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Automated Static Warning Identification via Path-based Semantic Representation

ZHANG Yu-Wei'?, XING Ying’, LI Ge'?, JIN Zhi'?

'(School of Computer Science, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

*(Key Lab of High Confidence Software Technologies (Peking University), Ministry of Education, Beijing 100871, China)
*(School of Artificial Intelligence, Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Beijing 100876, China)

Abstract: Static analysis tools often suffer from high false positive rates of reported alarms, despite their ability to aid developers in
detecting potential defects early in the software development life cycle. To improve the availability of these tools, many automated
warning identification techniques have been proposed to assist developers in classifying false positive alarms. However, existing approaches
mainly focus on using hand-engineered features or statement-level abstract syntax tree token sequences to represent the defective code,
failing to capture semantics from the reported alarms. To overcome the limitations of traditional approaches, this study employs deep
neural networks with powerful feature extraction and representation abilities to generate code semantics from control flow graph paths for
warning identification. The control flow graph abstractly represents the execution process of a given program. Thus, the generated path
sequences of the control flow graph can guide the deep neural networks to learn semantic information about the potential defect more
accurately. In this study, the pre-trained language model is fine-tuned to encode the path sequences and capture the semantic
representations for model building. Finally, the study conducts extensive experiments on eight open-source projects to verify the

effectiveness of the proposed approach by comparing it with the state-of-the-art baselines.
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A RAEBH — RS B AR R EIIRE) 1, VR B R G800 (R TS, P I 8 70 [ 22 4 AR iR
DA K 4 il 35 i3 rh R A BROBR EE TE A L (EU2, BEAE SO AN S e 1 S RIZ I, T e N SR AR THT I A ORATE 3K
PEmE R R Pk, BT, JT & Bl 5 A8 84k 25081 1 (automatic static analysis tool, ASAT)!' RT3
TR, FAEBAETT R i L3 B BLVEAE B B (defect). ASAT RERMSAEARNIEATFE - B I I 3 R DG fic A QAL A 5 46
Bl B AR R VSRS A ) R B R S B . AR T, ASAT L TR KRR A 22 45 A3 108 75 A0 RS A0 1k i 22 i)
BEATRUE . BRI, %28 T B IE A BEARAE BT iR 25 4R (warning) #02% BUSEBR G, O TAEY T 0] ASAT Fr#4R B FH
AT AEILF] 30%-100%, VFEZ TR A GBI ASAT Frdh &5 (2 S5 - A S Har, AR Z R A
TH B TTIEN ASAT #0485 MV HGIAT IR IA, 0T R 51 18 5 A b 2 Z0 S b fry s i U0, i it
FAAL T ZIF RN LA L, N TR FOMERE B 25 B ASAT R4S (4R A i (6 b T 1 o 24
I, BT AR AR B SRR LA B T R N D ORISR o AR 8 E ).

AR, WFFCN A LSS 2% ST HAR K B 802 30 ASAT 3 LU T Al BH P i A% 2, A3 2550 FAAEG T 24 TA
(N T AR, BUAT (K35 T-H Lo > IR B Shaf BRI L 28 . PR RE D e
B A M DA R e A 1 e 2 U O Sey A S 0  S. (EL N T 088 A R A4 B 300 e L S s 4 9T 6 1 2
()52 VB S5 M I B SURFAE, AT 5 S804 1 Sl DR R DRG B o 7190 e Ak, 73 1 R A AR AR 300 i i ik
Z SR IR [T SR RN G5 i R B AR AR AR Y. Dy ot SRR N SRR ORI A TR H (IR TR H ) 1R 7 sk AR AR I
YRR IR R RO H (H bRIT ) 2B T, A PRI R H bR I 2 TR A A7 A B oA 2 e PO DALk, e e
P50 35T BRI (72 A e 0t 2w AR AR e P DG (] 7.

BEAE N A RE AU R B 27 S BRI DGR, BIFRN Dt T 46 S 7 45 R B 0 55 2= IR 50 b g e R 3 2 S Y
SRAR A TR AR ) i Y. AR R R A PR BE AR 4% (deep neural network, DNN) MR (14l
G VA (abstract syntax tree, AST) W' A 3% 2 £ & MEVE G MG B, S M TAEEH S 2T,
DNN 3K 8 7<% 2] B 7 R A RO AR LR HRAIE I B R, 5 S0 70 5 B 1) Dt R A3 40 B A A2 e P o
I R 4 A 2 5 I RASAT I S 4t B[R, EFA QRS #5245 SR AST b (token) A (MIRRAE
TN REIRAS 2 AR 7R AR Bk B, P 1 TR, PRAS ASAT Frdlss B C 15 5 FE 5 i A 3R AR RS 3143 70 AL
Fr— twolntsStruct A FEHEA), — N if 405 AJ LS printLine & Z0R HTEA). W BUACE RAE if 444
EAI IR R A P T AR EEE . BT 2R3 bad 78 if 2508 A 8 H 34 5B RS (&) &S BRI xR
B PRI PEPAT, BIEE 4 17 ASAT Fril & 4R 1 51 RS 5| Sk FE. TR 2L good I I 7F if 4514
AT E RSB HAT (&&) PTLME S Z A, RIEE 10 47 TR 4R 2 2 —AMEPR 2R, 500 F AL S i as AR
5 B B A N RAAE 7, PR BB AR IR R AL 1) 22 50 A AT R 1), DRI R PR B AR S A AH [R] AR TS 4T . Halstead S 5270
25 TR Hh, LA LT AST SRR I 73k P A 22 7 L7340 sl (1 S 4 A A5 . AR AN v, 7 B A
AR #1227 Sy AH TR i T5 A1) 4 token [1] 5 [VariableDeclarator, IfStatement, MethodInvocation], 35 5 H 44
PESHEAHE B (B R 484, Rk, L3l Ty i3 Toida I i A5 BF 4.

1 | void bad() 1 void good()
2| { 2
3 twolntsStruct*twolnts = NULL; 3 twolntsStruct*twolnts = NULL;
4 if ((twolnts != NULL) & (twolnts->intOne == 5)) /%41 4 if ((twolnts != NULL) && (twolnts->intOne == 5)) /442
5 printLine("intOne == 5"); 5 printLine("intOne == 5");
6 6
(a) FLLER ARG 251 (b) TR BAE R AT 7 451

1 B AR

St b3 1) B, AR SO P A IR I (control flow graph, CFG) #4455 P ZkiE & 5 B i A2 4 H 3)
fifiiN J5 1% SWIPER (static warning identification via path-based semantic representation). 15 5, ¥ 2 AR AL B4 Y 3C
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PEARAT 95 N CFG, JFiid CFG Az AN F5 s B AR A A AL (identification point, IP) A IEPAT B 2. 55
AST M, CFG B R ABFMPATIERE, H CFG P IIREANTT SRS S XA AST 35 S AHVCHL, Ha& R 18
4. R, 35 CFG 4R 7 AT LA Rk X 4 RS PP AQ AL R A0 A 1 22 5%, BV 1 A AN ) (R B4 (&1 & &) £E
FANIT I RE e A M AR TR ) SR 8 4. (IR, AT 5 0710 1 e 420 A 0 A2 A0 Sk 4 30 o A2 L 223 1 7
B, PRIk, AEIRACHS A BT AE B CFG B 1% At % TERS A M 38 % 3B AR SR AR DS IOV U5 B 63, Il A A 2%
TR ARLL A 2 I S4B 6 8 7 R R R B U It B b 55 B bR I E A 6 B S0 T G SRR YN S5, MR A T
TR H 2 ) (R R 43 A 2 5 S B TR W L S, AN SO S G R S TR PR 2B CodeBERT™)
MARIEAIR CFG B4 A B2 2] 1 SRS DL Zhif 4R B B A 4. CodeBERT J& 3t - H AR IE 5 A4 A2 1
T IIXOSTATI SR, n LA 3R 385 22 0 (1 SCIBC 28 b S Re A RAD BARAT 5 (W B R R, AR SO s (R i
T AR (0 WSS (RUEHRAIN) % CodeBERT #EATHHA (fine-tuning) Sk B K 4FI(BLALZ A PEfE, TSR
iR T I 7 T AR AT RS FEE A 19 i) R

