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2. MMXANBEOEE (400 FFE)

V7 MU THBIIBEWT, TOLEOMNFEDIEY — A3 — NOFEFHMEIZED S
NTWVWE., FFaXy MIZOEHMMEIIHILOLD, THHIBICKRESEE TS, &
M, —a—JIVEEMEBIEREMORRIZE Y, Zhz2ibHALEZRFary b EEERKET
VOMEPFEHINTWS., L2, TNSDEKETIVTIE, K721 RNN X HiffiZ
Y —232—RKRZ MUEFERFLONTE Y, oz #Hd5 I THRETSE
LEeEZoNDS.

AFETIE, BIZHVWSNTWEY — 23— RKRZ MLV EBHBEHRO SBT =a—
FTIOVIEWBIERE T L D Seq2Seq Z RFTDETNICE S Z 5 Z &M, BER EIZHES
TEDNEMIET S, £ T, iV —A32— FXT MVEHESN & L T Statement
Encoder, =2 — 7 )VEEMENERE 7V & U T Transformer 2 fHWVT, T o DMAED
FIZEoTLADDET N EZMEL, TNENDOBLEU 227 % HHiKL 7Z.

FEERDHEH, Statement Encoder & Seq2Seq DA G HLEDHH RWBLEU A a7 %
BT Ze2MRLEZ. Zhik, $VEBWY—23—FXRZ7 M EBEMZIEHTSZ
D, FFaAV MHBAERETVORBIZENSZZ L2 RBLTWS,







Form?2 Graduate School of Science and Technology, Kyoto Institute of Technology
Abstract of Master Thesis

Does Code Representation From Statement Trees

and a Novel NMT Architecture

Improve Documents Auto-generation Model?
2020 18622023 SHIOTSU Takuma
Abstract

In the software development, it is said that about half of the efforts are
spent on understanding the behavior of the source code. Documents are useful
for understanding the code and effective for reducing such efforts. In recent
years, due to the development of neural machine translation technology, atten-
tion has been paid to the research on automatic document generation models.
However, these models still use a RNN or simple source code vectrization
techniques, and are likely to be improved by applying the latest techniques.

In this thesis, I verify whether replacing the conventional technologies,
such as SBT, which is the source code vectrization technique, and Seq2Seq,
which is the neural machine translation to state-of-the-art techniques con-
tributes to the improvement of accuracies. Then, using the Statement En-
coder as a new source code vectrization technology and the Transformer as a
neural machine translation model, I constructed 4 models by combining them
and compared BLEU scores of 4 models.

As a result of the experiment, the combination of Statement Encoder
and Seq2Seq marked the best BLEU score. This suggests that a better source
code vectrization technology contributes to the automatic document genera-

tion model’s improvement.
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1. #S

VI b7 3HEADEFIIZREZELZEATED, TNSOFFE - #HAH - [
SIZBWT, ZOLEE NT2ARIIEHICHEELREREZFD. ZOLHDELIF
YV — 23— ROEHAMIZBERINTE D, 2ED50%I12H K3 [1].

A= RFHIZEIPNTVEIA Y MR RFaxy MEY —RA3— NOXEH) % HfiEd
BOITHILDD, TNEEHRTE I TEEOIEE FFAIENTES. 20
B 2R T 572012, JavaDoc [2] ® Doxygen [3] 72 & DY — )V I EBIFE S 1
7. UL, R UTCHAEZEIELRFa A Y NOERCRTFOZNLRBETH 57
O, LHHNED 07k GIETH D & EEVH .

AR, WHWZEEMORREIZEY, < DX A7 THEEEE %2 F\ 72 FEAH
DANSGNTWS., FRZRIRRY A7 A Tlk, METIEHEFNFELZCHVW LT
WA, BORIEEMEE 2 HWAFHEOREMASIML TV 47, Zhid=a—
ZIOVEEMREIER & X4, RNN (Recurrent Neural Network) 7 —F 7 27 F v & i\ 7z
Seq2Seq (Sequence-to-Sequence) [4] X° Attention % F 7z Transformer [6] 72 & H3EA < f#
b TW\Wb.

FEIZ, Y7 b o7 LZOSEHTEHREN LOLDIZEKTEE 2 W s
SHRERINT VWD [8-10]. HTH, V—RAI—FE2=a—F)VRxv NI—=TETI
AT B ETRONEREARS MLe, KEDDEHE A 72T 258 I1E
HEBUTTEY, AL FEIREINTVS [11-13].

