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Research on Comment Quality Evaluation for Code Comment Generation Tasks

ZHAO Xian-Lin'? PAN Xing-Lu"?, ZOU Yan-Zhen'?, LIU Chen-Xiao"’, XIE Bing"’
'(Key Laboratory of High Confidence Software Technologies (Peking University), Ministry of Education, Beijing 100871, China)
*(School of Computer Science, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: Code comment generation is an important research task in software engineering. Mainstream methods for comment generation
train deep learning models to generate comments, relying on metrics such as BLEU to evaluate comment quality on open code comment
datasets. These evaluations mainly reflect the similarity between generated comments and manual reference comments in the datasets.
However, the quality of the manual reference comments in open comment datasets varies widely, which leads to more and more doubts
about the effectiveness of these metrics. Therefore, for code comment generation tasks, there is an urgent need for direct and effective
methods to evaluate code comment quality. Such methods can improve the quality of open comment datasets and enhance the evaluation
of generated comments. This study conducts research and analysis on existing quantifiable methods for code comment quality evaluation

and applies a set of multi-dimensional metrics to directly evaluate the quality of code comments in mainstream open datasets, comments
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generated by traditional methods, and comments generated by ChatGPT. The study reveals the following findings. 1) The quality of code
comments in mainstream open datasets needs improvement, with issues such as inaccuracy, poor readability, excessive simplicity, and a
lack of useful information. 2) Comments generated by traditional methods are more lexically and semantically similar to the code but lack
information that is more useful to developers, such as high-level intentions of the code. 3) One important reason for the low BLEU scores
of generated comments is the large number of poor-quality reference comments in datasets, which lack relevance with the code or exhibit
poor naturalness. These kinds of reference comments should be filtered or improved. 4) Comments generated by LLMs like ChatGPT are
rich in content but tend to be lengthy. Their quality evaluation needs to be tailored to developer intentions and specific scenarios. Based
on these findings, this study provides several suggestions for future research in code comment generation and comment quality evaluation.

Key words: code comment; comment quality; comment evaluation; comment dataset; comment generation
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T4 2 Fhigf%, Corazza 2 N BV 5t 1 VA 5 ARAS B — S0 AN R 5 QRS A TRV MIBLEE M5 & A AT IR 3
A Java BT RGN I SRR — BUME AT AN bR, IF0H R B BRIV AR LR . 45 IR OR, SRS i mE
BB, VAR DL £ 5 5. McBurney 25 A ™Md T 3 ANE SCASTE XAILLE HEFR (short text semantic similarity
metrics) 3BT T AREFIVERE B SCASARALL S, [RIRE i YRR ) v A 1 P DA o0 il aed SCAARABLEE A 1. itk 4b, Tammarino
S N VIR B, AR 5 R A T A b BAR DL B % S o — BIORLRE . At AT 140D SR 4 Sl AL EE, S FH LDA 7Y
S A L, SR 280 2 I KL RS DL T AR AL 59 R ) — B0 Rabbi 55 A PHBA A T 32 AR 5 VR AR
Tt 5 R I — B .
3.1.2 sEEEE

SEENE R PR RS e i ok B B B R A B b B S T RE A T 3 A RRS SRR e B e SRR AL
BRI R0 2, AR 75T BT Z IR 82 A F . Khamis %5 A P52 H ) JavadocMiner £ F Javadoc ¥
BrRSisx 7 EMREME . FrA S8 L Rl i =&, BN A RS H T @return, @parameter,
@throws AR AT, Sun 2 A BTG T SRR e B VE, R R R TR 2 A 1 B 15 R (@author
Fr4s.
3.1.3 ATk

i ¥t A G R 224 TRT VR, 3B S A A S BB AS M S A A 25 Khamis 25 A PO H () JavadocMiner J7 9%t 5
IR R EL, LAY SEAS S8 (R R 2 75 1 7. Steid] £ N PR Y FRI9E R R oA R4 PR VR K 18 I ATV E R
() T P TR (AR 2 SRR B R R T, R RO, R (Bl R 30 AR B
WREFERA I TS, AT e & Lk MRS AR 145 B, AR H S AEARSAT 2 1A).
3.1.4 BRI

SRR AT M A (R R R R T, SO, 5 T T R B, Khamis 25 A ™ F— & 518 A& A
TPEAN R 1) B AR, FE T EE R B oG. 440A) . Bl DL 48 W 18] B850 AT 19 R R I 22 38 G HE I ek
1], 75 )25 T A R FR At BB . b AT 138+ 5L T Flesch-Kincaid grade level score, Flesch reading ease level 25 5
SRVE 5 BRARATUS IO TT L R F6 4%, DA RE (O 7T 244 Scalabrino 28 A\ B3+ 5 T Flesch-Kincaid $84%, LAYFAE
AT e,
3.1.5 HHMASEE

PR TEARD Z SMREERIME BN, BB E A S A S E R EE VM AR G EERX 4%
PO 2R T 2 W] LA BT 3 B AR ARRE IAE S, 4 Bl R Bt ARG i 42 LG % K, 17 2 XA 2 3L
H AR, A A S EAEEFEERER, WRERIUES 7400, IR RA S atas pE 8, HA
223 RFR.

Steidl 25 A\ PSR T — AN RS BB AR E R A1 5 IR E LT B A% ¢ coeff FEAR,
F T Z0 w38 b 5 5 k48 V)43 I AN RV AR AL (IR0 22 18] P 4 8 R 2 /N T 2) IR B o 190 B g AT Tl gt 2R
¢_coeff it w5 (BN KT 0.5), WiZERE R/ A AE MACHS o BA 563K 0 B0 45 415 2. Sun 258 A\ BTS84t ¢ coeff AYTHE
HEAT 7 ekt Aman 5\ PU ] Doc2Vec 771k, A0 & B (040S 5 25 i B ARG 20 R R AL B, A 3 1
AR, U IR AR TEZ EFEER, AW N MERNZRST R
3.1.6  HAMVEANZERE

BT IR 4EE AL, BIF 7T AT AE 5 22 B 4 FEAR I T FERR A SR VAN b L. 5 e B A B b e P
A RCE Y JERE S RO e ) A sk o A o O LA DA S PR AL, X AN —— R T
3.2 ASGEEAIFNEE SR

A B b A 1 B A B RE ST PP AN B AR Rt T R S AN B B AR R AR B AT VRAN A AT MR



8 BB oo e b g e

3.1 W T UG B, BATIEERR ARG . TG T BRI T It S 4 P AR A v IS 2 (B B B R SRR
FRbR. RN 6 B L TR B R B s e, ME LA —VPAN. BAE, VBRI A F A BRI TR T Rk E
ARG I S BORR L, AR AP ) —TGE L. N T F & XX — 4T, B T S5 BUH 48R ¢_coeff 4k, ASCHE
FHiLt— B4R T — N8R mesia (mean supplementary information amount) PAREMEREIRGLAIAME B R P4,
B, ASCGRBUT etk btk B FRMEIX 4 ML 8 MR TR R I, W3R 5 Fos. Nl
VELHA R TR AR I B A L.