ARSCH 1 A A F LI OC TAE. 58 2 WA A SO HT 4R H B A4 A 3h A A U7 7k SWIPER. 26 3
N BRI SERG R, 5 4 W R T ST g UG UE T TR VA A ALk, 56 S WIHHT R g L iR,

1 HEXIIE

TSR B ST SR S TE T2 R AR rp 5 VB TR SR B AT OC 1R AR R LUK RS A 1R At A
R 30 3 455 /A [R1ECPE T0 T () 00 23 AT 22 e SR A8 i 5 T H 37 53¢ T 2R B R IR R R 45 A A SCITIEAL I
HARPAFE, AR5 400 i AR A A b U JLAN 7 T 98 AR AT [ 8 5 434
1.1 ETHHEZFINEGSERBIFAREAR

ST WA 3 ik U DA T AR A T LA I0 H A0 7 50 B v 2 5 T A D R R £ BBk o 2 i) ) 9%
R, I B TT & N G ASAT Bt AR T N T 0 2 T 7 2 (I ) A Pan 25 A PO T ) C 75
R R PP U) AR AR R A AR T (W S AR, R A U 2 43 R 28R T ASAT Bl st 112 ZL LB A Y
. Ruthruff 25 A B SCrE R B ARRS B3N {5 B 3R 8 S5 fE e 2 4 [ B AR 15000 th FindBugs 7
R (AR (2851, BRAh, Ruthruff 45 A S48 5 51 540 T 1 i PO A0 SR i B 28 0 T 1 . Heckman 4% A P2
T P B P B A 2R PR R AR B AN [ BRI H 5 SE AN 51 MBI R AE PO B IR TR 2
FERIH 15 FOpLa% 27 >) SEAE P R A0 145 _E A g ) DU 4R E 1T 20 2. Hanam 25\ P29 S0 R A AN 2417 1P
AR ER SO BT K AST b ABE AR, 48 5 MR 48 T v v IR A AR AIE 1] VR D L8 2% 20 7 B3R I N,
55 ST AR AU T B (R 34T 40 2. AL, Yoon 45 N PRI AST FR BT 3R R 45 M AR AR D S
FE ) BRI 288 (R0 A SR SUBR 35 PR AR BB A IO ME SR . Zhang 25 A PP ek S S0 70 ol 11 R 55028 ik
AT -5 48T, Bovk tH—ZH 4R B2 (R AE F TR AT I A . S0 25 SRR B, A4 AR s R A L,
JITHRE HA 1R 7AR SRR AE RS A AR S B R AT 55 (MR L 1 .

12 ETREZFINKEEFHEBREREAR

1 JUAEk, B JFURSF & (Hen GitHub) F26GE, BF50A 01 b DA S0 45 2 SR UASE R A0 s A s . i A7
IFFTN B3 TF U SRR FH KRR A € 88 27 3] B R SR it e A AR X — A BIARAT 45 Ko 25 A UM F 96 A 4o
2 M %% (recursive neural network, RNN) Fl & #1844 (graph neural network, GNN) M Java 7515 DA e Bh 2 43 A
AT B B B S IR S, DAR 4 2% ik DR B M ). Lee %5 A COIIZREE T35 B & W 4%
(convolutional neural network, CNN) [#]70 25245 LA T % ASAT 4548 I FE PARAS 2% SR BRI B, AT
S BE PR AR AT F B A Xia 25 AN CTHR I T —FhEE T H AR 53R A shmfil 7 ik, 1%07 10 F DNN K it
tH Doc2Vec B AW H 7 FURHE [ 5 1R SR B ) . Ak, 2R BRIE )32 B F el J A 3R A AR i
WFFUAT 4. Mou 25 N PP H T —ANE T B ) CONN BEZRSRAZ L AST (1945 W15 BH T 3% Th R X B P 04T 43 2.
Wang 45 N PR IR R4S & R 4% (deep brief network, DBN) B 4% M AST ¥ i token /5571 /' A 327 318 XAF4EH
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TR, Li 45 A PR LT CNN B S FIIAHESE DP-CNN, %05 92538 544 1 token J7 371 4 i (1) SIZA 17 B 54
ST ERAS B BEAN S &, LS I T RS A 1D sl B vl 4 .
1.3 EFIRBFIWENHERBIIARAR

FESERR IR T RO AR o, T SR AT AR DA 0 T T8 — AN T H B e 2 SR AR, A A LA R
25 EL S BRI DAL, RSN DL 3R 0 2 T B8 2 ) (R U7 v SR UG I T H 355 AR A B 2 2 R A
() 17 . Zhang 25 A\ POV H— R T3 HEHEF -5 DT 1 BB BOT B 2% SIHESE FRM-TL, %7745 1 56 R RS 1EHE P
AR MATIREFAE 5 P L PR RENE 6 2 S AT Mk BE A RRAE 125 8, AR5 18 3 v S50 H R E AR IR H 2 TR 3l o0 A1
ARACLE AR R S R R AE 2 ) FH R A D 2. 20, RN AR 1V 22 3078 2 o) 5 0ok 4 T T30 B 4ol 4 T A
R ). Zimmermann 5\ IS IR H BB T 45 10 AT AT PEREAT T O B I SIIERIF S, RIS o
P ZRIE TR BE R b SCA5 S S 7R P - Ja Wi i 000 1 3 & 1 H b330 (9 B B T Turhan 26 A 942
BT BT AR JE B (AT A% 2% 2] )7 NNFilter, 1% 77 V5 B Se XRG4 1 B AT S 400 e, ARG 56T k-Sdln A8 5592
S AT FH AR U R0 1 AR S 3oL s, a8 E AR B wh A S8 1) e AN S 81 FH T R PSS L. Nam 2 A @)
T I E i I — R R 1553 43 T (transfer component analysis, TCA) £ AR, FF8EHH — ¥ i KT R 24 ST i
TCA+ YL H AN H AR I H T4 3L SRR E 2 8], A5 H 5 AT H REE 20 A7 751X A2 ) 2 AU Qiu 55
N FHR B IE T CNN (AT IR AT 2 S HEQE CNN-THFL S HEATBS 10 B B ST, %77 %14 %6 F) FH CNN
M AST 7 11 token [] 5 H A I L T3 5 24 S K78 SCRRAE. BeE T8 B TCA AR MR 24 ) A2 BRIV T SURRAE
AN T AUE 2 B R AE P 22 ) B TR AR AIE. )5, 4% CNN-THFL AE S RRAER N 73 2525 LA I 2R e Tt
G

2 BSEWRBFIATG A SWIPER

WP 2 Fror, ASCHT R A B B S A7 % SWIPER FOEARHEL T 20045 4 ML
@ Bt Ab 2L AFATIAHS SCAFLUS HURE T CFG B/ 421) token J7241).

@ SBILE e T T HRARUPEAA Z USRI H mh 55 FARIIH AH G (1% 4 S 1.

@ BN Zr: BRI ZRE 5B CodeBERT A 8% > 3 T 4% token J7 A1 11 TH LK IR.
@ AR R B ARIE SRR IR0 s LU A SR

i N,

. © Hfmabrm — V@ wpgs ) ® B
— = 1 .

