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Abstract:  With the rapid expansion of scale and complexity, defects inevitably exist within software systems. In recent years, defect
prediction techniques based on deep learning have become a prominent research topic in the field of software engineering. These
techniques can identify potential defects without executing the code, garnering significant attention from both industry and academia.
However, existing approaches mostly concentrate on determining the presence of defects at the method-level code, lacking the ability to
precisely classify specific defect categories. Consequently, this undermines the efficiency of developers in locating and rectifying defects.
Furthermore, in practical software development, new projects often lack sufficient defect data to train high-accuracy deep learning models.
Models trained on historical data from existing projects frequently struggle to achieve satisfactory generalization performance on new
projects. Hence, this paper initially reformulates the traditional binary defect prediction task into a multi-label classification problem,
employing defect categories described in the Common Weakness Enumeration (CWE) as fine-grained predictive labels. To enhance the
model performance in cross-project scenarios, this paper proposes a multi-source domain adaptation framework that integrates adversarial
training and attention mechanisms. Specifically, the proposed framework employs adversarial training to mitigate domain (i.e., software
projects) discrepancies, and further utilizes domain-invariant features to capture feature correlations between each source domain and the
target domain. Simultaneously, the proposed framework employs a weighted maximum mean discrepancy as an attention mechanism to
minimize the representation distance between source and target domain features, facilitating model in learning more domain-independent
features. The experiments on the dataset consisting of 8 real-world open-source projects constructed in this paper show that the proposed
approach achieves significant performance improvements compared to state-of-the-art baselines.
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uVulDeePeckert”: — i J -5 FE 27 2] 14 22 28 5l Ui Ao 07 925, 3e ok A Y AORE, D% v B8 10 37 T VA 2
K 8 52 L I8 1) A 530 R 45 S8, AT E AT T PAY B s IR A A 55

AC-GAN!L: — RS o 027 >3 R AR ) SR 50800 I 77 2%, 30 o A5 P A pl Rt 478 0 46 Sk ik /s H Ao 0 H
SYEIH 2 8] B0 A 20 A 22 5, AN TSI IS 00 H B i o T

MDANUL: 7 7 F - T SN i AT 1Y) 22 538 X 7 4 2 X 2 A 7R 3 1 i g fR AL 3t 3 1
T2 AT DT A AR 55 3 A R B A K

M3SDAR: —fift e -5 UL L ) 22 Y800E I 7 125, 1 0 REAR RSB 1L 2 2] — AN 3R 3o 28 1), K AN [ 4k
AR B0 At 52K, I HLIE I — > 2 YR B & R AHE SR BEAT R RIT 2.

ABMSDAP!: —filt B 3% 5 g ML) A 22 Y5 I 75 92 AR S SR 1 Bty WMD) BLEE 22 b S AR AU
A 25 e P50, 30 K 22 YR B ATV I BOR SR e B R AZ A RE ).

e

NT VEAS B T 2 RS R ) BB 2 5 FI0 7 75 COPILOT (K145 R0tk AR SCHF 72 7 PR = ANF 58 1l fL(RQ,

research question).

RQ1(A4&5L5): COPILOT 7E Hit [ 25 5 TR AT 55 Hh 68 75 b 25 28 75 vk 3R A5 W0 4 PR A 20 ek g 2
RQ2(3H Al S Y): COPTLOT HE 42 Hh (14 4 AN A5 e it S5k i 24 31 TR0 AT 452 75 7 202
RQ3(ANEZHRBE T M4 H75258): COPILOT 78 ALBEAS [F) 2R (i [ . ™ B8 2 80 (e 8 s DA B R [ 3
5 8 P BB T i 7 bb 3 2 T T R AR B AT B T M e