®5OARER R TR R AR

AN YL HH R fi Ve H AN Ak
A SCHR I FE bR lexical _tfid] 81.82] commentilenm’%] ﬂeschiease[gé’gs] —
AW HIR bR lexical_w2v conciseness grammar_error coefficient, mesia

32.1  HRVEPFHE R

AR B O SR b 2 a0 IS TH AR S5 VR AR AL RE AR R b AR 55 v E R AR LA 5 AR A AR G VA 4L
SRAVIRIR, BEMS B2 S LR A SR .

(1) lexical tfidf

AR AL Corazza %5 N BV 1, FOKEARTD RARER R i TF-IDF [R5 8 (AR SZAHAE . lexical_tfidf

b e A AR AR B AE 1RV 0 A LA oL, L B A 507 U

5, RERHE T N XA AN RE o (0 A ] $ B i VAT dr AT U)o, AR BN MR
RN F i ACHSFIERE, BOERER) M 4k TF-IDF [8) &N com; , com; El"]%j AN 1AV w A 2R R B IR
BN num,, , R A w BT AERE S BON doeNum,, . W com, ; P LLIEIE AN T 5245 21):

num,,

tf = “lon ()
en
e 2N
idf = IOg(docNumw +1 ) )
com; ;= tf Xidf “4)

FH UL AT 15V ERE A M 2 TF-IDF [a &, A9 M 4k TF-IDF |1 & code, 7T LA¥% [ FE 7 A2, ik, 25 i X5ARHY
FHVERE lexical tfidf Tabras Rl THE T

T
fcode;
lexical tfidf = —2iC0%¢

|com,| - |code;| )
(2) lexical w2v
lexical _tfidf 3T 4553 Ai 2 ARG R RE, To AR B RV SRR SRIE, 9] an AR HS o 5 “remove T V1R
H A T <delete”, 3 HIRIXICIEME R NI, AN lexical_tfidf Fabn AT T %, 2 — B HIAHR A (Word2Vec)
BEAT AR A RE IR 6] B RAE, S 11 T lexical_w2v $8¥5. FLrT DU E R} EE A 1K) 8135 VI 2R 1 BT 8 SCOGI I i8] [a] &
BRI, lexical w2y $8FRRH T 2 HL 10 1] ) B AR AL —— CBOW AR AL SN A QRS A A v 14 BT A BRIV 8y i
. W comW 2y, R BT I F 2P ME, codeW 2y, AT BT 1 Y AR 3] o) 2 244, TN
comW2v]codeW2y;
lcomW2v,| - |codeW?2v;|

(6

lexical w2v =

322 fRIEHEPEA SRS

(1) comment len

%% Khamis 25\ POV Steidl 5 AP AR, AR SO FE R BE Y N BRI PE VP AR FE A . 10 TR R IR A
wordNum, W:

comment_len = wordNum N



RATBE 5 | @) RA B A BRAE 500 2B R ATR 9

(2) conciseness
TR S AR % VA, WA AR H G, MEEON R 2%, WREREE LT RN A, A SCEET Bk
BARBE T T 1B ASHE BE AR conciseness. DA N code_len, FISHK B Fa 45 A

. comment len
conciseness = ———————

®)

code_len
323 HARMEF RS
(1) flesch_ease
T %, &30 5% Khamis 25 A PR Scalabrino 25 A B T4, 4 FH AT 35244 23 31 Flesch reading ease level iy
TERR A AR, S B A0 S e B S R FR AR SO A PR M 5 R E P, WIFROA flesch_ease, BARTHE LT :
TCVERE I BT SO words, S FTFHUN characters, 55 T HUN syllables, 7) T8N sentences. W flesch_ease &
FRrt AT, AR A QR AR S 5 B 3.

d llabl
flesch_ease = 206.835— 1.015x — 295 _ g4 65 DTS

©

sentences ' words

(2) grammar_error

FESEBR B b, AR VERERR T 75 28 5 B, 38 5 A — e A B ARBRTE R IEW, (H O TR AW . A&
LT T =AM EEEM KR AR grammar_error, ¥ 1B NI IR TR VLA 2 T A nlprule (https:/github.com/
bminixhofer/nlprule), & T H ™A KA G AIECE. W RERSE K T2 T RN E R 800 AR iEEMN, TR
P AEEE R A0 — A AR RE AL AR IR H Y num, N

grammar_error = num (10)

3.2.4 AR

ABLGERE ) — A E I B AR T HBIIT R S AR AT, Syt ARDERIAa i, RSP ER R RS
T DA Bh R R FEARARAD (45 5., R ARV B BT B VP4 1 R . F AR O, IR R 8 AR R A
ARG rp 7 0% 44 (1) 7 B B AT, T BRI 2 A1 (R RN 78 45 08 0, DA B St B ARAR A, O T AT IR
FIVEAE B, ASCE ST 1N AR R,

(1) coefficient

ZIRHARTE Stedil 22 A PRI Sun 25 N PR ¢_coeff $Ebr_EHEAT TR, iCIERHIECN len, TR 4RI

U 1) R TR A A B S S R Y IR TR BON bothNum, W coefficient (THE AT

bothNum an
len

AL A JE A S B SR W R A AR [, TR R — AT A AR AR, DAHBRIANE R S . SRR R
FISL M. AR bR 2 T R T AR 4 T T DRI IR N S BT o R dn S e A v, SRR T
BeAOR B T, WA TRALET S R

(2) mesia

ERFEHF coefficient N FH R T RS A 4 EERIRIC I 5 b, MR ER T EE A 2 ANV HER)
FRENIZ R MR A A BT, O T VPR T e B L4 1S BAN IR, A SUEE SR RN
RS OV FERTI AR R IR T mesia $54R Y. HAHEITE TR PR,

ESCERIER R —20FRN C=<wi,w,..., w, >, ERRE AN Comments = {C,,Cs,...,C.) , WRHERIRC &£
&9 =)l € C) AT w e Wt HILHVBIE ) pCwl W), MIXF — T C, ST HAES B I S
Code, 5 :

coefficient =

- ZweC/\wQCnde log(p(wlw))
len(C)

mesia $EFRZN ] TR FPANE RS 4 A RN I R A B R L, H (5 R T S I A AR T e

mesia =

(12)


https://github.com/bminixhofer/nlprule
https://github.com/bminixhofer/nlprule

10 BAR AR, o o ok A B

R LA AE SR A5 2 1 R A SR AR dn SR — AN 3A) B AT B R IRV R R, DR B R W, BT R IIAUAME R R E D [
i, B FANAE RIS SERKEE R B R, AT BA T, mesia Fabr5 8 TIERMKE. M5 7Em LA 1,
mesia TRARER T, FEXT UL IZFRE 005 B AT A Bt
4 ERFBIBEEENRESH

