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Hanhz, MXra— 3, =27 YVHRmaRy, Y—RXa— KOWEMELT 2 7 v — v &
T 7, BRI Za—13, FURZBOTH212H00b6T, MXHICRRSZ 70—V 28T,
BE®MZa—rolitix, Y—Ra—Fxr Ve Ly —Ra—FEEK [4] 5], API oGl
HEOKHAHD DD Y — 23— FHEE 6] R E~OIGHICHIfFIN TV 3.

CRETIE, MM n— Y IcERH L2 — Y BRIHFESZHIRR ATV S [7] 8] [9] [10]. L
ML, XN 7 e —EE LR 7 v — Y BIHFIETIE, BRI a— > oftosIEE iR
Th2, REROE, BRNZa—2E, IREZBOZIHP—HLTVIIEET, F—27 FRmaxX
7% DM HIRGED R 2720, ZOMREEEIIM 2 o— > ORMEE XD BIFFITEL L2570
THb. L7doT, BRI n—UBHDZDHICE, X Z7e— YR L3RR 37 Fu—F050
HY s, EETIE, BRNZo—Y2RET 272012, EEEENRY Tu—Fhsro— 25
T3 FHEAMERINUED TS [11] [12] [13] [14] [15] [16] [1] [17] [2] [3]. Y —Ra— K& ASHE L
FEYETE, Y—RAa—FRALIBT 2 BERNLENUEZYETE 370, BRENZ v— v oMK
URHRE o EA I h 3.

ZROWEFE AV 0 — U BRHFEMER ST 32— T, Tho OMHFRICH T 2 3
KBOWTHENRET S, Z2LOEEEEEHVEZ v — U RHFIETE, BWRKN 2 a— o BRitikbe
FHiioo 72912, BigCloneBench [18] [19] EFREN 2, A =T VY =AY 7 bV 2 7ICEENE Y — R
- ol ENIERERNYFe—2HVWSH %, BigCloneBench 1, X 7vn -3 5
AAZL DEMRINZ a— YR IERI7u—2 e LTELRD, ERZa—r 22 ER LGS OEKN
7 n— U EHEEEDOFHEATEETH 2. LH L, Krinke HOWEICE DL, BRZRZBOEITS YV —
22— RORTZPIEMRIR—Y 2 LTERINTVERY, BEKKNZ o— > ofbEagHiics
K OMEMRFIET 5 Z LA HE SN TW5S [20]. BigCloneBench % EIKHY 7 v — > O HPEREFEAT I
W358, BokiEfRrn— Y OB TEEMNEIN EZ N, BRI n—roitiz I
Y35, WEEEEHVEZ a— UBRIBTFRICE T 2 Al 2 EROEEMESME R T % [20).

AT, FEEEEEHAWE o — U BRHEFHRCBI 25O REL%ZHRE LT, Semantic-
CloneBench [21] @M & L7zFE¥EICH S a - Frua—-UBREFRICBY Mz 5T 5. &
MEOERE, UFD@EHTH5.
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M ERERHE IR b L 72X F~v—2 TH 5. SemanticCloneBench Tli%, Ymr7 3 v
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BB 2 EHREME Web 34 »TH % Stack Overflow OFRI—EMICEFN L EEY — X2 —
K%, BB —2r LTEZTS. SemanticCloneBench T, 1Ef#2 0 — > DEFEDNH
TH 2729, SemanticCloneBench % F\W/7=EBRH 2 v — VM HEREDFEAMIC 51T 2GR 1T,
BigCloneBench %W B 27 v — U HMEREDRIIICE T 2R L D b EHTE 2 E R
5N,

e AMiDDEEHEZM W E7u - REFHEEHMABLEZEZH W20 - Y RETFELE
OHK . EEY¥EEH W 7a—-vBEHTE, ZMHVFEETHCEFENERTD
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% [11] [3]. #hlid D ¥EZHWLFETE, FHOLDITRENR T —& £y M L TIER
Iu—YHPRATH L. Liho>T, FPORBMNRT XLy PREHICEENE Y — 23—} O
RAWECHLT, NNTERIZa—v27 57— ary$308ERHD, B o— U EHITRE
LTru—rORERENDHIRE NS, Hiid D FERZH 270 — U RIEFERCET 2 1B
0 — > ORENZERT 572012, Bk LFEZHWEFEIRRSUIRDTWDS [3). FH
HHIBIRD, Hhlid 2282 AW FIR e Bl U282 W FEZ ER R U HRIFE
L7aw. #filid b8 2z R R ZETZ LEEEHOWEFERE OREBICE D, REFEE R
w2 v — U BEFEOSURICB N T, Hilid D8 ¥ Bk UE & OB T HREHE &
%5, LiehoT, RMKTIE, #iidDEEZHCFELZEIZ LEEEHWEFEL O
e EMS 5.

AIFEDHA R T, b ¥ EEHWEZa— Y BHFIEE LT, MSRHEOK e [RE = 2 —
Fhgy bU—=2 AL ASTNN [1] 2, Y—RXRa—FD =27 Y BAEHEDT XA, KU
FHEEE S L O—FTH B BERT [22] & £0FH L7 CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning [2] % HESHR v 5
5. ¥, B LFEEEZHWE 70— UEFEE LT, CodeBERT IZBWTHATEEETLDA
% W72 CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning ¥, AHESICHE SN BAAB= 2 —F L%y FT—2 [23] &
HRWSOR E Z0fH L7 InferCode [3] ZEHBNR &3 2. FHlifEEe LT, RMREOD7RE 2R3 HE
xR, Lol s WwWBHRNZIIT 208 502 R HEHE, Zu—URERIcBT 2 0EEROEE &2
~3F e AUC ZHV3.

TEHEBROME LD, ASTNN 125133 F fir AUC Offizzh2h 0892, 0.929 £ i D, AEE
DHEBNR L2570 RBFIEOPTRS MORHMERELS . £/, R LEEEHVWETF
1% T® % CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning & InferCode 128} 2 FHHRIE, ZH 20 86.3 %, 84.6 % T
HYH, HHMK I 0 — U BRHFEDOU D TH S NiCad [24] [25] [26] OFEEK 4.0 % [21] £ b bIEH
WKEW. X512, FEEEEERVZFRCH LT GPU ZHVWSGE, #ifid D ¥E %2 Hni:-FiEkoH
Tl¥ CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning DFEATHRRIZY, Az L¥E 2 W7 FEDOHTIE CodeBERT w/o
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2 %
2.1 I—kRoO—Y

a—Rru—r (Zua—r) i, e —RE-3EUT2EHBHZY —Ra—KFTHB. £/
HWzza—YEIRICHBZ Y —Ra—RHFDORTE, 70—rR7 2IESR.
—IN, Zu—iX, SXREMNEOEWCESE, IR 4 BECHEIN S [7] [27] [28).

e Type-1: ZEHRBUT, NUAXY POERERVTHEE—HT I 70—,
o Type-2: AR 2 L OB FHOEREZFRNT—HT 270 —>
o Type-3: AL HATOIMARHIFR, EEMTbhirm—>.

o Type-4: FICIRZBENTHZICdrhboT, EXMICELRZ 70—,

Lirza—rn5%, Type-l 205 Type-3 ¥ TEMX 70—, Type-d ZEKEN 7 v — 2 L FEX.