3.4 SLEFEE AR

BT [R] S 56 3 55 W 8 1 25 55, 4 BR3P ik H b SRAET RS TRY 1) 40 28 45 SRR G A B [ B0V AR ST AT AN | 11
BT 5 17) R A S [R) £ B8 2 4 s R A a7 o 248 ot o A 284 ) ol 428 e . 0 100 S 138, 23 A 5% 1) ST & SR mT DA jh VR
W RER R, BN 1T T 5 SR AN N T hR i b 25 2 0] 1 22 S5 0 T R 28 03] T 3 s Sk e, VG ¥4 R O R 11
Ay 1) 53 VU 20 1) FBA A 5245 (true positive, TP): R B S i B 258 5 1E 6 T o B SR B 28 501 5 2)18 B A28 S 451
(false positive, FP): 1 o Ath B g 28 1) 45 157 70000 Sy 30 SR 63 2 501 3) B BH 14 5249 (true negative, TN): 5 Al 5k [
2 1) 1E TR0 Ay oAtk B R 25 5] 5 4)MER BF M 5245 (false negative, FN): ¥ B S G fE 285 51 4515 T g 3 A Bl [ 2 5.
RQ1 1 RQ2 )52 55 37 5 Bt X0 BB () #E 4 1k R R AT 3 A B G V1 B TR TE i 44 BRI 2 501 1) T &5 1. B
WA SRS T UL =ANE O A SR AH S 7T 133 b 3 02 SR F B 256 B B e bR R DAL S B 4 AR
®  fEffi% (accuracy, Acc): TR IR 225 1) A B BV VR H8 BR 2 — AN BT BT A RE AR B Gt i
FORHR A R RE AR 5 SRR AN O He ), Fk B ik an (7)o AR E AN T 0 B 1 2 W)L E
G e 2R A A R () T 2 AT

e TP+TN @

TP+ FP+TN+FN

o B 5E R (Matthews correlation coefficient, MCC): MCC 15 bx [A] s} 2% F& V& v& 40 [ v BT A s2 451 2%
S HIEL IR e MCC 38 5 BN TE 53 24T 55 vh 1538 TR V8 R0 B e L5 B R 3z — i =0(8) FT s , MCC
REAF-1 2] 1 2 6P E. R B AR 1 R TR % 2 (A 1) — 3501 ok v, R A 28 44 e

TPxTN — FPx FN (®)

TP+ FP)x(TP+ FN)x(TN + FP)x (TN + FN)

®  Kappa R (Kappa): 1% 5 HUE — Fiffiy & o> 2588 B 10— BOMA 36 F8 b, 22 250 100 7 v U AR 3R A5 280 s 3
B 43 A A P55 7Bk v Kaappa, 8 £0AT b 20(9) R (10) T 4 1 43, o AE [ BUAH Y8 B2 [0, 1], Ace /24> 2548
2 IH] W 22 — itk ,Q A& 4 58S 2 I BB AL — et v] LUE I o 5 4 S8 38 78 $0 38 45 1 10 008 v 1 R T
3 Kappa FREHIME KT 0.6 WA T A0 5 2 1) BLAT w3 1 — 3501k

MCC =

_Acc-0Q 9)
Kappa = 0 0
0= (TP + FP)x (TP + FN)x(IN + FP)x (TN + FN) (10)
- (TP+ FP+TN + FN)’

RQ3 #5256 37 53¢ WU 85 2L 0 W R0 0 A i) A 7R ke o 1) 7 R 5 SR DR Wb, AR S 638 1 70 B o — R0 PR A
AR F1AH, € RS HE (precision, P)FI A 8] % (recall, R)FIIALE AT, 4 6 285 CWE, FEIRFFERE P it H

P 55 91 52 1k S5 9. 19 4k 529 LA B 99 14 32604 50 8 TP, FP, TN, B 3% FN, Wl CWE, i3 F1 ] il it

A3 THELIEAN B 2R 1 A2 A 4 AN 7™ 25 BB 2 0 A SCE T 45 4 3.1 7 P R R BB RS A5 43 20 FIL R
fEFRARHEAT INBLAL HE 0 30 (14)-(16) FTar, 2o A w (¥} RIRINBUG FIPEA5 48 b ,score 8 7~ B[ XU 15 47

po P (11)
' TP+FP
J— (12)
" TP+FN,
Fli:2><P‘><R‘ (13)
E+R
14
o P score(CWE,) <P (14)

4
Z score(CWE,)

J=1
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w R= 4score(CWEi) <R 5)
z score(CWE,)
=
16
W Fl= 4score(CWE,.) < Fl, (16)

Z score(CWE,)

j=1
3.5 LISt

BE XTI T H 3 55% R (R B 28 3 TRINAT 55, AR SCHT > AT E A B — AT H AR B AR T H (H #7380,
AR5 R AR TR E AE IR E (580, Ktk e 38 R Al 58 B I H () 28 & T AN A U R I B AN TR
HAE A4 HF COPILOT HEZE fh AR Bl 1) 2 55 2 ST 2, 44 J5 ) FH 4800 22 Y35 7 30 A e 5 (¥ 53 7 o e
AR VI 50 softmax 732538 %5 H bR o i FE AR A 11 28 5132047 T

