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7 OE: AR I G AR R R ARG AR, TR B AR R B A R LR B B TR, kA
B FA . ARG T SR IA ZA AFAE M I AR G FUMAL AL b A E F 2. SRR, FRA QA ARG F 45
FEATIRM 5518) BLAT 3% KR T 86 ) 6918 SUAFAE, eI MG §98 3544 (abstract syntax tree, AST) 49737 & 4 5 ¥ 4R Bi&
SAFAEM EARR) A2 A AR B0k T AST 894515 BA BRAL FF F 5 8935 S AZ &, Jo AT 3R IARAD 4938 SUAFAEA 2R
R AP B B AL A b, Rk — AR T RSB AT R TN G & AEA B AL S AST. E4IAH
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W %3 5 A2 5 B 6935 SUAFAE, ARIE 2R AR TR K FAR G b, PTARARED 6695 Ak B &P 35 A5 B A BATFHL A AR AR AD.
ESAT EHPEE FFRE R T LHN T ka3t b 25, 09E T B4R 77 ok 698 20,

KIAL ST IR, AP E W % AST; 42417 E ; 3387 E

HEESES: TP311
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Software Change Prediction Based on Hybrid Graph Representation

YANG Xin-Yue', LIU An', ZHAO Lei', CHEN Lin*, ZHANG Xiao-Fang"’

'(School of Computer Science & Technology, Soochow University, Suzhou 215006, China)
*(State Key Laboratory for Novel Software Technology (Nanjing University), Nanjing 210023, China)

Abstract: Software change prediction, aimed at identifying change-prone modules, can help software managers and developers allocate
resources efficiently and reduce maintenance overhead. Extracting effective features from the code plays a vital role in the construction of
accurate prediction models. In recent years, researchers have shifted from traditional hand-crafted features to semantic features with
powerful representation capabilities for prediction. They extracted semantic features from abstract syntax tree (AST) node sequences to
build models. However, existing studies have ignored the structural information in the AST and the rich semantic information in the code.
How to extract the semantic features of the code is still a challenging problem. For this reason, the study proposes a change prediction
method based on hybrid graph representation. To start with, the model combines AST, control flow graph (CFG), data flow graph (DFG),
and other structural information to construct the program graph representation of the code. Then, it uses the graph neural network to learn
the semantic features of the program graph and the features obtained to predict change-proneness. The model can integrate various
semantic information to represent the code better. The effectiveness of the proposed method is verified by comparing it with the latest
change prediction methods on various change datasets.

Key words: software change prediction; graph neural network (GNN); abstract syntax tree (AST); control flow graph (CFG); data flow graph
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AR E TAE S, WS B A I B, 44 A AN A A LA TR 60% 1) 70%, dE4 (1 AR TE
B TR 5 2T 0%, ] BRAR 44 T RS AL SR TRE A 48 5 F 1 ) R R AR ST A U B
A AL ) PR AREER, RIZEN ke 2 Bl I 8 SO PR AR BB X SR R R R 9930 2, AEAEA G IR T E 45
AR 5 F2 ARG Sl B S5 T £ 1), 5 U0 A A 7 I 0 75 4 2 R R O ), 72 B T R e o 0 B A B
TRUI) A% A i (R ABE LR, T DA B T N B 4 T A I A e 7 P Il B, T4 v 77 i PR D 5 I LA 3R
LEACRY KB BN SLEAT RS 0, 5 R4 I JAH LA N R RS 27 IR ) A SEAI. 53—y T, AR SE P AR T LUk 24 A
RO T 25 TAE R, 1 WIHEAT SOE PR R TAE, R RAE IR BOR LB A58, LR TRps P44 T A, it
ATERM . [FATIRE . WIRRAE, BE— 05 g pf i, LAREAR)S SRR 1K) AR S A0 TT8S. 1AL T PO A 2 A 4
PR — AT B

AR E T AR D51 T RTINS I, AT 8 e v Fl T i AR BEHURE 1) & & o, Hat, )
T2 R P 1 5 1 T R T AR AR AE RO RS T AR T O R I S8 s, T AR AR AE 1) 4 o0 - B HRRASA T4k, T
P G AGhS (R PWRRRES25) B A AR 4R bR R QA S 25 70 61 JF A b R ) B e 3 A AR 4 2
MOV BRI ) SR AR R T R S 0, R i 35 1 T e A B i R AL 8 2 >0 7 T vy A, 45,
IBHR A BT BEALARAR D, SRR AL A AR, X IR VA R RS T U R, B AR AR
AR A Bt M T B AR ] 1A U1, A 95 (10 R 0 1) 5 T 0 o R P I Y A e X 23 AR ) (R AR ). DRIt R P37 S
A AT DA LA A S T 7 ik R P e

ST MG IETEM (abstract syntax tree, AST) HP UG SCRFAE, fbAT136 [ AST 45 2075 557 51 1 FH 17
FRNBEA S S E SCERAE M) 3R 7 vk A AST WM EE k1 18, Ak, AST AR EL S HI0 . R s iE
SUAE B A T AR5 ISR R, TFCE A1 DGE TR #5195 B (control flow graph, CFG) S i & (data
flow graph, DFG). i1, —LE8F 5T 41T AST 2 bl B o BB RS HE FH 1 5w B U1 Guo 26 A U151 A%k
P S B T IO R, 7R 2 A FURE 45 3R T ek Tt Be. CFG RoR T B AT Rl F2 vh B A7 B 42,
O AR TR A, N CFG H - IR RHAE R AL i AR 8] 43 ) A5 6, TGV Rk i Ry R A 38 R AR TS R AIE
Hik, 5 AST AHLL CFG H 28D 1), TEReAE S >0 i A2, 80 Bl mRoE W 2 A b 5 DA |, AR e
) B A FORFAE R R U, 1T DFG MBI A58 AN T ff JE A FE I 38 1 g, FUH] DEG M B dfigh Qs rh 4%
BB BT &R 45 i R Be R /s 51— IR RRAE, #2225 045 S AlG 7T LU M b i B AC S SR A2 7T
TRLAYPERE.

S IR AT PR ARE P 1 SR PR LA O — TP R T S (B0 Java) KA, $2HL CFG il DFG 2 [ #fE (i 1),
IR, 78 AST [ZERE L8 s b RS A 5 B2 — o BoE HLA 20 57, ik 2 R g5k 5 Bk & 7. AST
AMYBER 7R CFG A He N IARHSHFAE, % T DFG AR EA5 B, 78 AST H s Iz hlv S v A 5S4
] RACHCRE 32 5 T2 45 M R0 &P AR TR AR B e b R AR AR

WA, ST ST PR R 5340 2 SCPE ) R E B, LT I 1) AST 45K St KR, A7 48 K R 11 ]
AT R T AR KRR TR P (R, b, QG — SR FE B vh )45 2%, 41201, name I value 55, iX 2675 (A e s
FAAR DGR TY AU AR S, NIRRT 8T s AN AT DA ARGABE 28 2% > (3 25 3 vy LAYR D I 5 P 1 T T4

EEXE L3 2 AN ), AN SCHEH T — P IR A B R AR I R 4R B8 T 77 72; (hybrid graph representation based
software change prediction, HGSCP). & 4t, T A1 1k AST, MHIBRIL Fh o6t FiEvARIE A B E A R S F T S 1
I AST, ‘BAR R T B TEVE S5 M. B35, AEMif i) AST B3 hnaRom il BaRniE B, K 3 Frths
Pl &5 1y &5 ke R AR B A R TR & IR 7. dee i, FRATIRI I w28 0 & 2 S VR & B v AR A9 s RN, PR I 4 Jm i i
JIWLHIAS B A I (R RAE R 2R I FH TR R T 283 22 416 B SR B 30 IE 1 AR SC T J7 ¥4 740 S Y0 1) 7L (1) A
B,

(1) B2 — TR P BV 5 B RS T3 35, REARRS A G5 A5 S Pt . Bl it S5 1 AR B 45 B kR AEAN Y,
MR A B AR AL, FATI RIS I VL8 25T AST, W LAY e B H A g 55 5

© PEBEBPHIFST  hip:/www, jos. org. cn



3826 HAFFIR 2024 F5F 35 5% 8 A

(2) ARSCIEHG 1 AN I ol 4 15 P T2 SN £ A=, BRATIA P Pl o 2 o 2 20 W B ) i) Bt O
AR .

