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a—Fru—r¥lid, Y—Ra— FREETEHWIC—
BELZEMUL 2572 R2a—FRFOZ e THSL[1]. a—
Form—icnd5a—74 Y73 —HLAEZEPLEL 1
5Ze0HD, —HEORVWERIIZEED K > TRIED
FRE%2[2]. 2OL512, a—FZa—rDFEERZY —R
a— FOBECKERBELZ->TLEY, 2T LDHSF
HE2RECHERTLES. ZDED, a—Fr7o—r2H=R
FICRE S 2 08N D 2. a— F 7o — 3RS i 2 58U
1I2& =T Type-1 205 Type-4 D 4 DIZHFHINS. KT Type-4
Da— R ro— 38T 2 Ea L, Bty
LI h3.

a—FZue—UBHEHRNE LT, 20V 12X
NTE] FHAMHTRPX MY 7 RO ZH W
CCFinder [3] % NiCad [4] ¥\ 72 —id, BRI SELLUE D
Bwa—Frzuo—UBMIETEWHEEEZRT. UL, B
RELED RV — F 7o — B TIIREENERV 2 v 5 3
BRH 5.

%72, ASTNN[5] *° CodeBERT [6] 7% ¥ DM %/ L
Jea—RFr7ue—YHHFEBERINATVS. ZhbHDYy—
MEEERT Z WYy — L e IR LT, Mz EMUED
W Type-3 %° Type-4 D2 — K 7 o — U EHIZBWTEWIBE
ZRLULTWS[T].

R, BMCEEICIN A TR EREE T L (LLM) ZHWV
Jea—Frua—YBRHFEPTEHZIATVS. LLM IZEBAS
FEAEHOAHETEWEEE EFTEBD, a—-Fruo—UHH
BREDRAZIZBOWTHHELELRFEL ENTWVA[8]. Google,
OpenAl, Microsoft 72 ¥ DRI LML L LLM Z %,
BILTHE D, Google D Gemini[9] X° Gemma3 [10], OpenAl D

GPT-4[11], Microsoft ® Phi-4[12], 72 ¥ REMLHITH 3.
IS5 LM IZHASTELEZ TR, a— FERPa—
Fru—UBRyoX 27 ICHFHIh TV (8]

Almatrafi & DHFFE[13] TlX, few-shot instruction tuning % jE
F L7 GPT-4 23, Type-4 7 1 — Y RRHICHEWTF1 227 0.93
ZER LTz, ZOfEIE, NiCad 72 ¥ ORI R—2 DY —)L
PRIFEEEZRE L LAS. £z, Type-1 25 Type-4 DET
PELEEFMEICBE VTS, GPT-4 13 F1 227 0.87 ZitikL
TW3,

F7z, FAIX 32D LLM 12X LT FEMPDataset % F{ W\ 72
I7A4 v Fa—=vIk{TV, a—-rra—-yREOREED
m_E2ERD STz [14]. Tz, EFENTY —LicB W THH
DHEE Lo -BEDa— F 7 e — g 2B nT,
LLMD»EHTHEZ Bl

L LEDS, %< D LLM ZEHRSENHZ RRICHRE X
NTEH, bordb o LVEEFTZIHETLI—V—DHIFRIN
25 E2IFETWSE. ASTE N2 HFEOERKD LLM O
HOCHER525 20, a— FOMESLHEDOARS
TRy RAPERA R E DRI TFHPa—Fru— Bl
WHEREZ TWBAREND D 3.
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B, AV Y R&, XYV v X5 X—&%, LD 3 BEICH
MFHz2HHEL, ZhsDO#lTF4 %z EROFZ72 041
BIL/-T -2ty PEMERLE. DR, @078 %2EwE
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b7 a— URIEREDHER:, B2 Wk ET 2 EAS R SN
7o FRIZ, XV v RADAE TR ZNWE R T RWEGE I
HEDME R T 2HAPHER SN, XYy REPHE
WCEZ2WEPREV eI T . o cEERERET LV
T»H 5 GPT-4.1 & Phi-4 ZXHIC, XYV v RAOHELE v HIE
DOELEDH UIAER, METLEBIIXY v FADOFAN -
BRI IR HEE T TV Z 2L 2R - 7.
XYy FHOHEPEEZ I/ a— 2 ELHETE2FERRLD &
RB—HT, BEMMCELLTWAEWEZa—vE2rn—
LRHE T A FERFEICH o Tz,
2. Uk fii
AETIE, PIEOERLLT, 2—FZ0—CDEHRLED
¥, EBCHEHT T —&Zty b, FHEEZEICOWTIRR S,
2.1 a—Fru—v
a—Fru—rrl, V—Ra— FRCHEETSZHEVIC—
REZFELUL B 222 - FROZETHS[1]. a—
Fre—2iX, ab—7 Y FR=—ZA M2 YOFFa— FOHE
FIF S, BMU MiE 2 KBRS X7 ANICHUEE T 5 2
LKoo TERENS [15]. £/, a—FZ7u—rOERICH
2a— RFOME 70—V R7 LR,
2.1.1 a—Fru—ronH
Roy 51, a—kF7a—YEHELECD e DWTUTD 4 &
M, EZLK(16].
* Type-1 (TD) BT+ AR—R - AAVIREDLATY
FDBEBWERWT—HT2a—-Fru—.