ASCH AR 18 S0 T IR AR X JE 2R 5 AC-GAN. MDAN. M3SDA LA K ABMSDA #E4T & B4 %)
pVulDeePecker iX AN Jk 2k 77 2%, 25 SCI@ I VA 1 ST VAP il 3 1R AR 1) 174 D 28 45 4 DA B 23 00k 52 BRUAR S A 28 A S i
$& i 1) COPILOT HE 3¢ F| ] CodeT522ME Sy J Tl £52 210 48 44 I T+ 4 A 4% AiE 312 H (B 35 40 1) 25 0 4% 1iE g 1Y
#%),CodeT5 /& Hi 6 J= 1) Transformer Zn fith 2% - fift i 2% L2 4123120 B bk &b 428 % 00) % Dy dan H K/ Dy 8(HITIE ) i) 4
FEE 2,0 288 N H R/ 44(RI BRI 2R B B0 I & 3% #: )2 .78 COPILOT HEZE Hh JEAN B 45 10 B 1 5 K\
FFIKE N 800.2 2 (6) T I S B BN 0.01.7E Y 25505 7 COPILOT % AdamW L4088, 2% S R % E N
5e-5, b ab B K /NN 8,121 epoch 4 30.7E 44N Il 2k epoch T KSR K H ARSI BLFEREA LL 2:1 (0 Eu 9 Rl 43,
W =0 2 — I BAR AR N RIE A, = 4 2 B VR R A A A B AR AR IE A b VAN R AR AR B — R S P A
B 3t T 57 A7 A S 4 Y R H: 25 A ST SR FH 5115 (early stopping) HL 1) LABH 1148 B 3k 430 & B 224 46 Y 76 B8 9F 48
23 2 A epoch 38 BRI T I, VI G5oH 42 117 45 3R A8 WA B B, 15 FH 11 25 407 1 28 7 Ak 4 8t 47 DA, - AR 4
3.4 7 TR B VR AL i AR HEAT B SR AR S B B R SRS 3 AR PyTorch BRAE N SLILL I ERE R 32G WAEM
Tluvatar BI-V100 GPU (¥ iz 45 #% b #E47 (ARG L KA 7F https://github.com/starve123456/copilot).

ST 3.4 3R PR R AR, A5 SC R Scott-Knott Effect Size Difference(ESD)4E i1 #: i J7 ¥ %} COPILOT
HEZE 15 5 28 77 vE 3047 HE 44 Scott-Knott ESD A& — Rl { L 57 1%, B R 2 R K Sl S 1) o Mg it 2 L 2=
S AT 208 B AN [R] 1 B34 A SOk — 5 R A Cohen 2N & d K VPl COPILOT HEZE 5% Lh AR A 2 1) 38 3R 1 22 7
FIEEME. Y| | < 0.2 B B R [E] 1 22 57 7T ZWE (N, negligible); 24 0.2 < | | < 0.5 B BRI [E] 1 22 57 /N (S, small); 24
05 < | | = 0.8 mf f 7Y ] g 22 B 48(M, medium); 24| | = 0.8 B 4 Y &) i) 72 5 K(L, large). 2445 78 A S A5 7
B AR d NIE HORT 0.2, 0 F BT A B 5 & i) 48 A 1.

4 RERSH

4.1 RQIZEHERE ST

R 3-R S5 HHIHT COPILOT M HAFEL A IETERA HARTH IS FIVP il fa bn 45 R (AT IRFE—AH
PR I50H R R 2 L), FE I R R R U I 4 R T AN D Ave AT R UIE AT A B AR T H RS 45 RSP
{H.Cohen’s d 17 F 7% COPILOT S5 HAN3E 2% 751 2 1] () Cohen 23 & {f . B 3 %+ Scott-Knott ESD #: : frI HE 4% 45
FHHT T AL R R 5 B, AT UM TR R A A R