7, —a—JIVKEMBIREMNZIGHLULTY — A3 = K26 RFaX v bEAERK
TEHEMENEETIHER TN T WS [14-18]. TN BRI AT 4 L ARIZ, #
R FE X OB ZEE 2 W FEOFEMALIEML TS, L2, TasDER
EFITI, REZIWCRNN RHMAY — A3 — KX MUEFEMEDNTE D, %
D BEEAR A MZIEHINT VWD EIEEVHW., T07kD, KEZLZLOHED
RMPFEINTWE EHEZ B,

AR TR, BED =2 — T IVEMBIREAN®Y — 23— RFO~T MLVEHE T
WIZHEHL, ZNOHPENXEERET VOREBIZHFETE2NE I EHSNICT
5. —a— 7 )VEEMEIAREAM & U T Transformer 2 BEIZAEKET LV THO LN T WS

Seq2Seq M2 D%, VY —A 32— KXRZ MUVEE T )L & U T Statement Encoder [19]

1



CEEZAERET NV THOWSONT WS SBT 15| D 22254 LT, Ast4fEO4E
RETIVIZBEWTEE %247\, BLEU A2 7 % #ffif & L CHi#K L 7z, GitHub ET
AFENTWDE AL Java 7Y =2 b 1,000 {5 5 EUE L 72 100 H{HD XV v K %
T—Xtv k& U7,

DD KRG DOMR Z N T 5. H2ETRAMEDOERL RS =a— 5 LW
RETFTNRY —ZAT—RE2ANEUERT PVERTE, BEHXEERETVIZD
WTIRAR S, HEI3IHETHARIEOHKEMEHIZONWTRANS . 545 TIEARMN
FEDIRERIZET 2 FHEIIODVTHERRS., FE5ETIEHERMEEZRL, Thix
SRR ICEIE T 5. B B TIRERBRIZOVWT IV ELSERT 5. &I,

T ETARMEDOR M E RN D.



2. BAEMREER
21 —a—S)LEWBIR

2.1.1 Seq2Seq

Seq2Seq & 1% LSTM (Long Short-term Memory) % F\ 7z Encoder-Decoder € 7 )L @
Z L THDB [4,20]. Attention BkEZ HL D A7z, HEBD LSTM THEEL X 715 Seq2Seq
ETFTVNELTHD 4. M21I12ZOEM%RT.

ITNFNOFBIZOWTLTIZRT.

(1) BHRAHE

A (Embedding) B L IE B HFEDORY MUVRBFHEZRFHFTIEOZ L TH 5.
HANTER U 2SR T 2 HEER%E V], BEXRZ MLVOY A XE2dLT 5L,
HDAARBIEIW, cRV DEAZRED., ZOW, DZITREHEOREI T bLIZ
YT 5.

(2) LSTM

LSTM &3> > 77 RNN IZNERIRRE2 (R T 5B L 2 32075 — b2 N X
ZRNN7 —FT77F¥D3xry N7 =27 Thd 21]. M221ZZOMERX%Z/7RT. AT
WZENEFNDOERZIZOWTET.

HAOT— b
K220 0 NI NIZFEHBL, RN21TRIND.

0 = U(l’tW; -+ ht,1W5 -+ bo) (21)

WeIEAT o TR THEATH Y, Wel—HRARTORNWKRE L, W T 5 EH
ARTHDB. WIENATATHY, cld¥ 27T NEEEEREL TV 3.
Rl t DFRAVIRAE by FFER NV o 2 SEIEINE D, TOBRIZZDOT — i
ZORAMROZBEREENLE T EA D02 AT 2EEHE2FD.
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ST — K
K220 P HNIZNIZELL, X22TRINS.

f=ol@W] +h Wi +0/) (2.2)

DX — NI 1OWOEEE Ve DOANERIGREZECHEHE A2 T 5.
AAT— b
220DV HINIZELL, XN23TRINS.

i = o(xW!+ h W)+ ) (2.3)

AR o BEBFATH UL EREMME NS, K220 @ BINITHL L,
X24TKIN3D.

g = tanh(x, W + hy_ W) + %) (2.4)
IOEREIN g LT, #EKELOREFAT P 2HBTI208AN

T—hFiThsd.

InNoDr—rEHVWTERREV g ERNVRER I TELOBED OXTEHEI N
5. 0l 7 X~ — L EKRT.

¢ =foc_14+goi (2.5)
hy = o o tanh(c;) (2.6)

DEor7— b iz HWZEHIZE>T, RNN7—F 727 F vy TR DK
RINT—ReFH UGG ICHMEL R AERZHH TN TE 5.

