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Survey of Intelligent Code Completion
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Abstract: Code completion is one of the crucial functions of automation software development. It is an essential component of most
modern integrated development environments and source code editors. Code completion provides predictions such as instant class names,
method names, keywords, and assists developer to code, which improves the efficiency of software development intuitively. In recent
years, with the expanding of the source code and data scale in the open-source software community, and outstanding progress in artificial
intelligence technology, the automation software development technology has been much promoted. Intelligent code completion builds a
language model for source code, learns features from the existing code corpus, and retrieves the most similar matches in the corpus for
recommendation and prediction based on the context code features around the position to be completed. Compared to traditional code
completion, intelligence code completion has become one of the hot trends in the field of software engineering with its characteristics like

high accuracy, multiple completion forms, and iterative learning ability. Researchers have conducted a series of researches on intelligent
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code completion. According to the different forms that these completion methods represent and utilize source code information, they can
be divided into two research directions: programming language representation and statistical language representation. The programming
language is divided into three types: token sequences, abstract syntax tree, and control/data flow graph. The statistical language also has
two types: Nn-gram model and the neural network model. This paper starts from the perspective of code representation and summarizes the
research progress of code completion methods in recent years. The main contents include: (1) expounding and classifying existing
intelligent code completion methods according to code representation; (2) summarizing the experimental verification methods and
performance evaluation indicators used in model evaluation; (3) summarizing the critical issues of intelligent code completion;
(4) looking forward to the future development of intelligent code completion.

Key words: code completion; code representation; software development tool

TE A T FR I 5 H B v TT R R0 T 5 A A T 08 AT D (0 A% 0 [ 4. Ay bt 1/ 2 T 9 el e e
B IT R TR RE T E A T R AR B8R T & 1 F AR AT e e Ar 2 R A R B, SR R o)
A1 API(application programming interface, N F F2 742 [ HE 4SS AT 46 v A g dk T HAF 2 T 732 N30 1%
5 %h 4= (code completion) 24— i BRI A A FF N IR LAE R IR AT B S A EOR, 2 1T 2 82 1T K A58 (IDE)
1) 5% Be Ty B 20 A ARG AN 4 B AR TE T RN B NN LG T H AR, BT T30 A5 4 e AR i 28 8 L i
AT Fr B4, 9 o I e N G it gt 3 2 3 3 5 2K, AR 0 4 R BB A% Bl 2 BN A 40 98D F 5 A R 0T
BIF RN A AR AR T [R] 1 A2 AN 302 10 248 44 FH 5 ¥k 44 B 4 48 v T R 3k 2 B A AR b 4 3 AR DG AT L 1)
RN BOG R AR A 4 B 48 Bk T R ot e 2 — L H T AN 23810 IDE #5947 — AN T4
SEVE F ARG 42 LA, T HLIF RN 53 0 SCAS 9 385 (401 Notepad++) 52 it T — & I SCA KM T e,

ARA AN 4 I 5 e - 0] LB I 2 1971 4F 19 SPELLYSL 4 25 A 65 v (6 B 5 A5t L 00 A QR e 4 3= 0
T3 A 358 Jli(auto-complete) L fie, 1HL 23X 48 p S0 A b 3R A A I >k PR 452 AR A S B 3 oh AN R A 340 R
AN 42 B 2 N I (AR AR T 4 AR R &, RN R 23 8 A R) IR A & R0 5 25 40 0T A B AR b4 L A
REME A4 FH 1 APT 5 2 R00) N 2 400 R, B4 T B4 HH AN UG T 4 AR 18 5 B RN, R 2 K& A
TAE IE Bl A B 8T A F0 B3 W B ARTE A4 43 AR A D e LT RR AL, 15 LAk oG () £8 A a4 A b
44t IntelliSense £ 1996 4F & R AE Jy 8 BT & 31455 Visual Studio 1> 32 B4 A %0 Eclipse ) 28 A
A8 2 S e R AR TRAT (token) BEAT TR, 447 J7 VA 44« S 5058 QB (1% 42 Pletcher %5 Al Hou 58 A 42 th
T BCC LA 5%t Eclipse 4 Hi 1) T 45 SR 04T HE /7RI 1.

DA E AR A4 Uy 2 i FUR) L N R AR AR 5 2 0 3 3 T 5 SO o R T A F00 R b 4 AR 2D
% [BAF AN AR 5 b SIS SOOI B J7 V0 R 2 B AR 325 A ST, 3 S I ih < 9K 5 AL 22 2R AN T AR R IX
G i) BT 5 A 7 ) R TR A U AR 1) SO R A5 RN R TR AR AR P X AR b A A B AT I 25,
A WM 5132004 4 HIIL 25 A H AR 5 B O AN — 52 2 AR Hh 75 B 25 I 11 B U0, T AR AR ) o e A
W70 AR A WU 558 A8 v P AR R AT J7 v b4, T 42 T A R0 %€.2008 42, Robbes 46 A48 tH, B B GG #h 4>
7V BRI R Tl T e 4 2R s T LB T AR R ST A SR SRR G R RS LA, IR 2 5 | N
SIS BT A R A8 2T 3452009 4, Bruch 25 AU KA SCHR P HY BE A Y b 4 (intelligent  code
completion)!" ™" R IfF5 HE A EL A AOARAE FE  RT LA 9 B A

AR AR AN R SV 2 ER G B R . ARTE S A H S R 105 Ae D kb 4 50 10 00K A7 b 42
A7 B ARG LR SO N TF IR ACHD TR 22 Hh 2 3] B B ARHS LR SCHEAT ST, AR A AR ARLRE R 10 b 4 U AR B Lk
TORR, AN R  BE AT 4 U7 2 10 22 e 35 AT LA G R PRAS 5 THARRS B R SO R AE T 30 B R SO T AR R i
S8 Uy A AHD R AE 7 & R XA HEAT (5 R BOR 45 74 b R 7 18 5 ik AR AR | R SO R AE Jy b A A
RIS 1) 3L — L A T AU AR S o R 4 R T 12200 B SO R 2R TR SR B TR R IR R A MR AL,
T3 S A5 FH AR T A A IR ARAS PR AR T A SR R A R 2 I AN ST 1 AR A
G A3 B ) A A A I R TR S I 5 R R AR S LAY RS AR S AL PR R AR X SR A b AT TR
0, Bielik %5 NP2IJF R 7 —FloRe i U 8 5, 9525 2 T — A Goi SRR i FwsFh 1R SCEAT b4
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BRI BEACRD A4 T iR LS EAR T Wk R AR ARAEAE VT 2 0] . Jin 55 A OC TR AR 4 Uy V25 1) SEE AT
FTPOL W] IntelliSense 7F 20%[KIH5 0L F il LALY K BE N 1 IR 512 0145 HIE# IO RN A B UL HUR AE 16% 1015
Ul R HEFE SR B K AR K X R W IntelliSense %1 Bl 45 A A5, H ALK PG 0l R A A HER H1 3R 156 10 47
)5 75 R R B E 1R 1A R A A X R R T RN B RS A A5 41 2 R IR TR RG] T 4 52 kR A LI AR O
Hellendoorn %5 NP7 66 AN ELSETF R N G1 1K) 15 000 YA 4 4 BEAT B 5%, 8 DA AR A b 42 7 V100 45 VT Ak 42
5 ZU A SN AT R AT AE 22 5, 5 06 AR AL 4> 75 12 1 B 14D v i R 5 52 Bl 5 SR 2 T 9 T . B UL, A e AR R
A 7 VEAT T A I B T SR, LSO I AT S 28RN SR AT A

