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Abstract: Automatic software development has always been a research hotspot in the field of software engineering. Currently, Internet
technology has promoted the development of open source software and open source communities. These large-scale code and data are
opportunities for automatic software development. At the same time, deep learning is beginning to be applied in various software
engineering tasks. How to use deep learning technology for large-scale code learning and realize automatic programming of machines is a
common expectation in the field of artificial intelligence and software engineering. The machine automatically writes program to assist or
even replace the programmer to develop the program to a certain extent, which greatly reduces the development burden of the programmer
and improves the efficiency and quality of the software development. At present, automatic programming based on deep learning methods
is mainly implemented from two aspects, program generation and code completion. This study introduces these two aspects and the deep
learning models.
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Fig.1 Automatic program generation architecture based on deep learning
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Fig.2 Four dimensions of program generation and code completion process based on deep learning
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Fig.3 Illustration of literature distribution by year
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Fig.4 Analysis of the research content of articles
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Table 2 Summary of existing studies of code generation and completion based on deep learning
F 2 FETURRE MR AR B AR B AR T VR R 4

N FH AH K SCHR IR SRR BFER
Liu 2 A\ P 4o 22 19 EE S IR e
Hellendoorn 4 A 124 TEFR A 28 17 25 Token J¥: 41
R4 Raychev 45 A [ G BR A 28 99 2% API
Bhoopchand % A 21 BN Token J¥ 4
Li 25 N7 FRAEN M 2% i GBI T 7
Allamanis %5 A\ 12 EIEES BT S A Sl ) B S5
Balog %5 \ 2% 2 2 - gt s A5 AR DSL Token /341
Shu #1 Zhang®”! LA % SRR 741
Lee 5 A\ RN L A 24 -
T Parisotto 45 A2 3 ) o 25 19 4 DSL 4y F 74
N Devlin % A 1% % PR 28 9 4 DSL Token 341
Lgas Feser 45 A4 MG i 25 ) 4% GG 5 BAE P51
FEI Vijayakumar %5 A 1 IR 25 D) 2% DSL
B’y Bosnjak % A (9 E IR A 22 ) 2% HLEIRAS
AR Reed fil Del*") A FR 22 I 4% ST B AE 7
i Cai 2 \B¥ MG 25 P 245 S TR B
¥ Xiao % A9 TG0 22 ) 24 ST ERAE T
4 Chen % A 1401 FEIR 22 I 2% ST BAEF S
2% Quirk 2 A1 TR JE A28 P 245 If-Then F2 7 /4 % 15 14
Yin #1 Neubigt? G PR 25 I 24 SR )
ey Liu 25 A1 VRIS 4 3 2 A 4% If-Then f %
ﬁ% Beltagy 1 Quirk!* WL AT % If-Then F2J7/AST J741
ﬁﬁgzﬂj Dong 1 Lapatal*®! 2 L) % - T A A IR AST
proy Gu &5 A1 T ot 28 0 24 API 751
e Murali 2 A\ 47 2 Ll 2% - T e A IR Java method
Mou % A 181 TEFR 22 ) 2% FREF5)
Zhong % A 149 i L) 5% - R B A 7Y SQL 7 #)i% Token J£71
Cai 2 \ 0 it T 7 - F L o A 7 SQL 7 #jifi A1) Token 75

1.4 EBFMHER

A LRSS BRE S AR 2 ML AL, e #E th 775 (token) 41 B A AT BAR 1% 572 M (parse
tree). i M B b A AT T AL M AT ) TN A A K S ARALL A e Tt i B ATI R VR 27 ST BRI R Y )
P RS T (Y B A AEL A A AR U N TR B 2 S A A Bl e R AU e AT R I R (1 PR 3K
LR P 5 M AR TE 5 10 DO 0 AT AE A ARTE 5 A AT R (AN 3 PR AT SO i A T B F) 7 VR AR e
Ak B R PR R RN 0L T R P 3 5 T N\ D PR B U 7 4% 5 SCRNBE o ) 5 AR T 1 )2 T el A1 o PO 3 L7
T AL (L £ 3 s )48 T A VR 1 St A2 A R0 AL AR DR LA KA 2 T80, 268 U 94 5 v AT R AR K A 35 W 50 )
PR L2 2] SEIURE Py F 3 76 AT 45 I, 25 e R 1 ) 5 R 1 A B0 1 20 B BP0 R PP v S D T BLARE S A
.