B 11E, ZROMBEEZRMET Y —Ra—-ReBl37u—-roflths. K 1(b), K 1(c), K 1(d),
M 1e) DY —Ra—FiZ, M1l(a) tZ7ue—roBfRicH 5. K 1(b) & Type-l 7u—>ThHb, %
HRHUT, MFaXy b ZBROTE2—HT 5. K 1(c) & Type-2 7r—>THD, tmp 2% temp, x
MHa yBbDEIT, EHRALEDEVNEROVTEE—KTS. X 1(d) & Type-3 7u—>ThHbh, &
Box OEICHEELRIZZRVMHXTHS println BFAIN TS, X 1(e) I Type-4 71—
TH5. M1b) 25 1(d) FTOr/r—rBED, K 1(e) TR —HEREZH VT, v MiEIC
B 2GR OMAS DRI XD, ZHOMKHEEFELTWS.

IRETIZ, RO 70— Y BRHFEMERSATWS [7][8] [9] [10]. Zr—> oMz kb, FH
API OHEE [29] %, TIRAGBICHT IV 7 7> 27 &0 > 7 OHEE [30], F—ZEHEE2ET 3 @Amncs
BAEHERE [31], T4 LY RERKOMM [32], LWV olMaRISHATIREL /3. £/ Type-d 70—
YOMMICED, VY—2a—FEIZT VL LY —RAa— KK [4] [5] °, API OfEAHICESLH
MADDDY —2a— FHEE (6] 2 OSHAPEIFENS.

2.2 FREIZEAVEZO-VEE

7u—RIEEDH EXT Typed 7o — U HZ2EEEEZHNE LT, BEEEEZHV
Term—YHPREINED TV S [11] [12] [13] [14] [15] [16] [1] [17] [2] [3]. EEXEEEH W2
v—YBHETE, EMZe—YoillAE0EWCE - T, Hifd ¥ B EHWE7n— U BlHF
% [12] [13] [14] [15] [16] [1] [17] [2] & #hil7e LEE &2 w7 o — URHFE [11) [3] @ 2 BT
Hans.

Hmd Y EE W0 - U BEFETIE, e R3EHI7a— 27— RIS 2



int tmp = x; int tmp = x; int temp = a;

X =Y; X =Y; a = b;
y = tmp; y = tmp; b = temp;
(a) AVYFALY—Ra—F (b) Type-1 77— (c) Type-2 Z7m—>
int tmp = x; y "= X;
X =1Y; X "=y;
println(x); y = X;
y = tmp;
(d) Type-3 Z7m—> (e) Type-d Z7m—>

M 1: ZROMEER T 2V —2a—FizBiF 37 a—rofl

ik, FEEA 70— UBEEEZHWT, RENROT -4ty ML T e — Uil 2 EfiT 5
(K 2). Hifidp W FEHEHN 70— RHFIETE, EM7u—r2FD¥8ETE 5720, Hilli
ra—YBHFELD bEVWRHEREZ IS 2. —F, BED D FEEAWLEFETIE, RS FX
A rholESNIIIMHAT -2ty b EFHEiHT— &%ty M LT, PLHEREMME NI 2 s S
T3 [33] [34] [35).

iz LEE e W7 n— U RIBFERICE, ER2 v — U RIELEIA T — %2 v b 2Bl
TEFIL () &, FHFEH LY —Ra— FREOEMERFIC7 v — vt E2FEiT 2 Fik 3] ©
2 FHEMIFET 5. ER7 00— U RHRIAIMAH T — &ty 2RI S 2 70— URIIBFIETIE,
o v FEEzH W7 a—UREFELERD, JIHT— 2ty FPBREAT—&ty McaEh
BIEfE7 a— U PR TH > THOMHATRETH 2720, [Ff7 v — Y HRHOBMHNR T -2ty b
HLTrZur—URHDPARETH 2 (K 3(a). —77, AIMAT -4ty McEEh 37 n—r 2IEMR
77—y L TCHos Tl 270, MIBEREMET T 20[REMENEZ 505, FAIEE LY — R
a— FREOEMEZHIC L7 v — Y BREFERE, EXRENYERAT -2ty b5V —2a—F
REZIRX 1%, BEWNRT—&ty MicHLTr7r—-vBHEERT 2 (K 3(b). Y—Ra—
FRBLOFLIZICEED S FHRIZ, B2 v — 3 RREIH 7 — 2 & v b 2 ZICFIf S 2 Fik e ARk
2, BRI —URATHAMHENRT — Xty ML TOrZu— Y MHDPTARETH 5. F7z, IE
R0 —YRERART—REy MBI} 2 Y —2a— FFALOFELEZIIBICHWEZWE=D, JEZ
0 — > DI X 2 MIHPREDE TIEIE L., AT, #Eik LEE 2 W2 o— Uil
FHEE LT, FH¥E LY —Ra—- FREOHME 2 LFHEICEHT 5.
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2.3 BigCloneBench

BigCloneBench [18] [19] 1&, 7o — Y BHMEFHMTHWON 2 RBBLERY F—2TH 5.
BigCloneBench 121, B> = 2 MEUKRY MU QAT — X TH % 1JaDataset 2.0 *! ;2H< A =
YrEN, FEERLZBETRD 2 o0z, FEDOKREEICIE T2 70—V EHRED I AP EEN

# 1: BigCloneBench 1281} % 7 v — > 73 FHDOWER

Zna— Y5 Efgrn—8 B o— % el #a
Type-1 48,116 0 48,116  0.543 %
Type-2 4,234 2 4,236 0.478 %
Strongly Type-3 21,966 22 21,988 0.248 %
Moderately Type-3 87,480 406 87,886  0.992 %
Weakly Type-3/Type-4 8,422,357 278,602 8,700,959 98.17 %
et 8,584,153 279,032 8,863,185 100 %

*1 https://github.com/clonebench/BigCloneBench
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38 public static void copyFile2(File srcFile, File destFile) throws IOException {
39 FileUtils.copyFile(srcFile, destFile);
40 }

(a) H&HE “Copy File” 127XV ¥ 7 &N XY v FOf| (CopyFileSamples.java D Snippet 23677115)

51 private void dumpConfig() throws Exception {
52 I0oUtils.copy(new FileInputStream(m_snmpConfigFile), )
53}

(b) EHEHHICEE T 7 ANERXR Y TTHRXY v RTHZICbh0b56T, HEE “Copy File” ¥ LTINY ¥ 27X
N7V v Fof (1362837. java D Snippet 2571845)

42 private static final void makeWF_BasicJavaWriterFormat_jwf (Hashtable pWriterFormats) {
43 pWriterFormats.put ("BasicJavaWriterFormat.jwf", "..."); // E5|HOFEMIIEE
44}

(c) BITIRE S NI Y ¥ 2 T = T VEXFIERERNT 2 XY v FTH 2 I b 5T, #HEE “Copy
File” ¥ LTINY ¥ 7 &N Y v KO (184404. java D Snippet 19962035)

4: BigCloneBench IZ8WT, BRZIRIFNEITS Y — R — RORTZDIERIn -2 L TER
ERTVWB 7 a—>ofl

%. Type-3 MU Type-4 DEFRDEEKTH 3 72, BigCloneBench TlE, @A HANL T ORESTIHEALL
ot 0DIE 1 Kimo#FE T, Type-3/Type-4 Z7u—22EHRL TS,

e Strongly Type-3: 0.7 DAk 1.0 Kiif§
e Moderately Type-3: 0.5 2L 0.7 A
o Weakly Type-3/Type-4: 0 LLE 0.5 K

BigCloneBench %, %< OHMIL 7 v — U BHTFEICBWT, 70— Y BRIEMEREHGO XY F < —
72 LTIRIE L XT3 [36] [37] [38] [39] [40]. %7z, BigCloneBench & Fh 3 IEME2 o —
¥ RT7 DREBD Weakly Type-3/Type-4 TH 378 (F 1), EEFEEZHWFHRICBT % R
iy Fv—2 LTHHHIATWS [12] [13] [14] [15] [1] [17].

