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Abstract: A Code clone is a code snippet identical or similar to another in the source code. The presence
of code clones causes the spread of bugs, which means that efficient code clone detection and appropriate
refactoring are necessary. Various methods for detecting code clones have been proposed, including static
analysis and machine learning techniques. Coding support using LLMs has recently gained significant at-
tention, and code clone detection is no exception. In our previous work, we fine-tuned three LLMs using
the FEMPDataset and confirmed improvements in accuracy. In this study, we extend our previous research
by applying RAG and fine-tuning to more models to evaluate their Fl-score in detecting code clones. The
results showed that fine-tuning improved Fl-score by 7-72% across all models. Using RAG yielded no im-
provement in Fl-score for chat-specialized models, whereas code-specialized models improved by 14-42%.
Overall, fine-tuning performed better than RAG in all models.
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R1 774 VFa— Vv TBROZET—5 DAYy RRTHONR

Table 1 Breakdown of method pairs in fine-tuning datasets.
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System: Always answer with only 'yes' or 'no' only.

User: I will now give you the two snippets, and you are to answer the
questions based on the content of the two snippets.

Please analyze the two code snippets and determine if they are code clones.
Respond with 'yes' if the code snippets are clones or 'no' if not.

(a) EEO T V7T

System: Always answer with only 'yes' or 'no' only.

User: You are a clone-detection expert. Below is a list of method pairs and
their classification as clones or not:

NERT — 2 DIRFRER

This is a clone pair. The two code snippets are clones of each other.

Based on this knowledge, analyze the following pair and determine if they are

clones:

SpRede
] Method1

SMEREE B8 e
i Method2

Answer with yes if they are clones and no if they are not.

(b) RAG MR 71 > 7 b

1 AgECHMALZTOY T roT T L— b
Fig. 1 Prompt templates used in this study.

EBX7 PVOBECEZEL, £AV Y FRTICHLT2
DODONRT MVERERL, AV RAEXY Y FB2b
BNTIZX LT, [Snippet 1: A v K A Snippet 2: X
Vv R BJ & [Snippet 1: A v F B Snippet 2: XV v F
Al O2HHDOT XA P ERAER LAY PALERITo 72, 2
DEMEIZE 2T, XV v FONEHF IS L2 WIET RAG
ORBRT—F MU TEL. ANENTZA Y Y FRTER
7 MVALL, BT — 8 OHh s It A YEUEOEIE
12, RPOFEMHERL 70— X7 70— THROWRT %
S5METORGF L. B LT — 5 2 dAAZTO v T
& LLMIZANL, H&EZE72.

4.5 7JOr7 b

LLM ICAN$ 5710 » 7 M “system” & “user”, 2D
DO — )V THER E NS, “system” TlE, “Yes” F 7213 “No”
OELELNTHET 2 L) ICREHELXIRET 5. “user”
T, WENRD 2D Ay FERRL, Thbh s
O—YXTTHLPEHES S L) IR T S Tur7
FOTF YT L= FER 1 (a) IIRT

RAG T 23613, “user” @70 > 7 MIHRET—
FPOLHIREN27 00— RT7 5fi& 70— Thw_7T
5MEIRT 5. THIZED, HEFRDAY v FXTIZ
DVTC, FRENZBILIEL Tra— R HE) %
HETDLIBRT S, 7B, BRAZ MK 2HEDE
BFEICL D BIRE N7 —51&, HHT2ET7 VI
PhoTH—ThL. TurT 0T TL— %K 1(b)
(7
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4.6 EEEFTAM

LLM 25872 %% 5L, B3, #63%, F1 A2
TO3EEFE LEREFMT 5. FHMEICHEHT 57—
%+ &, FEMPDataset D7 A h 57— %5} 219 X7 T
H5b.

4.7 FHEIEE
AR TIZLL TSRS 3 OFHIEIHE 2 %27 5.

(1) 774 v Fa—=v7&RAG A L72HEICLLM
Iz u— R REEE DS B S A

(2) 774 v Fa—=v 7 &R L6 L RAG & H
L7234 T LLM & flv 727 0 — Uit o R
DI B H.