(3) FRAIAE 8 ANTTUSRITH LT T 7™ 4% f LR G DT 77 ¥ A 25, JF BT T BT R cdfs A G,

ASCE 1A AR A A SE TN A G PR ARG IR, 58 2 T A SO A (R TR A SRR R B
AR PRI 3 A B L. 5 3 R SRR, AR, SRR VRIS SERIAET S S H O
55 4 TE R0 B SEIG IR UE TR A R 5 5 VO T AR AT R T T RO . B S B AL

1 #8xTI1E

L1 ERAEEE TN

PUAT 1A A A5 B T AR TR K 22 Bt T A 45 1 R T E R P L3 2 S 5 IR g . Lu 25 N 1000 7 R
THI ) 0 GRAREAIE 457 S o) 1 2 () PR AE DG, AT T30 T 62 Bt a4 G 4bse, AAESRIMR . WL REE Ridkzikds
br, &5 R I RNEFRTER 730275 5 T T 5 HACR I TR A PSR IR S, Gk I Fabn 55 A8 T A6 ) 1k 2 [A]
AHE S/,

Zhu %5 N PR P A2 2% RS token H 5 25 Fig b 104 T A% B UM, SR AS T 41 2% >) J7 i bagging FIECRFE
T R 2 A AR A S T o AN ST ] R

Liu 25 N CY AR Sk Fig by n] LA P R, AT TEE A T 5 FiCRS Sk 55 CK R b /e 28 S8 15000 w4 i,
gl R WA S R A 5 28 T AT ) P 2 TR 7E 2 3 A O, O ELACRS S A H8 b 78 TO0I P e b O T R e da AR,
Catolino % A\ "M AIESE T AATT ORISR

U4, Catolino %5 N PHBAF ST T I & & A I FAR 5 AL AR 5 2 T2 A5 A7 AEAH DG E, A 13 T I8 R # Fa b (19
n, JFRE B MR, 25 SRR, TR B FRPRTEAS T TN h R I R4, HIT R fabn 5 2 T AU R AL 1 e b Al
TE R R bR AT 4 A TT DASRAS FEAR A P e R L.

BE RGN T ] s AL 2R AR AR U, Elish 25 Ak B0 7 i e () 28 58 15 o ) LA FH SR S ok
TS RAEAR, AR T 16 AN FE BRI IR FR A R B SO0, 45 SR, BB R A SR A R DU 2 SR
A TG 7] RIS

Malhotra 25 N\ U3 b 097 S8R 46 A AR R MR HR s HE 4 P2 B3 A A S R T A AR AAE A 1) L., A7 15T 86 A
AELFEARAFIT T 11 B AE B AE B ATE AR ST b (028 L. B0 R IR A B 2 452 AR T 22 BR TR AN AH G IR AR AIE
REE M HT (linear discriminant analysis, LDA).  H 2 it s N 3% 3 258 SRR R 86 1) 7 VE3R15 T 1y
I RE, ARAT T FE H T 1) 6 G b 06 T I 110 i e 5 730 A o) 2 v A R .

Zhu % N PO PR RE 2 S BRI T AR TR, B2 T — PTG R 4R I 4 f AR TR R, I G A TR A
TTVE SRR T 1) . 5 W, TR0 4 P 2 R LR AL 455 1 5 R T S A 1 R .

VA LAEAE AL SR iE AT AR SETI0, 17) 4% 40 )5 1t 0 VAR B R 1098 UL 8., FATTR S SR 8 i i 7Y
rvEge.

1.2 ET AST WiB XHHE

HBARESAE, B had e, WlMMERNSEER, ARIESETRAEH TR RIHES.
Mou 25 A P T T4 G B ZE 9 4% TBONN HI 1 AbBRG A2 =, Wt BRI R 3k AST IULE IR E.
TN AST FR R EU BE T8 SURAIE, Wei 55 N P42 1T CDLH i B3 HFE 2 S HERE, A K #3142 (long short-term
memory, LSTM) 4% 2% 3] AST i SURFAE, 78 LSTM 38 T ZAMR& 500, BLE T L7 XA AST A4
T R OIRA, BB AR SRR AR A0S B oK. Zhang 25 N VPG 2 AST SR BEAR VRIS, ik o
2 W 25 43 A7 AT 0 P53 S RTG VR K RO ) b R SO B i) R, A b, A ATTAR T — ol B ARAE R IR U v
(ASTNN), 5K AST 550 e RAVTE )G K/, SE0T BB AW BEAT SR B AR, FRASE AR B ph 22 4 2%
G i V1) 2 ) (RGP RV A 5% 3R 13 B ARG O HS HE 3R 1% 64T, Yang 25 N P HB Y BEK K AST 4504 25 (i 455
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TUAR 2 >3 AU P OB A TR IR, AT AST EAT T4k, MHER 1 JE R OUAR B AL, AR B FAR S AR 55 h 3
UE T A . Alon 25 N PHRH T — M M S BERL T T2 S ARAD IR, ﬂﬁﬂ]h AST 73 A s te e, A
PR 9 2% 2 ) A3 A IR AR I SR 130, TR SR 5 I A A K R s A5 AR R AL 1) 2, 0 3 T 77 2% o K44 (4 5%
WU T BB KA R

BT AST (i SURFAEAE 2P P IESE T8 AT ALE, AT T Bl AST Dy JEab S HACRHF L.

1.3 ETEREXAFIE

AT R A i P AR B A S, Wang S8 UM EE T i SR S B VAR (FA-AST) R BIOR, 18
AST _E I8 AU AN B U 1205 I FET A A [ SR 7R g e o 2 o 2 AR J] PP SR BRI, AT T A A 8 s B o
Vo 0% 87 P 280 8 G0 40K S DI L e A e I T, AT AR A BEAT R I ARAS 4 BIGE 2R AR S,
Fang % N\ U Y T — BB A AR A s 7 125, RPN HE AR 43 03K A AST I i el 19 b 45 R P AE s e A1)
At T SO BRI 55, Hua 25 N U YT FCCA, — R F i 2 ST 1A AR AT 5 BRI 712, ANU5A R AT e il 2
FHE, SRS HIAL (/511 token) FIZ5RIG (AST R ) 15 B, FH X LEACRDRFAE Al & e — MRS R, IF H
FEMRE R AL ] T EE R JIHLE.

e S IR AE AU R . AN 2255 BT T 225 0 et AR, IUA A TR A8 B Ay AR
WA SCAR, 220 T ARG AT (114544, Guo % A\ U421 7 GraphCodeBERT AL, A AT TZE TN ZRIN B 51N T $dl i ke
il WFFUEE RR W], FEARS IR . s N SE 4 A RS Sl T iRtk vk ae

FEIR IR U b, Wang 258 A B HY T —ANE B R IR R IS 4 FUNDED, 454 T AST. R pdiiil e i
TR PP AR P A SR e ], )P P o ot 2 SJHFERL ) B (AR 2 os T TR G

D BRAGH ST PR SE P e, AR STt R P T AN i 5 B s A QS o, RN Bl T B AST FhEEAZ 1)
TG IR B LK) P ()79 45 L 27 20 45 0 S PR R A, AR AR K i BRI 7 2R 2 > i e 2

2 ETRABEFTRIRETEFTMGE

ARSCHE 3 TR G R R A SN T iRE S P 1 o, %07 ik I AN 2 H R 7 KA RS 5,
455 AST MR i iS55 SR AR B RAEACHD, TR BGE CATRRHIE. L, 285 1 2D itk AST 2Bk
Forp 5B G JC - ) TP )5 R HEAT FA A3 BT AL 0 AST; 7EfIH AST I g AU i & s G5 A4 1 AR R34
DU Gy bt i A A2 2 (ORI . i R D TR o 2 I 42 S R P PRI R PR N 3 as USSR LR PP P iy 2 A
AR R AR, AU RN L3 21 Y Aoh 2 0 26 do 34T TN

: BEES P AL ; i Pl T |
| it mis o b
i P R :
! PN R ’ B !
! | iz — —) |
1 SAST LA AST R ;
! fs% | | |
E < LJ NEXT_TOKEN edge Data flow edge : | R AT |
! Control flow edge BLOCK STMT : ! H
VU edge i L i

K1 6 TR A BRI 30 B S0 7 A S
2.1 {E{L AST

{4t AST BRAEARHMN R 55 IR 5 A AR SC IR 1)1 A, AER B s i R K B A ﬁaﬂ]itﬁJEI’JIT’F s
857 RN IR A, AR 1L ARG R e R 3 RPSRIA Y R 3K 1 R AST SCBETT AL T I A
ANFTAT L5 B it PP AN S Y s, K I3 OR B 10 3 2875 )32 4 nodelist.
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1 AST R 5
el A AR
E