* Type-2 (T2) : Type-1 IZMA T, #BlTF, V70, o
BOWERWT—HT 5a—-Fru—.

* Type-3 (T3) : Type-2 IZHIA T, XDZEHE - A - HIFR /&
COBEVWEZRWT—HT2a—-Fro—.

* Type-4 (T4) I EXHIRBEWERFDDS, W UAEERITS a—
Foroa—.

2.2 FEMPDataset

FEMPDataset [17] |3 B E CTHEESMZ X Y v FEHED -
F—&REy FTHB. TAMr—ADOMEAEITIT X D HERES
fifize X ¥V v RR7 OEFMEHH L, A2 HETEICHKAES iz
XYy RR7EERT 22T, EERT—XEy b EHER
L TW3%. FEMPDataset IZ8 ¥ B HEREE M2 X YV v RR7
PHEREEMITRWX Yy RR7IE, a—Frao— Yy —
MEBWTIELL 3T 22 ehkdons.

2.3 LLM (KEIBiSEET L)

LLM &, KR a— 22O THEEINFEET L
TH 3. 2017 £IC Transformer [18] IHER XN TLUFK, EF L
DRFEL L 8 F - X BOHEMMPEATHS. LLM IZBA
SRLEZTTRL, V7 v 7 TR A RIS
HoEHI T3,

2.4 MEIVREERE

a—F7u—URHOMRETEFE 2 LT, Recall, Precision,
Accuracy W5, KHEIELE, EIGME (TP), BE1YE (FP), %
e (FN), HEZME (TN) OBEZERAWTU RO X S ITE#RX

n5.
Recall EFEIWC70—rTHR7DHH, ELLZ7a—r
HExn-HE.

Recall = L
TP+ FN
Precision 7R —Y 2 HEINZRTDS B, EEICI7a—r

THorHIE.
TP
TP +FP

Accuracy ETORTIIMNL, IELHEERIT- EIE.

Precision =

TP+TN
TP+ FP+FN+TN

Accuracy =

2.5 JBLERREE

ARWFETIE, #AIF% OBLE 2513 21612 2 LT, Jaccard
fREX, Cosine ¥ALIE, HFEHBUHED 3 DOfEEZEHT 5.

2.5.1 Jaccard fR¥

Jaccard fREUX, 2 DDEE A LB EI N BT, #
DOHBEROBEZMEEOERLTH S Z L TR 545
mTHh, Mokt hs.
_|ANB

|A U B|

J(A,B)

B 0225 1 OHPAZ L D, 1HSAWIEEEREOEBEN &N
ERRT. ARISETIX, XY v K4 % CamelCase X SnakeCase
THEEIIDEIL, 200XV y FH{THIET 2 HFEOEIG T
H¥ 2. lgetUserName] & lgetUserData] Tl, lget] & User]
HHET 2720, FLEIEL RS,

2.5.2 Cosine ZHME

Cosine FHLUEIZ, 2 DD LA ¥ BARTHED Y
AVZETHIT, ZOHMOBRLEZRZIEETH D,
MFotksN 5.

