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Abstract: The study of code naturalness is one of the common research hotspots in the field of natural language processing and software
engineering, aiming to solve various software engineering tasks by building a code naturalness model based on natural language
processing techniques. In recent years, as the size of source code and data in the open source software community continues to grow, more
and more researchers are focusing on the information contained in the source code, and a series of research results have been achieved.
However, at the same time, code naturalness research faces many challenges in code corpus construction, model building, and task
application. In view of this, this paper reviews and summarizes the progress of code naturalness research and application in recent years in
terms of code corpus construction, model construction and task application. The main contents include: (1) Introducing the basic concept

of code naturalness and its research overview. (2) The current corpus of code naturalness research is summarized, and the modeling
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methods for code naturalness are classified and summarized. (3) Summarizes the experimental validation methods and model evaluation
metrics of code naturalness models. (4) Summarize and categorize the current application status of code naturalness. (5) Summarize the
key issues of code naturalness techniques. (6) Prospects the future development of code naturalness techniques.

Key words: code naturalness; mining software repositories; code language model
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Table 1. summary of open source Corpus
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Fig.2 General process of modeling the naturalness of code
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Table 2. Natural modeling method based on statistical language model code
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NDRS S VE S

Table 3. Natural modeling method based on neural language model code

R O3 ETHEE S HEM AN B R EES A

R PR RREY 00V i & 3%y ARFCR
AR AR R TR
Dnn4C DNN AR K SCRA A ARG T MR [Nguyen et al.l'”
H#B TR
LSTM L R TR CAZ MR B 2 X
ool EUUES RNNALSTM [ FU B 5 % U 4 S [Dam et al P
Bz 5 1 B S
Open-vocabulary ?%’dﬁﬁéﬁ%}?ﬁf;}i;?%%ﬁig 1% NLM #5234 F| ] BPE [#4%
Neural Language [RNN el i PR LR 2 1K R S LT [Karampatsis et al.2%)
Model AT (P T b 3 23 5 SR A 5 1], AT 00V £ itt
SBEMIRA R TLR OOV i)
B R RS S
Tl 8% bt kb 2 B K .
?;:J;l Language NN+Attention R %;;ggﬁj?;fg;;;;; gﬁ%ﬁ? Bhoopchand et al. 4*!
A R AR Y
T 4t SR M 4, $Efik
Neural L fia HH 1 P TE 25 AL A L AR AL
Mo EUAEE INNSLSTM AR 6] RIS R, DL AFROR% [Rabinovich et al.¥)
YAE SCARHT FNADD A AT
%
%R ) self-attention AL,
Transformer-XL o R T T IR K
Model Transformer-XL | A& % R oK P B ] B B 7. Dowdell et al.l*®!
UUEE B (4 3R 100 AR 1
B, ORI T [ ] Tetormer 1 CBERT
C-BERT Bert+Transformer |1, JFRZR T =Fh 4188, BRI |0 0 3 ZE‘ 1 |Buratti et al.*)
S = e e e [FOATR B LUE B R 52 AST
T OOV i AR A7 w5 BIF A B |, —
PREAESS
J T4 G VB (8 B 7
TBCNN CNN+AST KRR HFAMZ M 25 (TBCNN)AETE [Mou et al 283"
UF R AR T 4 AE B
A 454 AST I RNN,
ASTNN RNN+AST KRR MM T KK BT L |Zhang et al.P!]
UF (P BRI AR RS (1 45 4 15 5

Karampatsis %5 A\ PO H G038 5 080 H Al I 6 35™ I8 (K [ 82 OOV 1l 1, I8 25 7 A AR 1R 79F 44 K 11 84
I ARHD 51 BRI 3 e T RS S R AR TR R AT AL R B T R B AT R
JE & — AN R B H AR, % T It Karampatsis 56 A 3% H 33 2P 50RIVEER NLM BLRREAR OOV i) iy 5K (1) 521,
AT AL T 38 — AN F TURACAS 1) BPE NLM, M5 AR A BPE BEAIGIRIVC 2R 1 /N FE R D T OOV A7,

Bhoopchand 25 N\MOHR Hi H AT/ IDE AEfE X T BB A K BE = 24 R IF A0 d UG E B T e A 10 R R A K
AT EAN LB S RIIE T IR NS AETE 5 4L FF. % T It Bhoopchand 5 AN & 7 — MU 5 411247
AREG [ Python 1} BE B tH —F LA 74 B H8 B P 25 110 4 2840 35 R 200 47l 3R B K B PO AR o0 R, N B B 2 1E 5
AL R # B 4h Bhoopehand 56 N K i #2215 5 AR Y 114 B8 5 LSTM. N-gram 15 5 B 84T LU 8 T




MR KA R AR R R AT R R 9

T L RS B

Rabinovich 2 N\ 8 AR HTACHS A LS54T 55 HAT — 58 ROPR AR, TR R B AT 465 40 0 1) (i o 0 230
% R AT 1), 18 2 AN [R) 20 1 (i HE 45 44 5 5 N\ 65 R AS RD). &1 53X — 1] /8, Rabinovich 558 AN 51N T 3 G5 1L W 4%
(ASNSs), B 42 fit — Bl Ak, 1 G B 245 - AL #4842 485 40, 5 0l 38 FH T A A 3688 VA 4 i 0 A% O, 9 B3R S5 LR O oy
TE &5 R AR L AE ABL D T8 SR AR AT Ik 2 A TR 0E N % Bl L 45 M g S TR AT 55

Dowdell 25 ALSUR 3RS LSTM I GRU 4 A 4y 2 3 - RN PR 78 (1 T 0 (LK 786 5 10 G V6 A e SO 44K 6t
7] /8,117 Transformer 74 0] DL 57 ik RNN A5 ) 3X — & BR. b #h, Transformer-XL #5524 5 ¥R 4 N 58 K& 15 &,
A TSR K 3R AE 2 ) B8 D1 R HE AR ME 7E A SR ARAD B AR M 5 T R I T b RINN F 38 5 455 25 B A0 16 1) 12 e,
B S A S AR IR Uh, Dowdell %5 A $2 H 2480 A 32 i T 5 5 QRS A 56 (1038 5 B ARAT 45 9 41 Kim 25 AD>31E
# Transformer #5758 F FAC 5 %h 4> ;Hammad 5 A\ P06 228 T 4084 72 %  Buratti 25 AN 8 B AST 4
FEHRIL.