AR U NARAE A J5 3 00 4 X AT 4 5 VA AT SR BB ANV 4 21 1 4 Re AR AT A A R Fi
CUA (RRF T A i S R 5 i B A e AR A A AR A R K

AR FH LT R 5 Bt AH 56 SRR IR SR B AR 2538 18 102 T A3 B AR AT A A BOR BT ST B0 T 1) iX —
H AR A ZERAE A T T R 808 3T R At A R A BB ARG A A 7 VAR U 38 B S 28 3 RV ik
RIS AN A D7 YRR AL SR 7 S RE (9 SOk AR SC 53 3 25 IR 1 3R Jir D) £ SR 2R AR R AT R 2R R .

(1) ARZEREH ACM H 1 CEREE FE . 1EEE Xplore Hi 1 SCHR%E(E FE . Springer Link Hi— SCHR Z0 8 2

o 0 48 2R 518 K Google 2 AR B 51 B AEHEAT AR 1 2R R SURT 2R 1 OGB4 code completion
intelligent completion. api completion 5. R, 7EAR @8 2. GBI MR T H TR R,

(2)  AZEIRAKHE o E LA 2 (CCF)HEAE [ b 24 AR 45 ORI T 1 2 o (TR AN T R 4Bk 43 A o
HEAT SCERKY 2,47 TOSEM. TSE. EMSE. JSS. ICSE. FSE/ESEC. ASE. MSR %, 1 Z& i [f] )\ 2004
IR,

(3)  JhyE G B AH DS T, 78 2 AT WD R I R AL b AR A R SOk 1K 2 2 SOk S R AT 3R 5 AR R 4
I R G PRI 9 SCHR, % 0 1 AH DG SCik .

BT IR B WURTRY 22 D B AR SO I 56 8 SCBRAE 2 £k 45 1R AH G SR A0 X 26 Soik i 3R 1 T R e
ARAD AN A7 VR B OB VR BB A DG SCHRAT 28 F R A B AR AL kb A T VR A B SR, AR A R AE T X
R AT 18 5 B2 1) 350 23 AH OG SCHR A 8 s At ok 4 BB ARKE AR A 1R 15 S B0 HL s PEAG 7 3R A SETEAIF 0 ST HE 1) 50
SAHSCERA 9 R BB SCER A S B 1 Bk REOR, R RIS A R 2 I T 5 2 0CH :ASE,9 §;
ICSE,8 %i;FSE.8 fi;ICSM/ICSME,5 £

(=T NI

L R B A S T - T, N VO, N
U S M S ST A A\

B
- N N

o) s &
LRI VA

|
|
.

RASE B ICSE FSEESEC TOSEM
®PLDI ® DOPLAS BICLR W [ICA]
B [EEE Software ™ ASES BICSME B MSR

Fig.1 Statistics of the papers published in 2004~2018
B 1 2004 4E~2018 4F & KWL

MR N 2004 £ T 00,53 4R AT 3 REACH 40 A T SEAHOGHIE 7E i 8L, OF AR AE £ i A 52 BT
Fes ISP FIR 23 B BUOR B REAXE b4 vk M 9 A T AR B F TR 00, N T3 RE T A7 4 J 18 3.

ATCH 1 WA A AT AR A OB S TS5 2 T AU A A T i A R AL DT R B
A AR PS50 8 B 50 3 1 e AR b 42 T VA BB B0 AIE T VA PP A TR 28 4 948 B ReACRD b4
DTN T B ACE 5 TSR RN AN A T A AR R G 0. 55 6 TR A SCHEAT 4.
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1 BB BB E5H RN
11 BB EEXHER
Jg AT ST K R B AUHD A A AR RS BRI F
(1) RULTF (token) by UARF L URAR B G 0 B ) e N A, O OC BB . R MO L R4 BB AT AR
(2) AR )i Bt(code snippet): AR B — /N BRI CHD, B 4 B — L Dy e PE (K 1 0, B 2 W1 o 2
W, th ] DL — AN LR AR AT B
() HAFTATF RN RSB OF TR, T R 40067 B 10 S AR VR, A/ AT RE 1 b A 45 R T
BN BT B e A SR ER e AR F B T L e 4 AR S B 7S (1 S AR
(4) AR AN A E T IF RN BLIR B N BT SRACRS B UM ARG 4 A AR5 1 BErh 9S4 s 7 ik da AR )1 B
IR AR
12 REBIEHKBFEX

HRIE A b A5 G ARHE AP A 32 BT LLAF AR R AT AN A« ARAD i BEAI A R G B i /400 6 1] b 4
(1) FRIRFFEN 4
R 0 N IS8, % AN 58 B P AR R HEAT A AN R EFE VR4 . BR A S S WE 2 s

if m.getPassword().equals(this.chal  password
HttpSessisn s = request.get;
s.setAttribute("mid", m.get [ getAttributeNames
s.setattribute “power”, m.g [ getBytes
response. sendRedirect|"Memb [ getId
else [+ getInstance
response, sendRedirect("root [ getParameter
[ getPassword
getPowear
getSession
[ deGet

Fig.2 Example of token completion in the completion plug-in of Visual Studio

K] 2 Visual Studio ¥4z AR TREF KM 42 75 41

PRUATF AR A s AT — Pl AT R o ) b 42 75 52 APT 7 v AN 4 B2 28 4 5 N> T i O vk i A o, 9
A4z LUBRIN S B 10 58 SRR, I B 3 P s,
if m.getPassword().equals(this.shal password
HttpSession s = request.getSession

s.setAttribute("mid", m.getId
s.setAttribute(“power”, m.getPower

H
H
H
response. sendRedirect | "Member/index.jsp" );
email.
else ) * format(String format, Object... args) : Str.
respan [7) * hashCode() : int
) * equals(Object anObject) : boolean
) * length() : int
@ * split(String regex) : String[]
) charAt(int index) : char
void logou G chars() : IntStream
»Session s | [P codePointAt(int index) : int
neration<?> ) codePointBefore(int index) : int
le (varname (P codePointCount(int beginIndex, int endIndex) : int
string var [P codePoints() : IntStream
s.removeAt ) compareTo(String anotherString) : int

Fig.3 Example of API method call completion in the completion plug-in of Visual Studio
B3 Visual Studio #h &= 4i K] APT J5 21 FH #h 42713451