(3) 774y Fa—=r7LRAG 2R L725E1C Code
IZHFfE L7z LLM & Chat (285 b L7z LLM D2~
O — VI DD D 5 2.

5. RERHER

COETI, 4.7 B TR LAFHEHEBICEDWT, EBR
WRERNL, BEFNVIELT, 774y Fa—=vy
& RAG VA D 7 0 — VRIS 25T 5. £
Dk, FETIVOFE 7 u— Uk & OB EEIZS
WA 5. EEERER 2 IIRT.

& 2 RAG BIUFT2HW7z7 0— R OERER
Table 2 Code clone detection results using RAG and fine-

tuning.
ETNV Fik BH=E  ®HEE F1Aa7
N— Z*2 0.93 0.76 0.84
gpt-do FT 0.89 0.90 0.89
(RHEILH) ' ’ )
RAG 0.85 0.83 0.84
~— 2 0.06  0.89 0.12
codegemma-7h
FT 0.89  0.80 0.84
(Code #51b)
RAG 0.41 0.79 0.54
~— 2 0.51 0.71 0.59
codellama-7h | 0.95  0.76 0.85
(Code #1t) ’ ’ )
RAG 0.85 0.64 0.73
~— 2 0.98  0.65 0.78
gemma-2-9b FT 090  0.82 0.86
(Chat L) ’ ’ ’
RAG 0.74 0.77 0.75
~— 2 0.82 0.74 0.78
phi-3-small FT 086  0.85 0.85
(Chat #1b) ' ’ ’
RAG 0.97  0.67 0.79
R—2 0.89 0.66 0.76
llamas.1-7b FT 0.84  0.81 0.83
(Chat 4#1b) ’ ’ ’
RAG 0.99  0.62 0.76

RT X774 v Fa—=r 7O
2 R—= A EN— AETIDOWE
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51 FETFNICHTE 70— 1HEE

MHHD 620 LLM 122 C, FEMPDataset @7 A k
F=SEHWTC T 7 Ay Fa—=r7 L RAG ZfiH L
EOFME T/, LIMIZX>TCT7 74 v Fa—=
v 7 & RAG R R L7258 OMREEGAT R R 5 2 & 5355
Mmooz,
5.1.1 gpt-4o

Tr Ay Fa—rTBRiE, BEHEMUTL, #e%
25076 25 090 IZRKE LML F1L A3 T1E0.84 2
5089 cM L. —/TRAG =M L5, FHH
FAS0.93 205 0.85 (ZIKTF L, #WAEZFIZ0.83 205 0.84 (2
mEL7ZZ. F1ZAa7130.84 SRR SN o7z,
gpt-40 TIE RAG 12 X B HREDIM EIZRSNT, 774~
Fa— v X BB ENRSNS. T T4
Fa—= V7 TIEERICKRE A LSRR S L.
5.1.2 codegemma-7b
N—ZETINVOFHBEAEIL 0.06 & RWFZETHNI L 72 LLM
DR P T—FEL, BIFTRTOAY Y FRT7 %2 70—V
RT7TIEHRWEHIE L., 774 v Fa—= U 7 RIEHEH
A 0.89 IZKELLIEL, #AFIL0.89 205 0.80 1L
L7z, F1 2371301255 0.84 12k& <MLL/ RAG
AR L72AE, BHEEDY0.06 205 041 12 B L,
AEIZ 08925 079 WK T L7z, F1 AT T7TIX0.12 005
054 1M L7z, 774 v Fa—=v 7 TRE MR L
BRONIz F72, RAG R L7286 b MREm A%
SNTzDS, T A v Fa—= IS E RN IdN
Sholz.
5.1.3 codellama-7b