L L, Krinke 502 & % &, BigCloneBench 121%, Type-4 27 v — > OHMEREFEMIC B

i
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public StringBuffer render (RenderEngine c) {

if (action.equalsIgnoreCase ("read")) {

JLAHE A,

ci td
} else if (action.equalsIgnoreCase ("write")) { 7 J /r
o0 T A
} else if (action.equalsIgnoreCase ("listing")) { 7 7’ /r }I/ U X [\ /ﬂfl * ﬁl_] IK/"T'\,
else if (action.equalsIgnoreCase ("delete” = — =4
}?'?el (action.equalsIgnoreCase ("delete")) { 7 7/{)[/ U Z\ A.}Fy%jj
} else if (action.equalsIgnoreCase ("rename") || action.equalsIgnoreCase ("move")) {
} else if (action.equalsIgnoreCase ("copy")) {

try {
Debug.debug ("Copying from file '" + filename + "' to '" + fileDestData.toString () + "'");
srcChannel = new FileInputStream (filename).getChannel ();

} catch (IOException e) {
c.setExceptionState (true, "Filecopy from '" + filenameData + "' failed to read: " + e.getMessage ());
return new StringBuffer ();

try {
destChannel = new FileOutputStream (currentDocroot + fileDestData.toString ()).getChannel ();

} catch (IOException e) {
c.setExceptionState (true, "Filecopy to '" + fileDestData + "' failed to write: " + e.getMessage ());
return new StringBuffer ();

iry { j:7 77 /f }L/ CZ) :] E:? -

destChannel.transferFrom (srcChannel, @, srcChannel.size ());

srcChannel.close (); (777/?‘_[ E ’\-/81 3/?—] E 0) J})
destChannel.close ();
if (varname != null) {
c.getVariableContainer ().setVariable (varname + "-result", filenameData + " copy to " + fileDestData + ": File copy succeeded.");
} else {

return new StringBuffer ("true");

¥
} catch (IOException e) {
c.setExceptionState (true, "Filecopy from '" + filenameData + "' to '" + fileDestData + "' failed: " + e.getMessage ());

%??e if (action.equalsIgnoreCase ("exists")) { 7 7 /r )l/ 0) ﬁ&ﬁ&gﬁ%,

???e if (action.equalsIgnoreCase ("mkdir")) { 7—_\‘ /r [/ 7 I\ U /T/FEE,

else if (action.equalsIgnoreCase ("info")) { == -+ —
7 7 ANVIFRDOERTR

-

¥

return new StringBuffer ();

X5 77 A4AL1Dab—DIANOKERERET 212020 b5 3, BiE “Copy File” DAY 7
XNz XY v FOR| (402201. java ND Snippet 23094500)

TR OMESTEET 3 [20].

1. B HRERATICBIT Y — 23— FOXRTIHTIEREEHE L TRV,

2. B ZBEEE LTI\ EINTWRIZH2rbET, 7u—-—rR7eARESLY —RXa—FK
DRT7PEET 5. B2, BigCloneBench ICBFENEY —RAa—FD5H, 77 )Lk a—
T 5HRE “Copy File” ZHT 2 XY v R, 74127 b)Zav—7 56 “Copy Directory”
EETBHXAYy Ridzu—rThdbrAirEs. BERZRBLIZE, “Copy File” 1% “Copy Directory”
D—H#TH D, “Copy Directory” & LTHHENrvn—rD55, Pl d 77T HOXY v
R23X Y v K copyFile ZMUH L TW37%2HThH4%. Lo L, BigCloneBench TlE, #aE
“Copy Directory” B3 2 XY v Fr#EE “Copy File” 2T 2 XYV v FORTDEZL %, 1IE
Rz m—> e LTAHRLTOAR,

3. AIEDOEEETH B I rbbs, Zu—re Ll TaARIATVRVW B—rRY, HLLIE
o TARDOEAEL LTy — 2 a— FORTBFET .



4. BRZRBZB|OEITI YV — A —RORTDPEMR 7 —v 2 LTERINTWS (K 4).

5. HEERERE T2 Y —2a— FOFEEERL TRV, filziX, BigCloneBench 121X, B D
HEEX AT 2120 00b 5T, BERE “Copy File” DAIZ TN ¥ 7 Iz XV v K (402201. java
N Snippet 23094500) HFET 2 (K 5). M5 DY —2a— FITRIE 762 THZICbhdb
53, 77400aC =T 3UEEITS Y —Ra— IR0 5% TH2 (177 THH» S
816 fTHETD 40 /7). %72, EBIZ 7 7 A LD ab—2EMT 2 maXDOTEIZLED 0.4 %
DUR (& 762 fTO™M, 794 17H, 800 f7H, 806 fTHD 3 17) TH 3. L7h->T, KI5DLk>
77, BBOMREEET Y —Ra—FRE, K4(a) DXk57%, BE—oHE “Copy File” ®A%
35y —Ra—Fhtz, A—OMEZF270—2 2L TIRNY VI IFXRETIERL.

6. BEBEBICB I 2 0ME NI TH D, N4 7 ADBFHET 5. BigCloneBench (21&, &F1T 43 f#
HOMEERFIOIEM 2 0 — V&£ 5. BigCloneBench IC&HENZEMIZo—d 90 % 23
8 MM DMAETH SN T WS —/T, 22 MEOREZELEDbELIERI 0—Vid2KD
1% KiETHD, N4 7ABFELTVS. FIZ, “Copy File” K& EN2IEMZ 10— 13,
BigCloneBench IC& N2 2 TOIEMRIa—>D 40 % 2D 3.

BigCloneBench % Type-4 7 v — > OMHMEREFHIEICH W 256, LEoOMBEICLD, Mo IEM@
70— DEETHEYUENEINE =D, Type-d 7u—> Oz EEY T2, FEFEEHWEY
0 — U RHFERICBT 2 FHlC T3 2RO EEENET T 5.
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3 =B

6 1%, AFFICBIT 2 EAEBOTFIETHS. 3, SemanticCloneBench IZEFFEN 2 Y — A a—
Pz, FBRNRO 70— BHETHON I REEEET MVCANTES X51T, =7 VHIRMmE M
XA (AST) FDa— FRBUCEHT 5. R, ZfrEhiza— FERBLY, SemanticCloneBench 25
ER L 723 7 — 22 v P ZHWT, 7uo— B THEOLN L REEEE T A 2S¢ 5. 7235,
AR, BEEH 7 — &ty NI 2 BIERRZEIC LT, REEEETANEDANA =085
X=X EHET 5. KR, FHiHT -2ty MHLT, AHHEAD 7 v — Btz vz e —
VR RERT 5. 70— OMERRD S5O N MEREE R OCETRMIC KD, FHiiz ERS 5.