Buratti 25 ANMVR B H i A 43 B 7 VR AR K FEFE AR T Mgt G381 (AST) Hr IR 2B H SR 4 . [H 1t
Buratti 28 N ¥ 5T Transformer [ Bert i 5 A8 (C-BERT) M. A T JE 4R JRARAD L, v R 98 T 1%08 5 A 0 2 A B
% F BRI AST FH4E. ML 40 Buratti %6 A~ T 22 f# BERT M H T IRAS 512K OOV ML IR KR T =Fhor 1Al 43,
FEEAR TR S RO

Mou % NP0 HEARAS 5 B 2R 1E S PR R 2 A T RS 0w . B R 2 1 g5 5 B R
WA TS RBRIE S HE R BRI EE B8R A CE2Z T (EFH DNN. RNN. CNN 52
A IRFE 7 I T 454013 B E BN AR A RN E. T2 Mou & AFE H — P T GB v 10 B B 4
FRAPRZE X 26 (TBCNN), 45 G 3 2L = XOW R B2t 4k 75 V5 A FRAS [8) /N RTEAR B AST, FRAE AT IARTS B FNFE 7
I RARSS R R T H A X LA Y,

Zhang %5 NPUHG A5 G5 10 3 T 1 248 5 BRI 5 iR A A AR AR B ARAE 5 SOAR, T 2 Y5 AR AT ) E
BUE XAG B BN T H OB VAW (AST) B4 £ 45 B4 m] DL SE 47 #h 32 /R VARG (H AST B R/Mid KX 5 Ik
SR i) 7. TR G, Zhang %6 A4 H—FPHT 0025 T AST MR 4845 5 BLAL(ASTNN) R A RS, iZ 5 A0 KA AST
Yoo N — R FU/INE AW, E5 A A RNN A RS R A5 ) 1 B SR, A e AAS v B ) 2 R 7R ASTNN A R T
T A e 2 AR RS R B PR B V1 2% ) B L A, Chakraborty 2 AR REAE T T ASTRNN(LSTM) 20 & 455 78 b
HRARAS 8 o ) R

3.3 LWWHESIFMIEFR

S0 B IE 7 15 A i TE B Y PP o G (o] 4 B A R 3 I R SR RN IR AR AT VE A A 28 M R AR TS B AR M
FUH S FH B S I8 36 IE U v 38 UG IE V.

R XHAE (Cross Validation)!'!. 22 Y56 i & A1 2% 2% > 45385 F (A 84 50 F 7 32, B Al K38 40 56 TS B 48
PETFE I TAE R A T 28 B8 UE I 7 VR B0 R AR B AR PR S A5 1 2808 AR B AR A8 28 g 58 3 i 0, 4% 5 Tt H
R T E PR 7 3 T 6 E X I 2R AR 5 A R oy AT E Sy SR, R I H B8 AE X I 2R AR 5 TR Rl 43
PLIH P ARHD S 44 N B

PEAN FE AR A2 T A 0T AR D B AR 1t A S Tt 0 o 4 LB AN () P 48 o ok 1 e A5 28 T 20k SR AR 1 T 00 D R FE AR
150 B SR VERTE S0 8 P R REFE AR, RG2S XU . TR R

R X (cross entropy). 3¢ XM 2 VP fh 15 & ALV B 4845, B T4 BB AN ()l T 45 RS SE PR B LI £
HAE BARTE T B B SR AR SCAS U0 0 e B, 32 20 1 D 2 S B H (N 236) 5 T 28 i 1 (R 36 ) () R 5, A2
I PR AELHER /1N, A W 28 03 A R A TR AR B SR PR AT b, 58 SO0 e T R o T AR R 2 Al
(¥ 73 A 52 B 2 75 45 22 Hindle 55 AUl 22 SURSIX — PPl R AR AT Java 18 5 1 H 485 5 (English) 47 LL 2
RAFHARE Java BEEAMGEIESMARIES ML &S5 0BG &R Ray 5 AU
Lanchantin %5 AP U F 22 Y05 A A AT 8 A1) 1) B SR AR B A A T A 3804 42 0 (B O 1 4 1) AR 4 5 b AT
FEA PRI (RIAS B 28 B AR AT ) 14 4 B A



10 Journal of Software #4354

XF - MESFHE M kUL T S = 0102 o0 WILRIHER AT Pu (S) 28 U805 28 i F
FoR:
Hu(s) :—llogPM (w2...cm)
n

7 2% BE (perplexity). /R 2% B F T B 5 — S W 3R 40 17 BIAE S50 %028 T 00 B AR 1) 4 R B A vl DA F B A
R e A5 28 7 T00M B A 1) 8 7 b B 25 1K PR 286 5 %) R A5 280 44 A 8 B8 e b T A5 A TR 28 B 54 ) 1 71 D ME 2R
AH 9%, L3 A AR AT ) 2 21 T (RSB ), 8 5 AR R 47 TR s B /1N Luong 25 A\ POV B IR 256 3 5 0 2% o i
2 VR A7 AE AR 1 S BBk s Chen 25 D7 PR 286 35 56 U T I 45 48E %) SEQUENCER ) 1 i Hindle %5 A\ Mg ik 7R =%
BEIX — VR H8 bR B RIS 1 B SR