BIH | g & e e o = i A
ﬁ)ﬁ% S Eﬁ% &44_@% !l:‘__‘_*—'— H_m_gi[ JEIH token /5] I—u-)ﬁ-i- CRIEES] }.Ul > DIgRES B
1 -4 T e R ; ;

e P W )
i P P I B 2 % E R S ¥
’ 1 v
4 _ == (e ‘
AR W75 R T (s e - SwipER ¢
FR TS - - - -»'-O 2L @ CHOCOO]--- > o e e 2 - WI\? B token F51 AR
. y L & M @ LARHIN

2 SWIPER HEZEHEIR

2.1 BUEALIE

5504 AL BB B, SWIPER HE 4 1 56 385 # & 20 #7 T B DTS (defect testing system) By A0S SCEEAR BT Ay
CFG, fif# 7 J5 1) CFG H B AEAN 15 s R] DO R A A QRS SC AR b (1 — AT A0RY. 4235, SWIPER HEZEH) A 1fi ) H A 1) 2%
P b R POV OIS () CFG 4%, %S00 (i HH S T I R A T I 4%, 038 A 5 CFG I 175 05 31 H b
1 (RIS VAR B B 5 R FESAR TP 4b) 2 [R] 1) CFG ™ BT 41 BT X6 T A e 1) 6 42, SWIPER A Z 3% B i A 2 7Y
(A2 1Y AEAT token I 55 1 20 U2 I A 00 B4R 1P A0 FECE TS FA AR & (RSO RRCY 1P AR ) (142

© PEBEERKCEIFR  htps/www. jos. org. cn



4666 HAEFIR 2024 5 35 A5 10 49
R B 2 R R T A SN TP AR B AEAE RS (WS AE-T I R R) I HADAR & 1 AR AL RN AR A A

AL 4R A ] LLIE— 2D 56 1 — AN s 2 A AST 1 i AHVCHC. & 1 FIH T ASCATIE BRI AST 37 R A &
TRBE I 715 RN R, AR5 TR o 1 SR M) A J B A0S I PR ASTT 9 il BEAT 3 [ . 122 SRS FE 08 412 MY
(¥ token Y SEAEI T AN GAORARHS fi 1 13 > 488, 280 BB AP BRI, AN i A B AR RE R WL D — MY 1R

TUMEF45 4 1 token 741,

R 1R AST 5 22800
A ) LsEs i 4
Declaration node VariableDeclarator BRI, B, FHRELEREAGER
Assignment node AssignmentStatement RN, B, HRELEEAGER
Method invocation node MethodInvocation B . SERBRSHAER
IfSelection LIRS ESES R
Control-flow node ForLoop PR SR A S B
WhileLoop TEH S RIE A B
BreakStatement -

ContinueStatement
Jump node

ReturnStatement AR, R, HEEAKEGER
AssertStatement eSS E S E AP

AR, ASCIERE 5 PP AST 5 5528 0E B B AL 1) token, 4331 A2 75 WHEAD T . WRAE TR AU A RO
PRI 042 AR S 47 308 55 2 100 R 2 1R, RIVRH () 7D R 0044 7R AN [R] PR 0 SEBR IR D e Al e AN — 30 DRt A7 VEAE A
BART R AE A token, T2 A% H PR 6 25 8 2820 (B JZe R 50 R R P e SCRR B0 D) A 28 token Sk R
BRI HICUR B R 4, AT T DATE R B3 350 5318 SUAR IR AR 00 T 98020 B3 st 7 1t . st AR o B 2 S P
% (IP AL EBRAL, IP B WSS N VariablelP), A JjEATH — MRS (RIITEHI 1 3] N) KX 55
AR . Horp N R B AR Hh b T AR S 1) A B, BEAN A BT Y ) 2R 5 MEL R T e AR R AR Hh b B . 45
F-ARI AR AR R Variablel. #1248 B HILZ X, A EAEHEIR T A R R ME. K 3 &
IR TR 1 AR AL bad ARSI G AL token 7241 A IE B 0 3ok 45 60 25 Y 2 Sl 6 1) B A2 1 A5 oy 1A B AR A I BT
FEH AR A, TRV — 4 IE R FE N 4% p = ng — ny — ny. FEARFIH 23 TP AL P EUCSFRE R 51 H S b i A8 5
twolnts # LA 1P A% &, a5 4 B ik 77 2 HUE T CFG B4R I3 %4k token )75, SEZNITE S AST 1
11 token [ 41| [VariableDeclarator, IfStatement, MethodInvocation] AH Lt, A SCATHEH 3L T CFG #4211 token JT-4)
AL ATRLE K R T 48 2, REI04G 3 BOB (RS BA T SUF B R 45 5 2211 DNN B, I 5| SRR 2% 5 FRIX S5 ik
B8 AR 518 BT 1 e AR T 4l ) 25 S

!—1
VGRS ﬁ EEED
eNY| void ot i twolntsStruct ( = )
n fid b Ak I LB} VariableDeclaratorStructType Pointer VariablelP Null
____________ Wj > n s --Z2Z5 IfSelectionVariablelPNotEqual Nul Inclusi
Zﬁ One = 5)) e T . .2 * * W intien Equal Constant ¢
} n g o
exit| ! FZ CFG 4% e token /3741
SRR
IS T S
twol nis NULL twol nis->intOne 5
CFG AST AT g4

B3 LT BN token JP ARG

2.2 SEfiEdE
P50 H Y5t T BT A V0 R IR (1 7 50 AR A VI SRR, R AE Bk 2 AR s 1 H Ar it B it
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ATTRI. SRT, tHTASF BRI B AR D RE . A g FETE 5 LRI R R i I RN 50 45 5 TR AN AR 7], 3
H 5 BRI H 2 )0 AR5 A0 72 5, R n] e IR RO A% 0] R, 3 BOE 20 (W) FI0IRS FSE TG, O T A e bk i)
R, SR I T AR AR DL 1) SS90 B R SR B U H b5 H AR TR H A G 1 AR S T SR I 2. AR
SCABCBEA R B 2 1) PR B AT LA AR B P 2 4 A QR A ZE AR AL A QT AR S, DAt SWIPER HEZEF HIE JEAS 28 40l
SR T MR B [ PP 43 70 BM2SUTR o Sl H A H AR I H AR AR AN S token P8I P00 H Hh 7 s 24
I token J3 51 IAH IS 23 5. WA 3 (1) Bk, BM25 Syt — MR T a0 SCRY K BE g8t 7 ik, it si
W q 53K D ML score. TEAR LML S 55 T, BM25 Sk Se X AN 20 g (BB b3 E A AN 2417 51241
1) token J7* 1)) JEAT V) o3 AT, AR IR 3 g; (B token). SR )5, XT84 SCRS D (BRYEIE v J7 S8R 52450 1) token J7
B, THHBAEE q; 55 D WA L. )G, B g AHX T D ARG 2 BOEAT Bk A, W52 ¢ 5 D B
Kt A (D) W, 1 RoR g PEE T token 3, IDF KR g, M SCRIIA, fRIR ¢; 76 D T RIS, Ly
Fon D A (B2 T A5 1Y token $UR), Loy, R H T PTA P SERSLE VKL, &y Al b JE ]2
A R HERIH AN S YR I E b BT SR S vk S B A O 2 BT HE R IS, A SR
AN HARTIH (R S5 AT H I35 T 0 A BATAH R 28 AR A8 1) [ SR AR S, O T bk Sl £ 5 H ARTH 5k
BB EAR 200 & AR I H 5249, AR SCAty S 440K 2o BB 589 i) JUAR, Gl o G oY il H oA SG P 73 B A4 B 201 A
S R 2 IS ARAE, SR 5 MR TBR 2 T G BERT n ANEHR S S U8
score(q,D) = ZIDF () % [@.D)x ki + 1) 7
i=t f(q,-,D)+k.><(1—b+b>< D)

avg

()

2.3 1REN)IZ

7E F AR5 5 A B (natural language processing, NLP) {145 /1, 1l & 75 BN SCARBHAT il 1 2 g % 4t A\ 2] DNN
FHHE TR R 7R 28 3] LG R 2 R IR AR AR (201 Word2Vec!™) Bty A 7551 r (10 454 1] I S BT 4 fr B
], L ORI ) ] 1) 2 70 2 1) o 25 45 UL AR A% 48 R 1) R NASE B I R 56 B i 1) F ) 2 — — 0 Y
MR, BRIt 2 SO () UG o, AR TGVE ST X RE B AT S5 M sh A DAk, AR STt 1f) SWIPER AEZLE T 5| AT
YR TR CodeBERT K [ )% X4 R AL 1) CFG B 472115 X 7K. CodeBERT M4 BERT'f{ IR 44K, -
JH 22 )2 W) f) Transformer W g BB PF. 54481 i A J7 1A EL, CodeBERT Al FH A MU XURRE &5 A 23R4T T
YR LA ) B LRoR, A BT 58 A [ I R EAT45. T 528 3k PO 255 A B e Mooy B T @EAT W LA 4k, AT 7R
U S TR RAFHZAGTERE. AN, TRINGRB A W] DA — i 04k 5 ik, DU G /RSS2 H
LI IR I . S T AR UE TR G545 21438 IR Re e R T NUfAT45 (RN ), SWIPER HEZLH H 25
TR 7 SR B YE XA S R A TR0, T # CodeBERT R FH R R AT 45 . ] 4 JBIR T SWIPER HEZL[H)
PRI Frad TR, N TR VR4 A 40 B4 H A 2.
231 BB