TrA v Fa—=v 7Rz, BEEN 051,55 0.95 12
K&L<mEL, @EFELMELZ F1 A3 712059 75
0.85 1IZK& <M EL7. RAG #MH L2E1x, HHE
A30.52 205 0.85 (2 L L, #ARIT0.71 205 0.64 12K
L7z, F1AaT7ix059 205 0.73 12k L7z. 774~
Fa—= v 7 TCRERUREMESR SN 72, RAG
R LG E b ERN LSRN DS, T4 v Fa—
U TICHA D EWREA RN E o 7z,
5.1.4 gemma-2-9b

TrA YT a—=v 7%, BEEH0.98 55 0.90 12
BETFL, #AERIL0.6525 0.82ICK&ALELA F1LA
712078 25 0.86 M E L7, RAG #fH L7246
X, FHED0.98 95 0.74 12T L, #EAEIZ0.65 25
0.77 1 2MEL7. F1 A2 713 0.78 205 0.75 1K T L7-.
T A v Fa—=v 7 THREMLENRS /-—7T, RAG
R LA R T L.
5.1.5 phi-3-small

T4 vFa— v 7k, BEESMEL, BEERD
0.74 725 0.85 I K& MLEL. FI1AITIX0.78 25
0.85 IZ[A L L7z, RAG MM L7-3%413, FIZES 0.82
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25098 1Zm L, EAEFIX0.74 95 0.65 I L7z
F1 A2 712078 205 0.79 £ ZIFZ L L edrolz. 774
YFa—Z v I THRNEFRSN—HT, RAG 2 f#
LA RERICKREREIEIR S N5 72,
5.1.6 llama3.1-7b

Ty Ay Fa—rrkid, BEEI089,5 0.84 12
ETFL, @AEFIZ0.66H25 081 I1ICKkELMELZ F1A
713076 25 0.83 IZM L7z, RAG 2R L7254
X, EBIEAY0.89 205 0.99 I2H EL, #EAEIT0.66 25
0.62 (MK L7z, F1 A2 712076 252 b L o7z,
T A Fa—=r 7 THRERLEARSN/2—FT, RAG
R L 72 A T ERE L L e o 7z

52 774 Fai—=>%7&RAG O
WRELZ62DLLMIZDOWT, 774 Y Fa—=v
TEMBHLZGEERTRTOETVTHENESR SN
72, R=ZAEFTIWVTHEMENETNVIEIET 74V F 2 —
=K AWM B SR E o 7
—H T, RAG 2 L72¥61%, LOET VL F1 A
ATIEBVWCT 7 A v Fa—= v 2B AR Ex -
M5 Z &id 7% ho 7. codegemma-7b & codellama-7b T
iE, N—=ZAETFTNVHhLHEENAELZZ. —HT, gpt-do,
gemma-2-9b, phi-3-small, llama3.1-7b Ti, MHREIZKE
LRI SN ot
INSDOREENS, 774 v Fa—= 7 RAG ICH
T Type-d DI— K7 a—rOBBIZBWTHREDME
WCRIRTH D EDehsb. T2, RAG 2 L7238
B, 774 v Fa— S ZICHA TR RER SR S Y
MEREAME T+ 5 ETF VL H o 72, $FIZ, Chat IZHELL 72
E7 )V (gemma-2-9b, phi-3-small, llama3.1-7b) TitM
BEICRE LIRS N Ao 72— T, Code IZHH L L
72T )V (codegemma-7b, codellama-7b) TILPEFEAA
L7 53 HiCREET A L IZ, Chat IZFLLZET L
A RAG IZBWTRAY v FARER L & O F 12 #EE
WG L, A7 0= ThWART R 70— v ERHET
LIS EILE S,
KRIFZEDRERD S, Type-4 D7 10— 2 \Ix0bd B MRE
MEZBWT, RAG LDV 774 v Fa—=v 7% fiH
FTEREXEEZDL, LoLeds, 7740 Fa—=vy
FRZIZET NV DINT A — %% VRAM LIRS 2 LE)S
Ho1, KEOFHEEENLETHD. FHST A—5
B VET VBT AGIEERI LEE ) 7 7
AV Fa—=v I hPREERSE»H 5. Code IZHHLL 72
LLM 2BV Tt RAG 12 & MR B —ERERED 5
NI72ZEDs, EFVDIST A —F B K TEHEGED
RO E2BAICT 7 A v Fa—=V IPRETSH S
B IE RAG O ZHET T 2 REThDHEER L.
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5.3 Code I[Z45/EL /= LLM & Chat (284t L /= LLM
)2 4:5