AL 3.2 WIRBAIPEN R RS 3 A E A BARD E R S b N TR R R AT SR R b T
VEAIN S AEFE T AR A4 BT 45 3
4.1 XM

1 JERT 3 NBHRLETE lexical tfidf Tatr IR R lexical tfidf Tatrfii S ARAD 5 ERAC /040 A
BLEE, BUEE FELA [0, 1] ASCH lexical tfidf abriI4E R4 9T 10 ANX A1 FEGuit %A X 18] 37 B 4 DUTE i th
ST BARE R GL. W LAE B, B lexical _tfidf WK, 3 AN BURAETEA R X (8] W REA B B TS, Kbt
T 10, 0.17 DX 1] fRIBE A BA S5 1 1 oAl X T0), 29 b5 BB 4E 10 20%. 1% 3 B 24 5 B8R S P A A 24— 3 v B 5 AR e 7]
AR PR ER.

14 000 =2 70 000 Fam 300 000 FZz
12 000 60000 r 250 000 |
5 10000 | 5 20000 5 200000 |
S 8000t © 40000 F o
£ £ 150000
g 6000 - = 30000 - =
4000 - 20000 - 100 000 |
2000 | 10 000 + 50000 f
0 0 0

K1 3 ANERLE lexical tfidf YabsoHi

2 JBIRT 3 AMBARERTE lexical w2y Tabr LIEEE LR, lexical w2v FEFFIBUETE B [-1, 1]. KRR
HAFE SRR 10 A XG0 & X (o) i B, o] DUG 21, AT 3008 4 1 i BeRE A /E b R HUE 4
T [0, 0.8] FYE P, AAHE /D BAE AR 5 A AELE ) EABLRE UL

EUE B 400 000 F
N 28.7%

?(7) ggg I 100 000 | 350 000 |
e _ so000| 300000
5 13000 . 5 n 5 250000 |
g sor » £ 600001 e L £ 200000 |
21900 Z 40000 Z 150000 |-

5000 5.5% L 100,000 r
> 300 20 000 40% 279, 50 000 F
0 0 0

lexical w2v
TLC

lexical w2v
CSN

K2 3 ANBIRAE lexical w2v FakRo3 AT

lexical w2v

Funcom

T RFEEET AL lexical _tfidf Tabn 55T A1 21 lexical w2v $8ARTE PPN RBEANA QRS B AH o B AL
RREBH AR, ACLE Funcom MR EIHE T FTAFEARN lexical _tfidf T8¥5H lexical_w2v $ax, FFit P I
PR F8 bR 2 8] A 2 52 /R 2 40 5¢ R 8% (Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient), 4554 0.5656, Bl ZEFE A ¢, Htk
Af I, BT R A e AR 2 TR ) = R AR AT — B E ST

RT G EIR AN RRR R TS BT R I S bR B R 1) A, A SCHEAT TN L. BRI, AR SOk Y



R 5 @ e R IR A RAE S0 28R SRR 11

T TLC #ia 41 68743 Z5udls, A ELAS X TR AR AR/ (BAS KT 95%, BAR X84 5%), M RELHE 382
AN Java J7E SRR, N TRIWHERE R S HEmf IF A5 MR, PR ai Ry 3 K 2. B RE. KRRt
RFENNERERE B HERI ), IR St 1A ) S AN = [ 75 v B S A ) S B A AR AT SR, BE
BB R R, R FORTER TS A AN IE S AR, B T s R R SCE R B H R ESE
A, T A5 R . AN SORE AR AR D — AN S0, A2 DR O 2 i s £ P VR 2 REAS DU AR JE 2 A W
IAERAVE/ AR SCHE, T 2 ME R, BT EIT AR J7 i Seal i e 148, T X Sef5 B 7 H Al i 80 &2 32
BRI, X S AR IR e L

R 6 JRoR T NTHGER) 3 MAANER AR 5 L URAEPI N AR L RIRBL. 7T LLE B, <B AR a0
R o LU T 6%, 1X 2R B Al A B S A — 58 LU B R R NS HER . S3 8, 75 A1 2 ) O VR B
FE PRI E AR L (0~ B A0 S 25 I T R IO AV RE, BIUITE lexical w2y $8F5 L, 358 26 RHIHIER LA 32
2 (8.9%) HYHUE /N TR A0 B IIE, IH 29 2% (8.1%) KIHBUE /N TT 2R A AME. XUt H] Lk fiabs— € 2
JE LA BT R DA R R AE R A DG I B 48 R BUEDRRAIR, R VAR SE A T REAF 72 MR /AR S 2 ) AL

R 6 3 FSHIER R R f g

EELD = i KEn
HE 358 4 20
di bt (%) 93.7 1.0 52
lexical_tfidf¥{H 0.3368 0.1142 0.1499
lexical_w2vI3{i 0.3962 0.0592 0.0723

DA b 25 SR B, ARSI B ) P T AR A BT R I R ) M A DG P Il R R TE e A A Rl AR R, R
AR FRAETE — S8, Bl lxd TR RS ) = B ARBAATE B R R 45 v 245 B BB — & 1& Y, T ELAE DAAS )
VR TR — SR B AR
42 EEM

A5 i a7 i ME 3R AR comment _len 1 conciseness FE & 3 MIRFERERE. HT conciseness IHE P L ACHE
K, AR 204 T ARREKBE code_len.

£ 7R T 3 NBIBREERGE R LIRS R, vTOUE 2, 3 MUR LR G R LRIAE —L 8
& 72 5. B0 Funcom HUHE 4R (K71 R P K B KT TLC A CSN, CSN H4i 4L (M ARRS K % 2 2% K T TLC M
Funcom, X th [F] i 3 BOZEE LN conciseness TEFRIIEAEF K.