WI7i 53 ClassDeclaration, MethodDeclaration, EnumDeclaration, TypeDeclaration

o AssertStatement, CatchClauseParameter, CatchClause, ReferenceType, ReturnStatement, MethodInvocation,
StatementExpression, TryResource, TryStatement

P ForControl, ForStatement, EnhancedForControl, IfStatement, WhileStatement, BreakStatement, ContinueStatement,
3! Iy . . .
BlockStatement, SwitchStatement, SwitchStatementCase, DoStatement, ThrowStatement, SynchronizedStatement

A AR Y SR P TR 80 1 s, #0588 I 53206 7 AST FH58 i — MR 1611 AST. SR\ 2 IR
f AST ALY 55 root FHER BE 17T 315K nodelist; it 2 8405 AST BT & newroot. {H A3 & 142, AMEH
Python 155 =7 £ anytree (https:/github.com/cOfecOde/anytree) KK H fFi AL AST, H:7T 55 J2 anytree #' AnyNode
2K newroot FUFT I AR AL AST 5 A A0 %A B s ). 128 AL parent 28 H T IRAFSCSE Y &, fEfifL
Tt AR R SN RV R RHEE R AT A ERAE. S 1 2R 2, 3 AT SE3RAT 24 HT root 1Y AU token AT I EL 1Y
B AATHIRTZTS RO TR B S0 3K nodelist 1, BRSE IR BE (W79 R, B 5 5 AT T HIWTZ AST 75 f2 75 4 ik
J& AST (AR AR, a2 4k AST MURRY s, DK 2477 545 BA- & 2l newroot 1, JF T parent A8 HI T~ HE %)
faift AST SEIL 5 A #7719 UM IE, EVE 13 6-8 475 I AnyNode 7 sfAfif 5dh AST 5 fUfE BT
TE3FT parent {H, WWEVE 1 55 10, 1147, 4005 mURTECR B 2138 b 00 1 422388 T M A B0 R B 271 1, W
21512, 1347, HRE AR, KA B05 1R AST Ik ] HAR Y AL

&% 1. 4k AST.

N AST MY A4 root, £/ B 115 £ %158 nodelist;
B fRIAGI AST AR 55 newroot.

1. function Simplify(newroot, root, nodelist, parent=None)
token=get_token(root) /{5 F| 2 H 15 &% root ) token
children=get_child(root) /1534715 21 root 1 FT A %+
if token in nodelist //34) W2 75 MR root, MR ALE nodelist 77 115 14
if newroot is None //HWi &4t AST FIHE Y A2 A R %
newroot.token=token /U154 2%, W) 24T 1Y A
newroot.data=root
parent=newroot // S 5 i El R T A
else //ANJ A AR DL, WGBTS 1
newnode=AnyNode(token=token, data=root, parent=parent) /3 & %1k, AST [¥J75 5 AnyNode
parent=newnode

for child in children /33 V-3 8] A0 AEAN 2115 55

Simplify(newroot, child, nodelist, parent)

A S A S

—_ =
bbb - o

. Simplify(newroot, root, nodelist)
15. Return newroot /3R [AI {4k [ AST AR5 £

2.2 EFEMEZ

N T A BRI AI S, TA IS5 & T AST. I EC A B A T RE P IR & R, RATI7E
AL AST LV T 4 AN IL. i i Ot Pl . Bt it ok g iy B2 2 S R e os IR E 0, AT
PETF AL AT 55 I PERE.
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FRATH G K 4 PRI 73 5905 - T ARRS A SR ) NEXT_TOKEN 4 F AU ¥ $447 ) BLOCK
STMT i Hdlaifiid UL R il BI85 4 1 AN EARRI 7R VEI M Ui DB HE 1K) 4 RPN, anls 2 pros.

_______________________________________________________________

(i)~ — — — = = = = = =~ - -
< —_ S~
7/
|
7/

e ~ - S~ ~
2N - - / e =
- Condition (Tt ) (€ ) MemberReference
: v
< <
{ Test p3{ public | L 2N ~
N fune _ - . BlockStatement

)
MemberReference PP NG
I e MR on) § i e
J - J
N _ [N

A
1 Test{ |

2 fune (in' a){ AN 1

3 (a~10){ N !

4 at=1; AN |

5 a*=2; !

o ki =

7 a—1; - =) - —

8 at-3; ~—— e —F——

9 ) B —

10 a;

1oy ) i

12} AST edge =-=--=- NEXT _TOKEN edge ——>> ey BLOCK_STMT edge ———>

K2 ARG s il

2 7RI T 1 ANMRS T B B B AR 7 3R 7, FH 4 AN [ 0 00 68 3 7R 38 I AN [R) 8 B4 1) . i
PLIET Python JT A& H TR L B AL javalang fEHT I AST G544 4 51 HEAT FEAN A,

NEXT_TOKEN i: ¥ AST [ B £ 0 7 st 4% U e ke o, ok BT 161 2 B €8 R0 ) a3 4 sl A VAR
T PARIRAF . A4S, NEXT_TOKEN 11 0] DL 3RARAS token [ H AR, X Bl ¢ 28 0] LS AR Y 150 4 1
token - [H] [ 2 5.

BLOCK_STMT #1: ¥ AST [f] BlockStatement 5 gt Bt (R385 A2 7 3 26 3R, a8l 2tk (A 1 fiTaw, A
7e B4 4% )7 % StatementExpression 9 s K. BlockStatement 5 sU0 B AR AR A S il fg P ss
Wt %, Mt BLOCK_STMT #w] LA SRARTE e v A4 AT (R I 45 L5 Block Statement 5 4 ) T+ 715 s B AT
B, R L, U 2 A7 SR, BLOCK _STMT ] DL 3R 1 48812 (K38 1) 2 R K H OG-, 100] T BEARAR 1L
B i SGE B CHE 1 .

BRI RN AR BT 05 N — A R (Y AR, £E AST L3 T AR B IR, WK 2 ety
ST 7R, BEE ROV 2 8 /s AR ) (R0 B 970 0 3. 1 T OB AST R AIE 1) J7 VA A F5 414k AST e i 41 1Y
R FE 5600 A 420 g 4% () 7 9 2 G Y 308 8 80 M I 2 B 22 1) (ARG 3R, Ik #E AST b S st 398 o 4040 0
2] DL G I 1 AH () AR R I Rk, AT 65 7 25 2% 20 28 B 1A 408 P 175 0 LA B A ) 2 T (R A 0 R, RS
J7 RSt A TR, T MRS b A QAL v F T SO IR, Tt S T A Syt K A 5 D R 4% 46 v 7 1) g

PERIRIL: FAIRET 4 FhEEAROFE I G548y, 2099002 If 44F 72 32+ For fig¥h . While fiF3 L & DoWhile {31
TR AL T 45 R 7 5 2808 5 PR S AZ AE Y, 491101 Switch 43 3/ Python W 5 W IEANSCRE. N TERATTVE AN b i B o]
SyliEagH el

B G 540 52 IfStatement 5 05, %715 05T 3 NI A, 43 A S2 Condition. ThenStatement 1 ElseStatement.
X 3 AT 2 AR B KRB, 3ATTH Condition F1 ThenStatement 5 SR, 267 443 A BN RS
PATERE; 4 Condition FI ElseStatement 5 iU EEHE R, IR 4518 HIBT A4 S AR AT A2, Wil 2 i 5 1l
Fi7. X+ For ¥4 ForStatement 715 55, 1% 17 i BN % 119 55, 437 /& ForControl F1 Body 19 .. KX PN %140
ROEEER Ok, BARTEAR AT . While A1 DoWhile #¥R4) 5%F N F WhileStatement £1 DoStatement 77 £, ‘E/41]
HBAE P % T £1 Condition £ Body. [FIFEHE, X AN s AHIE L ARG R PAT I . il 1ok 3 ndz sl i, A5y
Aet AR AT IR AT IR, LA 2% 2% ) 143 SRR ER 2 ) 45 460 1R ¥ AEAR 2, AT R N Hb BE AR AR, USRI R0 AHS
FFAE.

