' =] ) #HEEA
for s in strings: (CRA)
result.append(s.upper())
return result

EI1 PIRAER LA T AR5 R 1]

12 KiESHR

TEREF M (large language model, LLM) L2 7, S (LM) MRBIEET T 3 NEEM B &iliE
MR (statistical language model, SLM)'™*, #1215 S (neural language model, NLM)!' VI T 2515 = MR (pre-
trained language model, PLM)™".

GEHE S A (SLM) I8 5 /R A SR 15~ T AR A U™ R Sy B SO TN R — AN ) B R
PHZEIE B (NLM) I 5IN T HIZE R4 (4 RNN T LSTM), fi# 4k 7 SLM 7E A0 3K BE B9 A #UR1 bR SOl 7y T
PIAS R, FI A BN 2 3R 118 5 AL IR 55 O RCR. FIZRAE S B8 (PLM) 78 R FUBC A S8 B 34T T 2%,
T38RO E PR B 4145, BERT F1 GPT 2 H ML B3R . BERT #5155 @B N —ANa) 7 T 47 71
45U, GPT F B AR AT 45 IR P, Wi 0 5 3R T 7 L ARAE 5 A 3BT 45 1ok .

BB BRINR R R7R T ORI B IR R vt 7 VA B 5 4 AR 5 2% S BRIt A, 1515 5 BORL7E &P B AR 5 b3
AT 55 v (1 S AR AR BR T 32 ISR, B 284 T K8 5 B8, B GPT-3P" A1 4201 ChatGPT, BAITTER H S50
HERth b, @I B TE B 2 >, BN T SR S EARAI AR A 0, JE B HESh T NP AU AR SRR P2,

KBS WAL T Transformer 2844, A5+ HEEZHT1240248, 10 GPT-3. PaLM Al LLaMA. X SRR
AAE AR _EBEOR, T HAETE 5 BRARAN AR iRl B BE5R, FEIR T 7R A AR 45 Fod AN 38 R A EAS) 2 U T (35 A
LLM [ ZRAaT RS 2047 20t B8, 58 DR AN & i 25 75 3. il an, GPT-3 Jl i 78 R AR SCA# s B AT
TR, B T O D FEARFIEFEAERE.

LLM Ry R EAE 2 DM USE Rz A, AIIRPLZS AT T, BN AL B BIANE 5 5
PR CA R AITRE S AR I BT L R SIS IIE S i, SO R T T ARE S A AT S I OR PO RSk, LLM
KT AE S — PR TR S W55 NSRBI LA Ry R B 1) L 9 557 DR T A ORASE R ) T e A 22 4
P, B 7N G LE AR AR AR AL VA R B LA B, LAk i LA ASHE T 5 P 2R 1 ),

1.3 B¥SHRARE

KB SRR TR B A AU, 75 X AT I, SR T 42 2 B0 75 LR 2 R vh B B RN [
AP DR, SR FH S Hm OO ik LU T AR AT 55 4R O 2 M S RGO VR T R R SR IR R
TRINBEA, IERC 2 W0R (adapter tuning)™. FTZEHR (prefix tuning)®™. LR (prompt tuning)® LA J AR Ak &
J¥ (low-rank adaptation, LoRa)™!. i £ A G i i > B AL S8, SeBll T I8 2 S MO M MRS, JemT it AR
R, LoRa Z 3 UM 7 VR AE A B ARRD o A U BAR KT H €4, DR ASHIF 78 48 LoRa X K S A8 AL BEAT 3.
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2 Hzmigit

2.1 #E &

AR T RKVE S A B LEARRD AR A AT 55 P (078 70, AR SCHR AN FE I L B 2 R 1 HE RS B B 55 R xR
A4k, i REREAT 2R Gt SUE AR S0 R B HE 22, 1 50, S VT A 4 Fh R IR KOS SRR 4 R R M A% G/ N T
G REAR AL AAT %5 T ORI, 15 4518 1; ARG, i T2 G000 BT B VP Ad 4R br Je 12 & T A QRS A A 1 2, A
WEFCHE 3T Unidiff RRD AT 25 VPG e AR AT 20T, DL AR A Ak b 72 p = A ) A8 SE 4, AT
R RIE 5 A CRB AT 45 LS B B R A, BI5i8 2, FR48 78 KO8 5 AR L A% Ge /N R T B R 7 AR
A Ak Jok P2 i AT A SE R AR i 1, B4 98 3; B, 456 K18 5 BB AR s S B 42 HE LLM-Voter J57%, £1
FE 5 TR A HEF R T LS B B PRD 707 %, IR I N E WL, LR AR RIS & BALE CRB 1145 LK% %,
VP ST B IR T 5 AN B I EM AL B, 22 0 L BB % g AN R ZEL A A0 35 M i B2 i At Ak
FiiE, B4t 4.

50 10 RIS
- CRB {1451, LLM 14k
K T/ NI T 25 7

el

L

\5

ghit 4 T B EIEFER LLM-

Voter Jy kg5 1 MRS 9 " i R
4 ﬂ"j:/t LLM ?XE&%%: Unldlffﬁl‘J v > ‘El .
- FRE LT A AR
RIS
: 4 Fh LR
B

[ \

Bt LLM-Voter J7i L 1754 il 2: S9N e S LLM E LI

- T 50 4 S mom (CRB AR S R, sebrAs s e || AR ANIUBERIZREER, LLM AEACRE ORAGAT 55
i O TR | C AR i, 1 LM AL NSBERIIZ | | 816 T2 (ADD) #1452 (MODIFY)
PR - RTRII) T AT T 2 A T 4 AR, H ADD A5 T HHE AT

B2 BT RAESLE

2.2 HEIERR

RQ1: ERBBIAAT S5 1, KiE 5 B T4 BRI B TR T4 G/ NI I R 0 2L A S 1
JRER 2 A42

TERTGRALAT S5 7, KB & 1 BLR 75 76 FF 8 M BEFR bR, WZaXFUCEL (exact match, EM). BLEU. CodeBLEU.
Yt (edit progress, EP) b, M1 A& G0/ NIBCTII SRR L2 AR5/ 5 3 I B AR SR R & A4 2

ZM TR R B R PRl KO B BLLTE CRB A1 CRA {E45 R ISR I, P I 5 4% G0/ N R TR S A B 78 A ) 14
BhR LRI . 1 TR SR AR O AT 0 /AT AR A A #E, [N AR 704 H 2 Unidiff fARAS Ak Ak
fabr, EAARRTE R R AT TR P AR A, DRSS F R LE ARSI AT 55 R I 2 R I 2 SR AL A 7 il
AT LS AR 3 ATl T IR AL,

RQ(1.1): Kif iR R BAEAE G545, 14X VLAS (EM). BLEU. CodeBLEU. #4w#it/E (EP) Z:4547, 10T
& Ge /NS TR 2R 22

RQ(1.2): 7EAf I EE T Unidiff ARG AGAT 55 PP TaAR 2EAT VPR B0, ST 30IE T A% 5 32 R 142 B aT DL
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SR BN AR R E AR AR AT 55 E I RE

RQ(1.3): £T Unidiff RS PPl Fa b e A R RQ(L.1) IR IR 35795 F5 3 5 1) HLAR S5 18] 2

RQ2: # KE F RRTERIDIRAAT 55 FAEAE S T, B RS 2 Z M2 A R0

AT 1 B AR AR R K B AR AR A AT 45 o SR BN 1 S5 DRI 58 HE o M SR A e, ) L Akt AT
AL A3 AT.
23 BB ERE

AL 8 AMER AT A ARSI S, A6 4 M RIEF A (Code LLaMA. LLaMA 3. StableCode3B.
ChatGPT 4o0) 1 4 MEG RN T AR (CodeT5. CodeReviewer. T5-Review. CodeBERT). i HY iR
) S R0 T

o 4 NRIE B AR RIS 5 B R I BT i, BTSSR 8 A1 R A B S K (SOTA). Hbd
FEP/NME A KIES A (LLaMA 3. ChatGPT 4o) 5 ARG KIE F 8 (Code LLaMA Fl StableCode3B).

o 4 AMEG NS T ZRAR B SRR TS 57 2 S0 i AR MBI 7, O ASHIE Fe 38— /NPT SE R SR HE, AT 8 AR

Code LLaMA /23T LLaMA 2 (RIS RBERY ) L3 F 5 FH RS A AN B MR B 77 P2 e 8 3 S EORRII AR
A% (7B 13B 1 34B), FEAARAEAE R T 5000 A2 SR 5 B (K1 2058 L BEAT U, X Se i RSk
100 000 /> token f_E R SCHIA, A H 8 G R FUBLAES BE KT BUE S5 MY i 24255 Code LLaMA ZR 514 11l
FAT¥ Base Ji%, T [ T4 Python hit, LA K A& B8 4 1 38 0F A\ 2846 41 Instruct hit. X SeRI7E 2 MRD N 24T 55
R ISR, B8 TN B IS 43 I AR AR AR, JCIHOE TSR T K 3R 5 (IDE).

LLaMA 3 /& Meta 507 R A 10 K18 5 8L 2487 8B Al 70B ZEUIAIMR AR, I B4 AN R AR #5645 S At s A
R4 AR, LLaMA 3 fE# I 15 T AT SCAREAR R EEATUIZR, & LLaMA 2 I8 21 7 £, B3
THAERAE ., HEEE L TS ERTERE. LLaMA 3 38 ARS8 77 HHEAT 22 U0, QAR A 7 SEA0 R 43 3 # F i 2K
10 43 2EL B R R LA, A8 AR [ 28 2 BRI B vh R TR k.