3.1 IR

WH%EEZ, 10 27 ® 2.2 GHz Intel Xeon E5-2630 v4 CPU ¥, 5.5 TB HDD, 256 GB X A > X
£, NVIDIA Tesla V100S GPU L TEEXN 3.

3.2 HES®R

KBTI, BB DEBE A2 0 — Y REIF%E LT ASTNN [1], CodeBERT w/ fine-
tuning [2], Zhl72 LFEE 2 W2 v — URBiiFiE L LT CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning , InferCode (3]
ZEHBONR e U CHEH R E S 5.

GEXEZHVEZe—-RBRETE, M D EEEZ2HOEFERZHERSIATYL
% [12) [13] [16] [14] [15) [1] [17] [2). —F7, %A% U2 % Mo 72 F kb M RE S AT
% [11] [3]. #lid H¥B 2V FIETIE, FEOLDICHRENR T -2ty Mo L TIEZ v —
UHNETHB. Lo T, TORENRT—&Zty FATICEENEY — X3 — FDORZIZHL
T, ANTEMIZu—2%27 /7= ay 3208085, ER70—YBERHKFLTI70— > O
HEENDHIR SN2, HAD D¥EEEH W2 0— U RIHTFIEICET 2 EM 2 0 — > O EM 2 8RS
57912, ik L FEEZHWEFEMERSHBD TS [3].

FEVMBIRY , ZhD DB 2 TR Bl LR 2 AW TR 2 BRI U 7= 0H5E 3 F1E
L7z, Hhlid D228 2w TR AR L AR 2 WETREORBIC XD, REEEEZHWE
7 —YRHFEDOIRICBNT, #Eld D EE e L LR e oNEN TP FAHFEE 25, Lk
DT, AWFETIE, #hHIDDEBEH N TR ZEITL LEB AW TR D2 EfT 5.
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SemanticCloneBench

. B0 —> RIEA/7 A —> FEH@AI 0 —>
v —223a—FK Ty b Tty b Ty b
1. RIBZ A 2. 1R
\ 4 - 3' z 8
= O, ASTE D {o}
mE N 2. g 2. 8

4, B

R E E TS

6: A FEERDOME

3.2.1 ASTNN

ASTNN i, IREIAR—ZAD=2—FV %y V= FEFTNLTH 3 [1]. MEMOK L BIFE
—a2—=9%y b7—2 (RNN) L OftHIC LD, FAHRLH AR TOMEREZFETE S
(®7. Z2a—rBiHETlE, Y—2a—FOXR7HELIBIZ2ELEL LT, L1 /L a2#HT 5.

ASTNN Z{2%R L 7: Zhang 5%, BfE% 0.5 IZRE L, BigCloneBench [18] & OJClone [23] %
MY L7 AEREEM L. %51, OJClone T, #HEHEA 98.9 %, HHED 92.7 %, F fEHH
95.5 % THhol-LHELTWS. 72, BigCloneBench 120 LTI, 2 v— Y 4MEEICMIIERER 3T
fliL, Weakly Type-3/Type-4 Ti&, H&AHEA 99.8 %, FHBIHED 88.3%, F {25 0.938 TH o7 L #l
HLTW3. Zhang 51k, ASTNN DFHiiic BigCloneBench N> F~v—27 ¢ L THEHLTWS 7
%, Type-4d 7\ — RN 2 FHiFE R OEEMIT .

FHEBTIE, GitHub TRMXATWS ASTNN VARY +Y “22FHT3. Zu—rRiEok®

*2 https://github.com/zhangj111/astnn
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r Representation

| -
[ | .
hy hy ha T hi_y he ~ Pooling Layer
) I 1 t t 1} o
B A A & .__| - ‘
LIy hy ) \ 3 ) -\ht—z_.- -.ht—1_.- _ht :

T

Recurrent Layer

=) I ..______+__.. I _ ‘
(| _hy | 3 ) he—p ht— ht J

| €1 | €z | BN _Et—z __et—l_ | et ‘ L
: T \ T ' ) T : 1 . ' T . ' T ' Encoding Layer
Statement Encoder

Il

e O A O M OO OO A Ol

ST-tree; | ST-tree, | ST-tree; |: ST-tree,_, ST-tree,_, ST-tree;

ﬂ\/f\,/f\/ﬂ\\/ﬂ“\/f\

---------------------------

L ST-trees

7: ASTNN O#% (Zhang & [1] X b51H)

12, Skip-gram 713 ) X A %FIH L7z Word2vec [41] DT RT 4 ¥ 72 VRV EIMT 5. =X
FA YT VRLDY A X% 12812, BB DOY A X% 100 IZRTT 3. £z, NvFH AL X% 3212,
AR O TRy 7 8% 5 ICRET 5. &R, @O L 7T 4 <49 AdaMax [42] ITB1T 24 E R
% 0.002 IZERET 5.

3.2.2 CodeBERT

CodeBERT 1%, F—27 Y R—ZDQHFFEHEFTLTHS [2]. Y—Ra—FD =27 HRSHED
7¥ R+, KU BERT [22] OffHIck D, 025 IV VEENTEREED I VFE— X VIHER
Z¥EHTE3 (K 8). CodeBERT T, Y—Ra— KD =2 Y HASED T F X b & 2HFIHE
L7zDb, V=RA—FRRFa XY MEBEREDRRAIDEDIZT 74 ¥ Fa—=V 7T 5.

CodeBERT %#12Z L7z Feng 513, CodeBERT % MW7z 2 v — > MHIcx L Cakiz S L Tuw
v, Kb Hig, Guo 523, BigCloneBench 125t U CEAEBRZEM L7z [43]). 51k, EEED
94.8 %, FHIHEDN 94 %, F D 95 % THoleHELTWS. Guo 51%, CodeBERT @ iFfifiic
BigCloneBench 2> F<v—2 ¥ LTHMA L TWA 720, Type-d 71— BRI 2 FHlifs R oE
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w, — [MASK], — === > Wgy ———————> —> replaced
w, — w, w, ———————> — original
W3 — > W3 NL Generator w3 ———————> — original
Wy —> W, w, ———————> — original
i e sample i 8
ws — [MASK], —  —————= > wy ————> — original
NL-Code
Discriminator
q ——> ¢ o — |l 5 o
- L sample 1 original
¢, — [MASK], — —————- > (g —————> —> replaced
3 —> C3 g —> — original
Code Generator =
Cub P C, €y > — original
L s
Cs Cs sample | 5 " — original
¢ —> [MASK], —  F———— > Ci62 — replaced

X 8: CodeBERT (281} %, FHZFEHMOME., —Hb—r > OvXFr7PERICLD, Y—2a—
RFREZ¥EHTES (Feng & [2] X b 5IH)

IRV, £, v — U 0BEBICBRHERZ I L TWiWnwi®d, Type-d 7 v —r OB ERED
THHETH 2. X512, 7 —YRHBI2REPHRIN TR WEYD, Type-d 71— T
%<, Type-1, Type-2, Type-3 71— OMHIMEREICH LT HEMBEIEIZEL.