PR 286 35 2 28 SR A 48 A 4, L 0 i R o

Hu(s)= —%ilogPM(a)i|a)1...a)i—1)
T

4 REBERMNA

2012 4F Hindle % NSRS 5 2 ARG & 10— Fh, 8 B 5 0S5 BN SR A0 T AR
HARE R T B TR AR 55 BT QU AR 04, G ik il 5 B BOR T e ol st 7 P 380 R B AR 3 s I o
AT AR BT R TR B T AR HERE L SREE TN . R APTAURHESE . W F TR AU
FERFHEIE AT S5 JAF TREAE 55 () T BV 2 TARMAI A 73R “ BARTE” REHBh B fF TREAE 55

4.1 X 4h£(code completion)

BEFARAG AR (0 AR AT b 4l 38 5 R AL A AR D P AT T ) G TR AR RS T RN B K e N AT SRR
RIS F B TN A AN RS Beh 128 4 . ik 2 AR B B S R RN SR I B I B 36

Hindle 25 A\U7E v n FE 18 5 218 5 10— Fb, 3¢ BR H A IRACRS 5 I #F — S 4SI A4ME B =5 TN
NLP 75 [ & J ARG *b 4= (1) 7] i 1 Hindle %5 A & PUEE ST /L 9 FEVE 58 BHE B2 i A HL Y n-gram 18 515
BT T AR T 8 0 A ARE  L A, IR B LR 2 R B A AT DUE I — AR IR A Tk
Hindle Z5 3Bt H 4818 5 5 H 0 n-gram 18 5 A% Java 18 5 BT B8, 75 8] 1 L Bclipse H 75 38 1F 5 45 14K
A A R

Tu £ NPUR B FEAE 5 76 7] R 38 A (B & n-gram 18 5 B 202K B8R 13X b v, K e Al AT 14E n-garm
B BT ARG EBR T — N TR R SRR I A AR AT AR T RE I B A 455 1) cache n-gram 1E F
Y JF S 3000 B 2R ACRY 1 4% 5 i ,cache n-garm 5 5 R LY n-gram B R BB 47, 25 T cache n-gram & &
R TR g 7 3 5] A T DA S LS T F QRS #h 4 Franks 25 A\PVE L IERE R T CACHECA i, %361+ i
Eclipse P& &1 5] % F0 cache n-gram f5 2Y g 18 5| B 45 4 1 i, (8 Eclipse FEEBUAERf B4R i T 8 — £

Yang %5 NUR I H i 35 5038 10 AR R R PR VR A A SRAR IURE 200 0 ARS R R (0 18 5 B T3
TR 87 S5 R AR AR 5 40, T AN B K 1 A R T R b Yang 28 A3 H T PCC(HI IR n-gram) KA 4635 F bR iR #F
S 35 A AR AR n-gram 1 AR RO SERE L3I0 T PR AD A Hh IR) RS (TIR), B ) SRS B A
I AR R 43 4H B e X AR 7 2 PCC REAS AL B K AR IR A5 51, UL 7 PCC R A B FR AR K A L7 7 5 5
VEAH S5 G B ASER L P B AR A8 T B8 vt e, 8 1 B - T ARIE A A R

Li % NPTVUR B AR W (0 4 285 55 0280 R0 7 3 AL o)t S Al L Tt o300 IR o) A0 R 4 12 i 11 & 8 3 Y1
(OOV). A I, Li &5 A3 —F iR & 98 51 R 2% LUBRAR OOV 17 WIS kb4 i s, & v LUE i 4 R iRiE & Ak il —
A B3] Bl WSR3 R SO — A BRE R TN R — A B 12 X 4% e A LR 2Ll — A v K R A e
L — AN PR N 45 TR A TR AT 2% 2 B AL AN B B 30 AT T A Ve B e A — AN T AR R — A
VAL I X P 4 R 5 A R I O 2, T LA SRR AR OOV ) AT 3K R R i, 3 78 AR KRR FE 4R FHAR AT b 42 1 4%
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R

Raychev 2 NUOHE I T — Rl (ARID RN & 073, i T IR R O 5 8itE S BAMSE &, 04N
SLANG H) T = Hr s gl 3= B AR ACRY 0 4 o) 380U 29 29 00l ) Bk 22 1 B R 1 5 AL 33 i) 8. Raychev 55 A
Bt T — AT AR GE 05 2 2 b 7 v, 5 B B E AR 2 e N — AN KBRS R 3R L — R B 7 i 7 51,
¥ ER T HER 5 B GG S A iR S S BB Rt HE 4 R ) T

AR A PP A B AR A A8 X Top-K #Effi %, P38 % HE 4 (mean reciprocal rank, & #8 MRR)%.

Top-K #ERHZE. A T 01 BT 45 5 o MR R I 0 KA 45 SR B IR =10 5 L.

SEBBHES (MRR). DU 1 AN IR S 0L B AE N S AR AE, i R B E R I BRI R P HES N
n, 784 MRR {HRI A 1/n,MRR 45 73 8R4 300 1, 0] 58 7 10 A 25 58 BR 2 30 #1471 26 1) Tt o A6 ARG b 4 v X6 T 3t
W T AN 2 I RR IR AT T,MRR HUFT A #h 4 MRR 543 19V 241

131

MRR =—
|T | = rank:

4.2 ERBETIN/HE M (defect prediction/identification)

B TARTD B AR 1R R B T A DU 1 AE R B D SR 0T R 0 DA B © Ok IR R B A B ML 8 2 50 85 D R T
TR ARTH A R H A B 45— J5 T a] LS BT 78 N 0338 i 22 SR SRR ARG 1) 1 R 2 A (R RS 35 ) 2
TAFAE bug); 75— 77 3 7] LA B 50 N 5138 3 1 A 2R 1) 1 1 Sk 33 47 e s 9 /6

Ray 2 NUSHE M AR HOAQRS 5845 7] BB A5 (0, 3F 50 F 7 W 5. Ray 5 AFIF n-gram i & 8 7F
10 M Java TUH F 347 SE58, 2 I0 “AE EAR 7 BOARHE R B8 o R A 5 B8 4G 7T B HH IR TE 5 1248 28 P A
N SRS E R G 2781 “ER”7 A Ray & ANEIE 7 R{E 2 B 5 T 1 5 2 B 7 B 3 HR
S5 4 T DA Sk SR B 00N, A 5 2 R A R A R L S A e R L B v R S 8 BR R T 1 A, 2 e WU

CEE AR IAE SR B A B 1 ACEE Ray 48 N B R B 0 HE R R 20 F AS h E E HRAR HoRE  AR T s K
.