StableCode3B & Stability AT JF A& {1 KU & BIAL B, Lk A0 3 & A AR AL 55, & SCHF 18 B i =,
Python. JavaScript. Java fl C++, JFE ) 12 (4D 75 =Rk, BLER L 3B S HURA, it 2 Frdmfeis 5 ARG H
REAREMAT UG, A& SRR 4, R RE 77, 5 RS AU B b, FR Il st v R, 2
TE T 53 AE 55 /8 1 T K FUBL B RS 41 Code LLaMA-7B.

ChatGPT 4o #& OpenAl 4k ChatGPT-4 Z J&, T 2024 4F 5 H i By, R B SCA, B MERANE S 7
RS, © X Er L MImFEIE S, 45 Python. JavaScript. Java Fll C+HEEEUR LN A F 5 WHIE F, 5 ChatGPT-4
ARG E I AH 2.

T5-Review &3 T T5 (text-to-text transfer Transformer) ZEH) (TN ZiAi R B 5 78 5 54k ARG o A5 AR %4
HIFE K H Stack Overflow F1 CodeSearchNet FIHHE _E AT FIl k. ASHF 78 F 4 F TS F) small BiiAS, 35 8 ANEE
Jik 6 NRRDEZE UL 6 MR IR, BR YL 512, fith4ERED 2 048.

CodeT5 J&—/FH T AR B AR N A AT 55 B0 45— TR I 25 4 B - A R0 A A 700 31 2 B0 366 38 Y 1) T5 424
HATF R, AMUAE T TS MIRGETIIZGAT 55 (B) K BAT S5, & 51 AN — RFIHT T ZATE S5, 5] W1 MIP (masked
identifier prediction) A1 IT (identifier tagging), MM 55 X FRRFF SR IAE B P BEAR, FE3ETH B M gE. AW 7 4
CodeTs5 [¥] base WA, XA H 12 E4uld 28 FIfRIS 224 %, B A 220M 4 &.

CodeReviewer /&3 CodeT5 HITRUIZREERY, @it 4 MNFRINZAT S5 B 2 RARZE TN (diff tag prediction). 2
gAY 25 5% (denoising code diff). <M 75 & I (denoising review comment) F18 25 & JL4E % (review comment
generation), M I A HL BEORS b B ARARAD 22 57, I AE Bl T2 o A 2 L.

CodeBERT & —Fift F T4 215 & (PL) Ml AAE & (NL) (0L BN R AL 7, SR iR (¥ NL-PL R A
FH>K H CodeSearchNet ZU#E4E (1) NL-PL £ % AT HOINEE. 83 P TI Z-4T: %5 masked language modeling (MLM)
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F replaced token detection (RTD), MM HAHA 5 o FIACAD A= B RE
2.4 HENRENE

AR A5 1 4% AR A O 4 R Li 25 A CodeReviewer %4842 ) (UL R fai#Kk CRer 4B 4E) fisk H
Tufano 25 A 40 42 ) (LU WiFR Tuf Z0d64E). 2 1 324 7 08 42 10 VR 40 GEH 3 22 30k 30 0 /00 4 1) JRL 1
.

#£ 1 Tuf BIEEFR CRer HIREM S HEE

CRB (k) CRA (k) Indent. & Diff &
Dataset - - - - Lang# Gran
Train# Valid# Test# Train# Valid# Test# Consec. Spaces Comm.
Tuf ~13.7 ~1.7 ~1.7 ~13.7 ~1.7 ~1.7 1 Func. x x
CRer ~150 ~13 ~13 ~150 ~13 ~13 9 Line. J \

« CRer Al Tuf (4R 4500 75 2 FABEEE, W1 CRer RHEUEE GitHub H 9 P IARIE S WAREIH, Tuf
ot RIFFYEE GitHub A Gerrit 9 1 5 B0 H . -5 FHAAN FR 5 Rl AR BE (1 B H SR AR L, IXFP Z R (6 13
CRer Fil Tuf %4 4 58 HARF A i 1 B0,

o PR SEAEARED B B U B AT HOMURRRRAE, B B TR AR ARG AT 55, CRer BUHR4E R F 22 R IR AN 474000
s X HAR R AR B 04T TR RE . SORY TR R DL RS54 T Tuf BRI TR 1B 5 (Java), 4 FH R
AR, RBRERAE SIS
2.5 FEHEE
251 FESEVHGERR

EM J& — M4 VLB HR AR, (OCUBRA B SCAR 5 2 5% R e A R, A4 2 — UOER VL ED, HEim
A EM {H. B4R EM RE8% IR 8 AL BSCAS FOHERR I, (HZ SR bR i T 87 %1, o2 IR A RROSCAR 5 B bR SCAR 38 4 DL
LT

BLEU #)" 32 F F ¥EAili A AT 25 0 B 30 A S 6 5 B B, 451 L o 0 0 A A A . 8 AR VR AT 2 v 4 7
BLEU-4 B4k, BT H AR OCA R 2% SCAR 2 A1) 4 JCIR4H (4-gram) HIES.

CodeBLEU /& Ren 25 A\ P4t i) — R AR LM B . HLRIBCRIE T BLEU 4330, (5% FH TRl 48 s 0 i &2
5 BLEU A[Fl, CodeBLEU AMY L84 sl ARES Al H ARARES 19 n-gram BUARLLRE, 1625 FE B4 OB . SRR AR
L. {H T CRer HHAEIRE O FIE S, IX FECLVEEH CodeBLEU A 1% 404 5L HEAT P4

EP A T i AR s ARASTE MIRARRS 2 B ARARRY 618 B ik R v BrERAR (0 38 F. BL il i, vt 53 A JRAR AL 31 A2 AR
AR5 6 8 H bR A S T 75 4 k2 B g 1),

2,52 FET Unidiff (AR RAITAS FE bR

CL I 4 Pk Gidabm s 45 R S i, Jovk R WU RUTE Ak AR e B AT R SRR 1 B (S B BRIk A AR B 1E
BB AR A AR, K Zd R 3 P AR SRR 4N MIBRAME SR, BT Unidiff #% 2 GEH%
HEFRINIX 3 P8 B4R, ACHIE 72 25 T RS R Ak AR AT Ak .

NAET AT, 2 LPEARRD  H AR R AR BARRD 73 3 Cpn €, T Cy, 78 L A4 F1 B 15— 22 A N
Unidiffl4, B), L7 1AM A ZBHEZE B. W Unidif(C,, C,) FRox MIEARES C, 3 H FrfRS C, MARAZAS T, A 58
Hosg SUN HFRAETE; Unidiff(Cy, Cy) Frm WIEAES € BIAE BRI C, MRS AS S, 58 SO SEFRAR . AR 5
Z PR A A, € X Unidiff(C,, C)) IR ARy H AR TEHAE, Unidiff(C,, Cp) AR S A Dy S PR T 1
1. AW FLE L Unidifid, B) W1— 47884, Foroh CEHE A, bRk, THE N ).

o AT RAALE 3 Bl N (ADD). MiFRk (DELETE) A& (MODIFY).

o ARIR G R AR AZ AR B A O RIS AT 5 IR 5%, P T 6 AR IR ARAD (4 G, AT A 0 AR B R A
X DELETE #1 MODIFY 2884 (48 S #4F, FR 1R 512 70 3 978 S0 #R A I M B VR A QRS AT 1947 5. % T ADD K8
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A8 T AR, R T A s X L RO VEARABAT . N (8 52 3, K ADD A8 58 $E BT A AT HI AT — AR S AT 0 i 1
B B ARES AT, B ENATIE B AT Z 80, WHE AR X HARESAT SR 0.

o AR TH P 25 R 2 AR T B BT TG AR 94T . T DELETE #4E A R ARRDAT 38 in, BRI BN %, RN
NULL. %+ DELETE #1 MODIFY #1F, 2858 P 25 N Hi s A AT 7 55 &

s bR AR SRR bR B R ) S — 2R o A 5 A DT O, %5 R AR S R AR 9 BB SE R, e WA iR
AHEERAE. WEl 3 FR, Unidif(C,, C) L7 W4 H b 34, 2724 (DELTE, [1], NULL) #1 (MODIFY, [3], +2)
(BLAME RS 930 RO ARBBAT). T Unidiff(C,, Cp) £055 3 HSLFRAZH A, 737318 (ADD, [1], +X+Y). (MODIFY,
[3], +Z) A1 (DELETE, [5], NULL), F:#'" MODIFY 248 5 #:/E  IE i A8 454, Ay B AR AN T 1.

Cl
B
VA - Ungdipc,cy
i I
g -4 | |
; ! Unidiff(C.. C) !
L [+2Z | |
¢ D I I
B £ : (DELETE, [1], NULL]) (MODIFY, [3], +Z]) :
1
2 | B _ ! - !
3lc - : IMdtch |
4 |D UnidiffiC,, C,) I I
5 |E : (ADD, [1], +X+Y) (MODIFY, [3], +Z]) (DELETE, [5], NULLY]) :
A
iy ! FALSE TRUE TRUE :
C, L |+Y | \ } |
y B | |
G I I
X +Z I UnidiffiC,, C,) I
g D I I
B _ | |
7 -E L I
D

3 AL L p AR S R s 1 ]

5E X H AR T BAE RN Nogrgerr IR FARNEEEA Niop, IEMILFIRAEERA Ny, FERR T BRAEH RN
Nawso. ¥ 3 BRI ASTRRAE, 52 S TYPE M H AT HOREN Nonge, rvre SFBFHRAESEN Niat 1v709,
IEH3E E A ECR N Ngye, ypr)- 21 DELETE 7L H AR 28 SR AEBUR N Narger, pELETE). JEAP, 7€ X Lineea, Typr)
H Lineyrger, Typry 73 M ATESEFR AR E Unidif(C,, Cp) M H AR UnidiffC,, C,) H TYPE SEA AL S AE i K 1)
FIRISAT 4. infERE] 3 o, MODIFY Z8AUH) H #7438 B 5:4E (MODIFY, [3], +2) MIFREE 3 47 72 I Ar B A 4 QhY
17 2, BFABES B ARESATHOA 2, B Line upger mobiry) 29 2

FRYE IR e S, AT T3 3 T PP A 48 A DU A B AR AR AL A AR B8 7, R IS ANERR & LK
THHRITE.