AR TE, Z7a—-—rBiEXRA 27 LT774vFa—=r21L, CodeBERT B} %71 —
YRHPEREO R 2 T 5. F, FAIFHOAICEBIT S 70— U REOEREHGZ (TS 72912,
774 YFa—=22BHY CodeBERT (CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning) ¥ 7 7 4 ¥ F 2 —=> 7k L
CodeBERT (CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning) o 2 fEl% Hl 4 3 3.

WA EER T, Hugging Face I TR XN TWS CodeBERT OEF L *3 * 2RHT 2. £/,
V—RA2—=RFOXRZEATICBI2HLEL LT, av4 YEUERXEHT 2. HiiFEET VBT
ANY —2a—F b= DOEX% 25612, Ny FH AL X% 16 ICRETS. £, 774 VFa—=
VIURHCBT 2EEERE 0.00002, TRy 7HBE 1IRET L. RIZK, 774V Fa—=VIKOoA
TT 4 <A LT Adam ZFHT 3.

3.2.3 InferCode

InferCode 1%, HHFWEIARN—ZOHFIEEEFALTH S, MBEMIAL, KEEICHOSNWEHIA
A=a—F )%y b7—2 (TBCNN) 23] L OfHICE D, HiFHETLLELT, Y—RXRa—F7
FRARY Y IR DHHR LEH R R R, V—RAa— RO D FH R IGHATE %

*3 https://github.com/microsoft/CodeBERT
*4 nttps://huggingface.co/microsoft/codebert-base
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Attention Mechanism

to Aggregate Nodes
i
Propagating Information to Learn I 1
Modes Representation Attention
| 1 1 D | weights a

i(e0e]
whwhwr 2

|
!eew 1 ese Propagating f— @
o, [ J ‘ Information Code Vector
djeee Seen eeed
:(000]
Mode feature vetor L Y J

[.’ ."-l. Y I Tree-based CNN Encoder

Type Embedding Token Embedding
Ty g tken

9: InferCode OFE (Bui 5 [3] & b 5IH)

(K9). Bui 5%, InferCode 227 a0 —BHEZHAIRLFEFXRA 7L LTEELTWS. KK TD,
InferCode 3T LB ZH W7 n— TR LT, BEHFEROLEBNRE T2, 77—V
HTIE, Y—RXa—FOXRTEALIIBI2HELEL LT, a4 YEUELZHFHHT 5.

InferCode #4245 L7 Bui 5%, Bz 0.8 IZ&E L, BigCloneBench [18] & OJClone [23] %
Me U-EHAERZEMEL. 51, BigCloneBench TlX, BEEMN 90 %, BIRHEDN 56 %, F E
B 75 %, OJClone T, #HERD 61 %, BHHEEN 70 %, F HEHN 64 % THol@MELTWVS.
Bui 5%, ASTNN D#Hfiic BigCloneBench ZX>F~v—27 ¢ LTHHA L TW\W5 728, Type-4 70—
YR T B EHliRE RO FEM IR Y. £, Zu— U REBICHRHMEREZEHE L ThiR vz,
Type-4 7 v — > OEHEMREDTIHBTH 5.

WHEERTIX, PyPLICTABENTWS InferCode DEFIL *° *6 2F[HT 2. £/, 70—
HIRFICBIT 2 Ny F9 4 X% 5 ICRET 5.

*5 https://github.com/bdgnghi/infercode
*6 nttps://pypi.org/project/infercode
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3.3 SemanticCloneBench

WHEBRTIX, Type-d 7 u—rBIBOEREFMICHVWEZRYF~v—2 & LT, Semantic-
CloneBench [21] %M\ 3. SemanticCloneBench i, Type-d 2 B — > OB AT L L 7=~
¥F~—2T»H%. SemanticCloneBench IZFEN 270 —1F, T0r 7 IV FiEICE T 2 EMMA
% Web ¥4 +T»H % Stack Overflow *7 225 XT3, SemanticCloneBench TIX, [F—&R
CEENBEEY —Ra—F%, Type-d 7u—2r LTERLTWS. SemanticCloneBench T,
C, C#, Java, Python CTitdh& /2 —Ra— KpNE XN TED, FiEmIcznza 1,000 Ho
Type-d 20—V DR7ZMEFNTWVS.

SemanticCloneBench 1, * >S4 v7ur/s3v7arys2r LicigHanzy —Xa—F»b
Type-4 71— %I L7 Google Code Jam [16] % CodeNet [44] ¥ 1B D, Stack Overflow 7>
5 Type-d 7ua—rEHBLTWS., A4 urs3v7ary7 A LicigHEnizy —2a—
FORIBRTHD, 2o, F—MEIIHT 2EEY —Ra—FOREEZ /0 -V LTERTE S
¥, Google Code Jam % CodeNet N> F~<v—2 ¢ L THEAREETH 3. LirL, A4 >l
FIvZarysFArEEiEEEAEY —2a—RiiX, EBo7ay 7 riEREshknwSe s T3
YAV TAMVREDT 7 = VEIET B [45]. —7F, Stack Overflow &, v 25 I v/ FiEICE
2 EMEZE Web %4 FTH 5. Stack Overflow ICEFNZEEY —2a—FiX, EEoTmnd =2
MIEEFNTWRWAEEENEZ 55, LA L, SemanticCloneBench I2&EN 3 71— ik, EE
DRAFEE I X % Stack Overflow IR I BRI T 2 IRGIOEETH 5720, EEoTnd =
7 PBAFETHAE LRI $ 2 Y — R 3 — K Stack Overflow IZTFAES 2 AlRENMELE, 4> 54
¥I/mr7IvZaryiA kB3 —Ra—-FORGHFETIAREELID b EVEEZ LN
5. AT, REYEZHWE - U BINFEZISHT 285828 L T, BEtoEW, 7o
EEo7ay 27 bTHOWLHNE Y — A3 — FITHEWFHEIHAN > F<—2 £ LT SemanticCloneBench
ZHRHT 5.

BB TIX, SemanticCloneBench IZ& 415 Java a5 Catab & N7z 1,000 MO v —> D
5%, Python O javalang *® X v 7 — O CHESUENTATRER 997 D7 u— Y xR 35, %/,
Efgra—YeIEEMRI/a -k 1:1 ez k51C, FEMRIZa— Y 2ERT 5. BIKH
121%, SemanticCloneBench IZEZEN 2 XY v FE2 5 X1 2 AL, IHILAXY v FO
A7 » SemanticCloneBench T2/ 0 =Y LTEREINTVARVAELIE, ZOXY vy FORT %
FIERI/a— e LTERT S, 618, RoFRCIVERSNIFER I n—-v 28D

*7 https://stackoverflow.com/
*8 https://github.com/c2nes/javalang
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SemanticCloneBench % 6 :1:3 iI3&IL, Th2hIlMHT -2ty + - BEEHT — Xt v b - 5
HF—&ty b LT, ¥R ROFHliEFEMT 5. B, AHEOLER L & 2 #fiz LR %AV
FRIEMFEETNTH S, BRiFFET N L2872 LEEEAVWE 7 v — UM T, R
7a—rO¥FRHB LT, BEMFEETNVOHNMEZRC UZBEMUEHEICHSE, Ju—-VolHEsE
55, LedoT, HFI¥HET M 2B LEELZHWLFIETIE, B0 —YO¥ENT
BTH 5720, WHEBRICET 2 HHR LEE 2 HWFIEOFMEDEE, JHT— 2ty N ROHH
H7 =%ty bEHWT, fHlHT—%ty FOAERW2S

3.4 FHMEIEIE

KHZETIE, BRtErn—>r, BRI —, Bt -2, BEN70— %2 Tadom b ER
5.