SEAIRIG I AST 2 TR0 U 55 0 SUAR A HE AR (VR & B3R, PR (R T VR 45 W DL K 8 (91
SOORFR A, W] LATE I M R A A CRY SRR AR e 1) S, SRAS A ST 27, MATATH v Vi A% T8 PO A 55 ) 1k .
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2.3 EYmEE K T

Vel ol 2 19X 4% (10 B O oA 7 Ak B A KR o 2 T B B T . PR X 8 A AR AT I 8 0L i e e VAR A
RS T RO, T B4 2% (gated graph neural network, GGNN)PIER U FM . sa Bk il ch 2 I T
SR HEEEFI R IR B8 7, FATRIFH GGNN 2% X237 B I8 SCHRON, T 0000 245 B4 1 4. 7 SIEB0 30 70 AT Tt 2 1R
RA [ BRI (P . GONN B A2 > b FE R

Bk AST R AN E G = (VE) RSt AST W RS V MEZ I RRILES E, FRPIAT
U NRMETERI G FR . 0 TR 40, FRAT TRV AR B 4 s ) 0 30 50 4%, G 26 J ) 10 B 105 s B 345 8. A
YRR AR b, 5T B A, T A0 R A SRR ) R, Y AU I S AR
(BR, A ) ) AR A ¥ JE AL AR IR A 08 Js SR AT A5 6, A9 s AT A0 i JEL BT B i i) BREs, H
TN —UEAR, TR SRS B R R A T ] e IR S, G S R KT SRS SR AR BN I RO

GGNN 1l 2 ZIEA0H1 (multi-layer perceptron, MLP) {E Jgid B A% 1% s 20, 180012 570 (gate recurrent
unit, GRU)™/ S 747 URFAE. GGNN [ A& ik

mi= " MLP(H™ K e), Y0, j) € E M
JENG)

L= o(Woml+ UPhE) @

= o(Wmi+Uh™") ©)

ht = tanh(Wmi + U(r' 0 b)) @

H=(1-Z)oh™ +Z ok ®)

Horpr, A (1) FoR1T £ T ¢ I ZIBRAAR R RS L, NG) A& 1 T AR JE T R, e AN AR4E L (1) 7T
T ¢ IR0 20 T ml . AT 222 (5) & GRU HHEFE, FIF T ¢ I ZUIARJE 5 S0 B mi A1 -1 B2 55
RS R THEARE] N ZPRES 2 B B TRT IR EE], o(x) = 1/(1 +e) /2184 Sigmoid BREL. W=, U5, W",U",U
SERCTEARRE. B AR IRA, S5E0IRAS B U E M AIRAS e, tanh ZXUHEVI AL © #oRig a3k, Li 5 AP
HESE T IX AR GRU ISR B HE AT 2%

FEV BRI B, LR BRI R R ISAT T A0 AR BB, T LA R 3 s BOR &1 ROIRA A 2N 1 16
AR

he = MLPG| )" 0(MLPy () © MLP(h]) ©)

Hort, o (MLP (7)) 78 2980 AL, YRE MR 20 b 2 i B AT 55 A0 G, TEA3 304 R B3R R b I, K AR 4y
PR () 4 3 0 45 A T Softmax BRIEIGIEAT 4328, TN AR B 44 1

3 SRt

3.1 #RE

AR ) HGSCP J7¥2:, Bl 2 A 15T 127 B 3 A AR GGNN A AU SR ERACE 1 SURRE. 72 )7 B3R
TRAETERIAE AST EXEINT 4 BRI TE s, xRS rh 3= 8 1 78 X5 BT EE R, Db T U HGSCP J7 ik AT 2%
P, TATE T AR 3 DT AR (research question, RQ) PEZRHE Y16 HGSCP J7ik Mg L B

RQ1: 5IUAT J5i2AH b, AN THE H 1) HGSCP &I Wi 2

RQ2: F2 )7 B 88 I 42 b« Bt SV A R A8 SR A i 2 MR A IR PR 8 R de 2

RQ3: AN [ [l i 22 ) 8 B AR o ATV 5 i e 2 7 AR AT A FE IR R T 2
3.2 LR

FI R, 20 58 930 450 e 28 JF Hictie 4, W5 5 A5 R ) 1 S 30 O B 4. FRAT R A T4 B0,
MIFIE RS GitHub TIE$E T 8 AN TFUE Java I0H A5k SZUERF 7 EE 4. X 28150 F A5 VF 2 A AS I Hiti
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TS AR AN [FRURL (1) R, PRk ml A4 5 ThD e s AT T vk K P .

X FHAR SR RIS, BT Sere AT E ORI, IR AR A S B, SR bR e AR S )
PEMIPRAE. B, 38 4307 P A WA 2 () I0E (978 58 75 sk A A — RRCAS T AR 4% 9120, Ambari T H (¥70 %% F& 172
2013 4F 2 H-2016 /£ 9 H, Wikl T 3 MRAAE A IR SR, 2013 45 2 H 2 1.2.0 JRAH & AT I A, R 1.2.0
WAE 2.1.0 WA 2 (B30 H AT J7 5024 1.2.0 ROAS B30 H Aric 248 T4 i 12, 5% 2.4.1.0 WiUAE] 2016.9 (AZTE T,
Sy 2.4.1.0 FRASAR AR SR ) 4. G870 4 8 191 P4 A AN ARG S A8 ST IR BRI B0 A8 i ARRDAT 4, 455X
PR RS ST A4 A8 SRR s Ui, Ol A SO 172 B 0T (A 2. bl T b ic g 2R
00 1] PRI A S 5 20 1, T o 28 ) 8 AR 2% 38 L r P A TR R AE SRR, 23 BROK b 2 i 28 1) 1 . R, FRATT R R BB AL
b SRR 5 N A ) (9 SRR . 3R 2 BR T BT IR BRI T H AN B, AR BRI I
F1y FRAES AT Y. 10 LA 7 5000 1) (R4S A (9 L 81 FRATT RO 77 A SE 36 X AR AL RIEHE (https://github.com/xylitea/
HGSCP).

R HR A

WH AN FRA S I 4] FEAK R AR TEAG ) AR A AS LA (%)
Ambari 3 1.2.0,2.1.0,2.4.1.0 2013.2-2016.9 4721 37
Ant 8 1.6.1,1.6.5,1.7.1,1.8.1,1.84,1.9.2,1.9.11, 1.10.1  2004.2-2017.2 7666 39
Jenkins 6 1.312,1.349, 1.417, 1.503, 1.580.2, 1.599 2009.6-2014.4 6005 35
Argouml 3 0.23.2,0.25.3,0.28 2006.9-2009.3 4619 26
Poi 5 1.5.0,3.1,3.7,3.15,4.0.1 2007.6-2018.11 8680 41
JMeter 5 2.5,2.13,3.1,3.3,5.0 2011.11-2018.9 5794 42
Hibernate 4 3.6.0,4.1.1,5.0.2, 5.0.10 2010.10-2016.11 17208 50
Lucene 2 2.2.0,6.3.0 2007.6-2016.11 4608 33

3.3 N ERR

TEASCH, AT T 3 Pl FH 85 0 |32 B URAN 8 b oI VA% 248 B J0000 A5 8 f) 2 8 F1 % & (F1-measure).
AUC M3k 5 2 (Matthews correlation coefficient, MCC)P"2, iX BEFE 75 HE 0% VA AR (1) B A4 M g

F1 SR AR A AR AP ME, B — NI 8 hs S WU [ sk i, 8

. TP
Precision = ——— (@)
TP+ FP
P
Recall = —————
ecall TP+ FN (8)
Fl=2x Precz:Sl:on X Recall ©)
Precision+ Recall

Forpr, TP SRS 1 fiffy 43 5 10 AR ST e RS BRI K, TV AR ASEARY LE A 0 248 (R AN LA A S 40 [ ASSER Y $ i, PP R
FN S F B RS DR HCRE R A K 20 S A R (FP) s AR SE ) (FN), A RE IR R3] RS ER AR L] 1) 1 O 5
AUC 25218 TARFFIE - N (AR, 2 y iR EC IR (TPR), x S PE R (FPR). AUC A 324
AP, B S WL i BT A 5 (PR RE. AUC (B 1, BRI PEREBS; S{Eh 0.5 I, BEALEAE L AL
MCC PPl — 7y RBUNE REITRAR, IZIRIRER 5508 T ICRIE . JURITE . BURPERVE A, Kk MCC R
AN ECE T (AR, SREAS A 22 R BRI ARG, ANy BRI (i 22 & I BEVE R (-1, 1], BUER
R PERERLAT; I —1 U 45 2R 45 5B 3 I e A e oo
TPXTN - FPx FN

MCC =
TP+ FP)(TP + FN)(IN + FP)(IN + FN)

(10)

34 HRigKiE

BT 50 FH T 3 AN B RLZE T P L TR AR e WA PE 2 5. AL Wilcoxon FiF-5 Bk E: PIAT Cliffs 6
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50 BT AT 0 VR AL VA P R 2 S

Wilcoxon £ 5 BAer B2 —Fl AR S B Ge v Bk 36, AN EESRECHR M ™ 4% (170 A1, B, IEZS 70415 45 95% KA
FACT R, W p AE/IN T 0.05, W W] 4S53R 2 M) (0 22 57 BAT e v 3, A5 WA BAT Ge vt 27 X