1) SRERIPE IR ARG A1 R] DURE AR AT b AE TR0 8o B L e A AR TR R R T
S RAEWRE T A 9845 B AR AR A R AL B A TG 00, H. A SR 5 S0 R R AT B UM L S R RS T RE

W RAT R G EJE W, B R LA S SCIK TR i 0 DU g A DAy WEE Xk 1 £ 9k 5 T VA
2) oI R IR LR T 7 R S N B AR S AR IR N T AR S

KA, — BB S H AR A B AR, AR A2 38 305 W RV TR i 5 AN ) R P 5 2 5 SUAS

[vi PR AR 5 M 5 95 40 IR AE A TR A R PR R P o R il 5 B 5 i - IO MEE S K T B RIE S
3) AL BRTE SRR R A, AR AR A PR AL, (E L AR T R Y O S IR REE R 2L A

© PEBEBPHIFST  hip:/www, jos. org. cn



1212 Journal of Software #:#F%73& Vol.30, No.5, May 2019

ST AR 0k T AN B AR G U IROAS T A A AR DL B B i A e R I B N AR 4
S (A48 AR DIOHT IR B BE A AL 3 — 5 A T B A AT 5 AT D s AN W 3t T 19 A P F T R

4)  JRERPERFAE. 5 A ARTE AL AR AV A S TR L, AT SRR R %2R
B AEAE 2 A8 A SCAURS BB 2 AT T LN — AR 30 A8 5 SC AP 23 T R K AP LA i B 4 b 70
Je B SR Al B R P 2 A R T 2 R BT SR I ) AL

2 BEFRERK

BE T IR 2 >3 B RE e 26 B 53 O WA -5 T N R B8 00 R 2 PR T Ty B 1) R e 2 B I
FIIFIE AR AR S A AN R BB 5338 3 BVEE T TR B2 2] M RE e A O AT AR R BORE 2L
Table 3 Techniques summary of exsiting studies for program generation based on deep learning
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Fig.5 Architecture of inductive program synthesis system
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SERR 45 R R VE .NPBE (1975 & LB A N H 7R A R 2 S0 HH QR AIE, 5 FH 2 B IR R AE K U 40 1
T FR 1y A% BB Program Generator 43 il A2 Bl 5 25 R 23 5501 ) 1) S, 95 J R4 19 43 1 R BE B Symibol
Selector ) FH gl £ 1) 11 #5572 FA E F) 25 5081 26 v 3k 3 A5 35 1) 7 1020 2 3 Parrisotto 25 A B2 H 1) R3NIN 4
U3 ok 77 FlashFill 2o 156 0F & 0 BUAR SRS A o 2 40 Excel “7- 4 B 5V 75 & AH A 24 75 22 4 4 & LI Concat
FRAEIN %07 145 2 2% Devlin 25 N\ BSR H —lAs K 5 ) WL A8 F1 e 25 190 2% 45 4,12 90 4% 7T LA 2t nd 28 KT8
JT (R4 N A H AR 4 & HEAT G A AN S i,y 1 30 UE JE & vk ) FlashFill 24 A T A\ &g 7 30l )5, 56 10F
ANRD 77 ¥ R E R 2. 5 36 48 T SO 1% YRR AT R R 75 10 15 O MR PR v TR v A 2 T - N IR v
A3 /005 43 W 75 R 00 R v i R gl £ R R BRAIK
22 ETIEERMERFE K

AATTIE R BARE SRR TR 7 DR, N BARE 5 R A 20525 10 B 2 F0 55 e i B Bk v 0 13 8L 3 AR
TOCARRRIT 2 FEME . SCAS IR Z SO DA R ARHE 1 55 2% &5 4 A0 43 2 37, SCAS RIS (9 BB 2R ol — A X L. )
VR IE 2 ) 0 LAAG R A AR R SCAS i — SO ) 7

VFZWFF0 8 MR B 2 ST 75 1 N AR TE 5 26 B 1f-This-Then-That(IFTTT)AC AU 43S IFTTT R 5 A0S
T PO G P Ok U, e o B A T 7R B A ) SE S AR FTTT A5 % 3 ik ) — AN A (recipe) K 58
FRAR S U7 3y B K This €07 T 22 AT B 450 10 B0k O fok 42 8% (trigiger), H ik & 6 A 1 46 I 4% £ B 1 AT 4 ; i
That V) 72 35 34 81 RN 85 5K (4 55 41— A W0 48 17 4% 47 A 34 (action). Dong 25 A SR YT R -9 5 1 WL
(1) Gt L) 45 - 28 L) 28 A58 7 12285 R0 ) P8 A ol 28 19 8 6 19 4K 105 5 B AT Gt i, R0 FH RE T2 10 108 3 Aot 28 00 28 A JCRE I
2016 4F,Liu 2 NS T Pl i 72 WU U TT LUAT b >3 F1 AR T8 5 rb s S 3 o) fnk 7 4 16 F90 00 o
SR 4 o 0 40 (16 TN B B [ 45 Beltagy 2 A ULKE IFTTT F2 PP A il 8024 A3 oMM i, 3 A R
P B ARG 5 IR A AT AR B