®  COPILOT fEFT A WAL Fa 7 ¥ Scott-Knott ESD £ 35 HE 44 HH &R IS 1 fpe i 1 25 5L, Ui B COPILOT %

fext b AL vE B — e 3 Bk, 5 10 B W 2 4 28R TR AS I 75 i uVulDeePecker P K 5T H I
338 B [ BB g T 7 ¥ AC-GAN AH L, COPILOT 78 43l A ok E AR RIE I B A ARS8 X A5 2, F
FH 22 VR0 97 S e SRk /N AN [F) I H 2 1) (308 o3 A1 22 S5 DR MG BCAR T 6 T i T P YR30 8 vk 1 A
RUTRIN 4 bk Ah, e R = AN R T S D 4738 1) 28 Y 0 B A B (B MDAN . M3SDA Ll &
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ABMSDA ) Z X AAHE 5 B 1 5618, oV O AR AR AR AT 2, R G 7E B 350 T R 44 119 R o 2K
FITMAE 5 I B B8 A &% COPILOT.

EF X Ace K #,COPILOT 7£ 8 M HARTIH EHUF KT Acc 9 0.947. 5uVulDeePecker. AC-GAN,
MDAN. M3SDA Al ABMSDA ML/ B4R E T 23.6% 15.5%. 2.2%- 2.1%F1 26.2%.% %} MCC 3k
PE,COPILOT 7 8 /4~ H #r 3 H _EEUARH°F 1) MCC N 0.946.5 uVulDeePecker. AC-GAN. MDAN.
M3SDA Fl ABMSDA A L3 5l & T 24.2%-15.9%-2.2%+2.0%A1 27.7%. %1%+ Kappa K 1i,COPILOT
76 8 A BRI H _EEUE I8 0.945. 5 pVulDeePecker. AC-GAN. MDAN. M3SDA #1 ABMSDA
AL BT T 24.7%. 16.1%. 2.2%. 2.1%K1 27.5%.

COPILOT £ fif A VA% 5 45 0 A1 4 F uVulDeePecker. AC-GAN. MDAN. M3SDA fl ABMSDA )
Cohen B N BHMTEMZEF AN H AL, L. M. M A LAESE X EERT COPILOT *f Eh3
287 VA B RE DL 3, B R 4 SR A RS T H 3% 5 N COPILOT AE 42 fry S il .

¢ ) #,COPILOT 7E18 F Apache POI £y H Ar s (19 D7 fifi 78 b 52 56 45 5 LU EL 57 M3SDA BE1IE,
(BLE B AR RV 8 1 AT P 85 /NI 22 S f 34 i 3 43 #7 T LR 3L Apache POT T H ¥ D g 2 324 —
5 A=K APT K 4E Microsoft Office #% xQ M SCHF.1X 2 APT B & J /) H AR H 5 R, JF B K HARTS
B2 K TR MM T 12 S AR 1) B 87 288 310 — N B R, A 1 S oK SR IR 1t 9 A 4k 347

=3 RQI X Ehsza 45 B (Acc)

H 3 B pVulDeePecker AC-GAN  MDAN M3SDA  ABMSDA | COPILOT
Apache JMeter 0.726 0.794 0.971 0.922 0.500 1.000
Apache Jena 0.671 0.821 0.907 0.880 0.764 0.914
Apache Lenya 0.795 0.890 0.897 0.908 0.901 0.930
Apache Lucene 0.828 0.731 0.936 0.943 0.879 0.943
Apache POI 0.632 0.866 0.925 0.945 0.889 0.941
CoffeeMUD 0.899 0.896 0.903 0.920 0.826 0.920
Elasticsearch 0.765 0.913 0.899 0.940 0.876 0.950
JTree 0.816 0.651 0.981 0.971 0.369 0.981
Avg. 0.766 0.820 0.927 0.928 0.750 0.947

Cohen’s d 2.770 (L) 1.934 (L)  0.638 (M) 0.658 (M)  1.357 (L) -

F 4 RQI1 XL R MCC)

HizIH pVulDeePecker ~AC-GAN MDAN M3SDA ABMSDA | COPILOT
Apache JMeter 0.723 0.792 0.970 0.920 0.460 1.000
Apache Jena 0.667 0.816 0.904 0.879 0.758 0.911
Apache Lenya 0.790 0.887 0.894 0.906 0.898 0.928
Apache Lucene 0.825 0.724 0.934 0.941 0.875 0.941
Apache POI 0.621 0.863 0.923 0.943 0.886 0.940
CoffeeMUD 0.896 0.893 0.900 0.917 0.820 0.917
Elasticsearch 0.758 0.910 0.896 0.938 0.872 0.948
JTree 0.812 0.645 0.980 0.970 0.353 0.980
Avg. 0.761 0.816 0.925 0.927 0.740 0.946