* SLPRAZ BT HER B (real change accuracy, RCA): IETHAE B AERUR Ny 5 PR IRIERE Ny E I,
FH i 5 SERR AR AR A . TH A A s () Fiow:

RCA = N 1009 )

« R HEEAEBIE (change operation positivity, COP): SEFRAZ AR ER Ny 5 H R EERAEHUR Nygyger FIEL
18, F T E A A A o A AR AR P (BB, TIF W AR R e 1) T Sz it A o $E . i T4 T R E R BB A

T3 IX I, PRI AE T logistic B&ECHEAT VA — 1k, KEAESRIGT D (0, 1) X 18], B COP [#15€ X N:

COP = ; 2)

1+e’(”[‘%;ﬂ’l)

© PEBEBPHIFST  hip:/www, jos. org. cn
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BEAb, 5€ X COPrypg /9 TYPE RALAZ B AR 1022 SRR, B TYPE KA SEPR A2 AR AFECR Niea, Typp)
5 TYPE &R H AR EHERAEER Narger, ypry HIHAE, AR3R TYPE SRS HEHRAE AOARMAE, [FIFEAE A logistic B
AT VA — MR B 2 (0, 1) DX 18], B E O:

1
COPrypg =

_( Nireal,TYPE) _1) (3)
1 + e \Nugerrrre)

* HFRAE S FE (target change progress, TCP): IETAL S HAE R Ny 5 H AR EIRAEEUR Nyprger 1120 LE,
FH 167 5 52 1 B AR A R AR RE RS OR % R R AR T 5 NI, tFEA A= 4) Fon:
TP = Nome s 100% @

« JEAL B (refinement progress, RP), 3 IEHi A8 HARAEHCIE Ny, AR A TEHRAEHOR Ny HOZEAE 5 HARALTE
PRAEECRE Nigrger FULUAE, T BB ARLAEACHTD DR AL T R 0 SRt FE, 8 LU Ny 19 Niarger MRS, RP IR, 10
o 1 it H A WA (5) P

Rp = Do = Nae o 100, )

2.6 WEHESSHEE

KT 3 AR OKIE S HH (Code LLaMA. LLaMA 3. StableCode3B) (1) ll 2548 ] LoRa %5 i A 75 4,
T Lit-GPT' HEZ2S2F), J£7E NVIDIA A100-PCIE-40G GPU V& | #EATSZ86. A7 (% N\ token K52 IR 1024,
#L &K/ (batch size) W BN 64, IIZHEH AdamW k2%, 8T 34T P A epoch BIYIZE, 5 2] % (learning
rate) % E N 0.0003, temperature {1 top-k {77 I BEE Ny 0 Al 1, LLORIES H 45 R F e . 55T LoRa LIS
HWE, 2% 7 LuZ A", BEFE N (weight decay) B E 4 0.01, LoRa [k (rank) FIZE B T (scaling
factor) 1% B 16. J9fd Tk G /N TR 25458 B I 2R FRgh AT % L, AR 52 R A T ¥ B Prompt FER 152
T, A NI, IS EA SCARHEIR R 4y, i 4 fow, st CRB L4, i R i A\ R R3O A6 1 IR
AR, R B IS IR ARES, % T CRA 1145, S N ARG ARAD e o 75 2 L, 4o b RS AR B AR Ak 5 (AR
. AN, BERNEAE T 5 AN FHLR IR E B AT HE R, R AP e B P A VAL T b R BB A B Yk i 2
SE WIS 22 AR, RRREAT AR A SR R HE R HR R AL DR 2R, AT S P A 4 TR A A e R — b

Prompt Template (CRB)
### Input:
{Source code}
### Output:
{Refined code by Model}
Prompt Template (CRA)
W opue: T T T T T
{Source code&comment}
### Output:
{Refined code by Model}

B4 3 MO 5 B A 2 80m RUWO Prompt BE1H77 %

X T ChatGPT 4o, H T 2485 TR TE )7 %8, AR EL few-shot #E4T #E2E LA AR A6 7 28, A AN R HY
zero-shot [ J5i K72 few-shot BB R R e AR AL Han Hh A 20, $ i 20 e SR ) Wl 45 Ve 72 B HR A v, ade BRI R B4l
B RTASREBIE R 22 5] AFE SR AL i, Prompt AR 19151175 5% Guo S5 NI TAEMY, Wl 5 s, A
FREURE e HL R s R 45 5, temperature F1 top-k {E [FAE R E R 0 F1 1.

X TG G /N AR TR SR 2, YN SR AN HE R I #2359 2 2% e iU 78 i A A (I AGRS E. X5 T T5-Review #4Y, B 4% H
PSS 7T A A (45 . 55T CodeT5. CodeBERT Al CodeReviewer #5784 I3 F- 55 i 2 A7 1) ACHS g 2539 S e
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Prompt Template (CRB) Prompt Template (CRA)
##t# As a developer, imagine you've submitted a pull request and your | ### As a developer, imagine you've submitted a pull request and your
team leader request you to make a change to a piece of code. The team leader request you to make a change to a piece of code. The
original code is provided below. Please generate the refined code. I original code and the corresponding code review comments are

have included two test examples to guide you in making the requested | provided below. Please generate the refined code according to the
changes. Please follow the output format exactly, providing only the review. I have included two test examples to guide you in making the
refined code as a single line, with no additional content. requested changes. Please follow the output format exactly, providing

only the refined code as a single line, with no additional content.
##t# Demonstration]:

# Source Code: ##t# Demonstration]:
{Demol_source code} # Source Code:

# Refined Version: {Demol_source code&comment}
{Demo!_refined code} # Refined Version:

{Demol_refined code}
### Demonstration2:

# Source Code: ### Demonstration2:
{Demol_source code} # Source Code:
# Refined Version: {Demol_source code&comment}
{Demo]_refined code} # Refined Version:
5 Tost Cod {Demol_refined code}
est Code:
# Source Code: #it# Test Code:
{Source code} # Source Code:
# Refined Version: {Source code&comment}

# Refined Version:

Bl'5 ChatGPT 4o HI/MEA S >] Prompt Bt %
3 MRGER

3.1 RQIL: KiESREMEGMIIRTUNZGRRERBRLIESHMEREX L RER S
311 HEET G RIS RAL T A

HETYLE CRB Al CRA AL 55 BIAE G datn PPl 45 SR 0 f5 SCER 2 B, M8 T X EL 4 A, 8/ MIN(L/S). MAX(L/S)-
AVERAGE(L/S) 73 4R K15 5 A5 BRI/ N RS Tl | 2R A5 BY 7 0] B AT 55 LA R HHs SR 1 %5 TUF R b ) e/ IME . S KB
AR A, 85 R Bon, KB S HALE EM f8 45 B35 0 T/ G/ I T 2R 7Y (ZEF8 F7 EM 3335 &2 MIN(L)>
MAX(S)), F M H A A BN 5 & 2RI /1. SR 7E CRB 45, KiE 5 B AL A AS i =6 4% (BLEU.
CodeBLEU. EP) LRI E 7= T4 /NI I ZAE 8 (75 3 TifaFr80 2 AVERAGE(L)<AVERAGE(S),
H MAX(L)SMIN(S)). Bl 4nfE Tuf i, RIMEAM I KIEFHE Code LLaMA ] BLEU. CodeBLEU. EP {&
39 0.816+ 0.775+ —0.903, K TR Bl Z 4L Gr /N BT I 2545 8 CodeBERT 524 /) 0.820. 0.792.
—0.498. X K BATEA LI 1, KiE T HIALE CRB 115 AR &K T/NIBL G Tl 25584 A8 %, 7E CRA 1155
TG FIRILER, KIE S R E SR bR B AR R IR T 15 G /N TR R 8. PRI G 3R B, K1 S A7
RIDARAAT S5 BRI IR B R 4T 3, 4n7E CRB AT 5% L B Ak 5 241 4% o /N AR T 1| s 2

ghie 1.1 KIE 5 B AE 5 TR AT 45 (CRB) I Ab 57 & 40 35 1K T 4% GE /NI TR B8, G 7 o 2
JEARIS R AAT % (CRA) FIRALIR B /NI I SR A, IX R I8 KIE S B /E CRB L& IS5 3.
3.1.2 E:T Unidiff AR TEAL ARG 2SR

RS T Unidiff AR AL PP 8 AR 00 2800, AR F0EE L AT B 55 5 B2 IF R RPN I — 3
M AT 5T AT S BEFLIE SR 400 MEEA (L35 Tuf A1 CRer Hdi4E % 200 MREA) BEATIRAL, BT R0, I
9 4 A KEEARIR (RCA TCP. COP+ RP) il T AHRLI N TP prifk, DUIHIEIX 2% 1 B4k TR b it A 3, 3L
H & TR AE 1T 5% R TV 43 1 B Ak 7 45