(3) Attention

Attention & 1X 2 DD X2 ML, Query & Memory # AJ1& L, T o DEHEE %
% ZXT, 2O Query iIZ 51} % Memory DEFE R R 7 ML % #li T 2 Bk T »
% [22,23]. Encoder-Decoder € FILIZHBWT, TOEEILMHbONTWEEEED I Y
THXRARRY PILVTIEYNICEREEMHTERVIELZMBRT 2 -DICREI N,
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Seq2Seq & 7 )V Tk, Query 2% Encoder D &K W4 1E D RILE DIREETH O, Memory
7 Decoder DR DIRFE & 72 5. AWF%%E Tld Bahdanau 5 23424 U 72 Attention [22]
ZHEAL, FeliimdATEHEAL .

score(q,m) = v * tanh(Wyq + Wom) (2.7)
attention_weight = softmax(score(q, m)) (2.8)
context_vector = attention_weight * m (2.9)

g, mIXENZ N Query & Memory % 2 UL T\ 5. attention_weight 7 2 D O B # &
AVERLTED, RMEWIZE S NS context_vector D3l X 1172 Memory @ 5 B 72
RNTZ MNUVRBETH 5.

2.1.2 Transformer

Transformer (% 2017 2R S N, BEOKMBRZ 2 AR SFHLHE TEH
ENTWVWEZa—I VA NI =7 —FTI7FYThH5 [6,24]. K23I12% DK
Mz Rd.

Seq2Seq & [dl U Encoder-Decoder € 7 )V Td % A%, RNN % {#i 3 Attention
EHBLUEZT—FT7FvLBoT0E. TNETNDEIZOVWTHU RNIZRT.

(1) Positional Encoding

Transformer TIXHIFKZGFREITbNR WD, AhENnd h—2 VFlicxLT
MEHHREZEATZ2HEDNH 5. PE (Positional Encoding) Tl gD KXz k- THi
BEBRE2EHRT . poslFFD =2 0D b =2 VHTOREZRLTBY, il3%
D=2 YDOHDAARBIZBITZRTERLT VS,

PE (pos,2i) = sin(pos/10000 dmiidd) (2.10)

PE (s 2i41) = €08(p0s /10000 Tmodc ) (2.11)
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EREDOAX210, 211 KO EH UMM EBRZEOIAARERXZ MLIZELED
'35,

(2) Multi-Head Attention

2.4 & 2.5 12 Multi-Head Attention & % @ H1 THEH Z #1 T\ % Scaled Dot-Product
Attention D BEE X % 7R 7.

Scaled Dot-Product Attention Tl%, FaedD XD & 512 U T context_vector & B Hi L
TW5.

KT
context_vector = softmax (Q ) V (2.12)

vy,
Q, K, ViZEnhZH Query, Key, Value 2% L TH D, ik U 7z Attention T lE

Memory % Key & Value IZ8%%4 3 5. d, 13 K DIRTHMZEZRLTED, [X2.5 D Scale
JE DI Z NIZFEY T 5. X 2.5 D Mask 1 Softmax #, padding #43 D EAH 0 12
BRBEIIZHARELADEHZEZLTELETHS.

Multi-Head Attention T & LG D Scaled Dot-Product Attention Z{#f L T, TNElD
RO IR PV EHEHLTWS.

MultiHeadAttention = Concat(heady, ..., head,)W©° (2.13)

where head; = ScaledDotProductAttention(QW2, KWK VIVY) (2.14)

ANINBE3D2OXRT bViZENTN, MEDORT MLIZpEIZI N, £4D Q;, K, V;
D+t v hIZB U T Scaled Dot-Product Attention IZ & 2 §tHE N XN 5. HRAKKIZH H
INRT PV EEELIERESEICET LTI DOORY MV REZ21G5.

7, M23D@EY, Transformer D Encoder T Q, K, VOETIZAIY =7~
ADNRZ MV E 7 E Encoder D Z AL TWa. Z3id Self Attention & I
n, WRIT —2DE&T — XEOBEGREZ AR LSTM O X 5 2 FHRERE Xy b7 —
JEDENA =X —0Mn) TEHATSHI L 2AHEEL LTWS. Decoder Tk K, VI
Encoder DA%, QI Y —27 2V ADARZ M)V E =13 Decoder D H 1 % L
TW5,
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2.3 ® Decoder IZfZ1E 9 % Masked Multi-Head Attention T, FFHERFIZ KD H
F—=2 VBN ASRWE SIZ, padding b —27 VI TR FHIKA L0 5%
D=2 VEREEANOIILRDIDICMELTWVWD.

(3) Feed Forward

FFN (Feed Forward Networks) 1% 2 J& @ 4

BEPORBRAY NI -2 ThHB. %
NENW, € Rimoaerxdss

, by € RYur, Wy € RUsXdmodel | ) € Rimodet 2 EHAL T BH L, T
OBV IZHEINS.