(2) AR Brb 4
FE— SR AN T, a1 SLANG! e 0 LU N\ A5 A 25 i (6 AR AD  BE, T2 11 30 A B 4 o 1 5 )
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f e A REAT b4, I &) 4 PR,

volid exampleMediaRecorder () throws IOException{
Camera camera=Camera. open()};
camera.setDiaplayOrientation(%0) ;
? {camera}l f/Holel
Surfacefiolder holder=getHolder() ;
holder.addCallback(this) ;
holder.setType(SurfaceHolder . SURFACE TYFE PUSH_BUEEERS) ;
MediaRecorder rec=new MediaRecorder();
? {rec) /fHolel
rec,sethudioSource (MediaRecorder. AudicSource. MIC);
rec, setVideoSource {MediaRecorder. VideoSource. DEFAULT) ;
rec.setOutputFormat (MediaRecorder. CutputFormat. MPEG 4) ;
k4 {rec} //Hole3
rec.setOutputFile("file. mpd"):
rec,setPreviewDisplay (holder. getSurface()):
rec.setOrientationHinte (00) ;
rec.prepare() ;
- {rec) //Holed

(a) A A B

void exampleMediaRecorder () throws IOException(
Camera camera=Camera. openi);
camera.setDisplayfrientation(~0) ;
camera.unlock() ;
SurfaceHolder holder=getHolder ()
holder.addCallback (this) ;
holder.setType (SurfaceHolder. SURFACE_TYPE_FUSH_BUEEERS) !
MediaRecorder rec=new MediaRecorder ()
rec.setCamera(camera) ;
rec.asthudicoSource (MediaRecorder. AudioSource. MIC);
rec.setVideoSource (MediaRecorder. VideoSource. DEFAULT) ;
rec. setCutputFormat (MediaRecorder. OutputFormat. MPEG_4);
rec.setAudicEncoder (1)
rec.setVideoEncoder (1) ;
rec.aetOutputFile ("file. mpd");
rec.aetPreviewDisplay (holder. getSurface()):
rec.setOrientationHint (%0) ;
rec.prepare () ;
rec.atart():

(b) #MAJE HARAS B

Fig.4 Code snippet with vacancies, and completed code snippet
4 Al A A  BORTARN 4 AR B

(3) DR /45 s 1) D4
B NSRRI« AR TUE SR A T BCAH ], #4256 48 14 bR ORI 2 803X kb 42 75 202 | Little 55 AAE 2007
AP AR 1) G B G g P S BT R 1, G B S TR

public List<String> getlines (BufiferedReader in} {(
List<£String> lines = new Vector<String>():
while (in.ready()) {
add line
}

raturn linea;

(a) A SR A AR ) B
public List<String> getLines(Bufferedieader in) {
List<String> lines = new Vector<String>();
while(in.ready()){
lines.add (in.readLine()) ;
}

return lines;

(b) b4 S5 HIARRD F Bt
Fig.5 Code snippet with keywords, and completed code snippet
5 A o H A AR P B b A AR B

Han % A\ 7E 2009 AF4 T 45 s 1] 4 430400 55 5 Gk 1 K04 AR [ F4 /2 45 W6 1] S8 0 67335, O HL— 2 PT AR PE 22

© PEBEERKEFIFEU  hapy/ www. jos. org. cn



1440 Journal of Software #i#F%4% Vol.31, No.5, May 2020

AN T AN AR, W 6 F s 4 I T b 4 SR AR 18 DK B ) s S ] R 28 TG S S (RS 5 RO
AN L B A6 5 22 A SIE B v 18 N AN 22, 3 SO T 4 7 SN & AL IR I 57 17

len-.opn (n) S

chooser.showOpenDialog(nnull) ;

ch.AbstractOptionPane (null) ;
ch.addOptionPane (new) »
Chunk.paintChunkBackgrounds (new) :
ch.openfFile (null);

Fig.6 Example of abbreviation completion
K6 4w i #h 427 451
1.3 FRERBEI RN

ARHE AN 4 i) 5 RT LAY 45 24 F50 AR PR AT (token) ¥ i) A% 46 (¥ ARAD b 42 77 v22 56 0 4 N 1) ARE AR 8 V2 0 )
BEAT AN A, 5 B VF 22 8 A R U AT 40 ) B A 7 2% 00 2 5 A 5 A B T, 3 A R D gl 2 9 S B A R AL
HEFF 2 B HERR 8N T T AN B3 BRSNS R I 5 ) 1),

ST I [ LI A P ) AR KA 55 A2 45 v AL ALV SEHLAE CAT AU 27 SO U S A b 4 i UL
TC AP 1 A ACLIEE e 0 kb 4 2 380, BRIV A RH b 4 A1 8 R AR AR 4 o T 508 AT DR AR R AE Ty AR AT SE IR N FR AT
G330 S8 5] N BAME B T IR RS HE A & 4. Github!™ i F 22 100 5 () 954 A S04 R A0 4548 11 g s 4R A8
VT AELE N I 5 G RE A b 4 5 325 A SR B s A T AR SR AE T 3,3 5% i AR b 4 AR R A 8 28 1 4k
BT A VLK bR S TARABLE fey EE A7 3 A W5 AT e v T R 3 5t DA v 4 RIS 1) 5 4 R AR
FTE SUAF .0 1, Gvero 258 A FEIL T InSynthUO o e AR S8 A8 T 5 — o ] 42 10 40 W 9 % Oy ¥k, il e R 480 45 ik
DT BEAN A G IR Y R A ) O R AR TR AT HE

ANTE] T NI AR I E — DA A ME R, 53— B2 F 5 AT S i A Ay 2 PR AR AR A% 7 1) — A b S
WFFEECRE 2012 4F Hindle 45 AMRBES ML 752 HARTE 5 I —F, & BA Al S I A w7000 10 G o 2 J A
Hindle 25 A8 it [ 4R 15 55 H B0 BE SR B N-gram X} Java 8 5 $EAT @B 2R AR 4424145 kAT T 5250 560
UE#32) T H Eclipse  H 4 AOACHD #h 223 £ B AF PR IX — AR SRR T R G0 vt 18 5 B8 R AE AR 1O A7 0k,
FEHTBY T — RV Ge vk i = A ARLURT [ AR TE 5 AL B R AR AR R AU o g i L 2143042745,

FH 2 100 25 1 2545 V1 5 1280 2 Hy Bengio 2 HE 1OV Bt v FH T VIG5 1y V- 50 6 08 0 18 o BF 5 11832
SR At 2 10 % T ) 7 (1 AR 3 147 Ao 23 109 08 AR AN AN ASC T A — A A7 5 () S 60 ] s 0k 1 7 B )
Z T FR I Ty L P AR BB ) 2 i) B R A R O AR B AR A A LS 2.2

IR VR P38 2 >0 1 Ay 4t 28 90 45 0 0T DR 07 1) A 7 AR R A TSR A 81 17 I Y 4 A 91 L 2 SR ¢
JE 2 STEOR B RE P A2 A AR RS b 4 BEAT T SCHR SR 38 A SOAN UL 375 1 FH R P 2 3 BOR B AU b 4 i 5, 10 HL A
T8 H At 7 1 O BE 5T, 0 F HACHE AR A4 10— Sl R, WA 2 A A B2 1 B R AR b 42 TR AT T AR B 232K,