A-B
IAIBII

cos(0) =

EIZ-1 225 1 QHEFZ & D, 1ISEWEERZ FLDE T AR
ZAVTED, FHUENENZ L 2RT. RHFETIE, XAV
FE 2 BRI M2 2R FAVICE#L, 22007
LD Cosine JEMEZFHE T 2 2 & T, BEBRIYLELUE % 1M 3
5. Jaccard fREL Y Hiz b, BGENRL - THEKIEWEGE
(# : Tcalculate ) & Tcompute ) IZFEEDE L 5. X7 Mk
WHEAT 2T RT 4 ¥ 7 TR leodet5p-110m-embedding |
ZEAL 7.

2.5.3 HFEMBIHRE

AV y RAXEENDIHEN T Xty b 2T ORE
FHINTVW22E2RITIEETH 5. HHEFEIZY —RINT,
BPLOVWHIEIZYZDXY v ROFERT e EZIZONS. 7
O—YR7EIEITR =V RTZDEFNFIZBVWT, XYV v R
BICEENDHEOMBIER Y~ ML, ZOHEEDFEY
EEAVy RTLIEHETS. XAV Yy RRTZICEEThBE X
vy FOHBREBOET 2, XV v FRT7 2RO HGEH T
Eri5.



3. B8 H BF e

ARETIE, LLMEZFHALZa—-Fr7ao—UBliy, 20
iRy F~—27 1B F 2 BEASL 2 bR 5.

3.1 LLM Z2Hivwa—FZ7a— UKl

LLM ZH\Wiza— K7 a— Uizl s 2087ty LT,
Almatrafi & DFZE[19] 2FEAF 5. Almatrafi & DL T,
GPT-4 ¥ GPT-3.5-turbo {ZXf LT, a— K7 uo— ViRt OEE
%W L X8 2% 729D few-shot instruction tuning %17 > 7z. FIHf
1Z1& BigCloneBench [20] 2 & HI L 7z 100 @D 7 — % 2 {HH
U, #HEE T < i U7z 2000 fH 07— 2 2 HH L.

FEER, LLM 13 Type-4 7 1 — Y RHIZHBEWTF1 227 0.93
FIER L, Z4UE NiCad % CodeBERT 7% ¥ D BE(FY — L3
Type-4 70—V T3 FEELZREL kA%, £/, Typel~
4 ZED MM BWTD, GPT-4 2 F1 227 0.87 itk
LTED, BEOY LU TEWVEEEZRL.

3.2 774 vFa—=UTNiRD 7 v — I O b

KA FLEHEIOMILT, LIM ZHWia— o7 e— B0
FEEEM B2 HAR Y L, FEMPDataset ICXk 27 74 ¥ F a—=
¥ RRA[14]. SR E L7z LLM & gpt-3.5-turbo, Llama2-
Chat-7B, CodeLlama-7B-Instruct D 3 D TH 5. FEERDOIER, &
TDEFATI 74 VF a—= 2 2 & BRER LR
N, Frca— FALEIZRRE L 72 CodeLlama-7B-Instruct TK =
CREEMNMLEL.

3.3 Type-d 7 v — VOGRS F=—2

BigCloneBench [20] {3 Svajlenko 12 & o TIERL X 417z Type-1
25 Type-d $THIA— K-V EEra— F7o— Vil
DRYF—=TTHB. 7740DAL—NRNTLY — &
Wolz 45 DIEREZ 21T, ZOEREZ RO A Y v RZHIHL,
rn—yR7EEBRLTWS. LeL, T—ZDRHRINY
VI DIEERICHRREIBZ2F 0D D, BMFEHE 0¥E 7 —
2y LTETHEYITH 3 & Ofehd H 5 [21].

SemanticCloneBench [22] &, BRI EIZE Web 4 F TH 3
StackOverflow 2> HAEK X N7z Type-4 70— DT — Rty
FNTHD. Efgrn—rE22H0FEBICK o TFEMRGEL,
MREERZTCICT— &€y P EERL TV S,

GPTCloneBench [23] 1%, SemanticCloneBench D7 — Xt v b
&% Y12 GPT-3 2 WTH 2 IAER L7z Type4 71— D
FT—Rty FTHB. ERENTZRAY v RRTIIREINE
HH6 AW Lo THAEX N, MEFEREZTICT—&Ey b2
fEERL T3,

INBEDF =&ty ME, ABOBEHRHBNCD 2OV TIR
MPFEINTED, EBOEEL XY v FR7 OEAMiMEZ R
FAES 30TV, WIEINC, AR TRV % FEMPDataset
X, AN —Z2OMEEFETE 341k 2 BREREELC T,
XYy FOMBEMZEMERZBEMHEL TWD. 2 OBRES M
DE DS, AFETIZ FEMPDataset % #HICH W2 Z 2 &
L.