RT3 ANEAREAA R bR i (E

etz TLC CSN Funcom
comment_len33J{H 10.4073 10.0342 8.5482
code_len¥3){H 53.3512 88.5488 33.5055
conciseness¥:{H 0.4212 0.2068 0.3942

3T 3 BRI SE I3 A 1 L. 7T LA I 2 0 H0E 4 R B A FE R AR - 318 AMiA] 2 ).
TLC Fil CSN $u#li 4 (170 A1 A5 KK ZE 5%, {5 Funcom $dla £ AEBARIXIA] [3, 12] LAUREA L] &2 5 T TLC M
CSN, HEAATEREAC L i A

1E LR R R, conciseness TR T R B R AG T REIEH i, BRI AR WK DLt B AT Il 2R
Fr B A B BR ) 3ok iy AT RE R VR RN UK. N T I8 conciseness FaFR A% 75 SEFR I M T 13 (9 B ) 3, AR
SCXF conciseness TAAREUN R HHERBHAT T N LM A I T — i B R4 15 565X conciseness AR,
A CSN AU conciseness TG 50 B HE4T N T E, K conciseness 1A% B & BRI K
T KIE AL AR K E 2T 70 000. X AL MIREA SR AT T8 22 57, B 24 m Bhast €.



2 A T

20000 F & % -

17 500 F ¥ 80 000 + 22.6% 400 000
15000 - R s o242
Z12s00t 5 60000 | — 5 300000
E 1(7) 288 G Z§ 40000 | § 200000 -
% 6% 10.2%
Jool i 20 000 100 000 -
0
comment len comment_len comment_len
TLC CSN Funcom

3 3RS comment len $8FR AT

K 4 BoR 7 — S BRI SRR RS EA L 0. 51 iy K (FiE 236) AR A B (1) PN 28 58 M /) 5.
R R . Mg 2 A 3 By BRI T8 A, 4 R — AR AR AN, A, il 2 HORE S T A,
%3 RREE TR EME A, X (g BAT AT AANATS h B th, A BB R A, UG Rl T
T4 AR SR A 283 B Bt ] L, I K B A B T R B A AE T = ). 4] 4 (MR conciseness (AT
i, AR K SN 7 B UL, R RAFE SN U, FONG A8 NARRS o B3R5 10 (5 B IR A5 5 T 7R 4. 4] 5 (i
B conciseness [ENII, FRIBKSE N 636, BN &, MiEREIL T RER T 7754, HILAT W, conciseness ¥aFrid &
B R A AT e B R R .

51 VEFRE: description - - - - - ------ landr () is the las2 driver routine that ,
upon entry, ( 1) checks for the validity of input parameters of the b - eigenproblem comment_len: 236
(2) determines several machine constants ( 3 ) makes a lanczos run ( 4 ) calculates code_len: 26
b-eigenvectors ( singular vectors of a ) if requested by user arguments (... N &4 M) conciseness:  9.076 9

static void fake_memset 127(double[] a) {...}

512 ¥EFE: buildcombomap 53:1”;”;‘::1 tTlen: 126
ivate void buil M e
private void buildComboMap() {...} conciseness: 0,038 5
{513 JFFE: returns filepreference comment len: 2
public FilePreference getNewFilePreference() {...} code_len: 67
conciseness:  0.029 9
514 #E%E: public method to validate system name for configuration returns 'true’ if system

name has a valid meaning in current configuration , else returns 'false' for now , this comment _len: 38
method always returns 'true' ; it is needed for the abstract light class code_len: 7
public boolean validSystemNameConfig(String systemName) { return (_ BOOL ) ; } conciseness: 5428 6
55 ERE: tara file comment len: 3
protected void tarFile(ArchiveEntry entry, TarArchiveOutputStream tOut, String vPath) code len: 636
throws ArchiverException, IOException { conciseness:  0.0047

] ARREI K, A
Bl 4 QRS R T v M o0 AT 2 T 41

43 BRI

ARSI flesch_ease T grammar_error TN HEAREE B AREERE (1) B IRME, flesch_ease IR S AR IERE 7]
BEMERE K, grammar_ervor HIMEERRIE BT RENIEILEE R L. R 8 JBR T 3 MFREUREEXH AN ks L
P S 30, AT LUR I 7E flesch_ease 1845 1, CSN i #EEMSAK T TLC A1 Funcom H¥E4E, 6 I FLy: R 1) [ 52
M FEWE K 75 grammar_error $ek5 L, Funcom ¥4 MI(E B AR T 5 4b =3, Ui HyE B piB A R B b,

£ 8 3 MBS BARYERE bR R3S E A A L

” flesch_ease grammar_error
R = > = —
¥IfE LKA BIfE L RKITA
TLC 63.2245 65.73 0.1636 0
CSN 60.1489 63.36 0.1524 0

Funcom 62.7598 66.40 0.0205 0




R 5 @ e R IR A RAE S0 28R SRR 13

T 3 ANMIREETE flesch_ease Fbw LI FHEAR U G, BREA SO — N EOR 4 (TLC) HEAT 8 4 1945
YRR, [ 5 M ILTE flesch_ease Tabr LI R 45 5L TR BRIP4 M 42 5 AR FBLR 1) -3 Al k30 18, p0 B o 55
SIS ERIBRE 2. B 5 TR, flesch_ease ¥R (A BOEL 3 16 P B K FLAFAE — 2L MEAR T O 0 TR MY AR, 6
FEAR A PR e .

0.020 0 -
100
0.0175
200150} ; 50 1
5 00125} : : ol
> i |
= 0.0100 ! <
) H g —50+f
£ 00075} : =
A~ 0.0050 i i 100 |
00025} E 5 _ &
. N i i 150 °
-150 -100 —50 0 50 100 150 TLC
flesch_ease Dataset
(a) Distribution of flesch_ease (b) Boxplot of flesch_ease

K5 TLC BURETE flesch_ease $E b5 L[ 43 A kL TE BRI I

T 5T flesch_ease TabRid IR R BAA A% . R HIEAAE n) &, A SC CSN Hdfs &£ i 1
flesch_ease TRFREAKIY 200 255048 AT N Lo #r, 2w flesch_ease Tatn s ARAE A1 647.94, FaifH A-118.71. &
SR IIXLE flesch_ease TRFR I AR MERESIAAAEUN T RE il VBRI L840 0 & 1) 7 BEEOE 223X SRR AN ST
F B T A H 22 A AR HE R A, I HL SR TR A 1R 6 W i 44 ISR TR 0 73 B SRR R R S e R A 1)
AR MAR A R R M. B0, bR B getDate” (9 {E B “gets the date™fdi B2 5} {32, 1 /7 ¥%:“printDeadClassConstant” )i B
“overridden in typeprivateddeclarationgenerator”™ & Hf 2 1RI T HME [ 52, T2 flesch_ease 1abnAEH K. AR SCIE K I
M AFEARREREAZ B RTE S MR, X 7] R85 HE S i B2 v FlAb A 740 K.

R 9JEBIRT 3 MHBRLETE grammar_errvor Fabs _LIIVEAN 45 14345, TLC 1 CSN B34+ grammar_error
N0 BIREA 5 EEE /N T 90%, 2 KT Funcom Hi4E. XKW TLC Ml CSN ot £ vh iE B 1 T8 12 B R A X
Funcom #(#i &£ H £, X W fE5 Funcom HE SEAEMIE I 008 1 B I 1) Pl Ab 3845 K.