FFN(LL’) = HlaX(O, ZEWl + bl)WQ + bQ (215)
1EEHDOEMEMBEBIZIZ ReLUBE K AZH VT WS

(4) Normalization

DNN Tl H e

BWTHEBOH DGR N FIZL>TEDLSTWL 72
NZEFKE UTHARDHEERIBERIEE, $IRNRFZHOUIS

-
9 —

275, 2D XS B
FEMATEEYREZ LT 57D ERHMLEIT S FIEVPFIET 5 [25]. Transformer
* 1% Layer Normalization [26] Z 3 5.
(5) FEHEE&EL
Transformer Tld WAL FHEIC Adam 27) MEH I NS, FEHE [ FLATFOAIC
FoTHEEING. stepnum IZF

BROI Ry Z7¥%2RLTED, warmup_steps %
FEHEOWMZHRT E572DDNTA—KXTHb.

l, = d %> % min(step num~

5. step_num * warmup_steps *?) (2.16)
X HTIE warmup_steps = 4000, Adam DN T A —X & LT B =0.9, B =0.99

e=10""PHEHINTHY, KMETEIDNRNIA—REZHHAL TS

¥ 7z, Transformer I3 DAART MIVDR TP EZETDO AT R OHE IR Z bL
DIRTCE % RS dinoger, FEN D 1EHDHII R T MV DIRITGE % RS dpp, Multi-Head

10



Attention @ head 73 ## % /R 9 npeaa, % U T Encoder M U Decoder DR X % /RS nyjgyer
MEERNSAN=NIT AR LTINS,

2.1.3 BLEU

BEMBIER CHEA I N TV FHIfED 1 2T, A#f%E TH A\ S BLEU (Bilingual
Evaluation Understudy) (Z 2 W T#iBH 3 % [28].

BLEU & 34 & EfECE D n-gram —HE» SH SN EMiETH 5. 4
X, EMXEOHREN— VHl2ZThENT, RT 5. Th 5 OMTn-gram
—H U7 Em, TOERTOngram DE%EZ [, &T5L, 2D0DXED—HEIZT
DL ICHEINS.

my

po= "2 (2.17)

I ZTODn-gram —HTIEMREMEIX 1ELUPEHI 2.
$72, TOHBHNR & D DRVEEIZ<F LT 1 % BT (EEBP (Brevity Penalty)
ETHO LS ICERT S, lon() RO XEDOHE L — 2 VI EET,
BP{ibM)&MH>bmm) os)
@ (len(T) < len(R))
BLE#S, BLEU 237 R FRO &S CEHENE. w, RZNEROWEnITx
TEEATHS.

N
BLEU Score = BP % eXp(Z wy, log py) * 100 (2.19)

n=1

—IIZ N =4, w, =+ PHEHINS.

F72, @MIRIED n-gram A —FIZ XD A THEEEMT 5728, ZDBLEU X2
7 BB SE LT & B [29].

£9, m, BTV ITVAL1IDEDICEHET 3.

ZLTZDm, % FaDRD LS IZFHBELUTERILZm, 28 ET 5.

my=my + 1 (2.20)

11



73 XL 1 BLEU ® m, Z¥ig{3 %0

invent = 1
K=5
forn=1to N do
if m,, = 0 then
invcnt::invcnt*1;U§%7§
my, = 1/invent

end if

end for

12



7n;::"%—1+”§”+”””“ (2.21)

ZOm, ZAWTUEDESIZBLEU 227 285, KiF%ETIE, D BLEU
AATFHBEIZNLTK 94770 ®VERFHT 5.

22 Y—XROA—ROAXJ MILKRIA

VI 7 ORBBEAMP IR 70—V 0RE, NTREADFKRLR LR
BTV —RAA—=FR2ANLUAEETVORENTHONTWVS [11-13,19)].
ZDOHRTH 2019 FITHKRI N, RFETHMEHAT S ASTNN (DWW T FEliZ

N

2.2.1 ASTNN

IOVRWY -2 —=FX7 MUVRBEZHED7-OIZ, Zhang 6 IZ Lo TREI N
DNNETILVTH 2 [19. K26 ICFDETIVHMERZRT. TNZTNDEIZDONT
B 5.

ASTNN Tl& AST % — J& Statement H.A7 T4 #| L, Statement Tree % fERK T 5.
Statement Encoder TlE, ZDZNZTNDIH ORI U T FHLORND@EY IZFHET S
Z & T, & Statement DRI MV EENT 5.