AWIETHEHALZET VDO S B, codegemma-T7b,
codellama-7b 1X Code IZFHLL7ZET NV TH D, gemma-
2-9b, phi-3-small, llama3.1-7b & Chat (ZHFLL7-EF NV
THA. gpt-doid Code & Chat DEHE HITxF L THFHE
ENKHEIHETVTH S, Code IZHHLL 72TV
T&H % codegemma-7b & codellama-7b, Chat (ZHHEL 72
ET NV TH S gemma-2-9b, phi-3-small & llama3.1-7b %
L, 774 Fa2—=r 27+ RAG 2H LBAED
70— YRS ED D LR RE L7
NR—ZAETIVOFL AATEETIVITEIZRETS L,
Code IZHFL L 72 E 7V (codegemma-7b: 0.12, codellama-
7b: 0.59) 128 LT, Chat IZ¥LL72E7T )V (gemma-2-
9b:0.78, phi-3-small: 0.78, llama3.1-7b: 0.76) DA H
WHREEZRLTWA., 2O ENE, R—ZAEFTIIZBE
VT Chat 128 L L 727V iZ Code I2HEIL L 72 E 7V
WCHRTHERE P72, 774 0 Fa—o V7% 7o
72354, Code IZHHL L7z 7 )V & Chat 128 L L 72 F
VoOELELE F1 22 7IBWTHREOM LR S L7z,
Code IZH L L 72 € 7V Tld F1 X 2 7 2% codegemma-7h
T0.12 %5 0.84 (40.72), codellama-7b T 0.59 7*5 0.85
(+0.26) & R&E LMLz —7, Chat (2L L7-ET )V
Tld gemma-2-9b T 0.78 75 0.86 (4+0.08), phi-3-small
T0.78 205 0.85 (+0.07), llama3.1-7b T 0.76 #* % 0.83
(+0.07) D EIZEET 572, 2D XHIZ, Code I2HHL
L7ZEFVTIE T 74 v F 2 —= 0 712 X AR EASK
ol

—7 T, RAG 2 L72341%, Code IZHHLL72ET
VCIEMERED ) L L7278, Chat 128 L L 72 € 7V CldMERE
ICKREBRZER SN 572, Code IZHHLL-EF VT
& F1 A 3 7 7% codegemma-7b T 0.12 2* 5 0.54 (4-0.42),
codellama-7b T 0.59 %5 0.73 (4+0.14) 2/ L L, Chat
WZHE L 72 E 7V Tik F1 A 3 7 %% gemma2-9b T 0.78
5 0.75 (-0.03), phi-3-small T 0.78 *5 0.79 (+0.01),
llama3.1-7b T 0.76 7*5 0.76 (+0.00) & MHREICKE %
iR SN o7z. $FIZ Chat IZHFfLL7ZET VD9
%, phi-3-small & llama3.1-7b X, 774 ¥ Fa—=27
%O LLM TIRIELCHETE 70— THhOURTO
S O —VRTEBSTHELL, FANF—F12
GINHrO0—-UTHRURT QDI Bbro—r 7k
o THE SN2 7 — ¥ #lE, codegemma-7b Tid 0 1,
codellama-7b TlL 10 I TH > 7=DIZxf L, phi-3-small T
1% 22 1, llama3.1-7b Tid 40 fET&H o 7z. Chat IZ4FL L
72 phi-3-small & llamad.1-7b TikoTr a0 — ¥ &% L7z
X7 OHFEEXWD L 1T X7 THoTz. TO 1T RTIHK
LT, RAGIZE o TEB SN T~ 2 & AT 0
YN EHBTHALLEZAS, 1TRTOW 8 RT TH
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HT—=5 DI b u—rTHLRTIZHENRORTIZE
INDHRAV Y FEREBAH L EETN TV LHEMHERL
72. ZNA% phi-3-small & llama3.1-7b (BT, FRFED
HINLZEKRD 12 THbEERD.