54 5 IFTTT F2J7 AR L AR 35 Th BE R 4 gl R P55 (51 0 Java. Python 25) [ 3k 5 K45 £ .78 2016 4,
Gu & NPT — AN R B 27 ST MR 11 AR 5 BB )i APL ¥ 1 1 T . DEEPAPLLiZ T L A FH 4 i 5% - it
T A A N 1 SRR 5 1) I LS APL R F (13 S 37 OCE . DEEPAPI 76— 28 B Sl 7 #2742 e ) fig 76
API FF A AR BB T B B ME T R 2007 4E,Yin 25 ANV T ANIE YRR SEBL T N RS 2B ik
Python 25 1% 15 1500 23 g AN 4543 : APPLYRULE 1 GENTOKEN.APPLYRULE 75 24 B 15 s _E 3 ) AE s )
K 2 B AL 20 RN 22 B8 45 1R 03 K 26 B R % 5 1), GENTOKEN  BE AT LA T 5 S ] 28 v AR il 4 45 4 i
AT LUE H2 A\ E R8T il v A2 ) ] SR A b 4 451 R

) 5% 28 B HH J2E B Sk P FRAR AT W05 = 030 SQL, X T3R5k A D3 ke 3 2 AH 24 TR A 1 IR ot VF 2 W01
FHF M ARG 5B SQL 15 11).2017 4F,Zhong 25 AN T Seq2SQL A5 ¥ [ ARG = iR B A
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SQL &E#J1EA).7E SQL A tE Ay rh A M) 5 AT 2 07 1,1 P BT SQL A= i A 1 45 1IN AN 3@ & I AL Ge 1 28 XL
AL, R ke, b AT Y26 T 55 S 1) 38R A 272 > ok 7 R 2 0 4% 1. 2018 4, Ca 485 N\ Ottt 3 2 3 vk 5 4% 4
AW AT BEAR AR 45 5 Kk = A SQL RIHERA 2 AR A2 i SQL B Ay I A AT ad i N SQL ) 12 e i v 5K
(Backus-Naur form, f&j Fr BNF)RZ1 5 SQL 1) 4E k.

3 Rakpe

ARBE M A B B LT 7 B B0 B, 1 AR T e R 955 1) T B2 201 e 43 AR 1 4 AR K b 2 vy
TRF IR R, 3+ B> 7 gt B2 o 10 P55 45 1% ACRD A B A 8 7 5 BURE /7 s T ARAS 26 44 . J7ik
Yy REETEE T —A Token (1T ACRS £ 4> J i WL AR 28, 02 H #7323 IDE B R A 407 X 7E 3 1)
IDE " #EFE 1 Token fFEA: 3% 5 BEHE 7, 390 T F2 5 D0 % Token Fé 3 $5 B (7).

PS8 A AR S 0 A 32 L 00 Ay WA s — P ) PR A A R I 25 o R R ) ok e sz LT 1) Token, 151
W74« S50 3 5 90330 5 AR /2% B AR A i SO SO R 81 4 R B AR T %42 2 28 Eclipse,Eclipse )1
PRSI AE B2 F P HEXE Java J7 10 A2 10 J7 1 40 00 44 A BE R HE; 53— b o7 0 R0 B ARRE B 461 R iy S
K%M Token.2009 4E,Bruch 2% A\ P27 H k-Nearest Neighbor(KNN) V% 24 5 (R0 4 18 X5 2 57 A4S FD RE 4]
AN VT T, AT B e AR I 4 ) R A 2R T S0 0 SO B ARSI 4 1) A 3 5 R R R 2 0 1) 1R S A S i
BT SCH U F ) AP B2 4 SR AR AT 0 42,2010 4F,Huo 25 ANB3HR T 4 2 BCC (4RI Hh A A, % 07 50 API
HEATHEFF R GR % B e Eclipse 5T 288 A AR5 4h 4 3R 0.0 2 5 V208 5 75 BN T2 AR 22 )3 2 xR U ok R
RS HE SCER A 0 R RN A LR SO S s SR TE SCER A AN LS, X R & AL