%9 3 AMIRE grammar_error FEERIIREA 5 HL G (%)

sk 0 1 2 3 4 5 >5
TLC 88.7 8.2 2.3 0.4 0.3 0.1 0.1
CSN 89.1 8.1 2.1 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.1
Funcom 98.0 1.9 0.1 0 0 0 0

ASCIE IS AN 53 A KB, grammar_error Y8R T RESZ 2 U7 2. HE WA IR 245 5455, i T nlprule
T HMZ N, SECEEIRE W2 ; R A, B VR R I k. Bkl W, grammar_error 185 AJ
DA 43 s i iE R A 1, (H E TV B A A A TR — L Rp ik A% 2, 1 F8 4% H RIS ek 25 1),
44 BRAM

AILE X T AR coefficient Fll mesia >k FE & ARG R 09 F 14, 7738 IR B s AR R AR VR AR O TR0
7254 A 715 B D, JE B WS RTE A . 2 10 BaR T 3 AT U RS B s S 701X N Fa s b 13548
ez 4. v LRI, TLC A1 Funcom (35 48 ARSI R 19 I PEZE = A K, 1 CSN BB EETE coefficient Tatm LHg
&, £ mesia Tahr ERGAC, BB ZEHE R P AR E R AN RS B AR D,

BT 3 MNMRENZE R A RE, I ARG 8055 TLC B4 1T B #r. I 6 /R T TLC i



14 4,(4%?_‘»;}];\ ****ﬁf_;‘g**ﬁﬁg**;ﬁﬂ

EAE FIR AN TERR LR S5 BT 0L, KT coefficient T ¥R, TLC K145 B 345 T [0, 0.6] A, Hrf X [a]
[0.2, 0.3] AIIREA LLBI B i, % T mesia $8br, HEBUATEX M5 2IHL BA 5 FREEA, BAEK SRR
SRR, K& T BRI, T CAE B 24 5T BAR TR E ) coefficient {HIL & (>0.6), mesia fHITAR (<2) HITERE, X E5>
RN B D, SR 3 1385 Bh A TR,

R 10 3 DEHREAA AR s LA E A A2

. coefficient mesia

HE i e BT i
TLC 0.2642 0.25 43088 43127
CSN 0.2904 0.25 4.1367 4.0980

Funcom 0.2586 0.25 43786 43097

17500l 17,500 |
15000 15000 |
12500 12500 |
ié 10000 L ﬁé 10000 F
Z 2500l Z 7500}
5000} 5000
2500 2500
0

0
0 0.1 02 03 04 05 06 0.7 0.8 09 1.0
coefficient

Kl 6 TLC HHREE coefficient 5 mesia Fa¥5 534

T coefficient 5 mesia LEVTF B 5% FAFALZ AL, BIAR SO B T e AT BT B2 /R 24 ¢ R34, 8-0.8679, A
RAER IR, [, AR T T8 R R AR 5 00 AR G FR AR I A OC R, I coefficient R mesia 5 WAAHIE
PESRBRAS N SR BEA S (AEXHEAE [0.4, 0.6] X IA]).

7 R T 5 FPEARCI S0, ] 1 B3RS 544 1o flil, AXHRRS T R i) B S . SR th TS 4
SHA BB, 2R A AR DL B B R T VR I A A TR AR, I R R R A B A AME B R D,
coefficient {3551, meisa [EEAK. B 2 WIERE R AR TRBMDEE, HRRAE T HEZELPAZENEE,
4n+if a consumer is selected”, [KITf 5 A Bl F X4 hAE LM, coefficient (A X IAR, meisa EANXT B &, 1 3 HIERE
FEI8 T ToiE WIS BRI RIS B, BRWZIET LB A — N, coefficient (HHEAK, meisa {HFE . B
Al W, coefficient 1845 mesia Tabr A BT WA ERE IS B &, thAh, RSO T AME G, Zanfl 4 B8
mesia {HF 15, “too many inout parameters” ¥t B iZ% /7 V2 I N fi tH 2 40d £ . (HR X2 8 T K # 2 M A B4 8
ISR, NEAENERNE, BT, R mesia &R, & T Bl — 5 0 i FE R 2k N 28 DU AR
A T R
45 % o

AFT53HT T TLC. CSN Al Funcom X 3 i FF i E s &R (o &2, 30 B AT 40 5 v B B A EE A R R BE 1Y)
AHER . T2 TR AR I, R N A T RRRR R B D, MR E I B AR A K. Bk

FHOCHE: H Al E REAR R A — T FO O AE T R B AR AN AR G IR . R SO B W TOUAE S P A — 52
FEBE A BT B S HP A R AN T B0/ AN AE D 199 1) 81, (BT A7 AE et 2 Ak

A AR EAT R RIBKE B EBEER. Ui w27 — SR E T REE, A
B 1) R AER ISR T 2 AR ERN(E R, 2) AR, SRR TR, WHEREEREER. 3)
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conciseness PRI IR, BEISERETT BB K B I i AR B (M ARIS T K. 4) conciseness 1315, BORTUK FIERE.

B SR TG R £ A ik A7 M [ 52 PRV, SR R L B pR 2 A R PR T AR R, B R T v
PRI AT, thAh, IUE BR 4R TRAR BEAN 70 4%, A7 7E — LS R Py 28 AT )RR, G 280G RO TZz n DA 8.

B 1 coefficient YaAr AN mesia Ta¥R A BTV R IA FIVE. a0 50 SR A2 70 3 i B D A 78 A5 B, X
TR B FBIAK. BeAb, S uT B £ IETEAE mesia (53 B IR, AT g2 MRS, B m L JE.