€ — [maX(Uﬂ), vy max(vid)],i = 1, ey N (222)

ZDLE, £/ —FOMDIAARE v, FFEIHFH Lo THERINZEA% Y
fE& 3 5. FHii¥H Tl Skip-gram ® Word2Vec [30] Z i L, Statement Tree % 17
EMNTIEICESIBERBERL THERLEZRRA T — X2 A1 d 5. £/, Kin/ —
RO FIEF Y ANT —ARARX =TT =R, TNT =204 AN Hl> T
HEEL N)VIZn#EIT 5.

Z 95 LT o N7z Statement DRI T h)LD Y A b THh 5 Statement List % R
7 —REUTHAMGRUIZANL, EATYy 7O 12T =) v 7 BIZANT
52 THEMEINRAST 2D RE RN MLV ZE1G 5. GRU &1 LSTM & [6 U iR
Y bT—=27D1DT, 22007 — b 2L LSTM KV BRELRFEGEER>TWVWS.

(¥ 1) : https://www.nltk.org/_modules/nltk /translate/bleu_score.html
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KTl AST O 5 E|7H 5 Statement Encoder £ T IGHT 5.

23 ENXEEMK

JavaDoc 72 ¥ DHRRIZI>T, YV —A A= RHDEZERA Yy RIZEPNTVS, TD
EEHEBRBICHPLTCVWIARSHEXR2ENXE L EHT S, o, EHLEL
BT B E TN EHHWFER ERTH o7 [14. Uh UFE=2— 5 VBB
MEMALEZETAVRBEL EEINTVDS [15-18,31]. ZLT, TOWVTHIIIE W
TH, V-AI—F2HASHELLTZOEEANTELD, ASTHREDHEET —
REPoT=AMBWIHRPBFEONDEZ LV FNoTVS.

Za— FOVEEMENER 2 W2 BRI XCEAEBLET VD 1 D TH S DeepCom 122\ T
a9 % [15].

2.3.1 DeepCom

018 FEIZ Xu HIC XS TIREINZET VN TH S [15]. V—AI—FhrolB L~
AST % SBT (Structure-Based Traversal) & \» 5 HiETHR R T — X IZEH L, Seq2Seq
ETFNVIZANTS.

4 2.7 12 SBT O B AR 72 2l % 739, AST 247 E R IHO RS BRHERTER
ULBDRSHEDT7 /) —RAIORIZC L)Y 2fiATHI LT, MENRIEHREZKL
DD 8eq28eq ETFTNTIRS T DTELHRINT —RIZEWHMT 5.

¥ AR, K — FRZTOBEEAT VX —2a7 ()IZEoTRAESINS,
HASHEEBRODET LV TEAETYDOHE L, FFXY 77 VV 1 X%2GIRTEIen
Z\W., ASTOHF TR ZONEDREHENLIRIZIES D E K/ — FICHE S N5 HE
Thbd. TDH, R¥¥ 77 V3 A XDHIBPIZE->THRFY 7 I VMDD — N%2E
Fid 2L T 554, HZI1E SimpleName_<UNK>D & 512, KRIE HFiEH % 7 T <UNK>
EEE L= VvPHHINSG. ZNIZE>THRERPBEBMAEINSE LS
RETDHIENTES.

ZORRINT— B AT ETN D Seq2Seq E T IVIZ I 2 D LSTM 23MFEH X v T
W5,

15



Method Declaration

r////\\\\\

Simple Type Simple Name

A 4 N

String hoge

v

( MethodDeclaration ( SimpleType String
) SimpleType_String ( SimpleName hoge
) SimpleName_hoge ) MethodDeclaration

27 SBTICL > TABET — Y 2BRINT—FICE#RT B4
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3. MMEDEW

AHEOHMIE, V—ZA2—FOXRI MVREFEL LU TRETFHINT WS
Statement Encoder &, =—a— JZI)VEWEIR 7 —F 7 27 F v ULCHEEHI O TWS
Transformer 78, YV —Ad—RNZ ANE UAENXEERKETNVIZIEHTE S 0E S
MEHOMNIZITEHIETHS.

ZD-D, KWFETIELAFIZRTIEHMIZ D WTHEEZ 1T 5.

RQ1 Statement Encoder |3 4§ & [\l FIZ % 5-9 % H

RQ2 Transformer |5 & 1] EIZHF 59 5 5

RQ3 i L7-XEIFZFDOAY Y RORNEZHIAL TWS 0

17



4, ERAZAR

41 EFILOHE

BATHIEE D, 2DDY — AT —FKXRT FIVRBEIGEET VL, 2 20D Encoder-
Decoder E TV DMAGLEEZN R LTS, K41 IZFOMERZRT. Lk L7z
D, SBT & Seq2Seq DA G HHEIXT TIZ DeepCom WS EF N & U TREINT
W3 [15]. TNHD4DDETFNIZONVWT, EDMAEDLEN—FEWBLEU A 3
TEHTONZMRET 5.