HE A AR D A 75 R £ S Al 52 81— B aF 38 () 0B, SRR WF 5 20V 18 3 WY AR A 4 7 v AE — e
NI AN E LB AR A REAR S b 42 U5 AT 5 TR AR TR AR R S i N
14 REdhE—HRidiE

BREAE AN T IEAE AN AT 30 T RN PP 7 R A AEAR K 22 e (E R e ACHE SR 2 S e A AL
A ATTVER) AR T ik v B IR A (R SR IR AR R A ) s 2% 2 4] 34k A b 4 A 28 (R AL 2 2 RAH AL B
B0), K b A A A b A AT DC G (P 45 R e ), B e 4 AT N A A i L (BI S R 2 B0). B 7 i
SR BEACR A A2 T VR — RO R, AR A I R A . B A 2] ARALEC L 45 R g S A Rh A 45 R BB

o GV NLEAE AR, T 0K B AR IR A CR S SCAS (R R AL AT S BRI R AL, BT AR AR 24 X 2

X IRACHE R 55— 20 b PEL, A 2 i T A D IR 2 — AR R AL T7 v 2 0 A BEAT A S AR O 45 4 e 2o
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(1) 75 1 PR AT R AR SR BORI R AE M AN [A) )2 I N ) U7 30, LA 8 T G B8 AR 2R ) g FHARABL bL s AR
0 R AL PR K YR AT 4k g vl LA i S5 M9 Ak A5 5., BRI IR A D 1) 4th 5 75 72 4 (abstract syntax  tree, fii]
FR AST)EHE 7 6 Pl B0 S 5 AR Sl N7 2 v 1 5 5 20, 00 R IR A R I B AN ] R AE 7 =K.

o ARJE TR 2 SRR AL, LB R Y v L I 27 S) ARHE B RL R v AR A AR AE 0 B A A B I TR S
AR A I A AR 1 B, 0000 5 4 2 AH RS e 1R AR AT e B AS TR (R RIS R AE J7 30 AR A 2 2R T AS [ PR AH B
55 0 LU B 923, A bR AR AR 3 1) o SR 1) o 2 ) B b B v b SR P W DC T R 4

o TEAMNAZE B PR AL A IR Be AR AN 4 U5 v S AR 2 L SORNE V900 ) %o kb 4 45 AT T DR 0
A L IR GBS B R A s AL

o IR 7EACKE AN A 45 A R ILER T, S0 R R TR B (0 A £ AE 45 R DG B 5 2R (R 4R T RN Bk
AT 388 FH, Qs o i 228 R 1 A R N O e A e

gy P ﬂ%wﬁﬁ st s [ram) Bi2% Q
l::'Q|—> —%) =
b
I

feifiE

— R )

= IS

=g

Fig.7 General process of intelligent code completion
7 BRI AN — o R

15 RBWIETE

AT 56 IE g 0 1R W I R (R T VE R BRSO M N IR T TR B A 20 55— AR AR
MR AR F T e PR AL AR B ACRY AN T VAR ST P, B SR H I B RLEAIE 7 vk R K 9 A8 LI UE (K-fold cross
validation). VF 22 % B AR A% #M 42 7 0210 AR KA A 105K T 10 49758 XA (1) Jy &R 127202 BT A AR 56 U K
P88 SRR — MR B A K1) 73 D BN 1 BRI 5 1% BE A LR e SR AT AL 0 B KA FREAR B K 3 — A
T DAL TR K1 A TR I ZRAE T K UK BEAS AR AR AR S 0B 4T 0 e v 55 e i ) K
AN GRS A — IR K 7 A8 SCHRAIE R 45 SR AE 52 B BT P BT ATTREAT 10 R 10 47 88 X IE, 53¢ Jim 1 45 31
(710 AN 45 B B E A D BT g S P VP A 45 R 7 800 W A2 JF AN A7 SR A 4 HE RS2 R 6 UE 5 vk AR S0 AY
KR W) 7V g L
1.6 KA ISR

N T BRI R BEOF ol TAN R T E S HER R A AT RER) KNS T DU T VR AL A GRS b 4 Y
FEEWIPE R A A T 3 (B354 4 (mean reciprocal rank, fij B8 MRR). Top K AN#E77 &5 HE A A 2R (Accuracy @
K). i (Precision@K). £ [F1% (Recall@K)F1 F1-measure@K.

PR EIHHEA MRR B2 1T S R ANHEAE 28 G0 (L RE VP, 2 B0 R (014 P IR 917 7 SR S35 1 b
i b O SRR - LSS 1A TR 5 5 10 8 B A DAy i e b v, o 53075 50 o — Uk e A SRR 5 56
OIS R T RS 2 n 84 MRR {EEI R 1/n,MRR 7573 BT 1,00 3755 T Al 0 R D485 30T 4 77 51 2 1) Tl
Ui ELULK B MRR (8] 550 S i 1 - 38 TR A 5 SRAE A7 51 3 R AL 6 T R Bt v 1 BT A AR b 4 KRR AT
T AR A 427775 K MRR T A AR 42 MRR 4573 )1 24 3

1 &1
MRR=—>"
|T |5 rank;

(€]
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LT (Accuracy @K ) & 45 7 BRI A A 7 VA BEAE Top K AN IE AL Hh 75 20 IE B i A A 45 1 o i 7 b A B
PR E I B A5
recommendations,, .
recommendations,,,,
R (Precision@K) 2 17 8 HEACHD b 4 7 VAHERE I Top K MG IEACHS b FL S ACR i 1) LA
recommendations,

Precision @ K= - made N relevant (3)
recommendations,

1% (Recall@K) /& 45 21 BE AR AP 42 J7 1 HERE 1K) Top K AN B AR % v ) TS ACR o i A7 12 24 4 4 7 14 3T
ARSI L A

Accuracy @K =

2

made

recommendations, 4. - refevant )
recommendations,

F-measure R Al 6 F0 47 [0l 38 oH SEAG 2 v T VAT
_ (1+ B)- precision - recall

F= 5
/3 - precision + recall )

F-measure f VR 57 2 18 i 17 52 I E R 1 HOR L 22 00 4 (0] S AR 78 AR V1Al v R L 22 R0 4 (1] it A
S5 [WAE, RI =1, 4% F% 4 F1-measure.

WEFT G AL VS I 2 45 e HEFF 71 R KB K, — B 1,3 1 103X 3 MEFREE A T A5 R e b4 R 45
YT =AM EBEWMMRILA THRBIRGAAEZ MU 2L S E AR RE D FUE T ok ST A #2453 201
SEEIA.