TR IE 2 31 7 95 IR AR AT v 2 2] AT Token 2 7] AR 43 A1 SR 4R 57 Token HERE (K176 3% 4 AR 65 Token
JEFIEAT LR R, 1 Hindle 45 \BUYE 2012 45 1 AR AATTHR HEFE P8 35 MBS a2 th A28 i, BAT 1
SRS S R e A — S8 m] DURE T (K B8 R AT, 1% 46 25 THREAE AT DA V8 S R IR BT A B 3 — R sk ok ) FH R
SEABETR T A3 YR 8 2 2] 0] R T AT S S I3 A R — A Token TR g B 42 169 5 103t 42 R LR 7 1) Token J3
FIT 2T A A B AT T E ET, A R RS 2 2] ok 5 A RS AN A 1) R - R AR WK 6 T % AR R AL
P82 U R B BRI AR TS A A B B F 58 3 1 56 M T U5 R B T A X 3R A5 K 5 1R B0 A A TR 1 2 > (i
REEE AT B8 G M 2 ST REEE A AR A 5 A 8 R AR AR AT A 0 S AR A AT A EE 49 g SR AR B Ak
Token JPF S AL A ST VAW . 2 J5 WFF0 8 I B Bk — AN & 08 B OAT 55 1R BE o 48 B9 45 JF 075 kLI
R EE AT U 25

R e .
|
|
| |
nHEF 1—{ KRR H WenE H KRR ’—L» i
| |
l I '
N S il
______ = I
7 - > \
7S i 24 5 ]
I/ . - . REFIRD
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, . I
| . o
(nawm) S
KFERE H KRR H o Fians |
\ g — s |
N NG y

Fig.6 Architecture of deep learning on code completion
6 kTR T AR Kb A AE S

AT, R AR b 4 A 55 7 20 1 P S0 PR U8 JRE Ao 28 I 296 i e 5 AR A1) 0 o 28 190 29 T 5 A 2R T U 2 2%
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VRSP I P HURRAE, OF B R ik T ARG 42 A 25 0 ACHE b A B B i A\ 350 23 AXRS B 78 24 i b4 07 T
WG PR IR B 2 S BB 2R B R 0 oy ARy B PR 8 SC I 5 R R AIE SR 0O 5 25k 4> 1Y) Token BU# API 4556 4
T X BE TR B 2 ST I AR b 4 AR AR iKY B 4
Table 4 Technique summary of existing studies of code completion based on deep learning
F 4 BT UREERE RSN LA AR S 4h

R & SCiik fii

T RT Hindle! I FH V5 5 A 2 3] R P A TR v TR P (R Ak 5 4 A, A i R R
JEBIAHEAE 1) Token JE47 il

SRR Tu 2 A Hellendoorn 25 N4 | 7535 25 B R AL AL b i N2 45" BRI 2k 17 R e B4 ) 3 45 6
)ﬁiﬁ%@%ﬁ Bhoopchand 25 A1, FIHIA AT Pointer 11 5 BRLAE T A 58 bR P4 I 435 17) 3t

" Li 2 AP LA 1 5 SRR IRAT

TR Li 25 NP7 Liy 25 A2 ot 3 73 I TR 5 1 S EAT T 4 A, AN i T AR 14 R
SE RIS IE Raychev % A\ [°°] TR F B T I 266 ) R 3 1A it S VB2 b A DA ot T 179 4 a5

ETRF Raychev % A%, R 5 BRI R e+ 1 AP IR 7 ) 5, AT AP T FH

AP1 1 FFEAE Gu %5 A\ Gy 45 A BT HEAT TR

2014 4, Tu 25 \BUE Hindle %5 AP SLaE 142 HHACHS ) Token 78 J& & v B Py H A — 3 IO T 5 Pk o5 5
UL L2 STACRE 4 J5 (0 A SR T 5172008 1 FE 13 14 0 38 PR R ok Tu 8 A8V o 5 M0 (R St N T 22
LEP WU R A3 9236 45 3 W 7R, 1% 05 3 L 2 BT 77 VA3 T T 16%~45%. Hellendoorn 25 A\ P05 isf 56f LA 24 0 22 I
25 555 1 AT WL IR N-gram, & B HE (1) J) 5 1 4 FIE 6 T Token P70 AR K 1) 35 B