Cliff’s & A gt — PR AR/ i, YT Ak Y 2 Bl 2 T F) 22 S R T 0. BT P e R PP A 1 4 5 6 45
S IRV 22 S A S o I P A5 2, R A b Wilcoxon £S5 BRETIG b 787017, & 3 BoR T Cliffs o 5
BME KPR

R 3 Cliff's o {85 AN AR 2 7] 7 e

Cliff’s o1 ROV

|6] <0.147 Negligible
0.147 < 16| < 0.33 Small
0.33 <16 <0.474 Medium

0.474 < |6] Large

“Win/Tie/Loss s Ui 20 M7 B A0 560 4 S 00—l i FH TR, A2 AR bR e 5T VA 0 R s s 648710 M,
R HGSCP T 77 M, B Wilcoxon £S5 Fk¥ p (/M T 0.05 H. Cliff’s 6 {H K TS T 0.147, PR )58
I 45 R AAT BN I Be A2 I ) 2 F R R 2 (1. kI, K HGSCP 7 ik bric A< Win”. Mk, Wik M i+
TAT T, p (/T 0.05 3F H. Cliff's 6 {5 K T 8055 T 0.147, W) HGSCP ##bric A “Loss”. £EHARTE M T, 4k
Fric A “Tie”. Wi THE“Win/Tie/Loss " Fa¥5 VAl HGSCP FIEELL VAR A e ks N PERE = 5.
3.5 xttbrEE

J T BAEFATIH) HGSCP JivEIA 2, BT 5 SR AR T Tl A 8 SASTNN LA K& —ANBr#i (2% T AST 1)
RIE ARG 7R 719 ASTNN FEAT 750 Hos2 6.

SASTNN J572: P ¢ YO AR RS T SUHF HE 32 F 21078 50 FIAT 45 . AR FRO A 5 1 b v 42 B SCARFAIE, TR T
FE A 56388 J77 55238 77 AST, Bk Hi BEWE R R ACHD D B RN TE VA SR SCHE AST 17 A, 19 205 B ¥ L A A AR A
AR SRR T A IR SCRFAE ) i, 5 J W 3K SRR AR g N 2 | 4590 R 0 0 B 0 0 AR V% T 8 SRR AR A T
R, IO A A AR SR A ) 1, 3RAS T B se kP g

ASTNN J7ig: U2 35 HHFE T 82 oo 1 428 DX 208 17 (6 2 30 S R B0 10 8, ASTNIN A e — o b 5 1%
P ARSI U AR (5 725 B AST JIRARIE A ORI RE, K AST 431k — R B TE A, S8 5 SRR A B ik
AT G A5 BVE ) 0 BOVEVERRAE ) 5k, P35 ) PG A 1o 22 I 486 5 BT A PRV A 1 ) 1 AR R A T A B, 75 33 AR
T IRRAE R, 6 T8 BRI FI AR 43 AT 45 HARSRAT T e i AL,
3.6 SHIRE

FRA A FH (103 B 2 ST 4 T H PyTorch &% HA & i PyTorch Geometric*'Sz Bl HGSCP #EY, i S #4E
24 1% 3.8 GHz CPU Fil—/> NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090 GPU fil 45 #% b3EAT. FeAIH A i 20 47 T H javalang fi#t#f
ARA4 735 AST. HGSCP 5%+, BATREAGIIAT 1A 1, 45 Pl ol 2 190 4 iy 4 11 i) e 03 1) e FO 4 135 1 5 100, 3%,
AT FE AL ) S A s, T 7 300 S50 R B LT A 4 R8BI TR Word2 Ve 570 Bk 45 21K 45 ik
. B 4 AT 4 A R AS He. A Adam Pfbas CIMIZRBAT B, 2% >) 5% 0.01, HLi /A 32, &k
N 10 5.

4 IWPESERSH

ARATEE VRGN A GRS ) R (R0 L 72 AR R 1 512 56 &8 L3
4.1 5% RQ1 HIER SR

RQI [f) HARA A T 5 UE HGSCP Jy ik bk g, A5 5o (1078 5 AR A SASTNNI VR A28 g ff) AR RS R AE
50 ASTNNIHEAT 7% Ll sizdty, 76 3 AMVEN RS L 2 AT 55 LI Set g5 sl 3-8 5 s
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0.7

Mmcc

0.5 F

0.4

K 3—& 5 2045 T HGSCP J5 15 AN EL T VE7E F1.

3833

=

R %‘?E %ii
¢
Model
L =1 ASTNN
== SASTNN
mm HHGSCP . ! . . . . .
Ambari Ant Argouml Poi Jenkins Hibernate Lucene JMeter
Task
P 3 AR S 1) 1 TS E LA R 1 (1)
; {' =B
0 o
:
Model
== ASTNN
== SASTNN
[ == HGSCP . ) )
Ambari Argouml \l enkms Hibernate Lucene IMeter
Task
4 AR R PETRIN R RELE AR 2 I (AUC)

.|_H]_|.
-
'R

Model
== ASTNN A
== SASTNN
mm HGSCP ) ) . ) ) )
Ambari Ant Argouml Poi Jenkins Hibernate Lucene IMeter
Task
5 ARG i) PE PRI R P RE P AT 26 B (MCO)

AUC. MCC E&tabr LINMLK. ML BRT

FERENIR R 30 S 8 R, Ferb oAU L8, = AR I, ANE B NG EE P 1 500 57
FAH. 3 AT IAE PSR b, AT R BRI, 72 7 ANIUH E#GRAT T SR ROR, [RIFE, A&
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AUC Fl MCC $5¥5 b HGSCP Jrik e 46 R 2500 B AR T WA 6 B U7 vk, T v 554 I B 13445 2 B
7E F1 JEi. AUC M MCC $6F5 b, FATTEI 71288 ASTNN 520 3R s T 3.7% 2.4% # 2.9%; % SASTNN J7
HAY IR T 2.0%. 1.0% F1 0.5%. T2/ HEGIE T HGSCP Ji ikt sk,

BAVE 2B Hr s gh B2 M0 B, 3% 4 MK 5 45T HGSCP S5 AL J7ik 2 1] Wilcoxon 5 Fk
Kt LA K Cliff's o Kpd g5 1. Horp, 55— % 278 T Wilcoxon 7 5B 1) p EA Cliffs & {H, p AN T 0.05 I,
R JRURAE, T30, I <<0.057. ALK Clffs & [E A3 3 FTam I RNAR KIS, [ IS 7 280 AL AiF T s
“prmfe BLAM X A3 TE A Cliff’s o . 40, 457 Ambari 35 H, HGSCP 5 ASTNN #itb7E F1 #6545 L, p AT
0.05 H. Cliff’s 6 8 KT 0.474, Bl o A 44<0.05 (+Large)”. MEZW > H1(1 Win/Tie/Loss ELH 45 5, HGSCP
BI3R13 T H 2 1“Win”, 5 ASTNN AR L, 581 F1. AUC. MCC 38¥573I4E 7. 6+ 5 AT H BT ASTNN
J5i%; 5 SASTNN ML, 4378 7+ 5+ 3N H FRA B Z R, XK HGSCP ik 53t 7 ZAatL BA 2
ZIMERE L H.

% 4 HGSCP vs. ASTNN {5 Ao 45 51

p(d)
Task Fl AUC McC
Ambari <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Large)
Ant <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Large)
Argouml 0.572 (+Negligible) <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (-Large)
Hibernate <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Large)
Jenkins <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Large)
JMeter <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Medium) <0.05 (+Medium)
Lucene <0.05 (+Medium) <0.05 (-Medium) 0.329 (—Small)
Poi <0.05 (+Medium) 0.271 (—Negligible) <0.05 (-Medium)
Win/Tie/Loss 7/1/0 6/1/1 5/1/2
%5 HGSCP vs. SASTNN fE kA 5 &5 1
(o)
= Fl AUC Mce
Ambari <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Medium) 0.153 (+Small)
Ant <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Large)
Argouml <0.05 (+Small) <0.05 (+Medium) 0.199 (+Small)
Hibernate <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (—Small) 0.959 (—Negligible)
Jenkins <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Large)
JMeter <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Large)
Lucene <0.05 (—Large) <0.05 (—Large) <0.05 (-Large)
Poi <0.05 (+Small) <0.05 (-Medium) <0.05 (—Large)
Win/Tie/Loss 7/0/1 5/0/3 3/3/2

FIRIIHTIESE T HGSCP J7AAE AR P i ] LASRAF BEAC I PERER L. CA T4 ML AST HIIHZ2A5 B0 T2
ST, A AT 175K AST J7 4146 A token 41 AH FIH AST (I H (5 R, HGSCP J5iEAMNFe 7 FIH] AST L5 M FAE,
RS T A TR SOR AR DL BRI SR IR SRR, SE00 45 SRR WIS & AST TEILE M) PRIV A B i 5 15
A RAT DA R B e AR SE PR A R . S B A, 5 O TARAN LG, AT ) HGSCP J5 iR A I
FHIER 7S T AT, R4 T B B R MROR.