4. KEDO7 Tu—7F

ARFETIE, LIMICX 32— F2u—URHT, #F4
PREEICE 2 288 055, LIMAa—FofELbh
WAl TFHIKET 2EEVEEEMNIEE L, 88 H oM
RHMRNE Ta Y 7 MREIOMRES S, AHETEUTD
VY —F 7T XFar (RQ RBETS.

RQl #HAIFEZD~ZA2Z1E, LLMIZ&k2a—FZua—
OUREICE D LS REEEHEZ 207

RQ2 XV v F%, 5l8f, ZBELD S5, ¥Oiisl+2 LLM
DHIEITRDREREEEEZ 207

ZNOHDRQICEZ B7:0, KRR TIEHANFHERRI L
7o7 =&ty bHAWTERZITS. BEANICIX, FEMPDataset
CEEND JavaD XY v RRTZEMRIZ, (1) XV v R4, )
XYy FElE&, 3)EBGO 3 BEOHMNTZ, BEWRER-
RO FEINCBET 5. DI, Bl TR EER®E b R0
AMCERT 2L < XA 7ML IR, DT R T K —
VEBALTERLEF—&Ey FE2HAWTLLM 2B 3
a—Frua—BEOMEEZ S 5. HEEFTEIZIE Recall,
Precision, Accuracy Z i\, YR 7 DHES T AT REX—2 D
EWVIC X B MEREZA L Z LTS 5.

5 % R

AHFGETIX, GPT-4.1, Phi-4, Gemini-2.5-pro, Gemma-3-27b-it,
CodeLlama-7B-Instruct, Codegemma-7b-it D 6 2D LLM % {#
3 %. FEBuZ, ()FEMPDataset DFBIF& %~ X 2T, (2)
L7 —&TLLM ICHEFm X B EE 2B, 3) FEZ&EE L
YEREZ 3TMM, ¥ W5 FIETITS.

51 F—X+y FOML

FEBH T T ORI TR ZNRICT A7 IWHZITS
* XYy K% :"METHOD"\ZERT 5.

* XY v FE|## : "METHODPARAMETERX"IC B3 3.
o LM% "VARIABLEX"ICEH#: T 3.

72720, SRAIZMRIIXY v FNTER I N#IIF 0 A
2L, ATV DAY v FERERBIETR 7 Lz,
ZhuE, MBI A 7SV ol TFE~ R H5 2 Ta—F
WRGREIC R Z e 2T 22D TH 3. < A7 UEHDH
2 1IRT.

NROFBANTFEHAEDLET, R1KHBLIzvR T K —
YT TF—REy FERERT 5.

AV I FNET RN TRV =2ty N THD, <

K1 HBAFHRATIARE =
XYy R XYy N5l8% EH4

A1) I X X X
AT NRR— ] O O X
RATNRR =22 O X O
RARIRR—=3 X O O
AT RR— 4 O O O

O ~RAZNMHEEZITS, X vAZNEEZ{THIW



< R 7 4B

String getErrorMessage (Throwable e) {
Throwable throwable;
while ((throwable = e.getCause()) != null) {
e = throwable;
}
return e.getMessage();

}

2R 0EE%

String METHOD (Throwable METHODPARAMETERO) {
Throwable VARIABLEO;
while ((VARIABLEO = METHODPARAMETERO.getCause()) != null) {
METHODPARAMETERO = VARIABLEO;
}
return METHODPARAMETERO.getMessage();

1 @A T %< 2 7 W OB

ATNRE—2 1EXY v FHEXY v Pl E~ X 7L
LizF =&ty b, SATRR—V2013 XYy NLLERL%
RAZWBL T — &Rty b, SRR —=V3FXY v F5|
BB EBAE<AIMB LT X2y b, AT X —
VARETOHRINTRLEZA UM L7 —&ty yTH 5.
HEZRIC1Z 4 & D NVIDIA RTX A6000 % L 7-.

5.2 LLM D

TRV ET o2 T— 205, FERLEZ2DDXY v K
MO —2R7THEH] Z"Yes"E/IE"No"CTlHET 3 X5
forRTa 70y 2ERL, LLM OEEZE 5.