] A R R RE 3 1) 46 M 1 S e B i A QR AN A IO ME B R, — LR R 2 P90 N B 1 0 3 A 28 ) A B
G R BEAT ACH R A I BF 5T 2530 M AN 1 R T 00T 5T oK W 55 My e A Ay e B0 R T 0 A s R AT R LT 45
NPTURD Liu 25 N30 55 AST 970 FE 5% () 28 45 4 a5 R AR 28 4515 s 30 AT UMLK A3 T AST J# 310 Token #E4T
TR AL AT LTI R — AN 2545 55 BRI SZBRACAY Token I, iy H. o] LA AR AL (6 45 F 5 B RN AR 2 4595 ki 7
X AST JP oI HEAT (R AFIN, Bk AST P 41 BE 6 ARUFFE P 1078 A B, X g AR UE A5 7 1) 45 #0455 TRk B 9 3 6 K
AST $ Ak Fe I it BERAIE AST F 90— s — MU 7 Be.2018 4K, Li 25 NP AST 4 b A7 4 i i 40
AMINT PAE, SRR R AZTT B ST 1 BRI S o T 5 B AR 45 ) AT AR T A VA L 45 A ) 8%
2k % L HEAT 45,2016 4, Raychev 25 AU T e S5 itk 57 AR 46 H) L 12 el R 300N X F F) Token.

4 T %R —A> Token #EFT %4 LAk, S #2542 H (application programming interface, & #% AP )44t 52
BT ARG APL 148 AR O b 48 v T P 03 B T B0 AN ] R VR BE 2% 3] T ke a2 2 > APL I HLAR
R m M UER 26,02 APL N2 IR HE 2L AP S0 I #h A T8 3 2% 31 AP 4 F RS R AP A4 AR 30K 5 oK
JUAS 4 API #h4x.Raychev 25 A7 2014 448 HR G S5 BB B SCf5 Bk AN 4 AP IR T AR I3 i T
H SLANG 7T LU 28 kb4 API F FET R AP 115 $0.2016 45, Gu 25 A\ WOVR| FiT 15 7 21 5 91 B8 R0 1 5 T K A8 1
HSRE S IR A AP JEFIN NI EESL T AR E S A0 AP E 51 [ BUg 56 & L5 8 DEEPAPI A 2 H iR 45 A SR 1E
S ETIIR A APL R T2 51,2018 4E,Gu 25 AR APL 5 513T 8 (75 A BAR LR e 5 1 APL 531, LA
AP 751 J 3L AR TE S TR iR k4% 21 APL JF 5 1) 17 5378 D) REAR L) API J3 B 7E n) 2 72 8] v 1) 1) 8 12
AR, DA T AR A B PR AR AL Sk A AT R B A . RS RIFR 538 = 1 AP 51,

ME A8 TAFE KGR BE 2 S 75 75 00 H AR OR b A HE 7 5 3 A AT 45 AR A kb 44T 45 09 A B E 2 i 19
ARG 5 PR T A SO/ T B B — R P AR 45 2 i N i 1 49 A B AR e A 1l R e 22, H iy R 22
N AE DSL 18 55 F1 Excel b BT 1, 1 A 6 387 di Hh 3 P 138 T g F2 08 5, 191 201 Java, Python &5 4 4] R I IR B 2% 2 7F
J§ R LA SE BRI AT IR AT 88 02 H i i A A 1 14 ] L.

4 BEFEHNERREFIEE
41 ETFEEHBNEFERKEAR
TS A M N TR ARAE AR ) L RS R . T . B RS AR I S R s L
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T HRET T Token A HIMEER /A0 28 TR P05 5 10 B AR IR, 75 55 B0t 4 N T 3 (0 A 18 5 B 28l o
A AE AT I A AR B GB 8 70 W] BT AR GO0 ) 2 B B i N A B H AR R T IR SOR i %
SYANREAT QA g 2 U AR BB T A — AR B s RS AT P(s) 0 T — MU B s={wy,... W}
UL,V 208 AL IR O T S AN T SR T 2 A I T 6 4R AR R T S A A ARAD  BE IR A 2R 43 A BT

P(s) =T ,PW | Wy, W, ,).

ERR S 5 A B H R B35 S H0 A N-gram FI7E FR 3 28 9 4% (recurrent neural network, i #% RNN),H
TP A 40 I 29 2 TR R A 4 ) % 1) O S AR

N-gram S f5c 5 FH T F2 7 5% 0 (038 5 A0 76 N-gram #5280 v R — AN B wy (1 HE S5 A0 T iy n—1 /i, B