Cohen’s d 2.765 (L) 1.941 (L) 0.638(M)  0.652 (M) 1.351 (L) -

=5 RQI X HSEE 45 B (Kappa)

HizIH uVulDeePecker AC-GAN MDAN M3SDA  ABMSDA | COPILOT
Apache TMeter 0.717 0.788 0.970 0.919 0.481 1.000
Apache Jena 0.659 0.814 0.904 0.876 0.756 0.911
Apache Lenya 0.788 0.886 0.894 0.905 0.897 0.928
Apache Lucene 0.822 0.720 0.934 0.941 0.875 0.941
Apache POI 0.619 0.862 0.923 0.943 0.885 0.939
CoffeeMUD 0.896 0.892 0.899 0.917 0.819 0.917
Elasticsearch 0.756 0.910 0.896 0.937 0.872 0.948
JTree 0.810 0.640 0.980 0.970 0.350 0.980
Avg. 0.758 0.814 0.925 0.926 0.742 0.945

Cohen’s d 2.762 (L) 1.934 (L)  0.634 (M)  0.657 (M)  1.361 (L) -
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08
o
09

Acc
MCC
Kappa

07

COPILOT 35D, DAN BV COPILOT  M3SD, AN VuDecPecker ABMSD: COPILOT

(a) (b) (©)
Kl 3 RQI1 [ Scott-Knott ESD &5 A #14L. (a) Acc; (b) MCC; (c) Kappa

4.2 RQ2ELEHERE S HT

AR (7 Al S2 50 @ K COPILOT AE 42 HH 13806 B ill 25 (adversarial training, AT)HEE DL KN K 3515 2
- (WMMD) e 73 53 2 e, 88 5 585 T30 ) 50 56 288 30 TR0 4T 55 33847 e 280 3 o1 ,COPILO T oo ar A2 AN B T AL BB K3
72 R PR, COPILO Twio wmmp A& 1N & T 3R LI ZRBLER AR O T JEAT 2P 1) SE 38, R SR B 3.5 1548
[A] B % & Y125 COPILOTwioar 5 COPILOTw/o wMMD.

* 6-3FK 8 4 HIFIH T COPILOT 435l 5 COPILOTwio ar A1 COPILOTwio wvmp 7E &/ H AR I H - BRI 1A
Febmn g 3R, H I 2R R B 0T B 45 R AT LB B ZE BT A = A48 #5 1,COPILOT 7E 8 4™ H #r il H H (B CoffeeMUD
S TR T B AR B 4 B 18 S AU A — B H 3R AT I S50 R 4R 5 VA LR AR ST AT R
COPILOT HEZELE = VP4 #8457 1) Scott-Knott ESD 4t 146 56 HE 42 4P L 95 A~ JE 28 77 i 3 vy HoAdok i, 5 36 28 07
1% COPILOTw/o ar F COPILOTw/o wnmp A Eb, 45 ST 4 t (197772 COPILOT 7T Acc 4B [ AH X £ 18 FE 23 73l M
1.9%A1 1.1%, 76 ¥4 Kappa {8 (1948 4 52 FH i FE 2 58 1.9% 80 1.1%. 415 Cohen % b 8 45 # ,COPILOT #H %t T
COPILOTwio ar 7E T A YEAS 645 43 2508 B (1 0L 34,10 COPILOT A%+ F COPILOTuw/o wamp 7 = M FA FE 4R T
G /IR FE A 3 TR A A R 1 B 22 AR B Gl R M A AN ] E AR I H HEAT 4 AT AT LA B, %) T Apache
JMeter Al JTree S5 30 B4/ I H SR, 76 A6 F WMMD BB i 00 R, R BEAT 6 I 25 B A 345 dt R 45
i % F- CoffeeMUD T H > i3, WMMD 45 5 J 5 455 14 5 35 47 187 (9 8051 58 (9 2K 356 ,COPILOT 3@ i it & %o B Il 25 LA
T A R AR AR 2 M v B T ML) 2 >0 0 S8 o3 RO AR S 4 SR s BAIR/INAS [R] 0 T F B0 2 S5, AT 6 B85 031
H 5% T 4% v B 2R LE sl B 2 00 T 55w i) Ak .