42 T—49tEv b

TRy b2 HEBETBIIH7Z>T, UFDOFIHZIT-7=.

1. GitHub ETA I N TWB A& Java 70 Y =7 b DHE
2. Java VY — A3 — K &2 BB L )LD AST (2 2

3. AST o R¥aXAy ba2Eb il LUEE

4. T—=REy b Dy EH

5. Y —A3— RKXRZ MURBETILOD 728 D Fif LEE

421 ASKJava7O> ¥y NORE

GitHub API #22{fH L T, NI TW5B Java 72T 2 b % StarJET EH» 5
1000 fHEE Lz, 7uycZ MF2TI100MHA ED AR —ZFERLTWA.

4.2.2 ASTADZH

JavaParser ¥ WS Java 74 77V 2 H\WT Java Y — A 32— K% AST IZ & #d
5. XEAKETIVIE Python TEEET B0, 2L 7 ASTIX YAMLEXTH L
U7z, V—RA3—RA1IZFOEHE %R,

(¥ 2) : https://developer.github.com/v3/
(7% 3) : https://github.com/javaparser/javaparser
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K41 V—RO—RORIJMNILRBEXEERETILOHEAEDE

Seq2Seq Transformer

SBT DeepCom [15] -

Statement Encoder - -

Y—Z23d— K 41 JavaHh 5 AST O YAML RIEAN D Z #4)

1 public class Hoge {

2 /¥

3 * This 15 a sample.

4 *

5 * @return constant

6 */

7 static int foo() {

8 return 1;

9 ¥

10

1 root(Type=MethodDeclaration):

2 body (Type=BlockStmt) :

3 statements:

4 - statement (Type=ReturnStmt):
5 expression(Type=IntegerLiteralExpr):
6 value: "1"

7 type(Type=PrimitiveType):

8 type: "INT"

9 name (Type=SimpleName) :

10 identifier: "foo"

11 comment (Type=JavadocComment) :

12 content: "\n * This is a sample.\n *\n * Q@return constant\n "
13 modifiers:

14 - modifier(Type=Modifier):

15 keyword: "STATIC"
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423 RFaxXY NOREEER

Y — A 3 — K 41 TI¥ root(Type=MethodDeclaration) / — N & FIZ & 5
comment (Type=JavadocComment) / — R 2% JavaDoc I A ¥ MIZEM T 5. A% TIE
JavaDoc A A Y b DR T DM VWTWRWERHAIOXEE, TOHEBOENXEL L.
YV — X 32— N 4.1 Tl “This is a sample.” B EMXFE L LTHkbhb.

FONASTIZHN U THFEOENXHEEZFRGONEDI LT IANEY VT 270,
5,528,259 flil D BIEL 2> 5 1,005,418 M DB 2 EUF L 7. 7z, ENXEIFIEY I A FT
DEURAD 1 XDAZERSELEL L, ¥V A RPEWGE IR ONITE X
DD & L7, AST 25 JavaDoc IZBI S 5 / — FIEERSN L, AJT AST IZER CE
MALRWESIZL 7.

U EDRIME Z T\, FonzT—X 2y NMZET 2E®REZRK421TRT.

424 FT—49ty NOHE

1,005 418fHOE2TDTF =Xty & T VX LZFEE T — X 804,328 ], MGLET — &
100,545 flil, 7 A b7 — & 100,545 253 1T CEBREZTo72. FHT—XEETILO
FEHOEDIZHWSN, MIET — XIEFEB 1 TRy 7T T 28ICETIVOMEE
ERAET H72DIZHVWONSG. TANT =R IEFEEPKT UE T IO REKI LT
flizfro>7zbIcHVwonD. FHTFT—X, MIET—X, 7AMT—X OB HLFEI
BIEFRL1IEBH>TWVS,

425 YV—RO— KRRV NILRIBEFTILDO=HDOFINIE

SBT & Statement Encoder D A JJ D 7= D IZHTMEE 2 fTo72. ZFEHT —XIZBIT 5%
HILER% D SBT D £ X D43 16, Statement DD 4531 % K 4.3 1277
Statement Encoder D ¥ & iA AXRBLHFTFH IZI1X gensim 74 77V FV&RfHH L 7=,