511 JEFE: calculate number of security servers

public static int calculateSecurityServerCount(int externalsessioncount) {...} coefficient. 0.6
mesia: 1.9267
B2 J:F¢: show the consumer context menu if a consumer is selected. .
private void showContextMenu (final MouseEvent event) { coefﬁctent: 0.3
if (consumers.getSelectedIndex( ) > - NUM) {} mesia: 3.9541

53 {1 RE: replacement function for System.currentTimeMillis .
public static long nanoTime() { coefﬁctent: 0
wasTimeAccessed= BOOL,; mesia: 7.7988
return currentTime* NUM;

}

B4 ¥EFE: too many inout parameters
public static void calculatePendingGroupDiffs(MitroRequestContext context, Collection<?
extends PendingGroup> pendingGroupsList, DBGroup org, Map<String, DBGroup> existingGroups,
Map<String,GroupDiff> diffs, Map<String, MemberList> pendingGroupMap, String scope)
throws MitroServletException, SQLException{...}

K7 AR AT i T2 61

coefficient: 0
mesia: 9.7557

5 HAFGEERFRNRES T

A 3.2 IR PE R bR SRR A BT i CodeTS A2 R A VR (5 SCRTAR AL BRI &
BTV A3 AT. TR 285 A HERE BTN AN b 25 5.
5.1 XM

K 8 R TAEMER. NLSH R KK BLEU £ N LS HERIE lexical_tfidf M lexical w2v FI

fabr_EHUEI 3500, °T LA B, B lexical_dfidf EKITH R, N TS HER K LB AW T 1%, 2R CodeT5 Az pliiE
B ELBIAS RPEE T B, A 5680 T A 2218 T B

== Generate 320 om Generate
25 mm Dataset og| == Dataset
Low-BLEU Low-BLEU
~ 20t ~ 24r
z z 20 +
=15 =
B 5 16+
< <
© ©
210t £ 127
gL
5t
4t
0
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 -1.00-0.75-0.50-0.25 0 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
lexical_tfidf lexical_w2v

K8 3 MERLERTLE lexical tfidfs lexical w2v L.[53 4

F 1 RRT 3 MERESEMN IR I BMEM AL EL W LUE B, A BT RAE lexical_tfidf Tabr I3 E
s b S TR P N TSR, RRE R T S E E 2 EES. B LR
F, % BLEU SEM N TIEREAE lexical ofidf b RIME AT A7 2] 2 S AR 1K I RS 2 1R 5 S B 1AV 3 B 4
b AR TR AR S A AR K, 2 BUIASBUIS ) BLEU 1H. 1E lexical w2v fabri 7 T I 5 lexical tfidf 9%
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AR ZE R 2E B R AR TR SR SRS BRI DURE BE 3 . 29250k 5 RS XAl 38 SCRIBLEE AR, A eiX
PR R 2 B TR

R 11 3MEBEEGAE lexical_tfidf $bs_ERIGEiH1H L

izt A ERE ZHTERE {KBLEU%E
lexical_tfidf ¥I{& 0.4173 0.3051 0.2449
lexical _tfidf "Fii 3 0.4050 02712 0.2078

X% BLEU £, AR SCHHT T3k B 100 0. MRS SR S5 RRS 1 E 450, R
R ERZ AN, WATSINR, SRR AR G W BRI 52 A E AT, sE A S BT E BN s
B AER, SEERAL T R SRR A LB, HEREHRN. Nk, AWK BLEU £ 7 AT a8, 830, E
1005 54 v ERE () BLEU 1828 0, Bl 5 N LZH IR A B8, Ahahi 100 56808, /- 2 H 3R i 2R .
SRR, B 34 %5 TR SR IUIA & %A R, BT A 2 H @G R, B4 fixme™to be removed”
55 B £ %SRRI Ny visible for testing”, R ZAHS S5 IMAAL )% R,

25 b, A RIS A H) BLEU M8, — 7 TR KAZ B R GHHMEA N, 73— 771, %380 fe 500
VW REE, Ja T HE 5 T ey
52 @AM

B9 Jeon TAERGERE. N LSH AR KAK BLEU FH N TS BRI R HEREAR comment_len. conciseness
LA, FTUUE R, ERGER K EERE 3-9, EHX A LA EE T T ATSHER, SAthE
N XRERBERA LT AN TS558 = S WA, Ak, 1€ BLEU $2745/N T 9 AUIX 8] L A Ee il k5 +
ANTSHEFREM. YKERTET 12 i, ik BLEU £75 % X8 19 L B4R = F A TSR, X R IR K 1R
B A Y, BE AR 5 A AR BLEU 1AL

42 F
== Generate == Generate
36 | mm Dataset 40 mm Dataset
Low-BLEU Low-BLEU
< 30r <
S SEN
224+ 2
S 18+ S 20
2 2
& bl =
10 -
6
0
0 3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 27 30 0 0.1 02 03 04 05 0.6 0.7 08 09 1.0
comment _len conciseness

B9 3 /MNERRESTE comment len. conciseness $6hr L1154

XF T conciseness Taw, A BIERAE [0, 0.1] X [AIFFEA LG R E & T S H R, 5 & XA LLE 2R T
R 15 WA b PR R B I T 9% . AR 8o ) X TR N, 1K BLEU B2 AR T- B4 St 2 90 tH 3 my R A LU 431 3X
RYIN A+ R A A
53 BAM

Bl 10 R TAERBIERE . N LS R UKL BLEU £ W N LS ETRAE flesch_ease 85 LINES R, WZ
R AN B AR H, A RERR Y flesch_ease TRAR S _F s T HUOR 4R A TR, X 14 B AR UK BB H) BE
1 5 2 3. WAETR RIE T t, 22 B R A S 0 S /b, SN Bt B AR i 175 00

T2 T 3 NERBRESRE grammar_error AR L RESE R, ML TR E P N TSR, E e



RATBE 5 | @) RA B A BRAE 500 2B R ATR 17

- 2T A RO /. IR BLEU SRR E 2. BARMZISAR I — i Ak 22 1), (H 1245 R th 0 i B 2R
R T ) 5 R e ST R, SR D AT TR A TR R

— Generate
0.0175F g 100 F
00150 Low-BLEU 50 L
0.0125 0F
2
2 0.0100 | —50¢
: g
2 00075} -100 ¢ 5
o L] o
0.0050 —150 o o
o o
0.0025 | ~200 o
olims v g SR -250 | , ° ,
—250 —200 —150 =100 =50 0 50 100 150 Generate Dataset Low-BLEU
flesch_ease
Bl 10 3 MNMERESTE flesch_ease 1ot LIV 44T
£ 12 3 ANEREST grammar_error YI1E
HRES A R ZHETERE {KBLEU%E
grammar_errort3){d 0.0366 0.1613 0.2340

FHE BLEU 4 100 4% $0H 19 A\ T 4007 57, 1776 AR ME DB 2 % AL 14 %, E B LR A) 7R 52
e S £yt A S BB R ), B HUBS IR T A RS 88 T e

S LA, R LT A T8 e, A PR A 4 05 B, 7 4 M T . A R P A
{i BLEU {8 HIFEA, L4 MR 60 4 B AR T AT 2 OO0 T, S5 7L 4% & 77 76 1A, ] BLEU {43¥ 4
B,
54 BRI