AN I )2 AR ARRT A4S VAL AR S 2R K I ), — S MR E %~ 2 4 4 T IR) Jin 25 ) SETE A
FUF H PO RN A e 10) TE 1023 WH T N B3 S5 o A P o 00 BF 0] JF 85, 187 LT R N 3 8 5 M 4 1 g 45 R, LA S 4 )
Y ARRE b A 5 ik s PR A s R b 2 —

X ¥ R B — bR, A T AN AT S AR AN G A AT SR L HEA RN A I 8] (R 25 2 VP A AR,
TR — AN AW AT ST AR TR RS54 Gy v 70

ZIO result_s(i, )

j=1
G = S (6)
attempts(i)

Horr results(i,j)F it F RIS | FEHEA § ALY IE A DT RC Yk 50 attempts () R 73 6 7 SR 1 3EAT PPy 160 1 ).
2 KB 2B RIEAR

XA R AL 77 3, W T AR R R AE 77 3R 5 AR R A0E P il 3B, DAL A b 2 ARG AR A R 1 £ A 2R
J5 3BT SCZ TRIARABURE Fe) B 5 38, AT 56 0 b 4 1 fE A SORR A 8 RE AR b 42 U7 V5 1) — B e, MARE &
I (0 R 06 BUAT 1R BEACRE A4 T i R AT 73 28 AR T AR 5 5 PO AR PR R A B BB PR AN [ T 5, 8 e A s b 4
TP AT LAy B T g R 5 RAL AN T e vH 38 5 RALPI A7 1) AEACSC R i B2l S 18 g0 5 R TR e S
AL X e T T 00 SCAREAT AR (KR S 7 10 8 o 8 5 4 v AR 48 v 05 VR A 30 19 4R =5 0 3 T e ki
5 ARAL TR H e v i 5 R AE B SCAS ORI ST T7 ) A SOREHE T G0 o 1 5 RAE I A 2TV E S 2 Tt 5
BAL AN T7 170 T WA, IR JE T2 R V8 5 RAL I A 22 T7 05 70 bR IRAT P A1) L i G 10 R 7 11/ 0 7
X3 AT )3 HE T Gk iR RAL IR A 4 J5E ) N EE T N-gram BERATIE T 28 9 25 ARG 2 AN 3
AT

A SCIRAN YW T AR 042 J7 ¥ ¥ A J D R, A BIRT ARt 2 A0E PR R B DA Sl VR N, B 81 ) & 4 R i LA
S B 2 0 A SRR A AN 7] (9 AR5 2 Ak T 3,4 A 5 AN [T 9 A B 2 4% L BIE TR R, O 0 8 0 S At B 7 i A1
T B A, 3 AN T R AR AR SR I E SR S 25 A SR S AN IETUTT [ IR B S SRR 1.

Recall @K =

relevant
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Table 1 Advantages and disadvantages of different intelligent code completion approaches

F1 AR R TEH S

WFHLIT I A B
FRRET 51 BRI b 2R % PERE— M
il AP ) AN T g A P i TS R TR A Tl
P A gt/ B E R BERY 5L 7%
N-gram 47 R LR, TR B E A E S
AT KB By 5 S PRI RE ) IRV 8] 1S A7 it T8 K

21 ETHEBSRIEMTAR

BT g M2 V5 5 R AE AT 5T 38 0 0 A 10 i 2 sl sl A 0 e R R 2 A SRVE G AT SRR W A A
FAR SRBADEFAE. BT X 9 208 55 S IR IURE B 7S ) A SR T4 B2 1 5 SR AE 1K 80 Be AR A4 5 ¥k 34y
SRR AT PP 91« il S V0 T V]V 42 S O U P 3 A 2 R AT T A i i
2,11 FETRRIRRT SR AL T 0T

BT bR UART 7 41 R AE A AR A 42 B AR USRS ZEAE 0 b UART 7 41 5 AR 13 90 R A0E 2 IBURS AR 0k o, 3 o
R AIE o) e 2 B BRI R O (18 S A 408 DT S R AT AH AL E LL R

2 RIETHRRFE T HI RAE R GE ARG R0 42 v 1 AR SRR R AR R AE . 7 DA I, 5C B 1wl /408 W 1 b4 (1)
A AN 42 SR T b5 AT 7 51 R AE JZ IR

Table 2 Summary of representative literature on token-based intelligent code completion approaches

R 2 TN RAR R BEACRD b4 7 i 1 AR SR 4

ik [NEESE AL e 51 35 VA 4 b EVEN
Little % AP EF Y ES I 5 S 5 ) A 6 R A ] Kl il ¥4
Han % B4 RG] Y LB W% G ) 44
Perelman % NS i U s 34 50 FFAE 1 HE R A2 1] PRIRRE AN A
Bruch 45 A AR R AT AR UL AL BMN MR, AR Fl-measure AR IRFFANA
Proksch % A\ A AE S JE T 1 DU S5 Fl-measure, fh4:fif (i PR b4

Han %5 ANHEH T —Fl 55 5 8 b AP AL N 42 T X ——22 4 1] b 42122400 3 3o B o J R R B, AT R
JEE T 2 S bR VR 2 T PR 3 s A T i T B A DG B 1 38 3 o SR P 00 M 28 T4 ) A% 7 s R A R A R S K
A P A1) 1 R O RIBUK.

Perelman 25 NP0V SUT — il 40 838 S0 T8 5, 9K 3 40 208 A W ARRS A4 R GE M TN 3R [F] 45 1 1
S BLAZSCHRIT R T — R Sk b i 43 208 20, o s SCSE B IR o SRR R T 5T 0R 4

Bruch %5 A% 8T T8 T A4 1E 28 0B IR H b b SC 0 7 v 8 P 388 T 45 M 45 J8, 4 i DAt AE 30k i
B 30 4 B A AR R A 7 ] Y A% 5 I KINN 550756 1) 45 i AT VT T (best matching neighbor, @ 7 BMN)&.
7E A AR 2 v R 31 5 b A A QR de i AU 4 B, 45t 77 A R gt AR AT B fi L VF 2 DL A S SV T
DL I AR A2 B A R4 T N O RS FE 2% 5 IF 5 I AHLAR 27 ) B0, 70 I — A ek (1 Lg% A
T b TRV AR PR A 6 T AN AR Bl V38 o 16 R i i) A BRB6 ) BL 22

Proksch 2 APV xf Bruch 25 AR F R SCA5 BB FIDR A 4E R AN 2,3 R T G5 M fE A 28 T 4,
FEXT BMN SR AT oadh, 358 W — P 3k - 20 DU 307 19 2% (pattern-based Bayesian network, {7 7% PBN)& v K A
DA B i v () 7 R R L O B — T 35 AR 2 2 5 11 2R 2R 502k DAk /M A8E B AR 3% 07 v LA A7 T A 4 L T b
AR O HAER T H 2 B UE R A T R P fe.