43 ZFBRIER

ARG TIEERERSE & U T ABCI (AI Bridging Cloud Infrastructure) [32] % {d F
U7z, GHEBOMBREHE L LTI, Intel®Xeon®Gold 6148 CPU @ 2.40GHz 2 %,

(¥ 4) : https://radimrehurek.com/gensim/index.html
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K42 ENXEICOWTCHILEZ LET—%EY b

BUME B PR R = AR ROk A

77 A VD AST 1 1 2 5 3,070
AST D J — R 6 32 57 122 70,991
AST B DH X 4 9 11 14 163
FERXEORZ 2 6 9 13 249

£43 BY 20— KRR NIVRBEEFIHOAAT -4ty MNER

BUME A e SRR BRAE

AST # D SBT O & & 12 76 136 296 161,036
AST 4 @ Statement D % 1 2 2 6 2,184
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NVIDIA@TGSI&@VlOO for NVLink 16GiB HBM2 4 £, RAM384GiB, CentOS 7.5 &
LoTW5,

4.4 ZEFRNSA—4

FAWZRF Yy T 7V A XIZDVWTEKALIZRT., TORFY 77 VY1 XE5—
Ry b b =27 VHBEBPHHBREOAE )V RE2EE XA THREL .

72, £451Z W72 SBT & Statement List DI KEZ2RT. ZHixT—Xtv b
HFD %A ENEENS LD ITREL .

BETIWVIZHWENAIN=NRF XA —=ZIZOWTH#IAT 5. Seq2Seq € F I T,
embedding 1Z (32, 64, 128, 256, 512), hidden 12 (32, 64, 128, 256, 512, 1024, 2048),
dropout 1Z 0.1 % {#F U 7z. Transformer € 7 )V TlL, dpmoqe & (32, 64, 128, 256, 512),
dsp 1T (32, 64, 128, 256, 512, 1024, 2048, 4096), Npeaq < (1, 2, 4, 8), Niayer 1< (2, 4, 6, 8)
ZAALUZ. LMEDOEMZ iZWL 22 0fAEDLEZEL 7~
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*44 R¥vTS5UH4R

R¥vY 77V H 04X HBARH B A £

Description 18,455 9
SBT Node 46,692 50
Statement Encoder Node 25,128 10

R45 EHRETFTITHWESBT & Statement List DG K&

AR
SBT 356
Statement List 40
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5. RERER

51 EEWRHER

F511ZK%ETIVDBLEU A3 7 %2739, Statement Encoder 4+ Seq2Seq 23 & &
WBLEU 2327 ThHb 466 #H L 7=,

BEETNDNAN=NFTA—RIZDWVWTES2, 531ZmT. 72, EETLOF
BRHEIZOWTRSAIIRT. 1T KRy 75720 OFERHA—FE,» 572D 1X SBT
+ Seq2Seq € 7LD 13,000 ¥ T, —FFEH > 72 DI Statement Encoder + Transformer
ETIND2250WTH o7z,

5.2 EMRIFER

TARNT—=Z0P56T Y XLIZI100fAY Yy RZE DO H L, BLEU A2 72 REEN
T\ 7z Statement Encoder + Seq2Seq € T WMIZ AN U7z, K 5.1-5.4 2% Dl %R 7.
BJ5.1 CIRRIEMXEIZTER T L XEOEBITEHILTWDE., K52, 531FXE
ELUTHALTWAW, EMXELITRELSE., ZHIZBELUTIZ62ETERT 5.
54IFXELLUTHMILTVRY., ZHIZELTH62ETI HITERT 5.

5.3 Eﬂ:%gg nﬁ’\o)lﬁlg
5.3.1 RQ1: Statement Encoder I3EER LICE 5T % H»

# 5.1 5, Statement Encoder Z FHW/AZETNVIESBT ZHWEZETILL DRV
BLEUAZ72HLTWAZ LW yhot.
5.3.2 RQ2: Transformer (ZfEEBA LICE ST % H

% 5.1 7 &, Transformer ¥ Seq2Seq E T )NV L D RWBLEU 227 %2445 Z 13T
ERWNWZ RN ot
533 RQ3: M LE=XEEFEZFDOXYY RORNBAEHRALTWVWD D

X 5.1-5.4 DERKH 2 R THRDE, A DHDOHZFBENWT, XEELLUTHIYLLTWS.
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x51 ZFEEFTIOBLEURO7