Ak, ST RCA ¥ A8 B IER I bRUE (RCARs), X T TCP ¥ 5 H bR 52 T bRk (TCPys), ¥ T
COP & & A HARMNETE 73 bR (COPyg), T RP & € BRI A5t (RPys). 4 B AR F & MFRfP 17
X O 4 AU A 3 PR B2 AR A 1) 2R B R AT PR A 0N B A, AR CRVTAN I F2 (0 B0 DA A . PP I R (R
WA B AR AL, TR 5 DA JUANERE, BARPP 2 40 & 6 s, &5 5 A% VT 43 40 4L
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I EM F KE TR R EAAE ST 0948 A IR R AR 7 & 2487
£ 2 KBS RS /NIAE TN AT (IR TD AT AAT 55 VP Ak 45 3R
Task Dataset Approaches BLEU CodeBLEU EP EM (%)
T5-Review 0.829 0.811 —0.476 8.78
CodeT5 0.829 0.803 —0.105 13.41
CodeBERT 0.820 0.792 ~0.498 8.49
AVERAGE(S) 0.826 0.802 -0.360 10.23
MAX(S) 0.829 0.811 -0.105 13.41
MIN(S) 0.820 0.792 —0.498 8.49
Tuf LLaMA 3 0.808 0.773 ~0.940 17.62
StableCode3B 0.802 0.764 -1.027 17.86
Code LLaMA 0.816 0.775 ~0.903 20.49
ChatGPT 4o 0.817 0.778 -0.843 1531
AVERAGE(L) 0.810 0.773 -0.928 17.82
MAX(L) 0.817 0.118 —0.843 20.49
CRB MIN(L) 0.802 0.764 -1.027 15.31
CodeT5 0.811 — -0.714 11.60
CodeBERT 0.810 — —0.658 9.89
AVERAGE(S) 0.813 — -0.760 10.75
MAX(S) 0.814 - -0.602 11.60
MIN(S) 0.804 - -0.714 9.89
LLaMA 3 0.810 - ~0.870 14.35
CRer
StableCode3B 0.809 - -1.009 14.23
Code LLaMA 0.804 - -1.179 16.26
ChatGPT 4o 0.804 - -0.861 11.76
AVERAGE(L) 0.807 - —0.980 14.15
MAX(L) 0.810 - -0.861 16.26
MIN(L) 0.804 - -1.179 11.76
T5-Review 0.855 0.831 ~0.385 29.74
CodeT5 0.876 0.851 0.030 40.22
AVERAGE(S) 0.866 0.841 -0.178 34.98
MAX(S) 0.876 0.851 0.030 40.22
MIN(S) 0.855 0.831 -0.385 29.74
- LLaMA 3 0.891 0.858 0.064 4631
StableCode3B 0.884 0.853 —0.058 4297
Code LLaMA 0.898 0.863 0.250 4725
ChatGPT 4o 0.891 0.861 0.168 46.35
AVERAGE(L) 0.891 0.859 0.106 45.72
MAX(L) 0.898 0.863 0.250 4725
MIN(L) 0.884 0..853 -0.058 42.97
CRA CodeReviewer 0.843 - ~0.200 29.57
CodeT5 0.854 - -0.198 30.50
AVERAGE(S) 0.849 - -0.199 30.04
MAX(S) 0.854 - -0.198 30.50
MIN(S) 0.843 - -0.200 29.57
CRer LLaMA 3 0.858 - -0.307 34.12
StableCode3B 0.856 - ~0.451 3224
Code LLaMA 0.864 - ~0.187 36.44
ChatGPT 4o 0.859 - -0.231 30.67
AVERAGE(L) 0.859 - -0.294 33.34
MAX(L) 0.864 - -0.187 36.44
MIN(L) 0.856 — —0.451 30.67
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AR EEEAPEPE A ARIE (RCAys) H AR 78 B PERIE(TCPyy)
() TUTBERAEE RGeS ssEE  [() ERmEsREekmsm
(2) K&/ A FRAEHR, D B 70 IEH) (2)  H BRAR A 5 B A
(3) IERARIES 5 (025 B S B A T '(3) WGP EH AR TR AR AR DS
(4) KEBZ B IER, 1R BEHR T S (4) Ko H bR AR RS LSS
(5) JITAT A8 AR AR E N IE R, R T1 AT a4 i (5) BT HbRAR B R e R
AU ARIE (COPys) ARIACRAT A HRE (RPys)
() wmEprEE ) WA E R kT R B E |
) MRS FIRAERATED , BT H bR (2) HRAETEEZ, IR T EREE
(3) PR FTHATAS AR S H AR B RS IT '(3) 1EALAk 5 ST R A R
(4) BRI FEIRERATE R 2 H bR (4) IEFARTE L, S IE R AR 2
(5) ABAIBATAR TR AR B s H bR TR (5) FTEAREENIERL, REIHHR

6 FET Unidiff RSO0 AL PG i b N 350 vHE

AR HIEFATEVE 7> (RCAys) 72 HITF RN G0 R A ol fR 2 B R EAT AR o 2, DA BTk e B 74T 2K
M ok 1R E T, JERAORAR SIHT BRI, A% 0 H AE T S MAB R A2 il 128 B 541 A HE TR 1.

HARTE VP (TCPys) 7BE T IT A N GO HUIAE SEAE 55 IO 1AL, 15 6 P RRL2 5 Rohik il 1 B0 E K H
BRAR S AR, I B AL A ST T AR B b T8I PR SR A L

AR AL PRI (COPys) VAL AL PAT AL TE R AT I (0 2 3 PR BAR AR A, LT 35, A B R i )
T R B AR S M BEAT AR B A PR R RS B AR PP AR A R A A B KR S U H bR 2 1R R UL S .

BARMAC RIS (RPys) TP RN R ER G PRSI AL R IE T AL 3 5 R AS T, B AR PPAG B AE AR RS A AL
TERR R R A R 2P 2 AN REARIRL A L ) DT, 3 S R 1R AR SR 45 SR B THT .

P e RUR, IL BB RER RV 45 2R, N 3 R, AE36 3 th, THE MR AAE iy i 4R ) RCAL TCP
COP. RP iX 4 TR R LA SO LN PG 20 5. 3T EEE 4 TR b3 5008 N VAl 20 ORI RE 6, BORAEMA R R
ok 4 Pros. Wb S, 4 BHRFRAEAFRMESS i85 N TPl 7 B D025 A IE A R OC &L X R WP th i)
PR TE RN GLVEAN B R — B, UF B BT Unidiff (AR PR ALVE Al 8 B KA O FIRL 2 .

K3 BEAIEFENNRE EIY RCA. TCP. COP. RP ¥8ArR I AN N T3ESy

Task Dataset Approaches RCA COP TCcP RP RCAys COPyg TCPys RPyg
T5-Review 0.153 0.438 0.098 -0.396 1.87 2.34 1.43 2.45
CodeT5 0.229 0.413 0.136 -0.195 2.52 2.06 1.75 2.66
CodeBERT 0.148 0.450 0.121 —-0.381 1.71 2.32 1.66 2.46
Tuf LLaMA 3 0.181 0.542 0.204 -0.519 2.03 3.72 2.44 2.20
StableCode3B 0.177 0.563 0.204 —-0.549 1.94 3.85 2.35 2.12
Code LLaMA 0.183 0.555 0.208 —0.549 2.32 3.66 2.74 1.94
CRB ChatGPT 4o 0.153 0.531 0.194 —0.483 1.73 3.71 241 2.28
CodeT5 0.111 0.508 0.130 —-0.508 1.56 3.02 1.66 2.01
CodeBERT 0.114 0.431 0.104 -0.229 1.66 2.40 1.51 2.55
CRer LLaMA 3 0.130 0.537 0.168 —0.548 1.82 3.51 2.12 2.08
StableCode3B 0.142 0.509 0.155 -0.463 1.91 3.33 2.00 2.36
Code LLaMA 0.126 0.565 0.170 -0.561 1.88 3.97 2.32 1.92
ChatGPT 4o 0.121 0.517 0.147 —-0.553 1.80 3.36 1.88 1.98
T5-Review 0.322 0.501 0.302 —0.182 2.81 3.12 3.12 2.86
CodeT5 0.443 0.499 0.418 0.064 351 3.02 3.38 3.23
CRA Tuf LLaMA 3 0.406 0.563 0.479 —0.041 343 3.82 3.98 3.13
StableCode3B 0.403 0.545 0.444 —-0.062 3.56 3.79 3.61 3.16
Code LLaMA 0.452 0.517 0.444 0.041 3.77 3.25 3.56 3.33
ChatGPT 4o 0.413 0.539 0.464 0.007 3.60 3.66 3.88 3.25
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%3 BAURLEFTEIREE E RCA. TCP. COP. RP 18453 ISR R I N TR (48)

Task Dataset Approaches RCA copr TCP RP RCAyg COPyg TCPyg RPyg
CodeReviewer 0.251 0.543 0.285 -0.350 2.83 3.66 3.01 2.34
CodeT5 0.290 0.555 0.331 —-0.236 3.12 3.81 3.26 2.82
LLaMA 3 0.296 0.548 0.350 —-0.248 3.32 3.77 3.56 2.88
CRA CRer
StableCode3B 0.308 0.541 0.338 -0.235 343 3.65 3.33 2.87
Code LLaMA 0.317 0.560 0.385 —-0.198 3.51 3.93 3.87 3.02
ChatGPT 4o 0.284 0.552 0.312 -0.301 3.07 3.88 3.12 2.67

K4 B RCA. TCP. COP. RP ¥&¥-1855 N LiT4 1 B /R dbAH 2 R AT

Task Dataset RCA COP TCP RP
CRB Tuf 0.930 0.987 0.976 0.931
CRer 0.886 0.976 0.963 0.909
Tuf 0.935 0.974 0.905 0.938
CRA
CRer 0.972 0.941 0.974 0.975

3.1.3  ET Unidiff f8F5 RIS RAL T AL 7347

T EM. BLEU. CodeBLEU # EP #8br JoiE RO T PTG AR A S 72, (R b e DUERE K08 5 AL
CRB 114 RIA LR E. 1M E: T Unidiff (R RAITAE TR 240 T RIS R R A A8 TE 354, TR R ATTE
PG RS RAAT 55, LAARE KIS 5 8U7E CRB AT 55 R ILASEE I B IR, 4R T8 AS [R5 5 70 B 388 1 F 051 o 2.