Wang %5 AP, — AN 000 B A7 75, T SR e 8 7 A0 2 HE B R TG 9k 2 B U, P DA S5 88 R P 22 bug.
% F It Wang 25 A3 H —Fh R FH n-gram 5 5458 28 10 AN A2 R0 SR AG M0 55 B4 140387 77 7%, Bugram. Bugarm | Ff n-gram
T T AR FR AR IR AF AT PR AR AR A AT 2 2 RS o (RN DAk SR 1 R I RS IR R B AR A 2R T 5
PG ARIT v 7 A 5. Wang 25 N T SZI6TF W] Bugram 2 X5 A A28 T 0 0 0 4t 35 A 00 777 ¥k B b 7

Lanchantin % APSfE Ray 25 N5k 2 b 48 H T —Fh S ik (0408 55 @ SRR K A0 1842 368 VA o 28 ) 25
(LSTM), 2 T 68 o Y A AL R 485 56 6 R AT 3R AT 0 25 U A 2 8 o i th e B L KWK I o R IME 5, R HBE L
DLHT AR (U0 n-gram 17 5 B84 3K 5 00 03 (VR AR A5 A0t #h Lanchantin 58 A\ # MR BY 1) 230 45 - 5 Ray
S NHRH 0 2 T IR e B AT R AT 43 2 1A 4 SR AT B, 45 SRR WA K B A28 A 2 4R T n-gram 18 & 4%
it

Campbell 2 NUSUE I n-gram 1 55 155 it 05 38 3 4 230 98 52 07 5 R IOAR T AN FIbR 10 A0 Bt 5 8 i A i 1)
B8 77, B AR A T — AR BB VR AR D B AR PR A Y A R 1 7 YRR L # 3 — A R AR 0 & S YR AR D A
LM n-gram 15 SRR EAEVESS LI BLIR I T — AN A28 . — NNk 230 — A8 S A Ak
) L B UnnaturalCode. iZ 155 8 ANV 2> [ A5 £ i B A& 52 AN W 58 37 15 KL JE v LABE 5 T H | R ST A8 4 i A8 4.
BFFE 3R A,24 UnnaturalCode 4535 %48 B 45 R4S 7 — i, IR 6 10 A7 B RITE R A iR 1A B 2 LL
J e AR (0 45 S LR H SR,
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Table 4. Summary of representative literature on the application of naturalness of code
4. RS B IAE R I AR SR e S
AT AT
’ RIS G AR T
g | fEERER TR T frescik SIFRERGE
MRR |/E#ZE
n-gram v Hindle et al.!"
B, [5] BT AR G AR AR A A e
cache n-gram Tu et al. 1%‘]; C. Eg thﬁnﬁ Jj:agaascr%’t s
he n- k 1.1 s /TR
e S i ! ! franks eta R R B R
n-gram Yang et al.l®! ﬁ:lﬁ St 1A AR A
T3, R T — RS 2 W
RNN+LSTM R 3 * Li et al.l”” 1
n-gram/RNN FHHA  [Raychev et al.l'”
n-gram v Ray et al.l'®
p-gram ¢ s ngean [ LRERSENERANE
e T/ F1-score TSR AR T 1% fﬁ?&ﬁﬁ%ﬁéﬁ?ﬁ\
Al RNN+LSTM v AUC Lanchantin et al.*”! %z éi;iy\j%If?,ﬂé E%ﬁﬁ ;?ﬁ%{@
n-gram J Campbell et al.l'®!  [THUI/45 I B HE 22
n-gram J J MAP Yan et al.>%¢"!
_ ~ .. . [22]
n-gram R-precision |Guerrouj et al. TR [ 9 A
SN H T Java R DR T IR
R é%#ﬂ%ﬂ,ﬁtj*%f;ﬂ%?i
Fl-score o AR A 2 B IS T AT
RNN/n-gram v BlEU-4\\ Hu et al.[!) Wi B Pe 3k 7 1 ) R R
METEOR
ST B R P R
— LSTM/n-gram v Santos et al.['”} %F‘?)ﬂﬂé Tava iR S L T 2
= : fit OOV it 8t "J/E;?FU‘* il JT R
RNN+LSTM %%%; Chen et al.’” SARATRTIE MW7
T
L1 3T B BT 5 A AT LAY
API #£#%  |GraLan/ASTLan J Nguyen et al.l!! I 1E E‘Jiﬁ‘ﬁﬁ;ﬁf jﬁi T —%i
5 APT @1 5| %45 21 T b sk
3 I 5 7 A i 1 A A
BIEU-4 BT A AR S H TR AE
EHILHE  |RNN SCR* Nguyen et al.l'”! Java JFARTDIER B CHINIE = T
SeCR* SR i B
Probabilistic e %E%%E?%@%%?@%
JRRERI  |Graphical 4 s [Raveheveral® il b N T 2 i pu
ik IR T — Z BTN 5] %
St
2z Java B
FEFHMR  |n-gram J F%%\ Allamanis et al.'® [ 28, ﬁ;ﬁi?é}ﬁﬂ: H’J{tﬁ R,
" FR T — R A5 ARG A% 1
L
L *FoRZERIEbRONEHR A& LR R

Yan[SQ,GO]%A%@J Ray[16]\
SEL B BEHESR, 35 TP R 7 —AN44 58 JITO (1) IDE & {F A5 BV B Bes 52 37 i BE, Yan 25
{1y B B B8R 52 67 7 925, 1% 5 1R D n-gram 38 5 R AL AE I S TR B ARAD 1 L Atk 1 g — ARG IE R 1% A
FHF XA 1) 70 1) A% B AR ARG AT T 00 18, B i ot 5 — A7 I 05 (B R AT HE 7, LA 2 B AT PT RE AR B 7

Campbell®,

Santos!" 755 AHIF TE I i B T AR AD 1 SR 5 L BT BN St o G 000 5
AR — i T Bk B AR




MR KA R AR R R AT R R 13

i B TOOHU /A4S IR FH VAL FE AR A 2 X . P38 1% HE4 MRR(mean reciprocal rank, &% MRR). Top-K
IR, ARE, BEHHE. Fl-score %&.