5.3 Mk e ¥ i

LLM 2 5187 [0]% % $£5F L, FEMPDataset I3 £ 5 £
2,194 R7 ZFRIZ, Recall, Precision, Accuracy #&1%5 L T
REZ AP35 .

54 % R’
RRAINRR—=V T B LT — &ty b EHAWTLLM
DOUREFHIE 1T - 72658 %, R21ORT.

6. RQIZXI B Mm%

AETIE, 5.4 12EDEZ RQADEIERRT.

6.1 RQIl : #HTFHD~ A7 WUBNC & 3 HEREAN DR

WA TR D~ R 7 X B2 HREANDEEE T 5720
12, SAZKL (FVIFL) v 2 TO#THESRY L
B (RRZ R - 4) OYERER KR 5.

GPT-4.1 \% Accuracy 7% 0.83 25 0.85 “\, Phi-4 X 0.80 2* 5
081N\, RAZ k> TEIIZA L. —/5 T, Gemma-
3-27b-it Tl& Accuracy 25 0.77 205 0.73 N\ &, HEEMME T L 7-.
WRELT, 2LOETAT, #ilFEHRPZSTHa—FD
SRR S D ARED 7 o — VU REDARETH 5 Z A
IRE .

6.2 RQ2: A T-HOMEIC & 2B EOLLR

RRAINR =V T DREREHIL, XV v P4, 5184,
ERLEDS B, ¥OMAIT4 LLM OHEIH b K& in
52 2 0% 58 L.

IRFNTHEREDSE GPT-4.1 & Phi-4 TlE, XYV v R&ZLDA
BYRT LBEWES (RR 788 —23) 1T, Accuracy D3E~
AT NRBE =V DR THROBEVEEZR L. ZOFHE, XV

F& WS B—alFEHRIZ PRI NGE, ETANE
DIEHIEEIARE L THIM 2R 5 AlReE 2 RIS 5 H DT
HY, XYy FEPEICEZA2HEEDODKREIERLTVS.

BETNVOEELFMCA S, UTOHEANHERTE 5.

* GPT4.1: XYy FHEERKZS A LGS (%22
2SZ—22) 1T Recall 230.90 LD ED o7z, £ TDHH
FHETRAY LIGE (R A7 %% — 4) TlX Precision
1% 0.87, Accuracy & 0.85 ElmfEZ R L, Al FIEHRDS
TRNTTHSER I 2 I U EREDS R D o 7z

* Phi-d: XYy FHREXY Y FEEHEYRZ LGS (%
A& —> 1) T Recall 25 0.88, Accuracy 7% 0.83 & fx
EfEZ R L. GPT-4.1 LRBICY A7 82— 3 TIERE
PROBBETLTED, XYy FEPRa—-Nra— U8l
WCKERPEEGEZTVWEEZLNS,

*  Gemini-2.5-pro: Recall 730.96 ¥ £ TD TR I KX —>T
—HLTEWMEZR L., v AZHEIZ X - T Precision
¥ Accuracy DMEIZH EL, FITAY v FHREEBH %
YA LI RAZ8Z —2 2T Accuracy 2% 0.79 Z/~ L
7. 2Rt LT, R 7 K o TED 223 5 HERED
MLz,

F2 I - RTS8 K— ¥ RIO MRS R

L)% RATNR— Recall Precision Accuracy
F VI 0.88 0.84 0.83
RAINRE— 1 0.88 0.87 0.85
GPT-4.1 RRAINRR—2 0.90 0.85 0.84
RRIRE =3 0.88 0.83 0.82
AT NR— 4 0.88 0.87 0.85
F VI 0.82 0.85 0.80
AT NRE— 1 0.88 0.84 0.83
Phi-4 RRAINRR— 2 0.85 0.84 0.81
RRAIRE =3 0.80 0.83 0.77
YA NRR = 4] 084 0.85 0.81
FV I 0.96 0.74 0.77
RAINRE— 1 0.96 0.75 0.78
Gemini-2.5-pro | Y A7 )8R —2 2 0.96 0.76 0.79
RRAIRE =3 0.96 0.75 0.78
YRR =4 0.96 0.76 0.78
FVIFu 0.79 0.82 0.77
RATNRE— 1 0.73 0.86 0.76
Gemma-3 RRATNRR— 2 0.76 0.85 0.77
RRAIZRE =3 0.73 0.82 0.74
YRR =4 0.66 0.88 0.73
F VI 0.66 0.75 0.66
RATNRE— 1 0.81 0.71 0.68
CodeLlama RRATNRR— 2 0.69 0.73 0.65
RARAIZRE =3 0.67 0.73 0.65
YRR = 4 0.77 0.71 0.66
TV IFu 0.08 0.94 0.43
RATNRE =1 0.13 0.94 0.46
Codegemma RAINRKX =2 011 0.92 0.45
RRAINRR—3 0.12 0.94 0.45
A= 4| 014 0.92 0.47