6 RQ2 IR LE F(Acc)

Ep i COPILOTyosr  COPILOTwowmvp  COPILOT
Apache JMeter 1.000 1.000 1.000
Apache Jena 0.897 0.907 0.914
Apache Lenya 0.908 0.905 0.930
Apache Lucene 0.923 0.926 0.943
Apache POI 0.938 0.932 0.941
CoffeeMUD 0.916 0.923 0.920
Elasticsearch 0.933 0.926 0.950
JTree 0.922 0.981 0.981
Avg. 0.930 0.937 0.947

Cohen’s d 0.583 (M) 0.308 (S) -

F= 7 RQ2HRALELIEZ R MCO)

Hix3iH COPILOTyoar  COPILOTwowvmp  COPILOT
Apache JMeter 1.000 1.000 1.000
Apache Jena 0.895 0.905 0.911
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Apache Lenya 0.908 0.902 0.928
Apache Lucene 0.920 0.924 0.941
Apache POI 0.936 0.930 0.940
CoffeeMUD 0.914 0.921 0.917
Elasticsearch 0.931 0.924 0.948
JTree 0.921 0.980 0.980
Avg. 0.928 0.936 0.946
Cohen’s d 0.562 (M) 0.299 (S) -

= 8 RQ2 Yk &k J(Kappa)

B H COPILOTywoar  COPILOTwowmvp _ COPILOT
Apache JMeter 1.000 1.000 1.000
Apache Jena 0.893 0.904 0.911
Apache Lenya 0.905 0.901 0.928
Apache Lucene 0.920 0.923 0.941
Apache POI 0.936 0.929 0.939
CoffeeMUD 0.913 0.920 0.917
Elasticsearch 0.931 0.924 0.948
JTree 0.920 0.980 0.980
Avg. 0.927 0.935 0.945
Cohen’s d 0.579 (M) 0.313 (S) -
8 g
< = M

copLoT copiLoT copLoT

@ ) ©

Bl 4 RQ2 B Scott-Knott ESD 25 A #L k. (a) Acc; (b) MCC; (c) Kappa

4.3 RQIZLWERS R

AT I A RSB B R 7 SR (R DL AN R HOHE B ) BB 1 2R B 34T 43 B, % COPILOT sk
E3 A 501 00 48 e 32 AT B 78 40 TR 5 IE
43.1 A EZEBHIERFES

W 2 frzs, AR SCR 44 i CWE BRIAE 0 43 75 28, RV N B0 UE AN H30E 56 42 7 ) B (Typel) T ANAR IS
N 0] 8 (Type2) B 43 56 3F A $5%2 A 1) 8 (Type3) « %2 4= Wic B A 5 in) #5 (Typed) . 2% ¢ X [] 8 (TypeS) LA &
Miscellaneous(Type6).% 9 %1/t T COPILOT Fll FLANIE L J7 15 7E Typel-Type6 AR F1 25 58, IF Ik % 7R &
U [ g5 B AR, COPILOT 7 6 F IS 2 (B Typel S35 I H T A A0 £ %F F1 SR #1,COPILOT 7E 6 fi
BM FESHIFY F1 4 0.932. §puVulDeePecker. AC-GAN. MDAN. M3SDA 1 ABMSDA #i Et 23 5l #2 =5
27.4% 25.0%. 3.2%. 3.3%7%1 36.4%. & 5 J@ 7R T 7E AN [F] 38 0 Bk B 37 5¢ 1 ) Scott-Knott ESD 4 46 Hf 44 45
,COPILOT HE4 56—, Ut B3I Fl COPILOT Jy 2% i A4) 42 (14 R 863 24 31 TR0 A 28 AN S R T 0 45 5 218 282 (1 e P
0, E TG 2 B IR R e v o bL O R 4 DT AR R 8 B T35 B PE B4R FE IR ,COPILOT 1£ F1 ks FAHX T
uVulDeePecker. AC-GAN.MDAN.M3SDA 1 ABMSDA (] Cohen %3 & d 435124 3.205(L)~3.754(L)~ 0.594(M) .
0.484(S)F1 2.997(L), fE Gt it & L _LI&1E T COPILOT Wit = 4 e