4.2 §3f RQ2 LR DR

N T ARG A B VR A S ORI T BE IR 5, 55 T iAL AST, FATTAS L T &AM ik X
B (HGSCP J57£) FIASE DX Leif A5 BB BOR. 008 T4 AST RIREAFR A SAST-GGNN, H #FH]
GGNN *22] fijfl, AST FIRFIE R 7 JF TN AR A2 SE A . S2 36 25 SR ) 6 o, e 3 AN 718123 i s 7 % Ee
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FFAEARFTHE FE) F1. AUC. MCC Fabnfd. ToAPRAE J5 T 30 sP e 40 447 7 4k AST (73 X

6 1RS48 B B T 38 IR IR A SR VRS B ) HGSCP BB 3545 T W it vk s, MM LLE i HGSCP
JAE T ATE LT R8T SAST-GGNN J7vk. %5 18 FT A7 I H (17 ¥ 45 %, HGSCP J7¥kfF F1. AUC.
MCC ¥8h5 18 SAST-GGNN 5k ST T 0.2%. 0.4%. 0.4%. £ 6 25t T P ANBEIE (K g8 110 56 45 3L, MR
Win/Tie/Loss T~ J7 vk E — M0 B o %A B3 v 2 06, ZE AR A0 E 1, HGSCP 753K T £ f1“Win”,
XYL T HE I 4 PP 0 AT LLE— 5 7 S S

0.95 - 0.95 | T 0.9 | -
- %ﬂ? 1f M1l
| r’rfl 4—*?' ) T.:J ..qu?

0.90 fr 1 ,_ i IE re
s EF' EEI E%T 0.90 ﬁ% %‘ 0.8 1—% : ]
0.85 | % - | T} 07t :t‘j
i g f

AUC
Mmcc

0.75 | : Lfl: ’? I
= | .
- 080+ + [+ I L ¢ x
0.70 } - - : 4# I ,ﬂ 06 - LL
I1| : hiﬂ [
L : [ ] |
0.65 075 1 LT [ ] |
0.5 F :
0.60 ' ' L
S QoS ¥ F & & S & DD E S
f\o‘z’ v &RV S Q Y RIS @ Y &R RAPRINONERG
¥ G WS WS x"i@’*&w"o S ¥ \@250“&0’0 S
(a) F1 (b) AUC (c) MCC
Model SAST-GNN HGSCP
K6 SAST-GGNN Fl HGSCP F 1 fit b i 2k I
% 6 HGSCP vs. SAST-GGNN 15 B 5 45 51
p(6)
Taslg Fl AUC MCC
Ambari 0.08 (+Small) 0.057 (+Small) 0.057 (+Small)
Ant <0.05 (+Medium) <0.05 (+Medium) <0.05 (+Large)
Argouml 0.829 (—Negligible) 0.349 (+Negligible) 0.829 (—Negligible)
Hibernate 0.339 (+Small) 0.221 (+Small) 0.600 (+Small)
Jenkins <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Large)
JMeter <0.05 (+Medium) <0.05 (+Medium) <0.05 (+Medium)
Lucene <0.05 (—Large) <0.05 (—Large) <0.05 (—Large)
Poi 0.781 (+Negligible) 0.943 (+Negligible) 0.877 (+Negligible)
Win/Tie/Loss 3/4/1 3/4/1 3/4/1

[FIB, thiEE H SAST-GGNN 7F Lucene T H T & & HARFBAIG 7%, S I1X—2 RIHAIHM LR thgiil-4h
FAFAZIE P RA A 932 A AST 5 AL, B 25 2 1, YRHZIUH 0 SO MARRD AL %, A, FeA it
AT T 785 BISERGUESE T3 TR0 AST WP B R, MG 2R A AL IR I (ILEE 5.1 719). W54 AST
AT WAL REAT b B TR (v B, FRAT1 HGSCP 71k XAERIALI) AST 34N T 24518, BARX AR IL T4
i SR B, AR A 7 3R AR A5 52 0, AR AR A v At 2 S0 B3N i SCRRAE, im0 T HEREM R RE. 55—
JE R 2 Lucene T H FEASE /D, UAEASE 78 2 TR BEAE 2% ) HAADIETE SURHIE - B BAT S (1092 (b e

BRI, fE26 K 2 500 H b, S0 SO AR e A 32w TG . SRSk, 7RI AST SEfl b3 hnds
i BARRARAG T token HARNT SRR IATE X A5 B 1 gk — D18 m B AL ) 1k e,

BTk, TATEE PRSI R A AR . e TR JRANGE T T R R o &SI SR, A5 R
W 7.
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BT RENTH PR8I0 I i K
Task astedge block (E1) control (E2) nexttoken (E3) nextuse (E4)

Ambari 647 24 12 384 37
Ant 723 26 20 422 57
Argouml 365 13 9 207 23
Hibernate 710 22 15 412 50
Jenkins 568 12 12 336 31
JMeter 623 17 12 369 36
Lucene 715 28 16 447 65
Poi 574 15 10 353 44

% 7 11 astedge fRRIRLG AST 1934 block K /RH1 BLOCKSTATEMNET iU #47 1¥1121; control 78T
T4 Foefz ) 45 R (K AT IR nexttoken 267 FriACHL H token 1) H SR ; nextuse 367~ 9 BG4 & (1) F 246, N
T RGN0 4 Fhid, T4 MM ELL B2, E3 F1 B4 A0, AR 7 W LG G FR)7 - o AST W2 11, 3
U2 nexttoken 121, R HlAE B control 122 i /b 1.

FAI HGSCP J7vETE i AST HIZEAT 3N 73X 4 2845 Ea AT S5 B2 2% 1) 45 K18 SURFAE, 72 HGSCP
T4 A R I o A Ao 24 7Ry R 4 I B P T T B e 5 DR S K W SRR, SR 45 IR LR 8, AT
BRI 45 R LU s,

R AFRBEARR

Task All All-E1 All-E2 All-E3 All-E4 E1-E2 El E2
Ambari 0.880 0.872 0.872 0.873 0.874 0.870 0.875 0.875
Ant 0.810 0.785 0.792 0.796 0.788 0.796 0.792 0.786

Argouml 0.687 0.648 0.650 0.655 0.662 0.653 0.652 0.645
Hibernate 0.941 0.932 0.934 0.942 0.935 0.943 0.940 0.939
Jenkins 0.917 0.906 0.906 0.903 0.908 0.906 0.906 0.900
JMeter 0.871 0.863 0.858 0.869 0.861 0.864 0.867 0.869
Lucene 0.736 0.724 0.726 0.729 0.727 0.729 0.734 0.724
Poi 0.755 0.729 0.723 0.729 0.723 0.731 0.735 0.728
Average 0.824 0.807 0.808 0.812 0.810 0.811 0.813 0.808

X8 M 1 41/2& HGSCP JTER F1 Besw, i/ T A il (Al RCR; 28 2-5 F1 53 3 7R A M BR block
control. nexttoken F nextuse 114 HiAt 3 BB AT S50 W) F1AH. WLEZHT 5 F B T B 33 R B 7
7ANIE AT T B PR ANIEW T DUE B, BT SRR AE A o R B R RE T B (AT E R
52 MB% block 4 (All-E1) #1 control i&1 (All-E2) X JE BRI RERRACA 2, 43 I BRACT 1.7 F0 1.6 DNE 45 A1, Ui
block FlI control i 7EFM o () BTk K, F18 7 AT 40 block Al control 321 [ ¥ 42 B /D I, 3X 5 WK A5 76 A% 58 i /1
G B RO ETL.

B, BATER AN AT FH o ik 5 A 1) block 3T control 322 ) FRMIAR 26 14: e 4 {a] . A1) FH block T control 321 1) 45
A AR S5 BB T B AT AT SR, 4 Rk 8 3 6-8 BT N, 7EIX 3 4lseirh, v] LA H AR Aha s 2
ek R YRR, U 2 P S5 K45 B IR A 2 S T RE i) — e 2T B (LA B2 AR AT block 22 48
RUSRTT T 0.813 1A F1H, 520K T-3A11 HGSCP Jrik. 3R 7 W LLE H block 12 ¥ 5 2 /b (1, BRI
AR IS TR Ay, BRI 2R 5200 /> R IR [B) TF8Y. 6 TR B P R SR AN i i, ZE 746 AST 254 L, 105
FIF block A ] LASRAH KT HGSCP (¥ TRINPEfRE, HLIN 455 2 HGSCP % /b.