4.3 REHHZE (code summarization)

TR B AR B ARS8 B B A T BE RO AR AR A H R DL R SR B B R LS S S S LR
Pt 1R 52 A 3 A AR i B AT AR R A

Guerrouj 25 NP2V H 3 et i 1] SCRY AN AR 28 S0 2 DUFR AR IR AR RS, B 1 152 K B ) SCAS o g B A I 6 o AR
P D, T 3 e A R A e 5 T g ) P A e R A 6 9 T S A 1) 25 AR5 I8 R 10 A& AT H 1, Guerrouj 45
N —FhARE T ST B AE AR IR 8 B T 32, 1207 VAR AR IE 3SR (B N L RS SRR B
FEALHER B BB Y n-gram 35S AR AT LG AN, 5 AR IE A IR BT SO AR ED JT R SRR
7], Guerrouj % N 45 (0 BLALS 172 B9 1 3G, AT BLEE Bh I AU T B E A S5 T 5 AR S ARG L K.

Hu 25 N\ OUEE DA 95 2 A= 57 7202 DORTBLI AR D A B A R DU AR i 2, AR T, 3 28 )y 42 722 At T 7
750 DA 2 BAR AR ARAS A B 9F BN RE R SR IEARAS A g APT S, T I 6 R0 A 5% T IR AR S 2 6 ) =L 2245
SR Hu 25 A 32— Fh AR oA RS 4% B (038 7778 TL-CodeSum, & AT LUKEAE AS FE AE S AT 45 b 2% 1 B API
ENVRH T AR B 45 Hu 28 A\ 32 AR B Th g 5 e APT 5 41 56 K5 52 19 APL 5 51 AT LA S 37 D B, APT 11K AT
DU B AR RS 2 45 1k A6 Hu 28 A\ F SE38IE ) TL-CodeSum K7 76 A= R4 B2 77 Th) B B4R T 24 I 55 5 1 110 7 1.

ARAD 4 Z 5 H 74 75 #5 :Blue-4. METEOR %,

BLEU-4"*. ] T V7 At QA5 [ 48 Mk A5 284 A= Bl 1 7 51 R0 S B 400 10 DG e A 3 B I BB VS L E 0 31 1 2
[8],BLEU-4 73 ###in 1,WACR P AP 5 TR BLEU-4 A F:

.
BLUE -4 = BPxexp(ZMIOanj

n=1

HAr Wn /& n-gram FIALE, Pn J2& n-gram [R5, B P 2 1% $1 0 50 AR 57 51 i 2 5 1R 7.
METEOR.# i ¥ 42 i 45 R 5 2 2% 25 00 55 9 1 5506) 1 GAR BLE 43 BOR PFAl A2 B4 R . METEOR #1155
AR

ScUre = (1 - Pen)Fmean

Hodr Pen & 7B 5 A5 45 R 1A 5 2 2 45 S o 1015 3 AN TR A9 9 311 IR 1, F pean 72 Precision Al Recall JiHAYL
LEIRSSR

4.4 F2FF1&E (program repair)

TG B 2R 1 TR P18 2 8 A 78 IE A YR A0S LI 85 1018 5 0 & 308 IE A I BR IR AT DUR BB VA iR,
R B A A BT 08 AR A U A R AL B L R AR R B G T AR H I, DA AR DO AR TRAS 3R AT RT BRI
BB DR B AR,

Santos %5 NI T —Fh o vk 0B I R R A B B I A O AR IR AT B O, LA TR G AR
1% 5 VB A A R IE A IRARED I ZR0E S A (n-gram A1 LSTM 15 5 A ) T3 A IE 3 AR 1, T R BLIE 7%
B, IE T B R B AT SR A 5 B8, LURA B TE Al TF B 15 00 B 5 AT BE H B4 4 FRd DL AT 12 5. 4, Santos
LN IELE N GitHub W K EF S Java A 15 K _F A7 Y25 (E R4 X & 2030 A 5 AR A i gt
AT VP Ay, PR b BE LA S 4 S 36 3 U, Santos 28 AT LSTM 4% Y 588815 52 185 b o JL-F— 21 9 B FR 10 15 2%

HiR.

Chen %5 NP7 R4 H A IE & 0% i F 7 kA7 2 18 5, 58 A OB 88 25 1 Al 3R 18 VR AE VR A, A
Bk RIF T4 B AR T Tt Chen AR T —F 2T seq2seq = ] v £ (end-to-end) FEJF1E K 77
1%,SEQUENCER. 1% J7 1% B FE Rl A Y 0 — N 2RALL T~ B SR 15 5 A0 2T 50 0 10 366 VA 17 48 D %, 1% V2 IR BVRE 2 A 78 T
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B RG22 2R R 5 LA 45 S B 2 - A 2% 2R K RE S il 3R 15 B T 75 10 K UMK i e 28, B AL ) AT

DL AR PEAR AL HR A AN OO V) 1) 8L 48 3k 36 IE, K 7 5 45 4 J5 1) SEQUENCER T L& & I 4145 4 T 55
185 P 8554 7 248 80 HE 4 (mean reciprocal rank, &/ MRR). R 25 i £

4.5 APIHEZF (API recommended)

BT B AAVER APL HEXE B AE AR B 78 N 50 JF I 9 75 22, 7000 APT HEFF 7 51, A TF RN DR R it i )
%.