11 R THRBGERE . N LSH 3B BLEU A TS5 B - B e b L Rven &
AL coefficient R BT FE 5 I8 A WAL A FERE, £ IE R coefficient fHTE [0, 0.3) [X [A]_Lf) b A5 W i
KT NT.BHIERE, M4 [0.5, 1] X 8] L GRS 5. mesia SWGERHMIXT T 728 4 015 BAN e R B, W T
DL AR T 09EBETE mesia FoAr LRI A 25 ETH. JE TR BERIEIA, 10 AE BRI mesia (W 4E 7 A7 16 5
AN 3 AN DXTE] . AN FEAR I VPN 45 SR 480 S e A i At 1n) T 5 7 V228 44 TR

25+

20

Probability (%)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6
coefficient
11

== Generate
mm Dataset
Low-BLEU

0.8

1.0

Probability (%)

mesia

3 MNEREEBTE coefficients mesia Yabx LI A

== Generate
mm Dataset
Low-BLEU

KK BLEU £ N TS HTERE, FLAE coefficient 18 br LS A1 T 52 L KX 8], TI1E mesia fabn L TE5E
TSR R DR XU B TR B SRR A RO VAL A R A T 2 RN TR A B VAR I T e B K Y R AR A
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SN TARE SR, PR IR il RE R B S 1R 5, RO LA .
55 % ;|

AT M T SRS E R A 5 1% Code TS AR R (15 ., 45 SRR . H 2 2F R R 3 A2 3 VAN X
EE RIS R, ORI, B A R IA A R B I AUME S R, B — P R TR R A T
. AR K BLEU (BB, BN T2 BB i A s FERCR DLAR, IS 2 KRS B ERE A B A, V1%
TR O AR BRI SR B

FHIRAE: B B2 B R R AR R 2 A A SR AR 1) T 5 RS SE DU AR 8L HUS I BLEU B — 22 225 A
TN LS HVER S AR AR BLBE SR, X W] e AT WA L — RS 0 N LS B VE R IR ) 2 AURY 1 o J2 1 SRR
W, BUA R RE DU B, — R N TS HERA 5 5 AR B SRHK, & T

v E: AL T BRI AN TS 5058, A REERC R, E . R B RN SR A SR
Koo WAREZ, A2 AERE T REAE LA 7 5K, MITHUSHIRH) BLEU {H.

FARE: M N TSR, AR AR SN ] 5 5 152, 8 T vk fe b b SEANES 5y th DA O, 1 F0 4540
AR, ARG AR L A SR S BUIK BLEU (AR, KSRGS A R (BFA) T
By FRAETT D) FIRESE 2. IXAMEOL T, S HERAR SAF AR R A, ] BLEU {H P R AL 538,

A L AR A SO EBUR TR RS A A BRI R, A B SRR RER, MRSHTR
FHEZ RN SRR, W SR A B IMEE, 3 LAAE BT & 2R 7 BLEU (VR

6 ChatGPT £ ERHIRE N

IEH, LA ChatGPT AR A KIE & B RAE Yot TREURIRAT 112 3. A AR BY, ChatGPT A= s (7 B¢
#£ BLEU, METEOR, ROUGE-L fii#5_EIERIMER L2 55T CodeT5 A i RE. SRR 5T SC A 40 47, AR IR IX
S FHABL P FE AR A A2 DR B AR SRR SR bR R AR 25 9 T LR o AT KO R A AR R T B, A
A [E)RE A A SR HL Y — SV E RPN AR AR S T 047 ChatGPT ZE MERE, I 5 CodeT5 A HIERE M AN T2
R REHAT R b, DAYIRERS B 5 M PR L 2 T ChatGPT A B R 1 SEBR 1% 100
6.1 EEARNFER

A48 Sun 25 A PSR H ) prompt(“Please generate a short comment in one sentence for the following
function:<code>") Jy CSN MiALE F FEHLAHELAT 2 000 B AL BiE R, Hob A B VEREAN CodeTS A2 B RE
R AT VAR A B A3 AT

T ChatGPT &3 T KM SCAR AR EAE Il 2k, BAG R GR A BARACAD . ARl B ARG 5 RE 1, BRItk AR 3¢
FE I ChatGPT AEMMER LT EAERNEEE (ERAMN). BAAGIFRENTR. BERH, AW EHTH
FHES R mesia~ (B TEABAR comment len. B RMEIRHAT flesch_ease, FF1EIT BARII B, Wik REMI N AR

=, M ERIEM. A

12 &8 T ChatGPT A2 BB Code TS A2 (i BELE R F M8 45 mesia b IVPAN 45 R 1 70 A0 5 L.
Bl 13 BoR T Wi 2B E R I B AR K B IR 43 4. 1] LR B, ChatGPT F=2E [VER A CodeTS 774 VERAF R LR 2
St B G, ChatGPT AE UVERRTE 2 /3 A 1F mesia $ =1 X3k, 15 B AR B RBRAR N T e 24 R TEZ NE R,
FIR, ChatGPT AE UKV RE K. CodeTS AL BB MK FEIME A 6.53, T ChatGPT AE U B K BE X (L 5 T
21.81. HIEA WL, ChatGPT P /EHIVERE S A E+ W N A,

BRIFREK AN, AR T 3 R RITERAE AR FR R flesch_ease L IMERI, Has RIAFE B ER, W
HHIBHE TR 71,16 Al 52.02. X Y HIAHEL T CodeT5 AL B H I 6 23 32 FVERE, ChatGPT 7= AR VR AR A ) 52 0 2 W K.

Kl 14 4> BER T WA ChatGPT 42 AV 5 CodeT5 28 R HI 245, 5 N T30 b, AT DUSE 47 H i
2 ChatGPT A BER IU4F 5. 58, W LA H ChatGPT AR BRMEKEEE KT R4 —#, EATSHERNE
SR K. BARE, 766 1 f, A\TSHERS CodeTs AR B 58 T “back substitution”, 214 5 FE4H K i
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AR A D R, ChatGPT AE BRI RE U A 55 #h 78 (145 2 “using LU decomposition™, BIE ] T LU 73 1975
5, 1 ARH 1) S I R 45 H R IE S B, JT R T 7R RN B B ACRS, i w] il VR AT X — 15 8. 7E 2
ChatGPT A MR N A RFEEMEE, B T ANLSHETRES CodeT5 A BT Rl N & ——45 AL IN & &,
[R] ¥R 6 T AR A HH ) 7 PN 2% “using linear probing to rehash the elements”, BT i 28 M R M5 X 70 2% T BT 8 A Ak
BRI R R REETTES A, MR R X —FE.