Zx EPTid, ATFERI4L AST HIZEAl B3804 RS AL 5E SCUERA T St B 10l v R, 70 53 w5 SUE B ol
1) block L EPEFAAR S fH4a il v A B A0 5 b i R T IO 45 SR TS 2R 4 Rl 1) D iR s K.

4.3 3 RQ3 LR DR
TR AN [F] P B Ao 20 T 48 B TR0 AT 1 5 VA BE RS . 38 9 R 77 A A [ I o 0 T 4 A 20 1) 1k e I,
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A5 E AR R %% (graph convolutional network, GCN)P'* ¢ R 4R %% (relational graph convolutional network,
RGCN)* YL J7 34 7 M 4% (graph attention network, GAT)™.

F NG S HER TSP e

GGNN (ours) GCN RGCN GAT
Fl AUC MCC F1 AUC MccC F1 AUC MccC F1 AUC McCcC
Ambari 0.880 0.905 0.799 0.669 0.770 0.558 0.872 0.897 0.786 0.866 0.897 0.780
Ant 0.810 0.835 0.666 0.804 0.829 0.655 0.803 0.829 0.656 0.771 0.808 0.633
Argouml 0.687 0.798 0.562 0.660 0.767 0.535 0.633 0.750 0.503 0.684 0.788 0.559
Hibernate 0.941 0.924 0.858 0.947 0.929 0.871 0.945 0.928 0.868 0.944 0.925 0.865
Jenkins 0917 0.936 0.865 0914 0.937 0.862 0917 0.932 0.866 0.921 0.940 0.869
JMeter 0.871 0.881 0.759 0.874 0.882 0.761 0.857 0.869 0.739 0.869 0.875 0.749
Lucene 0.736 0.799 0.581 0.742 0.803 0.587 0.738 0.807 0.587 0.706 0.774 0.535
Poi 0.755 0.775 0.547 0.724 0.762 0.522 0.753 0.770 0.538 0.757 0.781 0.558
Average 0.824 0.857 0.705 0.792 0.835 0.669 0.815 0.848 0.693 0.815 0.848 0.694

Task

GCN F) FH A R A A BB T SR IR AIE, " 1A% N A 71 pe 5 I R B8R AR 2R R O, 48 4 B A L2 11, il ik
ARANWT BB T AURRAE . RGCN &2 T 5% 58 R A R K, HF Hy e T GON #5E8Y, RESRA3 a7 S bk, et
SR SURRIE IS, SEIRAFAH AR A ) &, SRS B O R IR ALHEAT B A A, e S R AR AT S L (R R S i
O PR BB BT AL GAT 5 LAt P40 28 ) 5 — A R 25 408 2 49 U ARe AR AT 380 224 139 SRR R R, (B A A ]
FRIAT 1 R SRR AL 0 S AR R (R 1 D, GAT Sl 18 v LISl st 48 i &5 s EAT 384, RPN s A
TN b 43 AN [ TRIASUAEL, AT B e R 28 ) 2 e

4G, WIS AT LUE H RGCON S50 45 A8 3 MR Fs BT GON, X MilEsZ T Schlichtkrull 25 A MO T
E, ¥R BT RGCN 1] LLZRA Lk GON B AF 1 PEAE. FLUk, RGCN M1 GAT 546 45 JLAAHIT, 78 F1 &M
AUC E3R-15 T MR H86RE; GAT 7 MCC 5¥5_FEE RGCN 5 0.1%. 33X P AT 21 7 B8 540 f 4% i I 5 323 (1)
L2 R[], RGON 2 & T 45 sl Z AN DG 2R, GAT S AR 8 A5 040 AN [ RO RLAE, 5256 45 R 36 WA I e R )
SCEE R R, ), HIX 3 Pl P I 4 A Db G AT A AR EE: SCREAE P T TR0, o5 2 RESRAT T 8 4 R TR &5
XU FRATTHY HGSCP J5 AN T-45 2 B B4 . HGSCP 7E F1. AUC Fll MCC $555 1 H P14 45 503 ) 2 0.842.
0.857 #10.705, 53X 3 MAUAHLL, FRAT1AEFH GGNN 154 Bl 4 fg 2% 1) HGSCP Ji %3845 T i3I GGNN 765
HABIE S S BRI T GRU (7145 58 3 7 2, JEr i ]2 il Rt 45 o5 SE 3 AN T 22 (404 B T 2% 2 H T 11
FRIE TR, 45 TR GONN R RS T SCRFAE B T Ak A 1 FR000 A D 1140 208 T A o) 2.

ZEAT S, BT A e AN R 1) el G i 25 T B SRAF 4 1) 1 B, 55T GGNIN ¥ HGSCP J i 3R/4% T AL i)
PERERIL.

4.4 SCUG/NEE

AAFAVITIE T 2 410 B S2B R IR UE FT 3 7775 HGSCP R k. 158, RQ1 SHUH A i Uik Lot
(RACTD FAE B HEAT XS L, 78 F1 b5 B4y WA e T 2 A1 3.7 NE B, 3095 T Sese it ek 6E, 2820 Uil 7341107
0T R, B2, RQ2 4041 7 HGSCP J7 i3 inids SUA5 B, RQ2 5586 45 ) iR block 1 BB i 41)
AT %of TR PE R IR DTk s K, 25 P SUA5 LI &5 4 REER 1T 58 S I Mk BB, B8, RQ3 X LG T 4 A [ [l i 1Y
IR AT I R S FH 38 FRATT 140 7 1 o A BB SR 15 I R M g, AR SCTE ) HGSCP 73448 ] GGNN 1E F1.
AUC. MCC VP Fahs LIS 3255 54 0.824. 0.857. 0.705, 76 TS LI B R4 A A i 3R 158 T Sef i e e . 1
R 3 ANES ) 78 53 B8R T A SC HGSCP 7 vk A 2.

5 1 i

5.1 {51k AST BO{ER
FEART, BATHHE HGSCP J7iiH b AST K75 3. 8 T I Z ) 8, BAl 15 BIAE )5S AST FIf& 1L )5 1) AST
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AT LSS, R GGONN 2= S Fl AST (W5 S5 M AE R 0l A% 58 0 ) 1. Ok 700 L, H X o B I 4y
Slic i AST-GGNN F1 SAST-GGNN. [ A AST 15 5., B 8 Ao G S, st 25 S ankd 7 Fros.

095 F 0.95 0.9 F =
EFP (16 I Fiﬁ[]
L [ L
0.90 | 1 1g < B H;IIé t L
- T @ Tte :
4 ! ot I e I 1| osHE :
0.85 fill i LT
% [ 15 ' %H
080} [ —= L 0.85 | i L]
— ‘% | T | % b [ 1 ' T I ’ 8 0.7 F
Kooz T T o < ‘Jlj , =
! |—] i Al 0.80 | Iq | I
0.70 ¢ “H b Dq ! 0.6}
0.65 |- |I l - 0.75 | ll | 7
0.60 | : ' | 05 L
t 1 l\ 1 070 | l\ 1 1 | l\ | 1 1
S Qo B F D S o D S Qo B F D
&Y FRVFE L Y FRVEFE L R SN R NP R
V\Q V’&? \GQA;(,@@\)"Q N V\Q Y’\%Q \@0@@@\)&‘ o Q}Q V’&? \0‘%\»@@6\\9’ N
(a) Fl (b) AUC (c) MCC

Model AS-GGNN SAST-GGNN
7 AST-GGNN 1 SAST-GGNN H7 11: fi Lt #5e 45 2% ]

M 7 WTLAE H, SAST-GGNN #BIAE F1. AUC Fl MCC ¥5b5 L4354 7. 5 F1 3 A3 H _EALT AST-GGNN
R, 75 F1 A AUC $5 b5 BB A I B R3EBON LAY 23 538 5 T 1.4% 0.2%; £ MCC $8bs FI3ET AST 1)
J7 PR RS AR, 1482 SAST-GGNN 10425 T 0.1%. 628 B4 T I K 278 TR A 4L i . WK 7 th
A LUE H: 5 AST-GGNN %A LG, SAST-GGNN 57 (1546 45 A0 K B B A, Ui B T-fiifk AST 17725556
SER BTN, B T RRE . R TR AST R E B IUAT I AU A AR A K .