K 4 iR, 45 € — Bah S AT token J7 51, SWIPER HEZEKH—ANHES 12 /2 Transformer 4mfish #4844 (1)
TR ZRIE 5 BT CodeBERT KX A1 token /¥4 AT fid, (4™ token SRAFHT YR 0B L &£ 7R. &
)2 Transformer Zmfid 23035 — N2 3k A& )2 (multi-head self-attention layer) Fl—AN 4% 3% 32 5 A 28 W 4% 2
(fully-connected feed-forward network layer). IXPIAN 1 2 i ik 22 72 B2 LA By 11 W0 2% 3R Ak, B8 00 45— 2 IR0 (.1
1TJ2V9—14k (layer normalization), f% J& 2 7EAF AN By H — AN B 1 B2 1) 2. il 4 FioR, NI token J37+47)
Ht Constant J B [¥ B el 2 i) B0 Aconstant o5 1 /2 K% H Output WA (2) Fizw, 3th X RomtE—F 2% )
ik, LayerNorm &5 B3 582U A —AIRAE, SubLayer $811W 2 AEREAT 2 VA — A B4 00T A2 BT 0t 40 22 ) 2% )2
WLk HEREE. 2L HEEJIZEE Transformer 4289 1) OCHE, 8 1k B i =LK S 7 51 o A [R5 1)
token {7 ARG, 23k B R J1ERHN X AT R WA B O (i), K BE) A1 v (i), 43RG 8T
O 4 Al 3) Bios, K d AFERER SV, Bl s 4ERE. A3 3) PIFEHRE O fl K B — AT &N
R, LR CL ) B AREAT 4 B LA 1k AR R
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Output = LayerNorm (X + SubLayer (X)) )
KT
A(Q,K,V) = Soﬁmax(Q 1% 3)
Vd;
90% B
= - >  Fully connected layer --------------- > Softmax inbiiieiainiit
' 25 S 10% 2N
1
1
h[CLS] hVan'ableDeclara‘or hStruclType hPoinler hVariableIP hVariablel thual hConstanl h[SEP]
_______________________________________________ e R
: Add & Norm 5
: - ) ) |
' . v Feed Forward Feed Forward 12 2 '
H i ‘Iléljl é’j 13;}3:%@ 4 e Transformer H
: oc Add & Norm WA
; 3 3 ;
. Multi-Head Attention / !
N sz r—y—srr=res - T T '
®
[CLS]  VariableDeclarator StructType  Pointer VariableIP Variablel Equal Constant [SEP]

® i

VariableDeclarator ~ StructType Pointer VariableIP Null IfSelection VariableIP NotEqual Null InclusiveAnd Variablel EqualConstant

232 HAEIR

token JF¥ 4

K4 BRIZRd REptd

X B4 s 1A SR AR token JT 41, SWIPER AEZL ¢y S0 AR 14k R I 2515 5 1 2L e 5 B 32 I SN
7% x = ([CLS], VariableDeclartor,..., Constant, [SEP]). W1/ 5 iR, 5T — A AN FF 2 HP ) token, ‘& [ ) R 7R
& MR 4 2w EY (token embedding, TE). B4 (segment embedding, SE) FI7 & 4l (position embedding, PE)

Pointer ~ VariableIP  Null

IfSelection

VariableIP ~ NotEqual ~ Null

InclusiveAnd ~ Variablel =~ Equal ~ Constant  [SEP]

E,

BEATA T
Input  [CLS] VariableDeclarator ~ StructType
TE
+ + +
SE E, E,
+ + +
PE E, E,

E,

E[CLS] EVariabchcclaralor ESlruclTypc EPolnlcr EVariablelP ENuII E[ASelecuou EVanabchP ENolF.qual ENuII Elncluslchnd EVariablcl EEqua] EConslanl E[SFP]

+
E,

+ + + + + + + + + + +

E, E. E  E  E E K E. E. E. K

+ + + + + + + + + + +
Kl's AR

o 0T RS, S RENLAI A AR, IR AE VIR R P AT S AR R R, B AEREAN A A R
S SCT AR BRIC [CLS] AT [SEP]. JLrb [CLS] R ELAERI A Y FU K TT S B, Y151 A R P A 2 B EAT 1K) 2 7
FAESS. [CLS] ABIFBA S, 203d 12 J2 BERIHLHIH SR 15 202 f N 791 o At T token 75 SCRI AL
SP28). FHLE T A AR B A T LAY token, [CLS] vl LASE S MR AE 2 iy A7 910 AR T8 S, DRI ARG I £ 5 2%
g2 i L 1) g ) AT RAE R 23 FAE S5 ISR 45 17 5 2. T [SEP] WL H 11X 43 J& T AN [F) 7 1 1) token. A SCT Al
JHIRP AR A A B A 7 U S I i A 51 (BB RACRD K] token FP81), DAL [SEP] #4521 13 41 (K K .

o X B i, i B BT .t T token HGZ I8 TR AT, BLITAT token A

FEOREE I L — AN R E,.
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KA 5 T4 2B R T A B AT & 4669

o KT B G i), T AP A% 2 S0 1) TR SR SRR R A U . T ZEE R 92, CodeBERT AL BRI J7
FI A B 512, PRtk &4 ) token K BE /DT 512, MIFG BN 51 R A #Rid [PAD] SRIE 7. 4
NP A token KT 512, WIFG EEEATHRIKT.
233 FNZR A

H T S NE YT token [ SRR, ASCR TR ZRTE 5847 CodeBERT [1)%% X 4%+ SWIPER HEZE 3
1T H1UEA. SWIPER HEZE(W) H A7 2% 45 8 (W A WA RIS HET A3 728, LA A 208 5 sk ba. @it
il CodeBERT 7E KT ¥E L _ETRINZRIK 2 ) 240, SWIPER HEZ42 G5 27 =) FI T in i F ¥ token i X E 7R, 12
AT DA B N FH T A ST 45 IR, 2 50 30 038 F R AE 0] AR AS RS-0 H )i 8 22 5, AT 224
W50 H 3 5 T AR YA ILNE FEAR I 10 . 18 5 2% ) AUk, OB o LA TR 2R 1) S 85, A LS8 50 Jd - vl
L5510 AR SC R AR INAT 45, SWIPER AEALRE L5 SCAR G AT 25 AT IS L, TLAn A28 (1) 4 N — B R A O
A5 (1) token J741, i HH 2 IO (R0 A 28 o U3l R A0 P 428 3ol 08 34 140 D17 S0 2 4R B 4 D I 2538 kL 4 CodeBERT
B EAT A B I 25, TS S5 4 CodeBERT REAY b (R EE AR B, HL AR, 1ERHE C PB4 SEfil T LLER
RN TR C; = {text, label}, HH text FRAHD token 41, label 75 A TARIC AR S BIAREE. S 10 H i1
SR I 2 2 WU text — label )44 43 A0, M fBe /MU AT SURS 0 2R R L
2.4 ERIIA

Wi 4 JioR, A TR IR R R T S AR 1) 4 2T %, SWIPER HESEAE [CLS] b ic I B 4 Bk J2
iy hepsy S IN— 4422 (fully connected layer) 1124 702K, IR Softmax sER 73 53) vE SEPIAS 73 Kb
2 (BRER EaARBRIA) IR, d5 Jo MR A B 0T B [T A RIS AR 2 43 S 1 45 TR