Nguyen % NPUFEH T n-gram i 558080 o () 5 1) 1 50 AN 5 QRS r (0 8 V008 SC I 485 b P SR 2 T (9 AN 1T
B ,n-gram 5 S AT RN IR APL A PR QB THD I Bk A% R B Nguyen 22 N3 T —F T EIF GTHE S5
GraLan, & 7] EA — A~ B B35 0 22 CAOJRARHE 5 VI SR E0HE 77 AR ) b 2% 23, 90 T 145 8 WSR2 1) () B ) e BAE 6.
HT GraLan & 5 B Nguyen 5 AR T —A API #1351 2 STIER B 5] #8748 APL @ U307 H L BLE 17 %
FEAER . APT HE2EH FH PG 18 45 H  Top-K HERZR . 22 X %E.

4.6 3BF 1T (language migration)

BT ARMERES TR BER S — M RETE S MRS B 0 — AR TR 5 1A 0 i
2R NG NG R Z 115 5 A 8 R] DU SRR 1) X A .

Nguyen 25 NUOME H BUAR G135 SR (LMs) CL &4 32 N F — e i TRE R Hp R EAfEE S TR
77 THI R A 12 38 2 A A 52 . 8L e Niguyen %58 A H T — M 5ET DNN (1915 5 B8, Dnnd C, i 8 B4 ] DASR A 56
REAIE 1 DX 045 S, AT 7E B8 v B4t R ) b2 20 X 43 AS RN TRV AR SR S B IRV AR g A A T DASE T
ARABILFE, 2 {8 FHATL A8 B0 AR B R R AR BB M Java S22 B c#i,DnndC A B T2 & n-gram 15 5 BB 0 HE M 1. &
SRR BB AETR 5 I A 2 07 T A BOK B4 e (BT R PR T A R 8 AR URRAE 1R 5 2 (B B (M Java 2|
CH#), 3T HARIE T W BIEHFAEIRE.

B F LB AL 4 bR A Blue-d . W E B T I FE AR S Nguyen S AN UOME A 5 52 S5 bR
SCR(syntactic correctness)B[l i i 4 B (13T 5 V5 8 51T 88 7772 2 40 () L Z F1 SeCR(semantic correctness) Rl
B SCERRIE R 7 v ER R 5 R 7 v B b 2R A T A 0 S ARSI R VR IR P RS SRR .

4.7 BT (properties prediction)

B TACRY B AAVE IR & 1 TN & E AR 3 AR v BRI R 7 AR IR A 10 44 BRI AR 8 1R R 3 R 9 B AR 7 7 2
f ARG ) H 2.

Raychev 25 A2H tH —Fh K 2RS4 (Big Code) 0N FE J7 J& P 14 37 7 vk 3R 5IN— Bl it g it Oy i, 36
J B 8 I A O I ARG R o % 5 — A S A SR TN 25 58 R T 0 8 P X AN VR A L B AR R N M A B
i L 3R D WL 2 >3 o 0 A A T ) R, AT ) P AR 2 PRI TR AR Y D S A P T P R BEK 5 TG Raychev 55 A
fR 77 V5 e % 5 B R 5 03 S 4 1) BRSSP FH e, DA B W B2 T R AR VR AR 44 PR DA T ASE A ) 7 R AT 352 A % 7 7 1Y
FEAtl I ,Raychev 58 AR T —ANF 5] 28 JSNICE, FH T T JavaScript HJ 42 AR F1 R AR BUAS T R 4F A R H
FOR B YETION H F RTALR AR H E A, RS AR AR AR
4.8 FEFFIEf%(Program comprehension)

B TR ARV IR BLAR 5 E R AT ARS8 S R AR (AR R AF DL AR AR 2 1 7 B R R AR 7 5 42
— YRR

Allamanis 25 A\ H A AN FE P 580 3L 4% B IR, 24 36 R B — AN T E B R P 5347 75 2030 <7 4 D &4
SE SR FE AR R FEFE SR AE ARIE 8 <7 % Tk, Allamanis 25 A3 HH — > 22 3 AUHD XUFS (O HEZE NATURALIZE,
TZAE SR BE 0% H U E R AR IR PR A L LS g B XU (19— B NATURALIZE @57 1) TR SR 2 ST
H AR TE = A0 B A B TR AR A8 A, 7E L LAl | Allamanis 28 AT 32 HY 40 B9 20 58 2 B 4R 10, I B
NATURALIZE 72t H 4R 1 W7 T 2 F8 300 F2 7 B o F VP A 48 A0 8 B RS AR . R R &
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5 REBEARMXREEMARKRE

5.1 BEFEE
5.1 AURG AR PETE B HLEE b H 5 ARAE S R R 2 b

ARG SR BT R 3 T — AN FE A S SRS 5 [ AR5 5 2810, B A 0 T MR A T . Gabel A1 SulTy
VORI ARIE 7 3% — 3 52 M AT R IR B ARHS i BoAR 4 & R LX) Hindle 25 AU H RS A E SR 15
BB AR E R I AT DU ST E B SR B T R SE A AR UL I G T R RO AR AN AR E
BB AFAE I AN 2 5. — ARG B B2 42 B 5 JCPFTF RN 58 (R BR AR A i ST AS T B B AR 15 B I S 4, — &
RAGERHE R RS SRR MG S X7 APL 18 R SR 1) IR b, 75 BT X R MEALRN 22 53 Mk AT IR
NI 78, R 2 AR AE 7] 3 FR9 J A R RS o5, DA AA) 28 T 755 A A QI i 00 5 A 2.
5.1.2 ARG AR S A R AT TR S KB R