P(s) :HLP(Wi [ Wi e Wi )-

PR N-gram A5 7R T DAAE — 52 LR AR 60 7 (K 5 B0 5 A6 Hindle % ALK N-gram #5270 v ] A% A gt
WS, LA N-gram (¥ TAERA S HI0N-gram B8 T UAT 260t 2% SJ AR 1 BE W R R 3¢ (R AN BE 3L
ARG 1 B (W8 SR B0 T R YIX 28 ) 8L, VF 2 0F 908 45 6 A TRRAT 5 10 A%t N-gram BERSHEAT T et
Nguyen 25 A B8R 1 ) SLAMC #5804 42 JR 45 B\ N-gram #5578 SLAMC %545 7 18 A5 5, FE 58 bR
VUDHEAT AR 3% 07 VE AR A HE S IO MERA % 03538 19 N-gram 5 5% 2 132 7+ .Raychev 25 A4 N-gram i1 5
BRI 26 45 45 A Java 75 API Y FH 22 5 HEATARRT b 45k 7 R v AR L AT J5) B PR AT 1) Bk e, Tu 25 A P10
Hellendoorn(412% A 32t T K Z2AE LI £ N-gram B8 v i) T BR TR 2 76 500 10 ¥ [ py 752 L0 B 0 e ¢
T ZEAC S P L A T 56 3 R

L5 N-gram AL, RNN ASOCA] BLA 3R A0 H i) 2 i) iR a2, i B mT DA B B B S R ial 2 I R RO T
S HE— 5 iR AR B S ) 8, VP 2 25 RNIN 2R 4, 81 40 K J8 12745 28 (long short-term memory, {8 #% LSTM).
I"] FR A 34 H. T (gated recurrent unit, fRiiFK GRU) 4 H 43 2172 N (B 7 Br7). A RNIN 45288 R LA 25
X YA R R AT A, I H 2 STUSARAD (4 ) 4 2 <. Nguyen 25 AP Nguyen 2 A\ B%F1 Gu 45 NP RNN 23]
535 Java 5 5 CHIK) AP [ 5 34 755 K 27 3 10 ) B 0 B ] T IX P RRE 5 1) APLIE AT 55 0 NI 7E APL 2%
A AR VF 22 2 K RNINBE 2R ] £ C i Token TR Ab 45, 3 LA T 55835 119 80 (280K 2 ek 9 T4 2 )
FH RN 723 (1 2 5 0 ARG HEAT J B2 3] AR B TS K B B S ECE M ER KA S TAEFREFRR

SR AR AT 2 > B,
H . I
@
h, ™~ f ) &
it
ok
ht—l\{

) 4
D
v
0

X Unfold &l o |
Lbegm [t / i)
1 I
X 1 X

Fig.7 Anillustration of basic RNN and LSTM structures
B 7 JEREE R0 ZE R 4% R R0 12 9 45 S5 1)

%

T2 /738 5 75 A Hh (localness) - H AT — 52 (0 35 &2 1 90 2, — AN 58 X 1) 4% o A 4 4 7 i 100 o 52 A D4R T 3
UB A B PR AR KRR AT AT 04 24 B i) B4 4 7] (out-of-vocabulary, 1 #% OoV), i #% 10 ) UNK.Z5 15 )5 12 T —
A UNK ST A0ATT 1 G P2 A2 2 T 35 B 1), DT b F 8 %6 BEH et TR 8 AL ) o N 81008 5 A 2 SR o A T 4 b 7
53 IR R P FE T D 5 TT DA 28l A B N B R R B v A TR A5 19 F5 1 1 4% (poiinter networks)
H1 Vinyals %5 NOA7E 2015 448 HY, 55 040 T T8t e 28 2 D0 A ) AT, 28 ot 20 ML 22 0 30 65 200 (BT ) 37 381) 2 B A R
Seq2Seq LAY ) — AN Fh FEFRER ) 45 v VR ) BT R N TG TR AE MR B3R 1 e
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2016 4F,Bhoopchand 24 APEI Y T —Floks 7 5 41 I 4% (sparse pointer network),i% M 4 Y= i vk T [ 52 b
PRF T 1 1) () a2 44 s T4 AR R AR AR SO E T I AT (memory, FRR M) IR, i A A7 T T AR
FETT K AR RS AN, Z 7 B 4E 5 T — N ) m=[idy,... id ) TA0 sk AR R AE 4 oy im) 26 A i 4 & B R 1) 42 R
T 2R IR AR REAN I 200 AT T BRF 122 I 4% 45 4 4 Jd (K0 78 5 B TR RE 38 20 A1, 1 SRR TR (R i 1 M 3 40 A1 DA &%
2 (R A i N SR e 52 B R D] 5 P R R A 28 A 4% (AN A T R ) BB M L %5 T 4E Python 52 AR R
FETRIHERS % Efgm T 25% /4 4a.