3 WRE

3.1 EHIEE

Wi 2 iR, ARSCAE 8 AN C 18 5 FRUEINH (1A FREHUE 4R F AT S, fRix Sl g b, kb8 e
G 44.5%-87.3%. o, B 3 AN H (C Test Suites ITC I Juliet) 3K F 5 F F 5 bk 55 H AR5 b KA (155
[ K A TP B ZE SARD (software assurance reference dataset). i FH AP A5 A 1 ILERFA IR 1, k)72
T VPEA ASAT TERED ) ghdh, ASCE N E A ik 1 5 Ak B FREREI H AT ER 4. &
AN B R AL A SAT T R S b i ASAT A HH B R S48, .2 i IF R N kAT N L A AR SRR
gh QL. X LET H AT 4L (lines of code, LoC) M 2k £ 79k A%%, HINAEZFE. 28 3 FINIER T I H h i1 ASAT
JraR st IR, JE I 57 31 1278, ARSCAT ] E IR 5T 18 SCE 5 H5HE 12 R At 1R N T A 5 A O A 4R
[RIb 2 L CRAIE AT SE 1

TgE| LoC R BRI (%)
C Test Suite 36134 146 46.8
ITC 42110 290 50.0
Juliet 79324 1278 44.5
antiword-0.37 20213 59 59.3
barcode-0.98 3409 63 87.3
spell-1.0 1991 57 54.4
sphinxbase-0.2 22517 220 50.0
uucp-1.07 52595 759 71.0

3.2 SEISTRMEIERR
H T A VP SR A T (1) 5 IS 45 R, A SR WA 1 BE S 48 ARG A 28 R0 73 1] 238 R Ay s B 2 1) T 2
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Al T 4 2K, Ao R T 5 SR AN T b B DL, T LU AR I 1 — SR8 M, YRS
HIVET ) 4 AMESS IFR: 1) 46 2L BTN o BB SR (Nougeybugey); 2) T4 ELSE BTN o R
SIS VHORE (NVougeyctean): 3) I S T g 2T BB 0S5 BIOR (Noteanbagey): 4) 46 T HE 2430500
BB FE 4R S BIHR (Notean tean). TIAT (4) IS (5) BT, A0SR AR OB % (Precision) A1
15 (Recall). P/ RS FRIOLETEFZE 0 ) 1 210, (MR | FomBU b AT

.. N‘lean—» clean
Precision = e 4)
Ny tean T Nougg

Neican—sclean
Recall = fean el )

Naieansetean + Neteansbugey

3.3 LRI

E T B I B 50T R AN (cross-project warning identification, CPWI) /145, A SC M 8 AN H Hik#E—A
T AR AR H , B KA R R i 0 H A4 B bR B 347 CPWIAESS. #ill, 2458 2 i) spell 45 4 Y550 H I,
fE4E 7 A CPWIL I H A4, Bl St 56 Mol gery ol H 4G 0 T H 45, RIS 2.2 W g o7
MIEIE iRk th 5 E AR E ARG 1) P SR S D I 2B T SWIPER HESE rhoS B (Rl 25 0. 2R 5 A
FHEE TR H 177 s AR EAR IR Sofimax 732835 HARIH WP EHRGEAT A b T 1FAL SWIPER AEZL7E CPWI
B R RIPERE, A SCH TR I ITIE S LUR 6 NS AR SCAH ORI L ER T ik AT LU IR,

« FRM-TLP: —Fi ] T CPWI AL 45 1P F BT R 2% S HEAE, 3@ 1L R ] PVC (path-variable characteristic) 451 i
ATHEFP 55 VLHE SR8 /NI H T 0 58l 53 A 22 7.

« TCAM™: —Fffdi 5 T4 S AL 2 FE 1K CM (common metric) FAE 120 ST R 2 =) J vk, i gt MR
T H 5 B ARIE BRI 2 8] BE 2 SR8 B PIAN 10 2 [R5 70 A AR B B . 328 3 B T AR SCH T 00 2K 8% 1)
28 A~ CM RFAE, JITA1HH 1) CM HFHE ATTE Menzies 25 A U716 S0 4R 51 50 i X

R3 ARG ERS R

el FHES
LoC total loc, blank loc, comment _loc, executable loc

McCabe  cyclomatic_complexity, design_complexity

unique_operands, unique_operators, total operands, total operators, halstead vocabulary, halstead length,

Halstead halstead_volume, halstead_level, halstead_difficulty, halstead_effort, halstead_error, halstead time

branch_count, decision_count, call pairs, condition_count, multiple_condition_count, cyclomatic_density,

Miscellaneous .. . . . . .
decision_density, design_density, norm_cyclomatic_complexity, formal parameters

o NNFilter™: — i 0 FG B3 ARS8, o P FBcs 48 432 e PRS00 H v 5 H A0 H A7 28005 A1 1 BB

« DBNW: — ORI VR 2% 2 B8 DBN 3K [ 5024 2] AST 5 553 41 (16 78 SCHE A T8k B 39000 1) 7 125

* DP-CNNU™: Pl CNN Az i1 5E T AST (K915 SURFAE il B 5 A 40 1 CM AR Ji) AR 45 5 A 78 Lol o T30 A5
HMITIE.

* CNN-THFL"!: ik T- CNN (¥ ol 3T B 1R A4 AE % STHESE, Jl L 76 DP-CNN J7 i (f56At L 51N TCA HiR
57 YA I R AR SR A % T H 375t T PR R B T AR Y

XTI H P35 T R EfA (within-project warning identification, WPWI) T4, A SCK- &A1 H 1) $E 45
I3 A IR RTINS, AR BRI 5 FH S 37 28 X0 UE AR PP AL 73 2R 8RRk, £k A IRl —AN i H
(1) 57 S0, B R SR BRI 43 B AS R ARSI T4, FIH L — AT IIZREE A T SWIPER AEAE AR Y
IR AR, T 55— AN F A2 IR s W 10, 485 P AS 3 I AN F AR AT — IR E S0, 5 T VAl SWIPER AE
A WPWI ARG IR RE, A SO TR R W RS 3 N8 - RIALER 5 ) 20 RAR EAT LU, % B BIMLAR 2% 2] B )
TATVERN Z 850, A SO ik 3% 7 12 85 0] 4325 2% LR (logistic regression). & TR SR HLVE 43 2588 148 DL S
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FEM L5488 (support vector machine, SVM) SKAE JyHE2k ik, FIRNLAS 5 3] 73 R HEE T CM 1R 3L
PRI 2 WPWI BERL,

AR FFIE T Prest™ SR SE CM H5E A T 5556 4047, £1%F FRM-TL. TCA. NNFilter U Jz CNN-THFL
X 4 ANFELL 5 AR S, A SR A A B TR R ok BT S £ % DBN LK DP-CNN X M3 2%
Jiid, ARSOEIE A 10 S IR (R AH [ 1 45 2544 DL S EOR ST IIAE G BY. &1 %) LR J48 LA SVM X 3 M3
L7, AR IR 6 Wekal I p SZEL B AR HEA T 5286 A SCHTH H ) SWIPER HE4E R Huggingface V-5 (1)
“codebert-base” i A Ay FEREIE R 1M, 12 2 #09 Transformer 2t 2341 5. SWIPER HEZE () FAA S HO B I T U
WH 5 HARIH SO FHCEE A 5120 #iLAFE KN (batch size) 4 16+ %> 3 (learning rate) & 1E-6 LL K I &5
1) epoch B4 15. 454~ epoch W, A7 I ZREE H BEHLIERE 20% M SR BEAT IR UE. A 7 B 13k $0L45 1), AR 3¢
K545 (early stopping) ML #5HE AL AR BG4 BRI 5 A epoch BEAT PEfg Best, WV 2Rt #5452 1. A6 M F B,
W N R AR R ZE IR A AT B R P REIGAIE, ST RS 25 3.2 A0 Bt PP Al F b CABEAT LR s 6. o4 T i f
Kol e 3 10 BE AL 7 SR 1) S i O, A SOt A3 41 Sz 36 4R A7 T 10 IRECE R VPG R AR & 3. A SOh i T s
YIZEHRA 4 B Nvidia GTX 1080Ti GPU (¥ il 45 #% LiEAT.