(1) P KIE S HMAE CRB AT 5 R IALE R F

EEXHZIL G, AT TG 4 FhSFREAT I A SEPR A AT T (RCA) B IRAERRE (COP). H AR T i
& (TCP) FRALEBE (RP). VPG SEER 45 FANSE 5 Fran, B2 T ULR v A9t 3 MILA.

« YL 1: 1E CRB T4 H, KiB 55841 RP Tabn1E 123 K T4 o /NI TN SR 8L, T 7E CRA (T4 15
R, H RP EE R T /NE TR, In5% 5 fios, 16 CRB AT E 0 BB R4, K8 S AL RP 8 FR 1
B RAE RTINS FI SR A AL 1 fe/ME (B RP F8 4535 2 MAX(L)<MIN(S)); 1fi fE CRA 145, KiE S ALK
RP fan B RO A LT /N T 2 8L (RP $6#575 £2 AVERAGE(L)>AVERAGE(S)).

« MK 2: KiBF BN RCA. TCP FEFREARFIMN T80 MU TR 25 80, BART &, (E SRS+, KiE
FIEMN RCA. TCP fabnF3MH SRR T/ NS TN 254528 (RCA A TCP 484 /&£ AVERAGE(L)>AVERAGE(S)).

« LR 3: KiEE AN COP Fiahr B35 A& G/ N UL 2R A, JE HAE CRBAESS R B N . ok
B COP FRFR IR/ ME = T /N TR ZRE Y (1) e KAE (COP 187 /2 MIN(L)>MAX(S)).

FEOS 1P, MR KBS A RP I8 R IS S 3.1.1 W h AL SRS R B Ts brfa s — 2, — 5 THiE 92k
F Unidiff (AL A TE bR G 2 (RP 5 BLEU. CodeBLEU 548 br#i xRSk R B HEAT YPAS), 55— 7
THI [ K 8 5 A BULE CRB AT 55 RIS EE I R R 0] BE7E T8 28 s e i 22, 3470 75 48 P FLAbFR b it — 25 40 #7.

WRIEIR 2, /£ CRB L5, KiE S BN TCP 1 RCA FEbR{H AR R B m TE G/ NS T R A 8. — 7
I, TCP ¥ ¥rR W KB SR IAT I IERAAS R 2. ARTT, B0 KIE SRR RP w5 AR, 22 & Pt baml
WEBA KIS 5 HUAE CRB T4 HT N4 IR T 2 T IE# AR S #R A, AT A0S 5] NAHELIE B 50 2 (IR, 51—
1, RCA $8AR3E I K8 5 BEAL 7 AT 78 58 A B PR A 000 P 00 T 15 G /N B TN R B Y, AR T I 5 K1 & A A7
CRB T4 3047 B 2 H iR A0 BEHR A A 1.

WG 2 FHIFEIGARIEI AR 3 BT AR, KB S BUYE CRB T4 o B i = 105 G /N B T A58 2
AR FEARAE R EE (COP), 3R B KIE 5 B ) T- 34T 58 2R B4, 3 2 S OIS S H8LE CRB AT % RIAE
B E R R R VB RIE B AL S bR S T (RCA) & T 15 G /NI TN SR AL, EL AR A b T R R 7K. T
# 5 fisw, 18 CRB 145, KB FHALFE Tuf M CRer FAEHN RCA YA 5N 0.175 1 0.125, Fivt = X ER W
TEPBREE r BIAT 17.5% F1 12.5% 7R B8 F /& IR 0. DRI, 5 KI5 55 A PAAT 38 22 A8 SR 48 1, T L W e o
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ARG 5] NBE Z 3R, T AE CRB AT45 Hh R ILAE.
5 HET Unidiff fr AR P4l 45 5R-1 (RCA, COP, TCP, RP)

Task Dataset Approaches RCA copr Ccp RP

T5-Review 0.121 0.441 0.090 —0.431
CodeT5 0.160 0.429 0.150 —0.226
CodeBERT 0.142 0.438 0.105 —0.388
AVERAGE(S) 0.141 0.436 0.115 —0.348
MAX(S) 0.160 0.441 0.150 —0.226

MIN(S) 0.121 0.429 0.090 —0.431
Tuf LLaMA 3 0.167 0.552 0.195 —0.580
StableCode3B 0.174 0.554 0.196 —0.568

Code LLaMA 0.197 0.559 0.225 —0.531
ChatGPT 40 0.161 0.534 0.187 —0.498
AVERAGE(L) 0.175 0.550 0.201 —0.544
MAX(L) 0.197 0.559 0.225 —0.498
CRB MIN(L) 0.161 0.534 0.187 —0.580
CodeT5 0.101 0.518 0.126 —0.538
CodeBERT 0.097 0.456 0.103 —0.426
AVERAGE(S) 0.099 0.487 0.115 —0.482
MAX(S) 0.101 0.518 0.126 —0.426
MIN(S) 0.097 0.456 0.103 —0.538
CRer LLaMA 3 0.120 0.541 0.152 —0.586
StableCode3B 0.127 0.529 0.152 —0.533
Code LLaMA 0.132 0.565 0.173 —0.584
ChatGPT 40 0.119 0.534 0.148 —0.589
AVERAGE(L) 0.125 0.546 0.156 —0.587
MAX(L) 0.132 0.565 0.173 —0.584
MIN(L) 0.119 0.534 0.148 —0.589
T5-Review 0.302 0.510 0.297 —0.247

CodeT5 0.446 0.506 0.422 0.051
AVERAGE(S) 0.374 0.508 0.360 —0.098

MAX(S) 0.446 0.510 0.422 0.051
MIN(S) 0.302 0.506 0.297 —0.247

Tuf LLaMA 3 0.421 0.568 0.496 —0.015
StableCode3B 0.413 0.553 0.462 —0.043

Code LLaMA 0.472 0.535 0.500 0.109

ChatGPT 40 0.428 0.547 0.519 0.046

AVERAGE(L) 0.434 0.551 0.494 0.024

MAX(L) 0.472 0.568 0.519 0.109
CRA MIN(L) 0.413 0.535 0.462 —0.043
CodeReviewer 0.257 0.546 0.290 -0.351

CodeT5 0.280 0.546 0.312 —0.285
AVERAGE(S) 0.269 0.546 0.301 —0.318
MAX(S) 0.280 0.546 0.312 —0.285

MIN(S) 0.257 0.546 0.290 —0.351
CRer LLaMA 3 0.306 0.556 0.352 —0.254
StableCode3B 0.297 0.550 0.336 —0.282
Code LLaMA 0.321 0.562 0.375 -0.214
ChatGPT 40 0.291 0.557 0.312 —0.284
AVERAGE(L) 0.304 0.556 0.344 —0.268
MAX(L) 0.321 0.562 0.375 —-0.214
MIN(L) 0.291 0.550 0.312 —0.284
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M7E CRA AT, K1 AR & 48 Gi /NS T 2058 2 1) 78 SE AR AR E (CoP), i B A i &
T CRB AF4 B RS AL FE (RCA), X EH & & 2 WA RAGAT 55 B B 2L, 78 Tuf A1 CRer #4521, KiE
FHALE CRA T4 HAHLL CRB AT 5511 RCA BHME A AR T 148.0% A 143.2%. F itk 4T RIS, KiES
RRSPAT I TER AR 45 2 TR AR SR, U ARG B i TR G0 /NS TR 2R 8¢, RI7E BLEU. CodeBLEU,
EP S48 bR 1 R ILEA.

ghit 1.2: KR SRR H I 25 95 1) S BRIE T A b/ BB TR0 258 B A0 ) T 4047 58 2B AR TE 35 4E. 7E CRB
T4 v, AR () S B AR T v R EEAR AR, S EUKTE S B e AR AR A VAT 8 2 R AR T A, 3 T 45 R I
TE CRA 1145, AR 1) 552 b A 58 EAff 55 AR 6 45 v, S B0K I 5 BB BAT B8 2 (BRI SE A, RILTE AT 55 3%
TR

(2) TRAA R B AR TE 45 A i i ) 44

TEPR 070 58 45 A AT i) 14k B, — 77 T S 8 A ) R 2R A B R AR R AR, 5 — 7 TR SR T AN [ 8 AR B8 81 i
WA ATHL. R, AR U RT3 T AR BEHRAE () COPrypg $805 Line(arger, ypE) M Line(ea, Typr) THHF,
RS R K 6 . NP EgEHBUR 3 Fal 4.

« BB 1: KiE S ADD M MODIFY 28 14E K] COP F6hnE 553 5 T A& 80/ TR I A8 Y . e A
FATS BB P, KiE S 151 ADD Fl MODIFY 28 S #E 1) COP Fabm i/ IME Y = T /NS TR 2355 84 1) foe
KAE (MIN(L)>MAX(S)); Ti7E DELETE A& H #{F FRIVHA RS, W7E CRB {E5 1) CRer HH4E, NI
WAL COP B = T KI5 AL

« WA 2: KB E B ADD L EHRAE I Line(ear, rypry TRIFE A T4 Go/ MU T B8 s e K i
F YK ADD A ARAEIN Line eq, rypry TRARIFEIE 5 T/ N T ZR 55 (AVERAGE(L)>AVERAGE(S)).

« WA 3: BRAEARFE S B E B/ Line eq, rypry TEARE S X R HFRME Line arger, rypry Z 17X 2721
AR, [RBRTE S Line(en, appy MIARXS R ZEFHME N 14.02%, T Line e, appy 1 Lineea, moniry) MIHHX %
ERIME AT R 5.42% F1 5.21%.