TR RAT P 4 RAE 1 BEARDE AN A T7 o YR A AD R AE A A5 IR 193 51,80 FH T U AR () ) B AL A A B
R v HAN AR 32 (R T5 R 48 e, JC VR A BE IR R IR K15 .
2.1.2  EEFHIZEZRRAE T B R

BE T4 G B VE AR AL 1 B AR A 4 Uy 2 e A X VR A rh I R R £ ) 45 B AT SR BRI F LR T
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G B 0 VR A I TR VR 3 AT A SR DG VR A, R i TR VR R AT 3RS K A b A AR R A T R A R 2R
G5 13 PR TR G5 AE A DA AR 5 AE BEAT DL IRC . Al B T V2 o — Tl 1 vk 45 K b 5 0 T R AR 3 7 T 1k
R 3 eI T GAR VAR AL R AR #4277 B AR ST B RFAIE.
Table 3 Summary of representative literature on AST-based intelligent code completion approaches

&3 IETHGEE M RAL IR R AU A 42 75 ¥ AR SOk B 45

LR AR AL RN ARG R PEAL R bR Ah 27730
Holmes 2§ ABY BRI S R DG e iRTES AR ey
Robbes % A" B U S B B VE LIE SUES SR PR R bR PRIRAT AN 42
Zhong % A\ B 1 5 TR A 1) MRS FRARAT P42

Bajaj % A\ DOM &k dihi 5 it v B BEAVT AL MiRUIES PR A4
Bielik % A EHE RSP ) I E SO VG B B R PRIRFF b 42
Raychev % A EiE S Rr) YA LK RS VAN RNy

Holmes %5 A PO A5 $h A A QRS 25 e 5 4 b SCRA, 5 705 M TE ek JE v 110 ) 445 Ay G T 4 3 £ UL 7
11 45 16 3R B 25 FF R N I 528 A UL a6 T 6 MR R X5k, B M B R 5 k8 X A R R 45 145 15,
PR AN ) () 5 58 K 2 R ER G T IR B4 T RN LI IR T Strathcona T A.

Robbes 2 AU T ANVP AN AR 04 U B 2 (16 L UEHE SR — AN B 1A A AL RN 4 SRS 45 1 1) Rh 4 4
1745 R N X OR B D HOE SUIR AR A 07 R AR IS T 7 AN 1) 58 S SO 58 O A R TR VL S A
fith, 208 3 I B VR I O AT PR AL RS T SUSR T AR RN A T R ) — S ) (R BT R R O R R
WA, XA - RS S50 S VR RO 53 40 400 75 2L H IDE #4285 K a] R R

Zhong %5 NPSIZE 2017 442 T —Fh 4 AT 380 20 F5 72 1408 FH HE 4L GRAPA, ] LU i X6 34 43 F2 )3 AT 4 4215 2]
S8 IR P, AN T N AN [7] FRD T 25 40 BT T L CEb T e B A 00 25 ) 3 ek WALLA T LBz B0 T 5%t Java 520 75 7 44 £
I GABAE L TE Java SORS TE A7 NS 1) 5 VR FR, SEBE A AR S A 4% 0 B 5 A 5 e 458 7 10 30 4y
T 4TS BEREAT A 0 7 v TR IR AR 4.

Bajaj %5 A\P2HE 2014 AR5 22558 T K FLAT SCRS 6 AL (DOM) &5 K4 1) JavaSeript fUR BEATRF 7,42 H T
Dompletion . B3 0] LAHEWT LA (1 DOM 45 44, 5) 220 Mt JavaScript A5, 38 i 45 & DOM 45 ¥4 (141l 5 15 120 Al
BT EAR, LB T JavaScript fURE #h 4.

Bielik 25 A4% ! T PHOGR2V A gl A6 70 A0 —Filt i By S0 32 (higer order grammar), i 1 % 1 5 VM 1 50 5 1
B2 ) AN I A R TR B R T Rl R TR R, AT DORE AR AR AT Sk TRV R ) G R TR S HEAT IR R A
it e T AS TR AR A LR A 55 R0 G P 5 v AR R Y 1) OC B ] JBLPHOG #5 B A0% var s THERLAR T BT AR 2% 21
Fe7n, ) JavaScript AT AN A AT 55 IEVF Al 2 W 2088 2L 119 4872 2R BRI

Raychev %5 A3&H T TGENP IR BE T P e b 27 5 535, 2 SJ 5 5 1 5 AR (0 il 5 8 VR, T DAAE Bh 2 11
RS R AN 25 5L TGEN AR BT DUSE B A [R] (1 pe AR 27 3 SR 1ZOCIR L ID3 W S b Sk o 41 S B T
DEEP3 & 4t,H %) JavaScript Al python AAAH kA GEAT T SUETTAL, 20 A AR T 82%F1 69% I HERf 2.

o VBT R A DL )RS TR AR RS R AE 7 S 2 — W AR AR B 2 B T OB R AE AR b 4
J7 3 T LA FH 08 92 5 R R A0, AR TR A 9 21 SR AR VR N 5 T 4l G V8 VR AR R AT 1) R 2R B e 1 % A, vl AR L i 5
MM GRS E AT 2 AR AEAS B R 3 22, 0 365 i v A 1) s oy N R AR AT A T B ORI o S T4, =
FAR M 2 7 T e b4 ARG 1B 45 4, T HLAESRAGHR & $8 b I 75 A0 LA KIS,

2,13 BE TP IO R ARy o

G BT B AR T DURH B H A R 5 B TRV G R AR T I AR SHe 6, e R R SO A iy 44 R AR
DRE B B0 5 2R, 2 T4 /85 ot B SR AIE 1R 8 e AR A A A 7 VETE I R VAW (R il b, 45 & T ARAS 130 25 45
/B AT B PR AR R AT 55 A5 LU FH 6 4 2 T 428 Sl 50 0 U Vel S A 1 4 B AR 4 77 v PR AR SR A
FARFHLE.
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Table 4 Summary of representative literature on control/data-flow-graph-based

intelligence code completion approaches

R4 TR U B R AE R e GRS b 4 5 9k (A QAR SOk 2 45

SCHR AR R AL A A L B S DAL 5 bR Ah475 50
Nguyen 55 A*Y B AE I L APT M 741 R 1) 4 MRS R0 Bk 4
Li % A3 T B RN B i RHAE ) MiRIIES AN ey

Nguyen % A4 H T GraPacc® 510, il G VB i 4 AR A M JEL, 26 e — P 1 B i 38 5 3 s 45 W £
SR APT 8 F G 3R, 0 B4R 2% ) APTAE IR LLGI S APT A8 A 0 12, %o BU I8 22 T (R ARABL I 5 HE o
AEARL ) R A HE TR A% A5 V0 — IR T LAHERE 22 5 05 A) I A4 4 SR (R ol T 38 T AMBARRL 22 0 T B 58 O ik i A4

Li % AU I 6 5 7 40 861 1] (PDG Y 15 A 746 SSORT ER BB, 1) P A4 S s U1 Aol 26 199 8 A0 J 30 (1 3 2 Ty LA, 5 B T
AR 2 T A e, SCSEBL T JR s BT SO B, AT A k48 4, O HLRR A% b RV R S AL 1 SR S 1%
SRR Aot 25 O 29 A TR 4l I PE 15 R, (LA RE) 3 7 % 35 1 42 Al /50 I TR 1 oS &5 A VA b 9 SCRAE 1
VR LTV A2 B R AR BRI 2 IR R S AT R A A 6 T E o ) B e ST R IR

JE -4 /AR 4 U B 1R 3R AE T 3058 2 A Gm FE T S R RA AL H A SCAR R 1E I S I AR T K, M e
5 58 A PR B ARHE b 1) S B R AE J5 3, O MBS0 A A 2 R B — 5 2 14 1) 38 SUA5 B AT . iy T4
15 VS % VSIS DR, 2 T 42 100/ 0000 i 181 1 4 R AT b 4 T VR TR A A A H L R R RS — e L T TR
A e ACRS b4 T .