AR Wilcoxon 7455 BRI 7 0K 56 1E T $2 H ) SWIPER HESR 5 L2k 7 vk /e 2R af A P i b2 5 1
7% 5. Wilcoxon F5 FAL I & — P AESEAL LG, SR AN T8 BB B SV 2 IE A& A6, 47k p (AT
0.05 I, Ui BRI (1 ME e 22 ARG v i B B W ok, AR S0 Scott-Knott effect size difference
(ESD) K50 J5 2 AR 3.2 A5 v BT tH IR AN VRO FR AR 18 A BERT BT SSE AT HE 4 . Scott-Knott ESD J&—FiS (i LL Jy
2%, R 2RI EAR 4R 5 W Giih 2 o AN Al 20 A [ A 41 B ZE3EAT Scott-Knott ESD 4556 ) [,
A ICIE VL Cohen 2Nt d SKeffif i SWIPER HEALL5 Fe 2k 5 i 2 [ ¥k RE 010 22 S A0 SE B B T PR A 2L 2 1d] < 0.2
IF, DA A AT LLZBE 1) (negligible, N); 24 0.2 < |d| < 0.5 B, A4/ (small, S); 24 0.5 < |d| < 0.8 B, A A2 4%
1) (medium, M); 4 |d| > 0.8 I, IA A2 KI¥ (large, L). W —AMBEAEL 5 — AR 80N & d H1EH KT 0.2,
DI 7™ 1A 8 B LA A

4 ZWHERSHH
N T VAL SE T B AR T SRR B A B AR A 2 A T % SWIPER (A R4k, ASCHFSE T BAR 3 MRS

(research question, RQ).

« RQI: 5HAM L 7L L, SWIPER B85 3573 S 418 CPWI 45 12

« RQ2: HIHAh IR J5 A0 L, SWIPER fE 753515 B 4[] WPWI 45 522

« RQ3: ZEF AR MITE SR LR TR 518 o5 R IR 3R i AT 45 2 S A 202
4.1 RQIl SWHERS5HH

R ATERS FRGIHE TG HFRIHE A A S48 19 5% SWIPER LA K 6 AN KR 2k 7 i 1)1 3
Precision Ml Recall 455 (34T B7R). B4~ HARDH AT E AR 70 IRSEI 45K (7 ANTH A A > 10 YOl B 5 58
50 W TME. 3K 4 I3 5 iR, fER—AH BT E 1705 LSk 8e o, SWIPER 5 T F 254k vk 2 R Bl i 45 1
SRR, 3R 4 TR S IG5 3479 BIR R EERNTA B AR E FYERESS R0 F9ME (0L Ave A7) &
ANKEL 705 SWIPER 47 Wilcoxon 5 #kAE I 1) p {H (W, p-value 17) L& REANFELR Jrik 5 SWIPER 2 [HI[¥)
Cohen &85 K/ (I Cohen’s d 47). ¥l 6 W7 T X T 7528547 Scott-Knott ESD A3 1A &5 8L, KX 4.
F 5 LU 6 [Rse, nT AT BL R A 45 R

« £ Scott-Knott ESD £ 44 1, SWIPER 75PN ITAL R bR o #8044 55—, Wi WA SWIPER J7 vk i e 1)
CPWI #5284 %) L FCAth B 2% 2 BAT B35 K P RE 4R Tt

o B X RGZORG, SWIPER 1EJT A H 4RI LIS 1138 Precision {7 59.1%. 514t 6 ANFELR 7k M L
52, ¥ Precision {HFFE IR FETE 8.3%—16.1% < [8]. T A A [0l 2 (1 25 oK, SWIPER TETH Hbsui B FIARH)
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VY4 Recall (624 75.5%. 5 A 6 NIELETTAH LSS, V-4 Recall (EIMETHIEE E 19.0%46.2% 2 IH].

« HR4% Wilcoxon T 5 RRALEE (45 R, SWIPER {E W A VEAS H b o6 T AT 3528 7L 19 p {39/ T 0.05, $E1]
SWIPER FIEELE i AR M i 22 B A G vk 3 ) 1 AT k. AR 4 Cohen 248 A/ 45 5, SWIPER £ 4>
VA FE bR TP AR T A IR 2 7V IR AN B d Y08 IE BT 0.5 (R §E 22 537 SEBR N o b 454 K), 1Kt 78 7 3K
#5050 H 35t~ SWIPER HE42 152 H v

%4 SWIPER 5 HAhFE 4k 5148 CPWI AT-45 1 ) Precision T ¥r b 45 B

ek FRM-TL TCA NNFilter DBN DP-CNN  CNN-THFL  SWIPER

C Test Suite 52.5 36.9 51.8 52.5 52.2 53.5 57.6

ITC 49.7 50.5 52.7 50.6 51.0 52.3 53.5

Juliet 49.8 79.3 56.8 58.3 59.9 68.2 58.1

Precision (%) antiword 36.4 29.5 443 47.4 46.1 37.7 59.0

barcode 20.5 20.4 39.4 16.0 14.9 18.1 63.2

spell 62.0 46.5 60.0 50.6 56.8 49.9 51.9

sphinxbase 432 60.4 55.1 54.1 55.1 61.1 68.5

uucp 29.8 22.0 46.4 32.4 34.6 37.7 61.0

Ave. (%) 43.0 432 50.8 452 46.3 473 59.1
p-value 2.10x107™ 122107 3.73x10°° 121107 1.09x107%  1.97x10°° —
Cohen’s d 1.072(L)  0.884(L) 0.555(M) 1156(L)  0982(L)  0.793 (M) -

%5 SWIPER 5 HiAth 2k J5:AFE CPWI 1451 ) Recall TaFr L 45 B

EiiLas FRM-TL TCA NNFilter DBN DP-CNN  CNN-THFL  SWIPER
C Test Suite 292 36.6 44.6 497 439 40.0 743
ITC 319 60.5 64.6 527 47.6 438 72.7
Juliet 19.3 47.6 51.8 573 46.6 439 93.7
Recall (%) antiword 31.0 382 51.8 61.8 51.9 338 96.7
ceat iz barcode 44.6 438 39.3 62.9 51.4 582 40.0
spell 29.1 523 45.1 56.2 50.8 47.1 91.9
sphinxbase 20.5 51.1 318 56.3 49.1 42.0 86.0
uucp 28.6 472 26.2 55.0 57.4 47.8 48.9
Avg. (%) 293 472 444 56.5 498 44.6 755
p-value 2.98x107"  L12x107%  3.76x107* 9.26x107*  2.86x107°  2.58x107" -
Cohen’s d 2223(L)  1299(L)  1207(L)  L156(L)  1.258(L) 1.448 (L) -
07, LOr
0.6 F e
L ]
0.7 }
3 I L
2 * ¢ I\ S .
s . €05
04| ! : I\
o3t 03
02t 0.1t
L 1 1 1 1 1 J L 1 1 1 1 1 J
SWIPER NNFilter CNN-THFL SWIPER DBN CNN-THFL NNFilter
(a) Precision YEA s (b) Recall VEA kxR

6 RQI Y Scott-Knott ESD HE44 45 5

© PEBEERKCEIFR  htps/www. jos. org. cn



RAD R TRAZELRTHHELIRA AT &

4.2 RQ2 SLHERSHR

4673

6 ML 7 A THEA HARIHE SWIPER Al 3 AN3ELL 510 L2 WPWI MR ({1714 Precision
Recall 5%, FAN HARIHAT PR ER 10 W P38 IGF (BN 20 IRSEI6 45 ) (PP, Wik 6
R 7 BioR, AEREAS HARTR H AT B Sz b, SWIPER 5 HA IRk Jride 2 v B A I 45 AR, & 7 W 7R

TR FTAT JEHAT Scott-Knott ESD Faf fHEA4 458 FE xR 6. 2 7 LURIEL 7 BULEE, W LA LU R 2428