1 (True positive): 7 v —YH#cBWTHREINE 7 v -2
2 (True negative): 7 v —YRHGRICBW TR S RWIEZn—.
Bt (

(

‘UE+ ﬂm}k
5>

False positive): 71— YRHEICBEWTHREHENSIEZ7n—2
o 2N (False negative): 27 m— Y RIERICBWTHRH S RWwWIn—.

BHERTE, MUNORMETEREZ HWT, {FERICBT 2 Type-4 7 v —r OMHTEREZ RIS .

o BfEZ[EIE L 7231 2 FHEHERE.
— WER (Precision): HGM7 v— 8%, HGMES v— Y BeBiGEs v — Y BoftH -
TEIE. BRERD OESVER 2 DIV S

True_positive

Precision =
True_positive + False_positive

— HHIR (Recall): HGM7 o— 8%z, ARt o—rBemEtso— > Bofctil- 7
HE. T b WRIIRNEZIF 2022 50222 - DICHW S

Recall — True_positive

True_positive + False_negative

— F {# (F1-Score): &R HHIROMMNTEE. FEASTUISWVEY, Z7a—rRiED
%)

2 x Precision x Recall

Fl=
Precision + Recall

o BMEZZ(L Z B 7RIC BT 2 RHliHEIE.
— ROC iz : MenEG1ES v — >R, fhnEtE s 0 — U RoEE LT, BEOZELIC
& D i S T IR 2l
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— AUC(Area Under the Curve) [46]: ROC Hi#f FoHifE. AUC OfEA 1 1AW, JEY)
ZHEZERE L7588 5 F ErmEw.
o FTINFIH.

3.5 Research Questions

ARFFETIX, MITFITRT 2 D Research Question (RQ) %37 T53.

e RQL: BMEICED CFHIEEIE L D, Yo7 a— U BHIRO D RIERE E 2.
RQ1 OFAEFIC X D, Type-4 7 v —UHHICBWT, 7 v — U EFIEHEOBY 2 BEZH S 212
3 5. %3, SemanticCloneBench YA D F— &t v MBI ZHEYILEEIZRHETS 3729,
SemanticCloneBench {24 UC F AR K & 72 2 BIEAHL %, A BT 2 588 7 B il o i
LEFRT S, I THEHYILEEOHE Y IZ, F#E (F EORKE) — (F HEORKED 0.95 fF)
LR BORIMEYE 3 5.
¥7:, AUC OtBRICE D, HEOBE» SR T, Yo n— Y RFEN—%F Typed 70—
VEBHETE 20 RHMEICT 5.
e RQ2: YOI u— D, FITRHICBWTEND ?
—fiz, HREYE TR W THEEINS. Leho T, AEBEFEFOHIRICLD,
EfR7 0 —rO¥E R 0 — UM E RRETREZE ST 258088 2605, RQ2 O
HICED, GPUOFMLERE L -ETREOBSN2 SR T, Yo - R FES—FEA
DEPELPICT 3.
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4 HERER
4.1 RQ1: BRMEICED K PRMAED T
4.1.1 BEEX, BREE, F EICK 35

# 2%, SemanticCloneBench FT, &7 u— U RHEED F lXRAL Z2BEICEIT %, #HEX,
Y% FHETH5.

ASTNN %, BHEDY 0.380 OFFIC F EDEA (0.892) &b, BEERr HHRIIZHZN 83.9 %,
95.3 % 21§%. fhiorn— Ui R &, HEROMEMNMTF @8 5 % - 10 % &<, KRER
BV TR @OV Z RS, ASTNN T, BHENRT—Xty MEZ, 207 —Xty MZE
FNE P —27 URHBEIARD ) — FITHN T 2L oRF 4 V72BN T 270, BHENOF HOHE
BEnwrEZoh5. —F, ASTNN DOEEHRIE, CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning D& 84.1 % £ b
$ 0.2 % V. ASTNN THW SN 3 EE%EEF L RNN 1, CodeBERT THW SN TS EFIL
BERT & HAT, &F AN TLMARERRIF — 2 EAE [47). 2075, ASTNN T, Eu
RINDMBRELRIZBNTHEENTERD o 724K, CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning & D & #EE&HHK AL
RHEEZOBND.

CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning (&, BfE2% 0.961 OFRIC F EARA (0.870) &b, HEERL FHER
ZERZEN 841 %, 90.0 % 2155, oo —rmitigR vt 2 L, HEROMEIH 15 % &L,
CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning 1%, REBRICBVW TR EMHERZ LI wWra—YRHSETHE T
% %. CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning 1%, CodeSearchNet [48] THRAIEE X N2 BEAEF AL TH 3.
Effra—r07 74 vFa—=r &b 70— RN OMILEINZARE LT, CodeBERT
w/ fine-tuning OGO 7 10— URHFEID bELI R EEZILNS.

Bz LFE W7 a— U gilERTdH % CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning 1%, BfEAY 0.984 DIRFIC
F fEARK (0.779) kb, @ERrB\HBZzA2H 709 %, 86.3 % %155. %72, InferCode
%, BIfEDY 0.881 OIK{IC F EARA (0.756) b, HERLHEHRIZNAZN 68.2 %, 84.6 % %

% 2: SemanticCloneBench 1203 2% 7 v — U HEGROBEEHE, HEE, F #E

BE | #EER mEER  FE
ASTNN 0.380 | 83.9% 953 % 0.892

CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning | 0.961 | 84.1 % 90.0 % 0.870
CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning | 0.984 | 70.9 % 86.3 % 0.779
InferCode 0.881 | 68.2% 84.6 % 0.756
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1.0
0.9 A
0.8 A
0.7 A
0.6
g
o
? 0.5 A
—
(TN
0.4 ~
0.3 A
024 — ASTNN
—— CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning
0.1 CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning
—— InferCode
00 T T T T T T T T T 1
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
Thresholds

10: SemanticCloneBench (&% L TRMEZ 2L X ¥ /=855 D F {EHlifR

9%, WREABROBEERKO F HEZ, #iidDEHEEZHWME&GR RS2, # 10 % - 15 % K.
SemanticCloneBench I8N 237 B —YId2T Type-d 7R —> TH2720, X7/ u—-rThd
Type-1, Type-2, Tyep-3 & D bMHEENE V. Fiz, BEiL LEEEHWAEFETIE, Ef7o—
VEBEFE LRVWED, a-FRHEOADFEMREFE I 70— 2RET 2081 H 5. Type-4d
ra—YiZBI2RHEEEORE, MUFa—- FREOADFETO /7 a— Ui ED, #hlik L%
BV 0 - RHaGRICE T 2 lER NS T li%, Kb DFEE %2 VMt & TRV E
127 B L EZBNS. —Hi, CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning ¥ InferCode 123513 3 BHRIE, Zhzh
86.3 %, 84.6 % TH D, HUIITFED YL >TH5 NiCad [24] [25] OB (4.0 %) [21] £ Ik
FICEW. £z, Bllid D ¥EEEHCEFEL AT, BHEOBDDIE L 10 % Mz snTns.