22 EFFHITBESRIENTR

AN T B T R RS S R AR A T 2R 2 B SR A I 4 R AN E SUE BB T G E S R A I
FIH AARE S T IS0 v i 5 B ARG HE4T 3R AE.2010 4K, 38 i X SourceForge | 6 000 2 A1 H #1875 11 4 12
ZATAS 1K 73 M7 ,Gabel 25 A BOVR B 1 b 77 5 1) £ T 4% (syntactic redundancy), 5] @017 BT 1] “System.out.
println(...) " 7E VF 2 J5 S0 A% H BL.2012 4E Hindle %5 A P152 21 45 Hi8 5 BB AR R AIT. PEs 4l 4508,
55 U ORI L 8 R 1 L0 O T i 0 B SR Y AR R R R R S AR FR S E R R GRS 1
“HAR TR, K 2t 1] B 3 1, BRI 0 T AR 6 v 9 5 AR 2 A R L v T I ) e v RE A, AT R R A T
FEAT 45 A% SCHR B R X VA RHZE £ V7 N-gram 8 75 R84 1020 30 kbl A8 SR A F SR — 3R 210 1) 4 1 £ BG4, B 1
% N-gram #5806 SR LR T 3R Z2 RIS vH AL IR TT R T — AR AN 2 1) T2 BB 48T+ T Eclipse A A #b
A AR 1 R

AT BT Ge U8 & RAE M e AR AN S AT B 45T 1 5 197 A S A DG M R 3 i
2.2.1  N-gram R (1) A AT &5

(1) 4HHiE = 5  (statistical language model)

—MNEF BT s M AR P(s),P(S)IRER s 1E N — AN FAE I ZRiE R b B0 A MR 1 4
IR kL2 PEARAD, MR P(s) RN )T s A2 2 YA 5 A AR 6 F—AN it n MAdUR AT s=o0,...
o, U P(S)=P(@,,0s,...,c00), H 4R 2 30

P(s)=P(@1,@s,...,0n)=P(@)P(@2] 0)P(@s| @ @2)...P(an| @ ... on-1) (7

AR G2 v 18 5 B L3k g S, e FBE 4 A T A (7)) 8 A T A TR 2 30(7) B DL TR B (B AE P A )
AL SE B S0 2 B0k B a) 7 i BT SR AR B RN VBRI TR TR B AR P (o),
WIBEAY ) 7 e 2 40 o VLR A T KR IN, B 2 80E g0 S B R EO0 N, 92 bR B0 AN T REVHE T
A 102 HGH UGREAR AR, A Y B s B = 5 — A oAV FIUEL G T 1 2 78 52 B Hh A o IR 3l (R
T S 42 B S RARSR AN V1 10 5 ¥, 5 SR A5 B AR W TT e 09T & T 14 A N-gram LRGP A S50 2 10
v L, 3 ok P ¥ SR AR S A e 1 )
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(2) N-gram %74
T AT MR e v ) 2 v AR AN 1) S R LS T Y N1 ANl 06, 5 At 1m] 6 5 1 (B PR A B JR A 3R
fi 13 (Markov property), /A
Plailor, a,..., 0 )=P(@| Oy, Gni, ., 1-1) ®)
HAE X2 N B 3 0, i A 1] 1) tH BN 5 2 1R 2 AN 90, B8 3-gram AR 2, B th 80 K
VA RS RN R K2 A 5 RS A TR P Bl 22, 5 R Al S R s A A i A A S T R 18 o B
R0 A B2 B0 SR SRR 55, 5T LA 3-gram 1 5 AR AR S LKA AT B X
(3) ik
AIF AT T8 3ok 6 VB R v ) P 21 A 28 R 3 T R A R A A ., X R ARGEE R D B4 P 1 (smoothing). B
AT B[R0 13 7 V2R I — 1 (R B 301 3 ), BRI — AN 2 A I 1 U XA Al G T — 1] 4 % O,
FEBR A B B RN S AE R 2 0 F B0, T DL R 2% A7 5 AR VP O 8 A - T8 R
Witten-Bell -5 £ 515,
(4) B FERM P fE bR
A FEE AT A PR REFE AR LIRS . 7 B S VRN SR N OL 25 AH PPN 8 BRI 3P IR, R H
FIE 10 TP IR R 8 AT SRS A A B A R 1 i T 5 L g S 17 0 1) 28 S T — b A A LR /D, 18 B AT 20 B i
M43 A7 2 1) (9 i 22 3t 8 /8 L B BB G 6 T — /MBS AL M R, oW A)F s=w ... 0, HILIHER AL T
9 Pu(8),38 SUIE BB 28 A 2 = (9) B, W 258 (perplexity ) 2 A2 SCJR AR $048 4t
HM(S):—%log Py (w@,...®,) )
M AR AR K (8) 13
Hy (9= YlogRy (@ ..0,.) (10)
222 KT N-gram SRR AE J5 X MRS
#T N-gram BBRAE T X BB REAARS (b2 7 VK N-gram 1 5 85 B4 D i, 32 ZERIF 91 A 45 2t 8ok
N-gram 5 5 BB (UNR I GZAE A DA 5 155 LRI FH AR (1 J) 350 3 2 MRS A s8R 7R SCfF B
251 U RE R A AL B e ) AR AR I 25 M0 (5 B3R 5 B 4 T 25T N-gram 85 B SR AE (155 BE AR #4275 ¥2:
AR 2R ST R AN AR R AE.

Table 5 Summary of representative literature on N-gram-model-based intelligence code completion approaches

5 T N-gram BERURAL R REAUAY Hh 42 75 V4 M AQR SCRR B 45

SCiik ik PEA R bR #har
Hindle % A" N-gram %) e & PR UATT 4
Raychev 5 A\ N-gram 5%, RNN VR % XA F B b4
Nguyen %5 A 3% g5 41 SUE B N-gram #R7 HEAf 2% B UL 4
Tu % N\ 7 “Z2 17 N-gram F MRR FIHAER % PRIRAE R4
Franks 2§ A [¢% <L A7 ”N-gram fi ) MRR FRRFF A4
Nguyen %5 A[64 SE A SR B N-gram FR7 HEAf 2% API J7 i FH b 42
Roos % A\ 1 BEF5E 148 220 N-gram FE7H il 2% APT J5 i FH AN 42
Nguyen %5 \ 1! 4545 AR AR BE ) N-gram A58 77 RS APT J7 I8 JH A 42

Allamanis %5 A\7E Hindle % A HFFTRRERE B4k T8 RE B L 10 24740 I T —A4
N-gram #5812 SEUEAE 503 0, Bl 5 2005 5388 0, N-gram BRI PE G852 #2747 2E PR BRI 2.