% 6 SWIPER 5 3 ML 717 WPWI AT 18] Precision $hr LI 45

TR LR 148 SVM SWIPER
C Test Suite 50.5 46.2 49.4 69.7
ITC 46.8 48.6 47.7 70.3
Juliet 76.4 77.1 78.2 80.9
Precision (%) antiword 66.4 76.1 71.2 77.4
barcode 46.6 17.5 34.0 63.3
spell 69.6 61.0 67.2 71.0
sphinxbase 70.4 80.2 70.8 81.0
uucp 69.5 73.2 80.9 79.2
Avg. (%) 62.0 60.0 62.4 74.1
p-value 9.95x10° 6.10x10” 3.42x107 -
Cohen’s d 0.971 (L) 0.889 (L) 0.899 (L) —
%7 SWIPER 15 3 ML ILAE WPWIAT45 () Recall $ih H i 45 S
Eizun LR 748 SVM SWIPER
C Test Suite 432 484 454 100.0
ITC 243 64.6 49.7 98.9
Juliet 88.0 81.6 823 93.4
antiword 78.0 80.6 75.2 85.7
Recall (%) parcode 8.0 5.7 1.1 66.7
spell 68.2 49.5 58.7 92.7
sphinxbase 68.5 75.6 64.6 91.9
uucp 44.4 57.0 243 65.7
Avg. (%) 52.8 57.9 51.4 86.9
p-value 4.64x107" 1.15x107" 7.74x10°" —
Cohen’s d 1.643 (L) 1.513 (L) 1.894 (L) -
1.0
0.8 -
. L ]
0.7 | £°T
§ 0.6 + v =06k |
< ;
0.5F
05|
04~ L 1 1 J 03 L 1 1 J
SWIPER SVM LR J48 SWIPER 148
(a) Precision WAL HEbR (b) Recall W-lifgks

K7 RQ2 ¥ Scott-Knott ESD 44 45 %
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* SWIPER 7EPIAN Al Fi 45 T 1) Scott-Knott ESD A 44 rh 3440 T HAhJE 46 75 v, A AE WPWI 45 45 A
BT AATE XFoR I SWIPER 52t AE75 21 B35 i M AE4R 7.

« SWIPER 7T A #55 H _EHUEHI T34 Precision Rl Recall {514 74.1% F1 86.9%. 5 Hifts 3 ANILek 532
ML, V38 Precision {EIIETHIFEEAE 11.7%—14.1% Z 18], V34 Recall {HIFHETHIRBEAE 29.0%-35.5% Z [A].

5 3 AL kA L, SWIPER 7E48 K 240 H bR H Bd 42 E#RAT T S 4 (RS 25 L. AR4E Wilcoxon £
SRRAL AN Cohen RN E K /MWL S, SWIPER AHXS T JTA He 48 Ji i e Y It B B KB 3%, Bk peZ s 7E
Givt i B A B L RS R W] SWIPER HERFZETH H A 375 F IR IH B A S .

43 RQ3 SLWHERS SR

ST 112 RQ3, AN SO LA /N1 B Rl 52 46 K 46 AiE SWIPER Jy i AN Rl 44 A 2k Pk
4.3.1 ARBERIRZW 51

AT (1) Rl I 56 36 6 R P AL B2 (R ARRG R U7 VR SR e SWIPER Ji vk (M Bk A28 X Ko, JERI AN GES
H7Y CodeBERT SRl ZR Ik 7 A B 7R 5 1 H 155 B 04T VA LU AR UL, PIAN SR8 77 15 43 il 2k T A QR i
BIERMIEA CodeBERT-CM, LA IET AST 1 RIR IR CodeBERT-AST. & T LR1F SR A V1%, CodeBERT-
CM 4 CodeBERT-AST [ &Rt FE 5 5 3.3 1 b itk — 2L

% 8 FK 9 I TR HARIH L A# /] SWIPER I AN5E4k 7772 (CodeBERT-CM 5 CodeBERT-AST) Hf
[11°F-¥ Precision 1l Recall 455, TE4:4 H AR B AT (%) LL 5236 1, SWIPER 5 CodeBERT-CM. CodeBERT-AST
Z i P TR AR 4 R SO R R, I 8 WIJEZR T X AN [FAAS R 7R J 2534 T Scott-Knott ESD £ 38 (11 HE 44 45
K. GG R IR AT, BT EARE RS R R B BRI, TE40 K 2 50 B AT B #oiis 5 B3k
197 B EEROAE AL P RERUR . AR UL, 78 8 AN H BRI H A, ASCHTHE H ) /775 SWIPER fE Precision 1 Recall &5
THBEAS T 6 MAERI G B RS ki, SWIPER LU AN IEER 570 BT T 7.6% F1 6.1%. T M A B 21
4 KT, SWIPER FHIHEFHR B 43 ) 2 17.8% Hl 15.9%. HRHE Wilcoxon 5 BRI F15 Cohen R 1 K/ INSL 6 1) 45
J, SWIPER %} F CodeBERT-CM 5 CodeBERT-AST 7 Precision ¥ihr T A /NI 5 31 & (AR 3, 7F Recall 18
Fr T AP AEOLR, BRI A8 22 et B Go vt WA, BSR L, FE T BR AR I AR S 1 SRR A R X 4 2
JPARHE A B ) 22 S, T LA | S A TR A Aff 2% ) 5 TR SRS AE DG A SCRRAE, MTT 4R i S 2 e AR A AT 55 1)

% 8 SWIPER 5 CodeBERT-CM. CodeBERT-AST 7 CPWI AT-4 1 [¥] Precision $ b1 45 5L

febr CodeBERT-CM CodeBERT-AST SWIPER

C Test Suite 56.7 56.9 57.6

ITC 52.8 53.2 53.5

Juliet 67.5 65.3 58.1

antiword 47.6 48.1 59.0

Precision (%) barcode 276 38.1 63.2

spell 53.6 53.6 51.9

sphinxbase 64.2 65.1 68.5

uucp 423 437 61.0

Avg. (%) 515 53.0 59.1
p-value 4.94x107"° 9.63x10°° —
Cohen’s d 0.555 (M) 0.467 (S) -

43.2 DNN %50 54T

AR (17 Rl S 56 B O AT 1 SO R A 4 Fh DNN 4244 (CNN. DBN. Al ik AR5 Word2Vece LL K Fil il 25
T F B BERT) Sk 4 SWIPER J5 ¥ (R #2535 5 #2284 CodeBERT, Jfit i Il 25 CPWI 5% B K kAT M fig Xt
Pl a2 U, AT HEAT X B 1) 4 AN FEZR U5 vk 4y 2 R A B 42 7 SRR I 4R 1) CNN B! (CNN-Path). DBN A5
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% (DBN-Path). Word2Vec 1% (Word2Vec-Path) L\ & BERT #57%4 (BERT-Path). 5 F DNN 424 () SEIH, A K
F B 183 U4 g 5 (A5 50 R 3E AT L CNNL DBN LL J¢ Word2Vec, - Fl Huggingface *F & T 1)
iR Hz 1 “bert-base-cased” K 2L BERT. 4 T PRIESZIG I A1k, 4 N FELTEM IS FES 56 3.3 W prid

2% 9 SWIPER 5 CodeBERT-CM. CodeBERT-AST 7F CPWI /T-45 1 1] Recall 5 F5 LA 45

bR CodeBERT-CM CodeBERT-AST SWIPER
C Test Suite 52.4 60.5 74.3
ITC 64.3 61.9 72.7
Juliet 66.7 60.5 93.7
antiword 51.1 67.0 96.7
Recall (%
ecall (%) barcode 55.8 58.9 40.0
spell 67.1 60.6 91.9
sphinxbase 50.5 493 86.0
uucp 53.6 58.1 48.9
Avg. (%) 57.7 59.6 75.5
p-value 2.20x107"° 3.99x1071° —
Cohen’s d 0.615 (M) 0.577 (M) -
0.7 -
06L 0.8
=
2 =
2 * I
S . S 0.6
S 05t <
0.4
0.4 |
L 1 J 02 L 1 J
SWIPER CodeBERT-AST CodeBERT-CM SWIPER CodeBERT-AST CodeBERT-CM
(a) Precision VAL TG bR (b) Recall YAt FabxR