PEofEE»S, LLM % H\ 7z Type-4 O 7 10— Vi
IZBWT, RAG 2 L 2B &E T IVICFE— D/ 7 —
ORI NBITH 0D 5T, Chat IZHHMEL 72 LLM &
TR —Z12E&END XYy RAREHE % EOMHTO
—HUZBEIKE L, a— FORESTH - BEREREEE % 58
UNZEHMC & TIRRHIE AT ) WD H L FE 2 DH. —
7, Code |Z4FE L 72 LLM (#5174 O KM 2 FE P 12
EbaNd e, LOVAREMWN:I— FEGZICEDNT
HEEITOTWAEHERING.

K TR, 774 v Fa—=0 7 & RAG 217o 72
P& oM £ Code I24# L L7z LLM & Chat (ZH81k
L 72 LLM ORE#1E, LLM % 272 Type-d D27 10— >
M IZBWTET VORI E fK#ELIZB W CEERIERT
bHbHEERD.

6. ZUMANDER

AWFZE T L 72 FEMPDataset (& 15 AV v B
7L, FF2194R7THY, Ty A vy Fa—=r T THA
LT — 513 1,755 X7, FHETHHT ST A T —
713219 X7 TH b, IHET— ELTHEHLZAY Y F
RTPDA T2, T A v Fa—=v 7 ORI T5
ICFHEC X TR WTTRESEDH A, RAG 2 L7254
bREBRIC, SMBT— 5 E LT L2 A Y v FRTEMID
7z, HEEEATTAICEHli T E TR WITREMED D 5.

¥ 72, AL TIE, FEMPDataset (ZFRELT7 7 4
YFa—=r7 % RAG OFF % 5Fli L 72. Semantic-
CloneBench % BigCloneBench 7 & D45 4i D57 5 Type-4
ra—=rO7F—=Fty MIWF LTI 7y Fa—=r7k
RAG %&Fii L7236, WRVSERL LRSS H L. 72,
ARIFFETIX, 774 Fa—=r 7L RAG 2 L7
BOMRER LB L 724, MOFEE O IT-o Twin
720, 77 AvFa—=r 7L RAG Mo FH LD b EF
NTVRLE0E) PIIAHTH 5.

7. TTV

AWZETIX, 5 2O LLMICH LT 774 v Fa—=27
& RAG Zv7za— M7 u— UIERED M L% 372,
T7A v Fa—= TR LG EICETRTOET IV
TFL AT 7T~12%DHFATH L L7z, —/HTRAG %
A L72856121%, Code |[ZFFLL 72 LLM TF1 A2 77°
14~42% D HEPH T L L7245, Chat (248 L L 72 LLM Tl
BEON EIZRD N Lo 72. TNHORENS, 77
A v Fa—=7E RAG IR TH:RER EICRIENTH
Lr#EzoNL. T2, RAG 2 L72GEDOKENS
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70— BB T Chat (28L L 72 LLM (2350 T 4
EOHRSIEI L TR TH 2 W HEED B 5 2 & 2%
o7z,

SHROBBELLT, NIAXA—FDEVEFTNVIIHLT
Tr A Fa—= v TR, RN ESRSNS D EH
EITLTERHIFONL. OB, FEMPDataset D3
BAVRSWEWI A EL, LD KRERT—FtEy b
AT ALERS L EEZ D, T2, AWFZETIE LoRA
TR T A= OHREFEF L0 LT, FHEEEE
DML —FFT7H%EELDOD/8T A — ¥ OEIHP O
LHIRFT 5.

BE RO —F 1L, JSPS EHifF 2 (24H00692,
21K18302, 21H04877, 23K24823, 22K11985) % 1% AT
b7,
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