Nguyen %5 A5 N-gram #0780 I GESE 0N 070 B Py J0 358 A0 R0 1) 10 8032 T SLAMCPOLZE AR i A LA I
T 0B S0 (U string) A1 AR €6, (WT variable) (15 SO RE X IX R T8 LAY (sememe) 11T AS A2 J5L 46 N-gram P4
[ 3] Y B (lexeme)J3EAT FEADE, 3 FL 45 & F AL AL AT N-gram #EROR IR 42515 B Neuyen 25 NIWF9T 380 T
N-gram B (KA 2 2 Ak, BV AT 2% L8 2 FRAE 5 10 15 SCRRVE AN R B PR 1, )5 2296 T N-gram (AP AR A E7EIX
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PN J7 T HEAT 563 5 ok,

Tu 25 NP REIRE S BT AR A2 1) JR 50 1 0 ) 26 N-gram A5 29 b 94 A5 1 ) FH (%) 1) 78, 28480 Hindle 3iF B4 65
1) B 2R 1 (naturalness), [F] A% 38 i 4 H A 8¢ FH S50 56 00 19 07 355, 0F B T YR AR RS B A R 8 1 &2 22 (localness), AT LA i@
TR 5% Al R R 0 R O N AR DR AT S AR T AR N-gram A5 PSR < A A AR AR N T
Nguyen 55 A {8 SRS B A (7 S 000 P ) 12008 o) 20 (0 0SS 22 SRt B /N RV % 12 4y S i Kb 39 g 350 7 5342
P T AR AR T R E R A I S AR R I AR .

Raychev % A42 T SLANG!T 75 SCHR[21710 77 1) L 30AT SR\ (KB 5, R Github™ THEAT I 5808,
XTEET N-gram. FEERAZE B8 7ET00 APT A H 2 b (9 S, JF R IR T Al 44 G v i 35 B AL el 15 48 g 72
B M A S A3 T ARS8 T Rk G vt Jr e AR b 4 b R R 1) 5 ).

Franks % N TR T 4 ) CACHECA!f¥) Eclipse i £, ¥ Eclipse BRIA#h 42 45 515 B T 22 47 ¥) N-gram 5 8127
A Gl B AR, R I A D7 VR I PR BE AR T BRI AR T 1/3,0E 52 T R 6 3 5 J Aot T ARG b4 U7 v vk
REA S 35 R M ).

Nguyen % N\ &1 %) N-gram #5824 7 APT 1 FH #h 4 v JG iR 42 B A5 44 45 5, 3 FL APT 1 F 7 91 47 7 20 1) 4 R A
2 EE AR TE 56« bR S B KA ) AR T AN APL R RS B [ E S AR GraLan!® AR b 22
SIRNTH SR 2 T B H R, F AT — AN tH IR APT T %,

Bettenburg %5 A2t T G831 1 55 M08, A TF IS AR RS A 4w S HF) BI040 4 17 70 AR R ] 78 P S A 7 s
AR 52 M0, Gl UOHS B AR AT SR S RN AL G DA R 0 1) P A% 36 ek o B A AR A B R 1) ST R W,
A T o 8 5 s B e st Y A T A R B 9L 5 N TR0 P R 77 1 B T AL A B AR R SRR B K S B B X I R
JO R i R R

Roos [AIFEAE ] N-gram B L AEARAGI2) 46 & T Witten-Bell Backoff 25 4 Fft P 1 77 1 Fll— AN T 58 1) 48 &
) B A S92, e PR T A b 5 S APT R4 AT 55, S 22 F0 20 (1) b 4 55 7 Top3 H 89% M HERS FE AR % 77 ¥2: )
52 B0 A R B R 61, LTS [R5 5 2 (AL R AT 1) 46 Ik 55 22 0B 1 25, 15 AR R 07 225 J0 3 7 T 1) 0.

Nguyen %5 N £t% APL ¥ F AN AR [ PR T H A7 704 58 1) APT A A, 48 vF 1 5 B 40 N4 151 H o
S STAFAEWE T (0 ) AR T APIRECU I P 41 b A AL B 14 ) 0 A2 OO, gt A0 o J3E £ RS B T i e B 5 2 )
APl HHIUMEZE IS & T — AN T 0GR OC 2R B HE BRASE TR 45l 8 J 508 20 5 R A A8 e ()0 40l T IR PR AL 3R B % 1
B AN GREE AR AT LR R AR TR 1 i 52 BH AN P A0 P AR e 4 A58 0 A ] DI s 06 J2E 34T 1 5, ot
TERAN B SRS b7 sk — 2P 58 3.

FETF- G118 5 LAY R AE 8 BEACAD 4 T v 8 ik % N-gram #5704 K0 AS 7 oo 3k DAL AR 7 vE PR BE (B2 AT5 3R
R E g N-gram B84 5 B 1) J) BRA:, B JGVE R BCK BE 129 19 ¢ R0 90 38 1T 75 39 R B 280 S8 N-gram #5%
B30,

223 ME SRR A ) AH DG HE

TEFRFRZE W % (recurrent neural network, f&iji#% RNN)J& Bengio 7F 2001 #F45 H VORI F = J2 i 20 00 45 1 4
N-gram B 7838 3 37 f 23 A0 203 T8 K A W 0ai A it M 0] 8 v 08 5 A5 28 5% A0 34 e T 18 ST ok B R
T BEEARAL G AR B T % IS BOR S8 B B AN R AL G A B — FE 1 18 S0 34T e 5. Bengio {8 HI N 15 F 4%
BTSSR T N=1 A BRI AE A i N 6 R B9 2800 H 1] 2 [R] 1 26 3R TE VA B 28 T 1k Miikolov ¢ RNN 2544 )% F T-4¢
s E A 0 8 iR,

PEFRANLE W 28 23 d s b — A B2 (0 5 th BB G 2500 2 4 N TF S REGE2, 45t 2 J2 R B2 AN 7 o
SR TP R A R R T A A )2 PR AT A S TP A R 2 T I B N [ R R IR PRI B 5 ) A8 A0 B A
22 245 AN TRAN A8 K IR BT )3 )3 41 rh R A R T B 1E 78 40 R FH TR 19 b S4B AT TR (0 RNIN 7 I s )3
AEAE B JE Y 2K (vanishing  gradient) (i) 67 75 Tk — 0 MEAT U0 Ak, BT (0 BF 5T 7 1) A 400 Ak 11 5 5 92 L08R AR
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Fig.8 Stucture of recurrent neural network
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Table 6 Summary of representative literature on neural-network-based intelligence code completion approaches
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