8 RQ3 HEE 1 AN RIS Scott-Knott ESD HE4 45 4

F 10 F1F 11 I TESA HARIH EA#H SWIPER Fl 4 NFEL 7L 0 1YY Precision Il Recall 45 % 1%
AN B BRI HAT X L SE 8 h, SWIPER & 4 AL 7 ik 2 vp b (K VRS Fbs 45 SR S gk e 7. vl 9 o,
FE LGB AN 7] (¥ DNN ZEAA I, A9 ST 4 Hh A FH 101 2505 5 458 CodeBERT [f) )77k SWIPER 76 B AN VF Al Fi b v
(¥] Scott-Knott ESD ¢ t1 Ky 56 Hl 44 #05 LU 4 AN K2 75 v 22 vy, 1X 00 Bl A FH kT 1 AR 5 R G 28 35 11 XU A T
AR CodeBERT RJ A% >J £1 5 it FH (ARG 18 S LAk INAS [ 100 ) 0 2500 22 5, NI AE 5 000 H 350
B % LU AL G5 (110 5 I 28 X 8 R R SR AT T PR R R . 15 4 ANIELR VA M LB AR, AR 4 B4 41 1) 7 12 SWIPER 76
¥ Precision {HIA3RTHIEIELE 8.9%13.6% Z [8], MT{EF-¥) Recall (HINFETHIEIELE 8.2%28.6% Z [a]. [FII, #RHE p-value
Hl Cohen’s d [R5 45 L, SWITER AHXF T 4 ANKELE 7 iAF 246 K 22 500 H AR I B 4 b HAT IO IR 1 3,
B ReI 22 RAE o L R B, g5 b, A WU GR0E 5 B A R AT 45 b n] LASRAFHOE 144 55 DNN 42
PR B, JEAE RS T H 350 N AN T BUA J7vE 3 H A SR .
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%10 SWIPER 5 4 ML 5 157E CPWI AT 18] Precision T hr LI 45 B

TR CNN-Path DBN-Path Word2Vec-Path BERT-Path SWIPER

C Test Suite 543 53.9 53.4 55.8 57.6

ITC 52.6 51.5 523 54.2 53.5

Juliet 57.6 58.4 58.3 57.8 58.1

Precision (%) antiword 45.0 48.5 55.1 55.6 59.0

barcode 15.5 16.0 325 32.4 63.2

spell 53.4 51.5 53.1 49.1 51.9

sphinxbase 53.6 55.7 58.4 59.9 68.5

uucp 323 32.1 35.4 36.9 61.0

Avg. (%) 455 46.0 49.8 50.2 59.1
p-value 1.24x10™" 4.47x10" 1.08x10°° 3.34x10° —
Cohen’s d 1.086 (L) 1.082 (L) 0.807 (L) 0.704 (M) -

# 11 SWIPER 5 4 N IELE CPWI T4 K Recall Fbr ELig 45 3

et CNN-Path DBN-Path Word2Vec-Path BERT-Path SWIPER
C Test Suite 422 51.6 55.7 70.6 74.3
ITC 419 498 53.5 59.7 72.7
Juliet 39.7 52.3 64.1 75.6 93.7
Recall (%) antiword 51.7 56.9 69.4 64.4 96.7
eca
’ barcode 54.6 61.1 489 72.5 40.0
spell 45.7 54.6 61.0 77.8 91.9
sphinxbase 45.6 54.8 52.7 53.0 86.0
uucp 53.6 54.2 52.4 64.3 48.9
Avg. (%) 46.9 54.4 57.2 67.3 75.5
p-value 1.47x107" 6.08x107"° 2.94x107 4.48x107* -
Cohen’s d 1.455 (L) 1.302 (L) 0.791 (M) 0.340 (S) -
0.7
0.6, 0.8 L
N =
AS) 5 *
g 05k ' s S
3 =06+
QN ’ . 1 .
0.5
0.4 1
03L
03%, L L L ) L I I L )
SWIPER BERT-Path Word2Vec-Path SWIPER BERT-Path CNN-Path
(a) Precision PP FaxR (b) Recall VEAL ks

Kl 9 RQ3 HEE 2 ANTHALSLK 1 Scott-Knott ESD HE44 45 1

4.4 BYEE I

ARSCELR 3 J5 T A 75k SWIPER [¥IAT e Ul 3617 4347

o HNRAT R s B AR IR TR A SC R ORT AR AT P K S . TN B RRARBOK, H TR AT A T AT
PR 2 b A0 85t ASAT i 75 K5 A7 B 28 1) S B AR 30T H 10 1 Sk i e, AT a1 2 b P2 S i A
B KRBk, ASCEHE TR H SARD Uil e v N L5 B R AR S HE RIS B 1 LA Kok B RSP 30T H 1) ZT S

© PEBEERKCEIFR  htps/www. jos. org. cn



KA 5 T4 A2E R TR A B S AIAT & 4677

IRBGIRA A AT IR AE R 4R AEIX LI H Z AN ZRA SO i ) SWIPER AR 7R AJ R 2 75 31 S 40 ol 5T 22 (R 45
R, DR AT i P ) AR SR TR R R R R R FB I T A

o PR R T SRR SR, AR AR R HEAT A2 1 1 S H A . ASCR A CA T U iR i
SRR BEAT R A, DRI, 0 30 25 Bl AT A R R T B 2o P R M REHEAT T LK, AR SCHE it AL PR B
(M ARit £ ERATBENLYE. B, 2D BT T AR 25 B8 AR B i v U (B A28 ) DR ZE s o bR IR AR B 1,
M L S A AN R B A AR SR B AT SC (K1 SURFE SR IE— P 3R T A SO i Y I 7k R

o SRR 15, ASCIE RPN B A R SR BORS i AR A B Aok A R R PERE. 1S BB IR ILAR T
AR RR (W1 G-measure) 17T LAAEARK K A A A ] LSS IE AR O PR . FLIK, AR SCEFELL C i 5 RE /74 5 K AR
T AR DAy HE v E s SRR AIE B T T VR KA . ol TR 2 B BT 5 P A AE CFG Al AST S840, R BT
B R 7 AT B AR A O e AT DA O (AR A ] R i R 5 IR FE AN 1 AST 9 SR AR ) g it i
(0 Java) T RE. Bt ¥ e O I ) Java SRR S R BRSO S () PROMISE!™), ey g i s s
T 7 (6 TR0 QRS TR HEE . AR5 R TR T (0 PROGEX™") 3k i i B3 3408 BT %t 1 () Java BR 3% A6AR
7. o, AR ST $E H 6 T PN 2508 5 B R I ZRHE SR F ANV HOB T 28 IO R 5, DALt vl LI SR ABL P
A1k N K A A T ) Java SR TE 5 K2R 1 S AL,

5 RESRE

HiAEIR B B A SRR SR A I F S A2 AR H R, AR SCRE (¥ SWIPER 5 {208 i A FH il 2575
HRMIE T CFG B AR I AR R 7s v B 802 3 1 SCRFAE A T2 4RI BEXIR GURA IR RS Toik X 23 B T SU8E
TR B 2 e A ) 7, A SR Y i A SRR 20 A e Pl S B e A TR S F A P i A P 91, AT 5
PRI BORS A L ) S A BR AT DG AT U B D0 T 2 CPWI R ARG FSEAIR 1 1) il AR S I AR AR A AT 55
A TN 2 R LA B e B AL RE D0 ) IR, JEA AR S 2R s rp B TR A B f) BM25 SR
PRI H Hh 5 H BRI H AR SRS O TR B S B 1A S R B U R £, T N AN ) 10 130 PR 08 20 Ao 22
Jt. ARTCAE 8 N ITIREAR AR 4 LA SWIPER Ly 22 FhIE 2k Iy ik b AT P BEXT LE 20 A7, S 85 R IGAIE T Py ik A
A LU R0 S EARAR AT R U5 R, 38 T ARE— 2548 T CPWIATL 45 ke, A SCRH CFG AR W RE AR Y
TG AR, ST ASAT A I B I e 5 AR 40 . Bs RO 29 R AR R, T T A% iR
AN GRS I S PR 5 AE NI 500 46 4 mh TS X B AT DG 1R SCRFAE, AT A 2 R A ASE 20 B o4
. B, X DNN RS [y Ay 5 R AT 50 2 (0 mT AR 1k 2o Bt Ry SR
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