10 /&, SemanticCloneBench (2% L CRIEZZ{L X B 755D F {HII#TH 5.

ASTNN 1, BfE2Y [0.102, 0.567] DE, F E2Y 0.847 X 5. L7=h>T, ASTNN Z#HL
—fkH72 Type-4 7 v — BT, BIfE%Z [0.102, 0.567] O#EIPATEIRT 2 &, MHMERES R &S
Lo RGOS e THEEINS.
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CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning (%, BifE2% [0.951, 0.972] O/, F {EA% 0.827 2R 5. L7hi-> T,
CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning % {#H L7z —f&H 7% Type-4 7 v — VBT, BIEZ [0.951, 0.972] ®
HiPACIEINT 2 &, MHHERELE RS K5 BRI GO e PHENS.

CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning 1%, BIfA3 [0.979, 0.990] O, F {l25 0.740 ##82 3. L7A5- T,
CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning % ] L7z 07 Type-d 7 01— 4HCIE, BIEE [0.979, 0.990] @
HPFHTHEINT 5 &, MRS RS &S R RIEoD L PRSI S,

InferCode 1%, FHIEAS [0.780, 0.919] O, F {45 0.718 ##82 5. L7=4>T, InferCode %M
L7 —H7%2 Type-4 7 v — T, BEZ [0.780, 0.919] OHIFTHEIRT 2 &, MHITERED S <
%% X5 BRGNS L FRENS.

% 31%, EHEROIENRTH 287 0 — Y REFRICB T 2@ RMECHMO—HTH 5. K
EEi X D, SemanticCloneBench 12%13 %, CodeBERT = InferCode 72 ¥ OFERZEEETF L2 AW
FIRC BT 2 @Y 2 EEOHPE D, RNN ZHWWTFETDH 2 ASTNN (2B % Y] 7« BiE o #iPH X
DBHEW, POPRCHPICHAL TS I e AL, HETFEE TV EZAVE Y v — Y BIFIET
X, Ze—rBiofiica— FREZHIFE S 570, RNN REDIERI a— v 2 EHEET5F
FEb o, EEOELAEGSHMOINE. Lizho>T, HRiEHETNMCEDIL 7 u—- Uil FikE
Type-4 70— U BHICHW 35E, SemanticCloneBench 12443 2 7 v — U OKEx [FkEIC, BIE
PEDICHRETILERDH L EZ NS, F72, CodeBERT 2&LHFIFEEETNICH I /v —
URHEFERE, FHEICBY 2 RKELEOMED Y 2 BEOHEHE AP, Lied-> T, HirgEET L
ZHWEZ 0= URHERICBWT, BEZEYNCHRETERWEGE, BYTRVEEZRE L KD
F EHIZRAKEE R TIEEINS 8270, HFiEEEs A 2 W70 - U BHESET 21330
EOBHMRE R T E RV e THEINS. —F, ASTNN & F {HI2B 1) 2 RAMEE EA H & 2 BfE
DHEF DAV, L2 o> T, ASTNN IZBWT, RICF EPRARE RS X5 RBEELZRETE R, -
7oz LThH, ASTNN O F KL 723 & 5 KBS E W PERE 2 F648 T = 2 nJREMED & .

# 3: ASTNN , CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning , CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning , InferCode 1281} % i
Y172 [ i o> i

SemanticCloneBench 12513 % F HOHMH  BlfEOHPH
ASTNN [0.847, 0.892] [0.102, 0.567]
CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning [0.827, 0.870] [0.951, 0.972]
CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning [0.740, 0.779] [0.979, 0.990]
InferCode [0.718, 0.756] [0.780, 0.919]
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1.0
el
0.8 A
g
C 0.6 -
)
2
=
o
o
g 0.4
=
0.2 - —— ASTNN (AUC=0.929)
—— CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning (AUC=0.927)
CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning (AUC=0.849)
—— InferCode (AUC=0.818)
00 T T T T 1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
False positive rate

11: SemanticCloneBench 1ZX13 %427 10— U #iHgsd ROC ghifiy AUC

4.1.2 ROC B8, AUC IC & 35

SemanticCloneBench Li2EBJ 2%, &7 n— o ROC ity AUC 2K 11 1R, AE
ETlE, ASTNN @ AUC (0.929) 2%, fioru— it iR L TR E <, ASTNN o F {#n
AR LD DEVRERERTR 2 L —HT 2. £/, AR LFEEHV e -V BHETH S
CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning (0.849) & InferCode (0.818) %, #hlid b ¥#HEHW/=27 v — Vi
BICEBHOD, 0.8 BBA TV,

4.2 RQ2: ETRHBOLE

3+ 41%, SemanticCloneBench FIZBIT2& 70— U HEROEITREMTH 2. HEHERFRENIZ, FE
FEET VOISR AT Y —Ra— FORBZEHZL Y, e v — R OFH S O LI 25
SIHEPEENS.

GPU W56, METREN—FE» 727 0 — U BHEIE CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning
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(24.28 ) TH 3. k7, Hlid D EE AR - 7258, CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning ®
TREATHER (58.71 #) 2 —FF . CodeBERT &+ — 27 Y R—ZADHFFEHFEFNLTHS. —IC,
P =2 v R=2D 7 v — VBTSSR - 2O L D D IR FAVNS W, HIGHESOK
EFHWEZ - MH#ETH 5 ASTNN % InferCode & b 3, FIFCFHMICE T 2R HE VL E X
5%, %72, CodeBERT TiX, PyTorch **® DataParallel *1¥ ¥ I3, v F GPUIL X3
WHVLEZ FHWT WS, L7edioT, RFEERICEIT S CodeBERT T, v/ F GPU MHEIZ X % &EH
fic &b, IR E S 2 R O KRR TTbh -t EX b 5.

GPU ZH W0 7456, MIETRMD—FR D o 727 v — U Ril#RE InferCode (1 43 31.84 )
ThHb. ¥, BhiidHEREHOIMEIRR o 7256, ASTNN ORETRE (3 7 28.89 #) »
—&FH\. CodeBERT Tk, HHi%¥EEFLO—METH 5 BERT VW TEEILTWS. —HIC,
FEYEET VTR, MHANEICED, EFANENICB %87 X ZEHRICHER I OB Thh
%. BERT 3—fDEBEFEHET N LD DEZLL DRI XAXEHT 50, RERCBVTSD, JIFRHT
fifilc B3 2 DS KIEICHEM L7z e B2 6 5.

# 4: SemanticCloneBench (Zxf3 % % 7 1 — > Hi 28 D EATIR RS

GPU | #frs EllLZS R HARE R I TR ]

HH | 1007 1725758 510 % 1774092 %
ASTNN

ZL 7298 301690 # 470 % 372889 #

HH | 17528 35.41 # 5.78 # 58.71 ¥

CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning
7L | 1515 % 12993203 % 1774993 % 14 73711 %

Hh | 1718 B N/A 7.10 # 24.28 %
CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning

L | 14.86 # N/A 2771165 % 2752651 %

Bh | 2758 N/A 14722408 1425158
InferCode

ZU 8.49 ¥ N/A 1772335% 1773184 %

*9 https://pytorch.org/
*10 https://pytorch.org/docs/stable/generated/torch.nn.DataParallel . html
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5 HYUMEADOBE

5.1 HHZHEMEANDOER

CodeBERT T, PyTorch @ DataParallel &M% ~/LF GPUIC X 25BN X b, FlIfk
RO 12 381 2 Edb 3 fThbis. —7, ASTNN % InferCode TiX, </F GPU I & 2 %L
BT X 2@ b FEE I TORY. Lehio T, REBROFETRRENZ, Z7a—-rBEFiELIDD, <
AF GPUIC X 2 MFIEDO B X 8P KEVATREELE Z 50 5.