40l == CodeT5
mm ChatGPT T
35 35
g 30+ 30+
225 25
£ 15r 15t
10+
10 +
5L 2l
5t
0
mesia CodeT5 ChatGPT
Bl 12 CodeTS 5 ChatGPT 4= A REAE mesia Fahs L Bl 13 CodeT5 5 ChatGPT A= siE BRI 43 A
(37> A1
private ColumnVector _backSubstitution (final ColumnVector y) private void shrink() {
throws MatrixException { int oldCapacity = data.length;
final ColumnVector x = new ColumnVector (m_nRows); if (oldCapacity == 1)
for (intr=m nRows-1;r>=0;--r) { return;
final int pr = m_aPermutation[r]; E[] oldData = data;
float dot = 0; int newCapacity = oldCapacity >> 1;
for (intc =r+ 1; ¢ <m_nRows; t++c) { E[] newData = (E[]) new Object[newCapacity];
dot +=m_aLU.at (pr, ¢) * x.at (c); for (int i = 0; i < oldCapacity; i++) {
} E e = oldData[i];
x.set (1, (y.at (r) -dot) / m_aLU.at (pr, 1)); if (e !=null)
} LinearProbing.add(newData, ¢);
return X;
} this.data = newData,
L
NT. SR Solve Ux =y for x by back substitution. NLZHET R Decreasing the capacity of the table.
CodeT5EHiFE:  Back substitution. CodeT54:HiERE:  Shrink the data array to a new capacity.
ChatGPTA: 7 F:F: This function performs back substitution ChatGPTA= %3 F¢: This function shrinks the data array by
to solve a system of linear equations using half its capacity, using linear probing
LU decomposition. to rehash the elements.
i1 12

14 ChatGPT # CodeT5 A HUERE S5 N TS H 1 BEIIXT b S 491

25 R R W, ChatGPT £ BUE R I N R T A&, X Tk 4, SR ELZ G, X85 SRS I
TR BARARAD. (H 2, BF AR A2 R B ChatGPT A& Ay BT ) T XA RS T RESEAT FEAN I ik, W5 S ARAY
TR RN Z, SEUERITK, M B BRI T A M AR B 9 2%, 48R, AR SCH BT 1 prompt B Tl H,
FeSRAT LS HAR B prompt, M T HI QRSB AOA K, A5 & TR R BT K.
62 % I

X FAE SRR, DL ChatGPT AR KIS S8 A s ARG E R N A5 . A S, AR TIFR#E
TR SRR ARG, R A7 7 TUA AN [ 452 0 10 8. AR SR A QAL B PPN B S AZ AR I TT & 2 i B R A B4k 3 kAT B
AT R

7 BRMES

AT 4 ANYEFE 8 AN RFRATF IR S th AR . SR T 0 A BRVE R AT Chat GPT A2 R AR 7%
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BEAT T BTRAEAN RIS 4T, T RE SN AT AU A5 10 A AR B EE R BT AR B R AR AR . BB AN U TH.

BV JEEERIPP A PR bR AL 3 L, AR RE IR A PP 22 MRS, PR TR BN A, ASCEE KR
SCHR ¥ Bl e AR B, G T H AR FE AT A O B DU AN R, RSB TR ST TR R AR AR, A
SCTAR R, IXEEFEAR 1 1 B R 45 AR L EMIE, 487 1 AR R A F A 35 v O TR o s B, A e s 7 X
TRBR AT . AR o0 I AR, ASCHUR B 7 PP AR bR (K47 R 1 Rr 52T, B An R P R VP T R
SE RN TH AR 5 R B SCAARALUEE, T RE TR A Y — LE W] B R B R T HL, AESEBRIG O, AR RTRES 5
BOT AR R 5T 5 AR AN [ RV aid. BRI oR SR ) T AR T DA% R AR AR B O 1 5 R AT S 75 3R, B 1k
Mo ESCHEVEAN SR AR AR BE PP 7 i, DS HER S A AR R T

LA FE R b, AT VR Bl SR AR A 107 125 B e AR T RE 2 S AT FL 45 1R IO A e ARSI T 3
AN E TR E RIS n B, g1 5 X008 Java, DR TE4E SR AT REANREIE ] T I A B A 18 5 B 2E. S8
M, ASCARE A VPO PR PR R ST T4 R 8 5 10, 10 HL 3 A B SR AR AR R A AT 55 b i i B 2, DRI L
BN 250 B — AR, BEAh, AR SCHRAE T CodeTs — Rl S8 AL f)E BEAE BT 1255 CSN 2504 45 ol ik 4 A
BB, (H R A6 18 ORI, R R E R A BRAE N IO 2N TR ST LIS T IR RCR. RRFIEZE 2 1
TEREAE TV, IR S 2 R a4 LT SR, DUSE n 4= Tt F 7 3 26 i B 1A o

8 BESRFKMR

PRA I 1 T ) R4 T D 50 T 2R R L Sy )z ALY B B RO AR R B VP
M TT IR SCHE, 2R R TR 2 ST R R AR BT VAR B B 1A O B A A RRE R A B R EAN DT TR AEE ER
PR AR 1 I TARAE VPN AR VE R TR I 25 18 (K 248 B AN 7 3. 8 LA b, S — R 50 B Sh ALV 48
bR, BER 18 BT O 5 (R RN B 07 BURTERE R, 45 Y T X RSR I U S5 0 B R A BT
I TR I, AR SR EANGR W T35 T AKRA MBI T 5 1, DAY RE RS S 4 Mk BEA GRS R AR AH S E 7.

(1) ST 737 5% A ARG AR o B VA A Y

ARTERE SR VEAN 5 SE I YE e SUBONTEZ, 70 Y FERE LUREAL, — SEiP O fa b (A £ A R & ok k. i T
TERFEAEA F 55 T AR AT A A R A 75 5K, PR B PP 53 B /5 2O BT A ). B, 78 75 2R R
HER AL IEARBS DI RE 137 55 T, AT DICREEBZ A VPAR 7 3, MR A2 75 0] LA P AR iR 2R A 1) 07 3 OR B i R
()R Ut 5 B 2 SRR I 1) 3 55 14 20 4 R AR RS T e e VP (A2 ), DA X e R e SE VA S
RAR

(2) ey et o (A RS TR BT T A 2

A T TRCECHRE 5 v A AR il A E AN HERf . Sk = A AR JE 55 il AL AN 2 e e A A R ) )1
ANVEAR 7= A= R, 0 AN T 5 8205 325 (0 BB AR T R RAE AR AR B S PN IR (0 SCHE T, 30 7 B4R ST A
Ry A e R N AR B SRR B vt A 3 A U R 2 R R

(3) RRIET KIE 5 B ATE R A R S VR VP4

R G AR TR 25 R T ¥R S Y A A — R O AT R AR RE, T KA SR (Bl ChatGPT) A= il (7R Y
BEHaFEEBONIUK AR Ik, e Bk i3 S KiE 5 AR A sl i 2 TR 8 T B R
FOVERE, LA ORI 5 R PAN AR A R (0 5, A2 AR T E AR IR R AR AL
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