WA LEARKD R BRI BR8N A DRRAT 45 B 28 5 2%, X B 45400 B R R B 4 5K T 7 X Bk ke bt 5 A A
SR VEBIE FE B RN oK 22 1) AR T REAT 45 1T AR T ARG [ R Mk — AR M 412 HR At e D7 8 AR T, AR [ 4R T
AT 55 B AT AN [0 (¥ 5 s RS FH 37 55,090 T et e A AT e 4 R 5 e T, FRT AR M ) R P VB R B S % R VR
BT AN [50 i Aek e F  5CF) AR TR 5538 P B R0 AR 1 48 e AV R D7 92 1 3 AT SRk I i s 3L i
HAEF BUA ARG B 48 R B A T8 0 07 10 22 2 AR AR fry 2 A ek R0 T 90000 2 2 1 0 6 5 B AR R T AR AT 55
Bt HIARAD [ 4R P i BB 8 R0 7 V20T 0 A 8 = I e 7 AR SR I 7 v, 75 B — 2B F ST ARG 4R 1 5 R R B
PF TFRAT 55 (K ORI G 2, 4 HE AT et LA AT 25 (KR 1 1 4R ik A 300 0 7 V.
5.1.3  AURG 4R M A Bl A0 S BR

Hindle 2 A\ B J5ACAD AN [ 4815 & — FERR LA i FE B R 0 JF BLAT DAploly AR08 & A BRI K 1018 =
R A 255 L AR DA S ] T 45 Bl F TR AT 45 AR ARAD [ SRk 7E % 8 L 2 v (7 SR A7 76 45 5 A0 RS 2 AR 5% (1 Bk
AR RS BRAE . Tu 28 NP3 2 DR bE AR E 35, AR AD A — AN RE R A B 5 P JF DR 3R L T BE S 3 3R U4
fit 53 i AR PE ) cache n-gram i & 7% Mou 25 AP M2 P& L A RE S EAEE I H R 2SS
B ARED B 2R VA R AS R AN 5 B ARRL SCARME B3 B 1% FH 45 44 (5 2 X AR T kAT A8 R I, 25 FE AR )5 1) IE
e SR R SO LR A PR B B T i AR AR AR AT — S W R PR Ray S AN ARED [ AR 1
FA 35 B T 45 e R B, 24 ARG 7 B 51N AR TR AT BB 38 A, R T 43 AR S TE A I, T A4 R 2 ol Tk
T AR B ARYE A L B ARE 5 IR AR AN Fu VR I SCIA (185 46, Allamanis 26 N PR RESU 5 FRAE 5 RV R E
SUAT ] R4 5 308 SO S, B Bl T 3R bR o g B 28 (10 A7 70, 15 5 9] 31 8 7T B8 300 TR b, 78 R SR B BF 90+, 5 22
B AT 1) 2 B8 AR A e AT 1 AR P A ASE ) S, DS bt S FH T % B A TR AT 55
52 BARMES

KT RIG AR MR D2 AE T — % BUR, I BAEA RS TSR AR T A EATFEER R
56 4 fif U 1 ) R
5.2.1 OOV(Out-of-vocabulary)|r] & &b H

WA BRI OOV ] BEXT RIS 1 5 AR 2 1) 5 2 A0S B SR PR @ S ) P ) R kIR 2 — 5 AR ES AW
A& AU AT DLBE 23 AR IRAT, 9F HAR RS 44 FRER A B AN AR BT L OOV 0] AN °] REAY 58 4% b Al T 17V
AN RN AN AL o 0 H 7 E 5 i QAT ) V8 5 2 o AR A R ) 2k e A A5E 8 T V0 4 Karampatsis 25 A 126
2 — A H TR A () RS BORVE R NLM SR FEAIE OOV i Y Sk 1) 5 3 BLAR 3] T 56k AR Bt S5 1
5 BRI IR KRS B b BB A L B RO T2 TR B AR M AT 25 (B ML A AT0 A — 5 Jm B 4. D81 bt T 25 A1
TEALTE OOV Jr) T I 35 S B 52 FH 1R Bk k.
522 EEEEREE

75 B AT ACRS B AR PR 5T Java B0 H & A2 K2 HO8 7 E AT I, ik 2 C/C++15 F T H Al Python Tl
H,E R BATIA N Java, Python. C/CH++iE 5 /2 H AT F BN K FIMm RIS 5 R E K20 5038 # 2 WA 1)
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AT B H A RROE R B R N RARIE T U7 T %5 R & NI H AT T TH 25 R B A A NI R B AR R
PRI B DU AR 23 HH I IXRE — P 0 %, DAE — 18 Rk 2 D9 508 4R VI 2 9 R IR R A 108 5 A 2R I V2 A L At 43t 4R o
JRBLIFAT (11 7K AEL 251t b KR8 301 TR AT 25 100 AN [) 75 282 3 86 A0 V5 Rl 2t S ), 19 i 5 S RS AT 45 W) 48 /0 5 2
PR AS [R]85 005 ) TR b, B R ) 32 A B ) e B B BRI R AR 5, TR A E AT 5,02
TZAE T I — K R AR,
523 RN

A RS B AR A QI B AR AE AR B R 2 T A7 15 25 S [R) 1) s A5 0 7 3 1 FH A2 2% R 0 2208 5 B0t 5 FF
AHEERKMEALEARNRTIESEE EMEIE S A, CF B IAME M 4% RNN)IE S B, K561
(LSTM)iE 5 B84 55 R R (M AR R FERL B N ] A7 AE 2 57, 9F HAR SR AN ). B4R P 48 1 5 B 284 7 4 3Rz i
SRR T A 7 I L SRR S AR R R B A B B R A A S RO N S HE R R
AN LU 208 5 A2 22 e A0 A [R] B 3 A TR AT 45 3 P 1A 5 B B S R (R, B 1148 5 45 284 B 5 4 2R I
GRBF IR D R P AR BT 55 1 P 2805 55 RS B A 0 B 38 & A0 BORE P v LSRR A N ST 5% Rk e
AR 5 LAk 7 FH 356 8% 638 1 AR B A A 4T 52 14T 55 AH S 1) 2 b S B AR A 4R % AR AR M A SR A 72 R 1 — K
F .
53 RRRE