Li 25 NP7 2018 4E4 Hy—Fh &5 A8 3 WU 1038 35 RS TR0 RT i 1 I 408 (O R 00 A7 A QAT 4, JLASE TR ) il 2
VEAE R 7 B AT SR AR AR A ST LA SR S v B (4T s 2 AR T LT LA N R 0, B AR A B
b AE TR AR B, A2 S AU T £ A T A Bl K DR b L R WL AR AR G I i L R A S
TEIF I A0SR 1% 171 05 0 2R A8 SOR AR AT 0 4% T N AT B v 2 41 B ] SR I ) 2 40 (1) 37, B Oo V.4 3L
R S AN A (switcher) Sk g s 2 MR T T R AR A 4 SR R 1 IR 40 A R IR — A 34 2 R AR EE
P 255 M B N TR AR AT B b 2 — AN A% T VR AE AN B A B EAT T I AIE, 433 2 Python 1 JavaScript. 45 S 3K
B, 5 v AE TN OoV i) A B2 I3 .

4.2 SRR RDAE 48

AR (1 3 5 e P o KT 8 88 2 ST ABE TR U BOE e — AN BRI, AR — LB B TR P TS Rl A A T
VAT F BERR S B — AN E— (Kl S TE I AN ) T AR TE S T8 S R,V 2 ST SO T AR S 5
HEAT @A I SRR 1) A2 B 45 35 1 0 1 Ay AN [, 45 ) A 11 S A 5 il ik 45 ) (e 53 V2 09) A il ik
T2 1) Mt 23 20 A1 DAL I, V2 2 T 10 00 DA A 2 a0 2 110 K o R 45 g B AT S ) P ¥R R 2 ) o R I 4 g S A A
T A R P 2 43 Ay R ol T e 5 TR AR 11 ) % R R 1) 2.

421 BT R IE VA I 2%

BT ol G2 B VA 10 90 285 S o R P 4 A 0 A T S A IR s 5 DL 11 DX 4% 5 ) F 9 R A A 7 1) 12 A
VBRI T 0 R T 1 4 T 2 T A R R R 8 A A T 1) 8 208 68 175 Y R S A5

1) KAt G VAR 3 T T B, ) 3T 80 (R ke L A A

T VAR F T B T 190 % ) S 22 M s AE T AT R E — AN TP B M — %o B — AN, BB TIE 7 471 G
TP AE Liu S PR T A b R AR A A ) U O A 2 A T T B O AR LR AR B R — AN
A AT 3 7 3 55 T TR B R P v R B I S 7 4 B AL S NI L T A o e S Rt S B h
R P DI S (147 3 AT 30 1 45 3 31 0 A R BT 0 4% (K8 35 B R0 T I 8EAT 2% 20 5 Liu 2 AP T 4R
Wl T R AIE 1217 51 i — 6 N — AN ARAE Py B AT TR 615 25 3BT G B IS 508 0 1 R S, P SRR s i1 a0 15 4T 1%
T SR A A A o L R Liu 25 RIS g UM B AR T Y S50 Type A1 Value (HER R 1354 o5
T A% KA.

2) BB M 4.

TR I T 190 48 A it A O ek, T80 5 i B AN 810 A2 8 A PO I A BB 1) 115 . — R B, A Rt &5 4 140 R
JiE 2 SRR AR Al 2 3 2, 3K P oA B T A R A AR e v A 2 e R A S R o A2 Ak I R
(5 7 AR AR Ll ). — ST 5T 25 R FH L8 2 20 1) 7 Vo il 2 v 0t 22 58, Bielik 2 A T**TRIT Raychev 25 A\ B°153- 531
R F R 30T 9 SC IR SR T e 52 7 A S A S IO A 3 2 ) U v L AL s 2 30 I 4% 45 ) B Ol S %, T
TR il T VW 1) 495 K S ST 1 1) 4% . Rabinovich 4% APt — Fibdl 42 17592 99 4% (abstract syntax network, ]
R ASN), 1% W 2% 2 AR UE G i 25 -0 28 HE S 10 4 B T2 20, 5 /7 BB R A [A), L8 AT 25 2 Hh 4 22 T 4L i, BN~
PRI AT 5 3t 5 BT 1) — ANV 5 A X I A AR o R v 0 B A 2 D 4% (IR A A — AN BRI A 33 31 ) — AN
NI S BASE e 2 TR S PR A s AR 1D A o v MR 0 4 7 P R 25 32 3 AR ] 1 B BB A T AR [0 14D 199 8%, DA i TR
P F TIN5 Rabinovich 25 ATTREAR B 1)1 1k 45 4 B v AN [R] I B AN [7] , Dong. 25 N IR HH — i 2 42 1
fFHL 3% SEQ2TREE. MR Al #% AR 415 g ith 25 13 21 (¥ 45 J 2 J B FELAIG 1Al 6 199 48 A4 sl AR 552 1 1) Token, 4 T 4y
AR LT AN K AR L T 5 TR 1 S B N TR 1) R 2, L B AT AR A T
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422 FTHEBMH