G 1A 2 30F B RS 5 B AUH L /NS TR SR BB PR M, — & m] T304 7 2 ) ADD 1 MODIFY
AZE A, % ADD AR 5 A 0 A T3 N TE 2 AR AT, PR S R S A A (Rt e s, B ) AR AT 3
THEZME). LR 3 KW, S 3 PSS TR AT K AT RRS AT 505 B ARE 2 P SR EDN, IR B T 45
REPAT A FEAE RSB RN — B0, 30— 25 33 R IR i 4 SR (1) & BRI R AT 2 1tk

4512 1.3: Xf T ADD. DELETE. MODIFY ix 3 Fi A8 B #;F, 15 5 A BUAH LU AL G0 /N AU T 5 24 A i) T
AT HEZ ADD Hl MODIFY A8 H #5:4E, H ADD #AE- T3 N FARAT IR £, F W] K8 3 B0 ok 4 k.

R 6 T Unidiff FEhr AR ILALIEAL 45 5R-2 (COPrypE, Line(arger, TypE) Lin€(real, TypE))

COPypg Li"e(real, TYPE) Line(target, TYPE)
Task Dataset  Approaches
ADD DELETE MODIFY ADD DELETE MODIFY ADD DELETE MODIFY
T5-Review 0.309 0.321 0.393 1.255 1.803 2.445
CodeT5 0.282 0.368 0.363 1.442 1.745 2.582
CodeBERT 0.290 0.346 0.383 1.511 1.768 2.611
AVERAGE(S) 0.294 0.345 0.380 1.403 1.772 2.546
MAX(S) 0.282 0.321 0.363 1.255 1.745 2.445
MIN(S) 0.309 0.368 0.393 1.511 1.803 2.611
CRB Tuf LLaMA 3 0.314 0.393 0.449 1.454 1.772 2.568 1.682 1.967 2.706
StableCode3B  0.326 0.407 0.441 1.590 1.855 2.682
Code LLaMA  0.328 0.407 0.447 1.406 1.746 2.637
ChatGPT 40  0.313 0.373 0.423 1.513 1.742 2.681
AVERAGE(L) 0.320 0.395 0.440 1.491 1.779 2.642
MAX(L) 0.328 0.407 0.449 1.59 1.855 2.682
MIN(L) 0.313 0.373 0.423 1.406 1.742 2.568
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® 6 FET Unidiff 545 KA IR IEAE S5 2R-2 (COPrypg, Lineuger, TypE) Lin€(eal, Typr)(45)

COP1ypg Line e, TypE) Linearger, TyPE)
Task Dataset  Approaches
ADD DELETE MODIFY ADD DELETE MODIFY ADD DELETE MODIFY
CodeT5 0.355 0.425 0.405 1.708 2.300 2.768
CodeBERT 0.272 0.441 0312 1.083 2.362 2.900
AVERAGE(S) 0.314 0.433 0.359 1.396 2.231 2.834
MAX(S) 0.355 0.441 0.405 1.708 2.362 2.900

MIN(S) 0.272 0.425 0.312 1.083 2.300 2.768
LLaMA 3 0.346 0.419 0.434 2.520 2.167 2.721

RB  CR 1. 22 2951
¢ CRET GiableCode3B 0355 0415 0432 2360  2.146 2656 935 50 95
CodeLLaMA 0379  0.427 0431 2265 2337 2.627
ChatGPT 40 0359  0.421 0423 2342 2351 2.789

AVERAGE(L) 0.360 0.419 0.427 2.372 2.250 2.698
MAX(L) 0.379 0.427 0.434 2.52 2.351 2.789
MIN(L) 0.346 0.415 0.423 2.265 2.146 2.627

T5-Review 0317 0.399 0.445 1.657 1.658 2.534
CodeT5 0.338 0.423 0.432 1.486 1.861 2.567
AVERAGE(S) 0.328 0.411 0.439 1.572 1.760 2.551
MAX(S) 0.338 0.423 0.445 1.657 1.861 2.567
MIN(S) 0.317 0.399 0.432 1.486 1.658 2.534

Tuf LLaMA 3 0.404 0.453 0.474 1.616 1.958 2.645 1682 1.967 2706
StableCode3B  0.409 0.433 0.464 1.650 1.948 2.654
Code LLaMA  0.380 0.439 0.454 1.556 1.829 2.457
ChatGPT 40  0.389 0.441 0.460 1.601 1.932 2.612
AVERAGE(L) 0.396 0.442 0.463 1.606 1.917 2.592
MAX(L) 0.409 0.453 0.474 1.650 1.958 2.654
CRA MIN(L) 0.380 0.433 0.454 1.556 1.829 2.457
CodeReviewer 0.379 0.440 0.457 1.699 2.357 2.926
CodeT5 0.385 0.440 0.448 1.771 2.278 2.664

AVERAGE(S) 0.382 0.440 0.453 1.735 2.318 2.795
MAX(S) 0.385 0.440 0.457 1.771 2.357 2.926
MIN(S) 0.379 0.440 0.448 1.699 2.278 2.664

CRer LLaMA 3 0.395 0.442 0.465 2.280 2.205 2.786 1,935 2250 2.95]
StableCode3B  0.387 0.431 0.467 2.209 2.169 2.786
Code LLaMA  0.407 0.452 0.464 2.089 2.239 2.698

ChatGPT 40  0.398 0.440 0.469 2.268 2.256 2.764

AVERAGE(L) 0.397 0.441 0.466 2.212 2.217 2.759
MAX(L) 0.407 0.452 0.469 2.280 2.256 2.786
MIN(L) 0.387 0.431 0.464 2.089 2.169 2.698

MR BRI, K F AR BT 2% 0 T RA I/ NI SR R (P R, B H ISR S RAA
AR, T A A AR R AR S AN AR, 5 B B A il (AR,
3.2 RQ2: $IKIESREERBR NS TSR E RIS AT
3.2.1 LLM-Voter: 2 T4 /2% > FIKTE 5 B 1 22 fiff S

SR FAAAE CRB AT 55 (152 i S R BE iy T-1% Gt/ B O SR, (HHSUT AR i %2, 3L
RS SN Z AR AR T, E SRS I RE 05, (3 H R IUBOst, RIPUT 28 R M2
N, RGN TN AR BE 1 FH 55, (HIHRBURDN OR <3, EAh, ANFRRTE S8 [ P R thAFfE 2 7. DA EILR
JA7IR: A5 BEAR SRR (R 1 R I A [FUBER HEAT DA, A BEAE R R BMLAELIA R 3R AL B, AT AT
RUGERRRE 5 BUAE CRB AL S5 P 5 3. 1X— AR 5 A% Gibl a2 2T U A 4. 127 21 5 BN AR, SRR 21
A % T ST SRR T8 —F BRI TR P B 7, DLFE 40 R FEAS I S AR 35 A RS & BURBOR (KR R,
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BT B R SRR I HARMSE &, bR LLM-Voter J5i%, LA JERAY b () #7845 F bk BG4
75 &, T2 5 CRB AT 45 IARAG T & . ARAE S 1 7 2 (M BRI, A 7004 o %1 7304 Inference-based (3 T 15574
#E22) F Confidence-based (% T B 5 FEk4%) Hifh 177 %, B 7 4 LLM-Voter 7R /R = E.

/ ST AER) LLM-Voter J7 7% \
N ot BLEU fi

W mienorz

£ Prompt
@ o | BT A Ee
L HE({5/%: conf, PLEAT 0
. fexm
P @ [t
N LLM T A
/ HET R (318 PERR I LLM-Voter J7ik \
B5E: conf 50
BEHTE3 BISFE: conf; L/ N
2 e Bk
L E{Z/¥: conf, B conf, {51 conf, "
%\ Btk
BRI N ﬁﬁg: confy o MERT o il /

L B{5/: conf,
K7 LLM-Voter iz E

TEAR U 58, REARAL 7 R AFE(E A 4 FERY (KIES %2 Code LLaMA. LLaMA 3. StableCode3B, 51
LRI 1L G /N TR ZRB R CodeT5, Al ChatGPT 4o & P HHE 3 i A m B HAUL R B 5 T )s
FRAE SR BEAT AR AL 5 FIARAD L A VAR, 7E 04T LLM-Voter 77387, N1 252 HH b SR 505, DAsRAk
TEBLS B AL I BE 75 B B SR AR (LI B &, AT S8R %05 RN ATAT M. 2895, ZEFR AR B 00 R, Tuf 2R
£EF CRer £UHE 1) EM B 7 5l AT IA 35.36% 1 24.21%, A L ISR st EM H 353 T 72.57% Fi1 48.89%;
BLEU {843 5 J3% 0.912 i1 0.892, #H HL I A () A BLEU 184> MR TH T 10.01% F1 9.99%. 3% 37 W %5 ks i ik
Bl 7 %, T Re A AR RAE 5 BEBLTE CRB AR 55 HILI 5 5.

o fR Ak L

DAE FE R e 2 % VUL E (EM) I RIET, 32 AR R0 i &, AN A0 51 ARG E ML, DLRE AR AR I 2 o
o BTG I Il . 3 1) R ) 32 2 R TR B AL AE AT AR, SN PO BESR R S 4 2 T ARAL A, MM PR AR A4 AR A
. Ak, ARG E L 80— B, SRS S T RHE A B R, BTSN
Hil|7E Inference-based F1 Confidence-based P4 #1525 4G 5of B )i o7 1 SR MES

o ST B 5 H ik 1 LLM-Voter

FH BBV MEIRIEE T RN BEE, EREEE RSN RENRERM TR EZHTEP, 5I—
ANBEREF o, #5m BEER T ZBE o, WABAT AL, (6 RFERBEARE TR, o WIETEE [0, 1]. 4
a=0 I}, KA GNP E ML, BN 248 FJEAR TSR A & TR T . 4 o=1 I, RN AL 45 2848 F I8
ARG A &AL TT .