MF 10 MZETH R 45 R T LU H, 5 AST-GGNN J7iZEAH L, SAST-GGNN 7E F1 Fil AUC #ebx L3k T3
Z [ “Win”, X i8] SAST-GGNN J5 v B3 A T2E T AST (75725 28 MCC $8F5 AN 52383545 7 Al i< Win™,
PIAN T RE = BE AN B AT S 3 v, DAk, W DAAS M 4538 LT R4k AST [f)J57% SAST-GGNN 1] LAt — 2B T 4
FI5UE AST JrikMtERE. AST MIPPIRG MK R T ACRS (K TE AL, Hoh 4270 543 (Rt TBE 25 M I a R 2
TR, XA K T SR A A A 1 DR, TR Ik T 5 0] LASRAS B AR IO e KSR, ATtk AST
VR RAT N, AT AHE— D4 i T .

# 10 SAST-GGNN vs. AST-GGNN {5 B¢k B 45 5

p(6)
Task Fl AUC Mcc
Ambari <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Medium) <0.05 (+Medium)
Ant 0.094 (+Small) 0.975 (—Negligible) 0.629 (—Negligible)
Argouml 0.237 (—Small) 0.197 (~Small) <0.05 (—Large)
Hibernate <0.05 (+Medium) <0.05 (—Large) <0.05 (-Medium)
Jenkins <0.05 (+Medium) 0.197 (+Small) 0.329 (+Small)
JMeter 0.360 (+Small) 0.299 (—Small) 0.262 (—Small)
Lucene <0.05 (+Large) <0.05 (+Medium) <0.05 (+Small)
Poi <0.05 (+Large) 0.976 (—Negligible) 0.704 (—Negligible)
Win/Tie/Loss 5/3/0 2/5/1 2/4/2

J3 T BAUE R4k AST $EAE GE AT BRI R s (8] T4, AT 56 4evh 744N 100 B A6 WAL BT 5 1 AST 79 %2 LA
KL tL gl ane 11 fros, R 2 008 H ra A0S SO 3875 SR, AN, 36 11 31 H T AST-GGNN
F1 SAST-GGNN H 7 i i [] EL 5.
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F 11 AST 55 SAST 15 s Biim U 3 AR Y I 1] T4 Lb 3¢

R 6 s IR [T (min)
Task AST SAST Rate (%) AST SAST
Ambari 780 649 17 457 4.07
Ant 896 725 19 7.96 7.23
Argouml 459 367 20 3.66 323
Hibernate 763 711 7 17.02 14.66
Jenkins 702 570 19 5.62 4.99
IMeter 763 624 18 5.75 5.16
Lucene 932 717 23 5.65 7.39
Poi 721 576 20 8.35 7.30
Average 752 617 18 7.32 6.75

M 11 AT LG, ST IRGE AST T S MIBRIL b 18% 175 s, AH N (UL P B & 2% B 25 FRAIE, MMt iy 75
T /D (K2R IR 8], 26 11 45 R VEIE T3X — /5. SAST-GGNN 7E 7 ANIH _E 1997 55 (6 I} 8] T 85 B4 T
AST-GGNN, M F-H45 R LUE Y SAST-GGNN HUHE T 46 AST (75750 T 0.57 min. FEAR I ) £ 2% 15 i fk
AST 15 s BUIE E, IR (07 s 2, RS0 28 35 S ik (Rl 2 0>, (LA ) TR B 0 23 08 B 5 A B R 25 2%, P-4l
FATALARAE T IS A 11 I R 280 2 A — AN A2 1) o R AT TR iAo R o R T 2 1 i o, AT G JS 1 AST BEfR
P LR SCBE I AR M5 D, SEIG 45 SAESE T AR b AST (7 240k, [T 8 0% B RS 28 (1) ] 17 FH484.

AR IR, 3T R AU I H K, 87 P mT LR R Hh B AR TR 1 1 ) FF4, FLvh Hibernate 100 H [ FEA
B %, Ak Jo O (R I )28 2962 T 2.36 min. {H7E Lucene T F | SAST-GGNN 2 8 £ (i 17, oA 1R Bli%
Tt H A S REAS SCAF IS RN EC 932, PR I H s 2 1, AR — AN AR IR, B AR SO 75 2
TEZ IR IF (R, AR T A5 BN ZRM BN (R 9s T, AT SRS REDR I (A7 A3 A T 75 2 R Gt ). 3 A B 4 A1 >R 1) I 1]
AR T AT A AST B 11 38 i 6 Bef 1) B AR R 20 i I R DR B ). ZE 26 K2 B0 I H L, fRiK )5 i AST #5877 LA
PRSI [y B 1) i A

ZEN S, iGN AST REMRE T EEMNERG G B, WTLERTG LR AST S UF P BRI, J04IE T 7
AR DA 5Pk, ) Bt AR 7 ASE L (0 NF IR Y, 2 TRk AST MR AR 7 Bl R Rt — D4 i Y (¥ P .

5.2 BHIEE
52.1 AR

PR A R B U BT 256 (K R PR, S PR 00 IE A PO A S R R X AT, AT
F PyTorch VA& 2 S HEL ) 3 HGSCP A7, FF javalang By ¥ # hAH R AST, 1 ] PyTorch Geometric
J SR ST B I A 40 X 45 X e T B vz T SRR A, BRI e AT T AT AR S T, AR I SERL AT e A B AE
T I8, XM T VR HER PR, A T B AR 2 P9 3 s, FRAT TR IRARIL HEAT T 74k O ARAD o 2, AT T ARSI A
AR
522 AR

AN R FRRIIL Rz A BE ), BATEIR T 8 AT H HEAT BAm AR I R A, AR T I LTI H FHAS EARER T
B IGO0 T IAWTH , FRATTHE H (0 5 15 mT B4 7o A BE A i B 22 (W 45 . b 7 kb ol B AR A g I s, FRATTR
HERER QAN F R AR ARSI I E , X8I0 H AT A F RE, nSCpREcE . AR S AR, T RECRIE ST
I Z AR, I HOXSeIi H 4e 3 K i [, Sttt 7R 8 EERE. teah, TATH 5L Java i85 AT T
filr. BT A SR RS 5 B, AR SR EVA R IE. A I ERAE LI se ol A B — 2P S0 UE R T iR 1A 2k
523 HLIE P

AMFFAN I T AR AL ML A% 2 ST AT H 10 e L (0 3R I, 3 R g A I V2 i A 20 512 s I8 FH v 1 2%
B, 0T RS VP AR Y AR S B N vk RESR IR, BESTE AT IER S T UAE I AN (effort-aware or cost-effectiveness) TR xR
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XA TREAESS BT BOR BEAT PEREVEAS . AT SRR 298 2 T A8 MR TR 2 1 T &0 SR AFEAT A X i 2
I, oA R AR (R AR BT REAG 2 0 11 e i) 2L 1 2 LA, s RE A0 10 S 0 S o 2 Y
(RIRCAR. AE AR AR o 5 LN A R R s A DY A0k 22 S T A 2R £ 52 o 2 P Z8CRAT B 14 T St 90 A AT 15 9%
(K147 2.

6 B £

AP A ST 5 A TN AT 2 B A AR AR R, A7 0 b G X 2 B ) PO R, 482 i At e L v i A
(K9 i 7L, AT LAAT RO o A UL T AR AR 57 PR T . B BT 0 A 2 TACRS () A% S B B B4R IR AST
FEBCRFALE T AL ST P, AT AN BEAR A SR ML AR, AR FACHRE = & (R S5 A SO S, A SCER I T Fht
AL IR (22 S F 7% HGSCP.

AT R PiOET R R R, AR i BT RFAE LA P2 R S B A0 U R, e g &
SREBAEPTACHD. SRS, TIP3 70 2 ST AR KR i) B, e R AR 2% 3 (K9 8 SR AR Tt
DA AL PR A S0 i) 1. G K 2 B A 4R 1) 22 41 S 6 DA BRBEARL 6 LU AL, e T A ST th K TR &
T B €7 1A 28 S FUIN 7 32 T AR B vt ) U R, (]It 30 1 AT AR e B R 3 PR A7 2

R, 202 SN BT 9 3 B i T B 5, el T8 0 H sl S A BRI JovE 3R A pr 2
I, IXEETTIERS ARG . AEAK M AR, JAT PR B 2 2] T VA AT AR SE RO, A bR 2 A5 R, b, i
Ie) G P2 T 5 PR TR AR AR D 5 Nt 1] L s it VT 25 o SCA R, BRATTRE I AN SRS L AT TIN5, DA et
RO AR O RALRE .
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