*  Gemma-3-27b-it: ¥ 277 L (4 V) D Recall 255
bEWVWHDD, ETOHITFHEYRAZ LEGLE (X
7 )& — 4) T Precision 23 0.88 ¥ KIEicm ELTED,
Al TFERI R O—KTH I EZ NS,

*  CodeLlama-7B-Instruct: XYV v F% 2 XYV v F5|¥i4L%
RAZ LSS (A7 ,8%—2 1) T Recall 3 081,
Accuracy 23 0.68 L b EI{ R oTz. 2R L TR S
&= X BHEREEIZ/DE V.

*  Codegemma-7b-it: £AMJIZ Recall 23 L { &<, v R~
IZ X B HREZLBDIENTH 5.

723, CodeLlama-7B-Instruct ¥ Codegemma-7b-it %, 'R 5

LCRHL L7z E TV TH 50, RHERADE L, mEOTAHE

TV g U THEREDME L.

Y EDGHh s, AR THRE LZET L, FioEERER
GPT-4.1 ¥ Phi-4 IZBWTIX, XV v FE&MNT o — HHEICHK
SRELREELEZ2HANFTHI2EZILNS.

7. XYy FAHPBRINCE X 28 0 E 253

RETIE, 6. B TToERER K D FICERED 2o 72
GPT-4.1 ¥ Phi-4 \IZFEH L, XY v FEZHD~< R 7D H I
X2 HREDENITONT AT D, TR RE—=V3 <R
TRE— 4 DIEREIBL, XYy FAIIS R ZILEELT
5 I L AMBFEEDOELE ST 5.

XV REGE, ZOXY v FORFOBEEEZEN LD T
HHZeho, XYy FHOBEMUEIBHKBE ICEE L5 X
2rEZLNE. T T, XY v FHOEHELIEIC X 2 MG
EANDHBERILT 5. £/, XYV vy FRIHHIN 3 HE
IZDWT, XYy FNTOMAEE &R E O8O MEE
HITS. P Jaccard £REK, Cosine FHLIE, HAZFEHBIHE
D3 ODIEFEE[MHT 5.

<A OBEETHEERBE S B L d%E 8 DD
R— ML, XYy RELOELUE v BEEHBE % Lk
L7z, RIRZFOHRERT.

7.1 GHEROELD

SHAERD S, GPT-4.1 ¥ Phi-4 OZE) % FRHEZ 5 &l
CEHAENR) b TEFABOEHOMER 205 2 00#
B3 5.

7.1.1 RYERT| & 2 THBER

WETICHBEL T, XY v FZHD TEWEEIE) ¢ THEE
D—fElE) PEHIEDOTER L 2o TV 3.

F—IZ, XY v FEOBWELER, 2— FofEiNigEn
REERXE, Ern—rR7E7n—V LRRHEXE R RAD
BRTHD. BEPERZIZOPPOLT—HLTI/R—V
LEHIE I NIRRT (FP— FP) &, Jaccard fR%X * Cosine FH{L
& HIzEM L TEWEZ/R L7 (GPT-4.1: Jac 0.44, Cos 0.75;
Phi-4: Jac 0.45, Cos 0.76).

F/2, SRR X oTHEDE - 7=RT7T DMK, XV v
FE&DIBRIHMICHEELEZ D2 EZRLTWS. A7
Wk rm—rveHEINLL R -72R7 (TP—>FN) I, X
Yy RLOELENE L <KL (GPT-4.1: Cos 0.64, Jac 0.28;

Phi-4: Cos 0.59, Jac 0.24), fIBIN72F237 D TH o UMD
BVX Yy FHOBERPRDONZZ 8T, EHENE-L
EZEz26N5. W, SAZICEoTHIHTIEL L HIEX N
<7 (FN—TP) dFMEIKL (GPT-4.1: Cos 0.65, Jac 0.33;
Phi-4: Cos 0.66, Jac 0.32), ZTH51EXY v REDFR—H L\
J A ZHBFREEINTZZ 2T, BEICHEDWIZHIEDIREICK -
e HERING.