TEIZJT S, (R 7 RN EF AWM TH RS B RN T AT A A R AT 51, BT S, SRS
— A T token B, SBIT T 24 1 token ¥ Softmax MEZR 4347 K PPl A2 LI B AS B, token [77 41 B0 TRAR B g fi ik
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TIRMBEE. BIg e A 5 R AT R

r
P(x;,%,..., xrlinput) = I_[P(x,lxl,xz,...,x,,l,input) 6)

HA, P(x|x1, %0, ..., Xy, input) FRANTELS € CAE K token 751 BN 26T, A4 AT token x, ISR AR

o JET AR HEF ) LLM-Voter

5T BAR BEREER 7 EAN ), 1207 I I 25— A B R R R S s R R e Uy 2, DR S R E s A
7 R EHE RRUE. £E 3 THACHS 5 B 3FA5484% (BLEU. CodeBLEU. EP) H1: CodeBLEU Ai&E | T £ 18 = $dE4E; EP
FRFRE TG [ 2 T IR, X REEUE ST 25 5 2 (A 5% 0; BLEU $8 b (EE F M os B AUER [F E 1R, Fitk
AHF5ti% F BLEU FeFR PS40 i &, BT BLEU {20 1 (Fads BFR) FE 2 EM BN 1 (FEs BRR) BI7 o2
BHALA, Mde Y SIS N B BLEU 18 s IR AL T .

BT R MR S AR O A 2 AR R A 5 TR AT 55 @ A5 T Ak 77 b s e
BT 5. PRINTE 5 B % I AH O B, AT S AR O AT R4 424 Generation (J5 il 54 Gen) 448, Uit
FE@PT TR HHREE N Voter FHRLE.

Gen BUR4E: %3R8 4 M (Code LLaMA. LLaMA 3. StableCode3B #1 CodeT5) % £ AAL AT i3
AT A LA RRAGEIEAR AL 57 5. Gen B AEX RIRAZQ: FA AN SIRARRD, iy th Ak f5 AR A5,

Voter $UR4E: ZHE 4 T2 TR LLM-Voter 77 vE Y ZAIRIE. B AGRFEOZRELH 4 Fhfg e
b 77 ZEFIRARAE TR BUR AR 77 5. Voter B 40 BLRARE@): AN 5 PB4k 77 %, firth 45 5% 8 BLEU % =1
T £.

Gen 1 Voter 2R LM IERFE: PIBARAEEE T RIDIRAL BRI FEAT 3G, BL CRer ZUHELE J9 5, HXT R Gen 1
PRAERN Voter R LM IERFEW .

(1) H 5 CRer BUHEE M IR 4E CRery,, MEIEEE CRer,, 5 B IZEH k:1 347 XI5, 193] CRerl,,;,
CRerl,,; « CRer2,,;, 1 CRer2,,,. F ™+ CRerl,,;, A CRerl,, 73 H1E N Gen FHEEM N ZE Genyyyy MEIEE
Gen,, F THAROIT 4 AR HIZE.

(2) ZRTEARST, (i CRer2qy, f1 CRer2,, YE N Gen RN NIREE Genyey HEATHERE, 13 5] 4 FEIRILE A1)
i Ak 7 2, B ED AT H3E Voter BB AEMINZREE Voter,y, FUIELE Voter,,, MTTHHTIHRAZE@HAT T LLM-Voter
fRII 2.

(3) ¥ CRer HIMREE CRer,o 1F N LLM-Voter FIMIREE Voter,.y, AR J77% HIE R

kAERIEE kHURSE Gen HEHER Voter Frdli A2 IV ZRAERIEE. k (K, Genyyy, IDFEBI SRR Z, iR
O 75 4 PRI GRARTE 43, T HE 5 R GG 503 5 CReryoin A2 B AL 5 F8 B0 R S AR I, IR I 92 75 {RAIE Voter
e SRR B0 e R A B4R k. BT CRer U AAEGI S 7 E, RSB ST i B H k{24 9, B CRer %4
PELENT B 1) Genygin FEBIEE (5 CReryai 1 90%. 17 Tuf BIEEREHIEE LD, NFAE Voter BIEEMFEFISET
5, BB kAN 3, B Genyyy FEGIELE 5 Tufy, 19 3/4, 55 1/4 FI T LLM-Voter HIIIZ5.

® Prompt W 1T

K9t 5% T Alpaca Prompt B 13817 %2 %) 45454 (Instruction). A (Input). #iil! (Output), 745
4 LLM-Voter [f14Z% 0 BAR 1140 F Prompt, W15 3 &l 8 Fizn. Fi9 Output 2y BLEU fH e AR AL T .

o FLiRI

ffifl Code LLaMA fEy#EERBEAY, FEH LoRa S %m0 75 360 AT 00, 1 BB token KN
4096, AW E 55 2.6 TS HEMF.

3.2.2 LLM-Voter J7: 76 % PR,

N LLM-Voter (P57 77 RiATHH M, T E T BEEEREN T ZRRATERNBIERN T o F#E
FYIAAIE, AT 78 Je R 207 8 BPPAl 45 R 5 BE N 7 B 26 R, IF5 R R 7 R0 & BB AT X
bE, A& Gda bn B AR N 1) < R An 18 9 AN 10 fros. b AR T a A0 B 1 DL 0.05 [l B kAT RAE. PAli4h
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REIR, BEFE O TReE X e, BT BAE R0 7 RS TR AR T AR R A 7 RIS X — R IIE
BT BT B S B IR T R A AN T B IX R 1) P s B AR N ARER I B, FEAE AR T Unidiff (RIS R TR AR
SHRR G LBE— B0 M. £ Tuf $PE4E A, %X 18] [0.70, 0.81]; £ CRer Fd4E 4 [0.02, 0.08]. R, o U
fH7E Tuf 1 CRer 453712 0.76 F1 0.05.

Prompt Template

#### Instruction:
As a proficient programmer, select the best refinement option based on the
source code provided below.

### Source:
{Source code}

### Code LLaMA:
{Refinement code by CodeLLaMA }

#it# StableCode3B:
{Refinement code by StableCode3B}

### LLaMA 3:
{Refinement code by LLaMA3}

### CodeT5:
{Refinement code by CodeT5}

### Output
{Source/CodeLLaMA/StableCode3B/LLaMA3/CodeT5}

K8 F TR LLM-Voter 7% Prompt % it 77 %

088 I Confidence-based 24 )
ode "I\'“
0.86 | — LLaMA 3 22+ L
’ --- StableCode3B )
- Code LLaMA 20 3
£ .84 | - Inference-based © LY
g S18
=) % W
M 0.82 =16 | \
= = \
m Y\
Bl = 5 5 e e e 198 1 o e o o P o e e e | Foe
0.80 L Confidence-based --- StableCode3B ]
-~ CodeT5 ---Code LLaMA |
0.78 L .Q Lt pp M 3 4 4 G § 85 K4 8 40 A F 10 L-iLLaMA3, | | i-Inference-bgsed , , |, , , |}
S5 ENDNE DO RNLEQRERNORNSNH Q
N R R R @%.\%.\%’}%‘%ﬁ%ﬁ%?%?%5%5%@%‘4%’.\%‘.\%‘?%%%9%9"\.@

o a
(a) BLEU score vs. a (b) EM score vs. a

B9 BIER T EM il BLEU $8AR520H 8 R 0T GET Tuf 23R 4E)

AW FX FIF LLM-Voter 28 /7 & R AL 45 FEAT VAN, Q058 7 FioR. 10k, D &R TR RUHE R 1 28 7 2=
1E CRer {5, 238 45 A E MR MR ARG EM EARD R & AT 4 FhsbR Jo e RIS R 24845
RUIAEZE. SR, 76 Tuf ZAELEF, RE EM ERRATERIEA, (AR T 0 R BT 5 % (Code LLaMA
EM: 20.49%. CodeT5 BLEU: 0.829). iX 1] §8/& H1F Tuf FIREF AL D, FBOZ T RMWIIZGREAT . F
FIFZET Unidiff (MVTEASEAREEAT IR 2047, RIS IR A AR D TE S bR AR SEAE R S (RCA) Y= Tl
BRI AR S AR RRE (COP) 6T 3 ANKIE SR, w8 T/ N TR 2R 2. IX R, SRk f5 RIS RE I
Frigm, H BAERAT RS BEANGRSE, MTITE gD 51 N BREFA 4 [F) B 2 52 50 22 (R k. BRIk, 7E R SR 4 R, TCP AN
RP ¥ bnH B0 T R 2 HOEE R, FETE CRer ZUHRAE P R BLUEE 58 HY, 1 UE W2 T R4 3 /) LLM-Voter J7
A R, R T H EM AT BLEU {ER IS 1 P 78 TR
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-»-Confidence-based
(L o
0.86 - LLal
- StableCode3B 150 sy
° ---Code LLaMA 125
% 0.84 |- Inference-based o Sl e e o S kv N ) ) ot 1 5 1
g 8100}
= 0.82 ¢ N E 7.5 - -s- Confidence-based
A0 R A SRR SR A CodeT5
0.80 54} - LLaMA3
--- StableCode3B
2.5} - Code LLaMA
0.78 | --- Inference-based
Q60 DNV NE QR OERNERNASNHD QERERNMRNS RN RNHE QR ERNDRNASNH R
QQQNQSQWQWQ$Q§QP‘QP‘Qf)Qf)Q‘.QQ‘.OQ'.\Q'.\Q‘fOQ‘fOQ9Q9\.Q Q.QQ.\Q.\Q'.\/Q'.\/Q"?Q%QP‘@b@@h%%’.\&\g%%gﬁQ‘.’)\.Q
a a
(a) BLEU score vs. a (b) EM score vs. a
10 BI{E 7% EM Al BLEU $8FRSZME 55 R 704 (BT CRer Hi#i4E)
7 HTEAMEBLL) LLM-Voter J5 ik 3t AL
Dataset Approaches EM (%) BLEU RCA COP CcP RP
CodeT5 13.41 0.829 0.160 0.429 0.150 -0.226
LLaMA 3 17.62 0.808 0.167 0.552 0.195 -0.580
Tuf StableCode3B 17.86 0.802 0.174 0.554 0.196 -0.568
u
Code LLaMA 20.49 0.816 0.197 0.559 0.225 -0.531
Inference-based 19.94 0.824 0.202 0.521 0.187 -0.379
Confidence-based (a=0.76) 21.31 0.831 0.268 0.476 0.221 -0.224
CodeT5 11.60 0.811 0.101 0.518 0.126 -0.538
LLaMA 3 14.35 0.810 0.120 0541 0.152 —0.586
CRer StableCode3B 14.23 0.809 0.120 0.544 0.152 -0.589
Code LLaMA 16.26 0.804 0.132 0.565 0.173 -0.584
Inference-based 17.38 0.821 0.162 0.509 0.184 —0.423
Confidence-based (a=0.05) 17.86 0.830 0.223 0.458 0.186 -0.220