Nguyen % \ 5143 tytf Java 71719 APY 1 116 6 92775 07 . 15 Gu 5 \MSTh Java 7 isksbiiy API /72
RIS R A, Nguyen 25 A\ TIZEXT APL 118 FiT 5% 2R 2 L i B r 5 A 5 3410 AP R TR 1R A Ik
U7 1 ) AR b (D4 450 14 43 52 i wihile, for 25°). [ 30 4 325 7 33 6 4 53 f) A 161 5% 22 Allamanis 25 A P81 1y
R P 2 T T R ) 46 S 3 s AU &85 40 1) 0 3 R 0 SCARFAE, HEASE TR ) AN [] PR 3205 2 35 AN ] Token 2 (8] ) £ & FIHE:
MR WE 8 From, I B B 7R Rl BB A IR BE Al X5 R 56 Rk — 22 20, B vh (132 A 45 PR 96 Child F1
NextToken, 5t Child 238l G VAR K795 508 T BE— 0 ROR AR A G5 Ui 4% 7719 s 1795 s IURe 1%
FER T NextToken 32 Ho g ok

4 o4 YERG ) f EgT \

Assert.NotNull (clazz) ;

- J

(ExpressionStaement)

(InvocationExpression’

C mmwakd )

o WRHETT R JEALE -‘-:\h'n|hcr.\q.'\'u-‘--l—.'\|‘|'|.‘~'.~in|1:; (ArgumeniList)

o IHEN s REENT AT ) h \ )
o % Child i —
( IR : NextTokenil / QSSGI‘E =} . NotNull ( . j

Fig.8 Graph representation model of AST in Allamanis, et al.[?®
K8 Allamanis %5 A4 H 35 T3t G BV 1) P 2 7 i A 280

5 ATREZFINRIBIERE

AR B B & A0 R B 2 ) SRR P 2 s A ACRE b4 PR I 5, 0+ o O AR T ek 7 S A ) R
22 4 2% 10 2 2] AR MR UL B ARG 5 AL B rh AT VR 2 8 T I8 AR BL W 58 R T 090 AR T AR RE P i 35 v AR
DB AT RIBAR MR T E AL 2R A QR MG E . H 5, SR AR P AT T HEW
B AR 3K 8 R A T DA A T 5 387 A A SCORE SCR T R A SR B AR AT T R, 3K 5.
Table 5 Code corpora proposed by existing studies
x5 A AR AR R A

e ARH TR A R EER
GitHub ALK T 100,52 ZI%HT 949 1) Python(w] 4%
2t | [26]
Bhoopchand %5 A Python3 4t il 1) H

https://github.com/uclmr/pycodesuggest

Raychev 45 A% | GitHub rhilllfe ({1 5 52 i) Python SCAFAIN R AST https://www.sri.inf.ethz.ch/py150.php
Raychev 22 A% | GitHub tf il X i A< 52 ) JavaScript SCHEFIR R g AST https://www.sri.inf.ethz.ch/js150.php
Xing 2 A %8 M GitHub il () Java J7 vk MIAR S ) JavaDoc ik https://github.com/xing-hu/DeepCom
. . - N . https://github.com/magefree/mage/
ste ) [67] 5133 9 1 AR T ps:/ig g g
Ling %% A AR AU S SO A A github.com/danielyule/hearthbreaker/
. N £ s e i oS https://www.microsoft.com/en-us/
A [41] . 2 e p
Quirk %5 A IFTTT fCRRIAHRIR F AR 5 8 download/details.aspx?id=52326
Mou % A\ e8] 104 2 Online Judge _F ) C L https://sites.google.com/site/treebasedcnn/

StackOverflow " iliH (¥ C#Al JavaScript fUHS F BLAN
AE IR FR (SR S )

M GitHub HHIECK Java J5vks APL 751 RUEL R ()
JavaDoc fifji&

M GitHub #iEUH Java J5ikh APL 3 51 FLAH B
JavaDoc fifii&

H T, 1 L5040 4 48 T8 2 B E T RAT 450 451, Mou 26 N TS84 1 1) 104 251 C TP TR 5 49 24T
55 MR 5 g AR 0 A 55 D5 B g I R () B0 S A0 1A QR 40 2 A ) A 55 7P AT TAR R SR K 2 ok
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