RED B SRR S 58 TARARAE B — 5 B 30 1) 32 BERh Bk, 17 REx X B Bk i, A< 158 A OOV i i Ak 3
B AR R . BT AL FE RN TR S DU AN U T, R BEARAE B SR AT AL AR SR
5.3.1  WERENCR B THE R R0, 9% 4> OOV [l

T 722 W AR R T 071 9 A AR 7 K BRS04 sk PR 11 2 ) A 2R 0 20 A 388 A G O K R A s () AR 05
TVC. AT, A AR I 2R o B W R )3 — ANBR IR, 18 & B AL VA TN S A0, I8 2 S50 OOV 1) 78 B ¥ 7
B 1) RBURT DAE LV A R AT AR T OOV ) RBUSR B, Btk 40 i SRS AT 5 00— 410, Bk RNN #
(U1K Copy LAY, 4k 8 e} 22 107V 41 f2 W4T 1) 7 725 AB SR AR AR 1) & BE XAV R 1 i i % 3047 40 AT,
T ¢ 33 b 0k 3 0 1A Y 2% (R B2 i, LA R B AT T AneT 5208 OOV B8 IRl b YR N TIF 9 R0 ¥ 1130 136 o e 2 1) 5 g 121,
/> OOV il #3515 M 2 A S B AR PRI L I — K ia 34
532 WRFEEE S S B AR AR v R AR [ 3 R IR R

LA ARRD B AR PR 7T A 4 2 A 22 AN 00 E Ml 2 AR O I B 1 S E R A g AR E S Bt Rk
P 2 1) S A PO {8 KR 43 SCRRTE AT R0 Bl P 3 2 2 3 W38 B0 1) 4 PR A 5 B VR T RS L AT AR
A A EE S R A A EAE R, & E AT R A R R & T 2 MEAEIES ST BB REA
SRR BRI LN AR b H AR R o A I T 2R I H R SRR E SR O R B R e
AH I J AR UL AR 5 10 ARBLIDT B SR B (R R X AN ) A BPE TARAT 45, N 45 6 25 PR RIS & AN AR 48,
JRUAT B 22 19 A T F9 3 B0 4003 B 00 ) A R A 5 AR D 1 AR P A TR RN DK RIABE 1 3 T )V R K A AR B AR
BF TR — AN KR J7 ).
533 WEFARED B RN S5 B RAT 55 (K 0RO R 38 HE BT 0 R e T 45 (AR A AR I s BT R

5T F (RS T B AR SR A0 R 11 1 R A R0 A 7 LA Sk P AR i I D P B ek it — B B A B A P VR AE I
SHUALDE 5 R & U7 THD R B0 K R 1) 1 B T 0 A TR L2 27 >0 00 G Ath Sl ik 5 R G 48 I 4 7 FH 314K
H AR AR U A BN — AN BB T ) AH Lin 25 NS 7838 09, 0 4 5 72396 R BE1E BT A AL 45 vh AT g
73 EC AL S8 5 7 58 4 (¥ 300 R Hellendoorn %5 A POV B 78 3 K O BETH ) N-gram RS I3 €6 24 i fg S a8t 1)
1 25 IO 28 A58 0 33K e S IR T 5 3 R A 0 X 4 AR 2 LA AR 55 (1 KR AZ 8 0 B R BT S E AR R E H 8 SRR
T 55 2 R it A R B AR AR T 7T 5 B R 1 TR 45 A R o e 3 AT O . R b, e AR RS 5 4R
T 55 58 1A AT 55 AH QB TT BEAT G137, 8 2 ACRT 1 AR PR AT 8 1) — KRR A i
5.3.4  fERP AR ST b e AL HE SRS B SRR T2 B

U5 B AR R AR BAR RS AE AT A & . BREATRINAS I . BB E . APLHER . IE5ER. UM E. 2
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Fr 4 2R 23 B S5 B TR AT 55 vh RHE AN B ROR (ELAE RS S e b 78 Tk 0 H B R ZE R L AR 1 SR P A TR 7
PR« A 2 48 77 T 9 T8 s 7 22 Bk . v IR A T 2 Bk 7 P PR ol R B 3 A (1) AT R AR 15 R P )46
AR, 20 1] V2 10 v T30 35, W) A T 1 TR SIZ B I P ) U L 55 PRS0 AR 485 4 AR T R PR .(2) B A
FE TR S B ARKS B AR R 5 B TREAER 55 10 R 050 0% 28, B T B X B AR AR 55 HOAXAS B AR PE R, DASRE A5
H AR PR B N2 T RO .(3) BT AS [ AT 55 5 oK1 56 5 3 10 1 AR PSS A e O 3k AT et I RST, AR v XA
B AR A TR A 1 .

6 R

T AR SR, AR BT 1 SR 5 AR A e TR AT NILP 4T3R5, e 2 2 A 25 W o 2 () S
PR [ 4 A 56 B 10 0] B T RRAT 55 AR U B T BB AR P 2 R e AR [ SR T (BT A0 A 43 10 4R IR A,
L 7 22 1 L5 AR e A0 /0 5 R 2K S0 2 84 3 AR T 1 SR % L I T 9 0 e 5 T ok A S P e AR 1
RYEROBOR BRI . BRI . STIRIOAE . VRO TR bR S 7 T B O R A Y AT BT FE L T B R A A
SO T AR AT A S I e SR R R SR R RS B TR M IR (1) AR T RS E A
YA B 9 01 R S 0 200 30 0 T K M AR e 7 3 B B8 T (0 SR B B E 7 92 LA ST R R (2) A SO AR
A5 SR 50 P FARID B 1L, BRBG TR, FEFFIES . AP ARRIZIL. 155308, AR B (1.5 ik R ik
SCHRHEAT T RGE.(3) AR SC MR I B B M SRS T 2 PR RD 1 A R T I 1 5% 62 170 R, 36 AL OOV i b 1
Bt SRR AR A A TR S B DU T B T I A T A e SR R B RS 2 SR B
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