5.2 SANZHEMUNDER

WA THA L7 SemanticCloneBench IZ& ¥ N2 IEfE7 v — > R7HUZ 997 [TH D, Big-
CloneBench 1% £4% Weakly Type-3/Type-4 DIEfEZ v — >R 7H () 8,400,000 &) ¥ LtbNT
FEHPINE V. 207, RQL OFRICHEZRIZTEEZONS. 5%, FBROTnY =7 M THE
WHHS 2 LRI N2 BRI 7 a— Y 2HHI LT, BEXER, 220, ZLOMAFICL > THik SNz
HHEA 20— OMmEMREZ Tl T & 2 RV F~— 27 DIFRDRETH 5.

¥ 72, RS TIE, SemanticCloneBench IZBRE LT, Type-4 7 v — Y HEICEIT @Y% BIE%
FRILTED, X, RQLIZHT AN ZYEANDBERTH 5. 51, SemanticCloneBench 4}
D Type-4 70— U RHFHER Y F<— 71203 25HHi b Efi L, —&AY7% Type-d 7 v —1ZBT %
Y72 BIMEDE N ZRREE L 720,
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6 &HbHbhIC

AR TIE, KDV ¥FFEEHAW7a—- 2 BHFIETH S ASTNN & CodeBERT w/ fine-tuning
, B LEE AW v — U BlTFETH 2% CodeBERT w/o fine-tuning & InferCode 125t L C,
7o — U RBHEMEEE DM % M L 7=, SemanticCloneBench %M ¥ U7-HHEERIC LD, #fifid H =
B HOFEe e LEE 2 AW EFROMFECBWT, Type-d Z7u— 2RI TE 2. Hil
H YR O TR i L FE 2 W FEO F I, Zhzi0.85, 0.75 2R 7.
AHFRICB T 2 5%OFEL LT, UFBEZLNS.

o ERDORICBNTHRETZ /7 n— Y THERIN, BEAK Type-4 27 1 — > O HEREFHTN
v F~— 27 OIERR : EAFEERTH A L7 SemanticCloneBench IC& 3 B2 0 — > X7
X 997 i ¢H b, BigCloneBench 128 £41% Weakly Type-3/Type-4 DIEf#27 10— >R 7%
(¥ 8,400,000 fE) ¥ LERT@EHI/NE W, Type-d 7 1 — > DEKZBHMREFHIIN Y F~<— 2
¥ LT, Google Code Jam ¥— &+t v b [16] BHISNTWS. Google Code Jam & 1&, Google
MPE—MBMETIA 54T 530 27aryFAMTHS. Google Code Jam 7 — Xt v
MZ 12 DR 22> 7 A MRS 1,669 D Java Y — 27 7 A A& FEh5. LhL,
a1y 7avFAMNCEHREING Y —Ra—-RiE, TRIIIVIREDT =y INE
FHTW5 [45] 72, EEOBFETHEDLATWSE a—F 4 ¥ 7 2IFEER TV 3 ATREMEA B W
Y —2Za— MR [4] 5] REDISHEZ, TurI3Ir7ay 7R NI TR EBEORIICHF
HEhzeEZ6N5. Lo T, EROMABICBNTHEAET 70— THRES N, BEX
7% Type-4 71— > ORMEPERETHER > F~ — 27 OVERARE L 2 5.

e ASTNN , CodeBERT , InferCode DIAMZBIT 2, HWEXE 2 W27 0— U HTFECHT
% Type-4 71— U HMREDFHM : A5 TlX, ASTNN , CodeBERT , InferCode iZ%fL
T, Typed Z7u—rBHOFMEZEMLz. FEFE AW e - BFERICE, Lo
3 FIEWMA T, RtvNN [11] % FA-AST+GMN [17] 72 ¥, #hfid D 228 % 7= TR H b7z
LE¥EEAWEFENEFEET S, Zhbnro—rBHFETIE, BigCloneBench % iy L
7= Type-4 7 v — U HEE DA TTHH T3, BigCloneBench 12 & % Type-4 7 1 — %
HYREDRIIC & D, EYEEZR W2 0 — U IHTFIERICE T 2 FHE 0§ 2 4RO EE M
ETRT%. LdoT, RtvNN % FA-AST+GMN 2% LT%, SemanticCloneBench % &¢,
BHEANDBEI/ NI WR Y Fv— 7 BH W= Type-4 70— VB MHEEEDFMANETH 5.
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HIEF

At 5 AL, FAOEHI A & KEBHERIC R > TE D, HIEEHO WS EHEHE XFIC
BU2HPESE, BAEWRVIEEOIHEERHD £ L. I T 2 THERMIZEV, »OMET
Hollzd, BrimxoErE EX¥3 T L.

b SEER BEEIRE, AT 21CH7D, BEL OMFICHET 2HBS MO BEEEZED
F L7 F7z, MIRETTRL, ROERFICET 2L T, HBICEES 23D, THER
D ELL.

R 3l L, IR B LM EED 2 ICHhD, HEOF—T7 4 77 oMR0#ED T, Bl
HECHET ISR EEBDE L. 2 LT, FROMKE T —~EEEFTIREEBELT L
Wb b6, Bulie, 2 OoRMMMEHKICTE TV EE L.

M B L, RSB LM EED B ICHD, BLMXOBECLEYEEED DD ZHE
EBOFEL. i, V7NV T7TFERIIUD E LISEFEOBREMICET 2HERSP A F V4L
TREZWVWEL.

BRI TEE S A 0%, SluBlETRoMIeH T 2 SfEfEB O E L. %
7z, RAHHZRICBE L CHRBEEEL TV AR, @R ZE TRhEEW T2 D L.

KIKEER LB MBI SR 2 > o — &% 4 =0 ABR S EEEE 7F R oL K, 7
FHAC, ML THZL O ZHERHBOBEELEH D L L. Fig, ROMBRICBIZF 747
TRV A4 —=IKRA Y PR LUTHIZEZTLZED, BOAFRICBNT, RERBNHFA LRV ELE

KK ZE K EBEEREIEN TR a Y Y a — XA T REIRY 7 by = 7 T2 EHHIME 85 B
FERIE, BB EN XD RO ZIT S 720, B OBREREFHECHEHBNEB LR L L nwo e 3R
B x L7 7, BOMNATVSRNE, BEICHRICRS TS, BHETZL D, 1ok
CHIEEHD E L.

F7z, AMRZED 212H7 > THBMFHEITR o2, KRKREREHEREEASR 2 V2 — &34
IYRAERY 7+ =7 THBEOERIOD HEH AL BT E 3.

BRI, AIRICEZ EFTICHRPLI V2 — X I A TV AL I F-FTEHECRD L, KK
REEREBEMEIEM TR o v ¥ a — X3 4 TV AFROFERER I, Zo5E2BE) L TE#HOSHE
PARARIE TV EET.
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