£ 9 RQ3 XfHLsZIRLE BL(F1)

HKE uVulDeePecker ~AC-GAN MDAN M3SDA  ABMSDA | COPILOT
Typel 0.737 0.689 0.915 0.930 0.703 0.923
Type2 0.579 0.716 0.794 0.747 0.464 0.853
Type3 0.735 0.811 0.947 0.942 0.741 0.954
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Typed 0.784 0.768 0.906 0.938 0.721 0.952
Types 0.783 0.745 0.942 0.928 0.763 0.970
Type6 0.773 0.816 0.915 0.931 0.709 0.943
Avg. 0.732 0.746 0.903 0.903 0.683 0.932

Cohen’s d 3.205 (L) 3.754 (L) 0.594 (M)  0.484(S)  2.997 (L) -

© J

o

r T T T
COPILOT

5 RQ3 HE—NoHrzitm Scott-Knott ESD 25 S A] M4k,

432  EEAIWERES T

AHT 53T T COPILOT LA R FE2k T ke 4 8P B BREE (W3R 1 Frm) 7 5 T X B sESR 2% 10 70 H T
COPILOT FAAHEL AR HARTE 7™ E BT ERUR B w_F1 & % IR s R iF 4 8 Btk
i, 7E )\~ 4311 H #1,COPILOT £ w_F1 845 F R T AN H A (18 £ 1 45 3L 4T % w_F1 K1, COPILOT
7 8 AN HFRTH _EERER % w_F1 N 0.877.5uVulDeePecker. AC-GAN. MDAN. M3SDA f ABMSDA #j
Fe o R T 23.2% 6.4% 9.2%. 10.1%1 44.9%. 71K 6 fi /8, COPILOT 7E w_F1 PPl fE45 F 1 Scott-Knott
ESD £ 5 & FHE 2 56 — Ul W iZ oy T SE 3 i 4 R BB G it B 35 1% . W i ,COPILOT 7E w_F1 f&#% T AH X F
uVulDeePecker- AC-GAN.MDAN.M3SDA I ABMSDA [] Cohen &N 5 d 437l 24 1.110(L)~0.356(S)~0.537(M).
0.503(M)H1 1.456(L),% B} COPILOT />4 /Mg B2 1 A6 #4 . 25 bL (] COPILOT Jy V2 7E TH ™ 5 8 7Y e bF3 1
AL ZINCRTE A N i/

Fz 10 RQ3 Xf LI 4 F(w_F1)

ERE] uVulDeePecker ~AC-GAN MDAN M3SDA ABMSDA | COPILOT
Apache JMeter 0.498 0.956 0.856 0.915 0.233 1.000
Apache Jena 0.567 0.618 0.788 0.491 0.533 0.802
Apache Lenya 0.877 0.877 0.690 0.749 0.692 0.769
Apache Lucene 0.941 0.846 0.591 0.593 0.588 0.597
Apache POI 0.643 0.829 0.725 0.891 0.834 0.917
CoffeeMUD 0.635 0.963 0.949 0.931 0.684 0.957
Elasticsearch 0.723 0.937 0.838 0.816 0.895 0.971
JTree 0.809 0.568 0.985 0.985 0.384 1.000
Avg. 0.712 0.824 0.803 0.796 0.605 0.877

Cohen’s d 1.110 (L) 0.356 (S)  0.537 (M)  0.503 (M)  1.456 (L) -

09

T T
COPILOT
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Kl6 RQ3 H AT SEEe i) Scott-Knott ESD 45 & AT A4k

433 ARBFEEFFAES T

A H T COPILOT Al AN FELE 5 i 76 A [R5 & 51 637 5 R I L s2a6 o 7 J o a1 3, A 15 4 F 97 2%
Bk Rt b g 4 B a0 B 7 o Bl R R A SCRTEL B 10 44 Bl CWE S5 B 21 501, W 72 1 A i 5040 2 328 ik F1 G
7 HEF (B 7 IR B ST R TR S MG F R R TE AT BTk 3 5 F TRAS 2L (1 F 1 VPl FE AR (8L, A A R oR
AN TR g 2R 00 P R A H 308 2 s (R SR B0, 5 366 28 D7 VAR L AR ST HE 1 ¥k COPTILOT (1 B 7 S e 4%y 37 48 BT
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