T B AR IR BT RIS BT IR, 76 Tuf BB CRer 454+, EM. BLEU. RCA.
COP. TCP. RP Fatr i IRIMAMUAR T AR AL FH R AR /7 S0 SR8, T2 TR HE R 28 R 7 2. LA IR SRR
&7 2 LR TR R AL B (1 SR A% 5 R R SN0 5t iR R R S AR AR I TSt 1 i) R, 3 [ B AR Y ) AR Ak
i, BART S, %7 EEPAT SR I8 T R AR I R I o v v A 2, IXANCAT BB 2 1) H A5 AR T 3R A, 182D %t
ARAG 5] N 1573 SE A 1) XU, SR IE B T 56T B A5 B IE BRI LLM-Voter 77k FIILERYE, AHLEEE T RIRERE I 5 R,
EEINE T RIE S HATE CRB AT % HAEEI 3.

ghi 2: IR 2T B S )EE PN LLM-Voter 7715, el 25 S0 RIE 5 BAUTE CRB R P INHH, %7
AR FE T T 92 bRAS R BE (RCA), AN T K35 SRR Ak o A et w3 B ], el 7 AR
VR AR, SR LG, HAW A KIRIE S EM {HM RN RS0 T B 583 UL R &, W TTE 2 iR iE
AR5,

4 BHMEIHER

o NI R

1AW ERA R BE T RAE S AR A LoRa 22800 8800l 77 vk, oA B i HoAth S 305 Umo 77 1
A S HARITIE. X — & T LLaMA-Reviewer B %8 ', %5 % % B LoRa 1 T HAh S 50m B 7702, thah,
EZHRWORT RN R E R TR R, B, A0 U8 LoRa kAT KiE 5 8L B0,

T — WA B BN T AHIE 58 B SR I RS 3 Y3 08 Hodse /N RS RUA (Code LLaMA-7B. LLaMA-7B.
LLaMA 3-8B. StableCode3B), iX —ife# F 252 R T B BT, IR RSB T ge 2 15 B AR 45 .
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o HMERA RN

HINEA R B P E T 25T Unidiff AR LA PP AL 45 AR DOE T B AT AT R R BT AR SR R i 5 e mEEAT
AT E RS,

AW TR SN AR AT Rt 3 B2 3 K S B I 1] A2, BT P (0 Mot SR 24 1 2022 4. I RT e 5N Kl it iR
L, A4 KT8 SRR AR IR A BRIV RE (NSt i) fiims. SRT, 3X— LG NI S6AIE 1 AWF T A 2Rbk, A
KI5 RRAE SE PR S 0 A 5 mT RE SEAI, AT 5 RE Ui B K1 5 R AE AR DA AT 55 v (4 RS BR 1.

5 MXIE

AT EAN A B A 5 B AU R, LR B Zh AR AL AT 55 HIAH R
5.1 BzhtREEEEED

ARG & AR PR AT & b 2 06 8 B ERRRT (R BRTT, B 90N S 4R X B SRS B & G it AT Tz A, OF
JeJa PR 2R E BN ACRE AT 45

Tufano 25 A\ e LIS 2% 30 L T4 1 25, RIWA Bh b f£55: code2code (BI7E 8 A R #EAT A8
oAk, JE T F5 8 & ARD A stk 5 AR AL AR AS) F1 code&comment2code (B TE & 2 5 i AT AL fifL, T H &R
DA H A ARG AR AR AL S AT R AS). B S, Tufano 2 A PR BLEERE H IR 4 3 AN HELAT S code2comment
(B B 7 WA AR 4%, BT A A AR AL B B 7 ). Li 45 N 5] NPP s AT AT (review tag)”, K B 2 i WA
FRAT: 55 58 SRR TARRG A FR A0 AT A2 i o 2 7 D, AT SEIIAE B3 1 B4k, SR, IARARAD o 25 (¥ o A % i
SEARIDAZ T, 1T R B T ) SRS R R S iz s 2 A XHZAS R, Li SN PR 1 ARG 22
AR AR dF B G A R TIZAR CodeReviewer, HoM A H 25 i #2 3T AEXT LG (438, H42 4t 3 4~ oes
L5 I IEFE X code change quality estimation (fRAS732 5 5T & 1T 4), code refinement (ML Ab$a & 2 J5 AL ARALAT:
45) F1 code change review generation (# 2% & WLAE ).

52 BB ES

FUHAR B SRR R AAT % I T M BEAT B B 1XFh 72— R XA KUk BEATAE &, (5] AT 4l 52 AR
A% 4 B0 5. Allamanis %5 A 42t NATURALIZE T 5, AT RS FIWTTDRE A5 150 H AQHS UK 2 75 — 3, i
AT A AR B B Markovtsev 25 A 06 I H 45 Rk HEAT 1248, 354 RS0 g i U, HJF & ) STYLE-
Analyzer T B G208 B EIZIR MM BT IEE.

BB R 2 S BOR BT 2 N, A SRS BBt 2 2 2E 28 %, Tufano 25 A ™ VA FH R FE 2 ST AL R 4T
RIS RACAT S5, HEE T Transformer #ELER 0 A RS R ALAE S (code2code 55 code&comment2code) YLk T A
[ ROV FE 2 2] 424 B IS, Tufano 25 N P S RITRIT S8 b A7 5k, # 7 B K MU Fr) 08 45 Neew large, JE48FH T5 B
Sof HeHEAT TN 2R A0 508 . [, Thongtanunam 25 A “/7E Tufano-Transformer HI:AY 21 T AutoTransform K%Y,
W HXHARG R AL 37 2O 3 X 4R (Byte-Pair-Encoding), K558 35 TN R IR THE 3 5. Li 2 A\ PR REL
¥ T5 BRARUHEZL, M) E R B 215 S B4 CodeReviewer, 310 T5 BRI BEAT TR ZR AR, Lu 28 A U2 s
KIEFHA LLaMA #4T B sh AL 8 2755, IR T LLaMA-Reviewer, HAEISE LS55 E] 5 CodeReviewer
AB 241 B R B

FUE B BTN A% G0/ N AU TN A5 B R0 KA 5 A B S T B BN ARAAT 55, (H R P A B TR AT 45
ML5E RIFAT R G NE T, AW T8 R T G/ N TR ZRAE BT 3 3 X 5 B8 RS AR AGAT 5 347 4T
I SUEER T, Ha7R K8 B BB 12 AT 55 HH 1K 95 34 IR th B %o P P 2 A 44 it

6 2 %5

ARSOR K8 F A B S AR 55 R BLEEAT IR AT, JF SR IS FT L RQ1: K H AR AE AR
A RAAE 55 B RIS AT St/ N TR SRS 2, DA LA 34/ 95 38 ) LR SR AT RQ2: 45 K J AR AT 42 55
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i, P R 1R G2 e i g A R HEAT Pl

£ RQI 1, S IDXF 4 B EFATE F AL 4 Bt G/ A T ZRAst B8 i P A R AL ALAE 55 (CRB AT CRA)
(R ILHEAT PPAL . RILKTE 5 B CRB AE 55 IARAL T & 95 TAL G/ MU TN 2R 8L, TIFE CRA 55 J 5 B AH
S, HAAG R AR T /NI T 2 8. B TAL G bn ToVE 0 i B R AT AR, ASHIE 4 2 T Unidiff 194X
AR TR AR, EAACR LA I R AR BE #R AR, TR RTE 5 BB 7E CRB AR 5511 25 34 J A

£ RQ2 w1, ASHFF 3 KTE SR ALE CRB 145 9535 ISR AR J7 % LLM-Voter. HHE T8 2 S BORFIRIE
TR, B R 2 P S AR (4 4 RO IR AR AR A U7 &, DR AR AR AL B R R BT T &
Inference-based (3& T HL I HEH) I Confidence-based (F& T B A5 LR FR), F1 51 NHLALF i AL i) DA 545 70 F vk S A
SEPERITTSEVE. PP, BT BAE BN LLM-Voter J7VE7E CRB {145 1 e 7E RIE#2 =1 EM A Y[R 3R A5 6
T R A T &, TG RO AR VS 5 RN 25 3.
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