BT, HEEO— BB IS EE 52 5. Tget) lis] Mo
D X 5 BAHBEFEITHEDOFEL2 D 2D izl L, WMETILT
—HLT/u—-rv @ TERIP 77 (FN > FN) T
& E O HISEE (GPT-4.1: 129.56, Phi-4: 132.95) #&l#k L 7-.
Wz, BLVHEGERERMNLZEMEZEmA L, SRz s] i
ZT—HekoTW.

7.1.2 ETF AR OEEOMHE S

ARHEOBERIIIEL TWE D, HEO— RT3 K
PG E TV TR I E WA R S .

Phi-4 1%, —fRIBHEGEN ) A X o THEL 7 —R
7 OEHEER, AN K o TETIET3REHICET TV
5. ZHUZ, XYy FROBEUEMRNZ e 2 Era—r e
i 250FERAD L LTHWTED, vAZITX o THEE
WEDWEIEE LWHIENA IR o -0 EZ oS, E
Bz, ~RZEBICIELSHEINS X512k o727 (FN
— TP) DOHZEHIIAAREZ 119.85 ¥, GPT-4.1 (102.24) &b %
BWEERLZ. L2LZO—HT, FBINRHEEFIH
D LTHIAT 2EM2H D, ZOHEmEbOND L IERE
B MAFED HE7 (TP — FN, Freq: 85.51).

MIGATIZ GPT-4.1 13, R BEED G SRz T/ -
7 DFRYIERIEIET BHE0T Phi-4 % EH > TwWiz (FP—
TN, Freq: 67.05 vs 88.93).

£3 XYy FHDOTRY K- 2 OYREFTHT

GPT-4.1 Phi-4
HEZ(
Cos Jac N Freq | Cos Jac N Freq
ra—yR7

2K 073 046 1342
TP—TP | 0.74 048 1142
TP—FN | 0.64 028 42

11308 — — — —
112.01 | 0.75 0.50 1047 109.71
106.80 | 0.59 024 26 8551
FN—FN | 0.68 035 117 129.56 | 0.66 031 185 132.95
FN—TP [ 0.65 033 41 10224 |066 032 84 119.85
Era—rR7
2k 1065 031 852 9668 — — @ — —
TN—TN | 0.61 027 583 102.87|0.61 027 583 99.23
TN—FP [ 0.66 030 34 8135|068 031 42 10532
FP—FP | 075 0.44 141 9454|076 045 165 88.38
FP—TN [0.71 034 94 67.05|070 034 62 8893

T Cos: Cosine FALUE, Jac: Jaccard fR%X,
N: ¥ > TN, Freq: HEHIRAEE
HEEIE TR IFi>~ R 7% OB ERT
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ERMRICHER 52 2R H 5.

Ml 12 F W72 FEMPDataset (&, #REFMMtEE2 7 2 Mo — 2
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VERRATRE 2 LEBSHI B2 X Vv v R TR SN 2 TBY, F—
Xty b ORMEDSFEEICEE L Al RE D D 5.

8.2 AHZLEANDOEIK

ARIFENE Java SEECTEDPNTZRED T — Xty P 2R Y
LTEDY, ormrs 37558, B FX A4 UP0HE
DF =Xty MIARHEDOHIRE ZDF FHATE 3 01ER
BHTH 3. 7z, FHMXIRE Uz LLM X 2025 F 6 HRFED 6
DOETNRRBOLNTEYD, SHOFMESRICE > TLLM D
FHERZENRLS 3. MAT, Aunkymery7rd—flcdhh),
B 2R TIIERPLE DI AHENELH 5.

9. %4 i

AT, LLM ZHWEa— Frzao— Ui n,
A DR RS I 5 2 5B % 947 L7z, FEMPDataset D
WAl FE~AZ LleT =&ty FEHWT 620 LLM OEE
ZIHI L 72 HE R, 2L DEFATHINF 2~ R LTHIERE
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0—YR7EREET 2 FERTH 2 Z DAL 5.

¥/, AV Y FRAKEEN HEORBBEE D26, T
MR EFEIEN T2 2 izl &, BB LWHGE
FRAENECEIC X 2B HELET 2 Z e AL 2.
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