Seq2Seq Transformer

SBT 43.7 29.3

Statement Encoder 46.6 40.3

52 EHtRWVWROT745HHL7Seq2Seq ETILD/INS X —4%

embedding hidden dropout

SBT + Seq2Seq 512 512 0.1

Statement Encoder + Seq2Seq 512 512 0.1

£53 EHRVWRIOT7AEHH L7 Transformer ETILD /NS X — 4

dmodel dff Nhead MNiayer d’I“OpOUt
SBT + Transformer 256 1024 8 6 0.1
Statement Encoder + Transformer 512 2,048 8 6 0.1

K54 ZFETFTINOEZEHNE

TRy ZH 1Ry 7 HDFHKH (sec)

SBT + Seq2Seq 32 13,000
SBT + Transformer 194 3,320
Statement Encoder + Seq2Seq 60 4,400
Statement Encoder + Transformer 234 2,250
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5.1 Statement Encoder + Seq2Seq 7 )L DX E4E A 1

Y — A 3 — K: apache/camel SmppEndpointBuilderFactory.java [33]
1Efi# 2. defines the interval in milliseconds between the confidence checks .

Ml X defines the interval in milliseconds between the confidence checks .

1 default AdvancedSmppEndpointBuilder enquireLinkTimer(

2 Integer enquireLinkTimer) {

3 doSetProperty("enquirelLinkTimer", enquireLinkTimer);
4 return this;

5

}

5.2 Statement Encoder + Seq2Seq £ 7 )L DX E 4 K 2

Y — A 3 — K: aosp-mirror/platform_frameworks_base ApnSetting.java [34]
IEf#SCE: returns the current status of APN .

H: Bl X returns whether this device has been enabled .

1 public boolean isEnabled() {
2 return mCarrierEnabled;

3 3}
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5.3 Statement Encoder + Seq2Seq 7 )L DX ZE £ 3

Y — A 3 — N: apache/hadoop DirectoryWithSnapshotFeature.java [35]

1Ef# SCEE: clean an inode while we move it from the deleted list of post to the deleted

list of prior.

el X E: remove all deleted nodes from the terrain tree .

1 private static void cleanDeletedINode(INode.ReclaimContext reclaimContext

0 N O Uk W N

11
12
13

14

15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22
23
24
25

26
27
28
29

30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49

}

INode inode, final int post, final int prior) {
Deque<INode> queue = new ArrayDeque<>();
queue.addLast (inode);
while (!'queue.isEmpty()) {
INode topNode = queue.pollFirst();
if (topNode instanceof INodeReference.WithName) {
INodeReference.WithName wn = (INodeReference.WithName) topNode;
if (wn.getLastSnapshotId() >= post) {
INodeReference.WithCount wc =
(INodeReference.WithCount) wn.getReferredINode();
if (wc.getLastWithName() == wn && wc.getParentReference() == null) {
// this wn is the last wn inside of the wc, also the dstRef node
has
// been deleted. In this case, we should treat the referred file/
dir
// as normal case
queue.add(wc.getReferredINode());

} else {
wn.cleanSubtree(reclaimContext, post, prior);
}
}
// For DstReference node, since the node is not in the created list
of

// prior, we should treat it as regular file/dir

} else if (topNode.isFile() && topNode.asFile().isWithSnapshot()) {
INodeFile file = topNode.asFile();
file.getDiffs() .deleteSnapshotDiff (reclaimContext, post, prior, file)

} else if (topNode.isDirectory()) {
INodeDirectory dir = topNode.asDirectory(;
ChildrenDiff priorChildrenDiff = null;
DirectoryWithSnapshotFeature sf = dir.
getDirectoryWithSnapshotFeature();
if (sf != null) {
// delete files/dirs created after prior. Note that these
// files/dirs, along with inode, were deleted right after post.
DirectoryDiff priorDiff = sf.getDiffs().getDiffById(prior);
if (priorDiff != null && priorDiff.getSnapshotId() == prior) {
priorChildrenDiff = priorDiff.getChildrenDiff();
priorChildrenDiff.destroyCreatedList(reclaimContext, dir);
}
}

for (INode child : dir.getChildrenList(prior)) {

if (priorChildrenDiff != null &% priorChildrenDiff.getDeleted(
child.getLocalNameBytes()) != null) {
continue;

}
queue.addLast(child);

}

¥
}
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5.4 Statement Encoder + Seq2Seq £ 7 )L DX ZE £ 4

Y — A 3 — K: apache/incubator-pinot QuantileDigest.java [36]

IEf#SCE: convert a 64-bit lexicographically-sortable binary to a java long (two’s

complement representation) .

AR CEE: converts a 90 encoded 64-bit 64-bit integer to a java double .

1 private static long bitsToLong(long bits) {
2 return bits =~ 0x8000_0000_0000_0000L;

3}
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B0 5.2 DAERHBINZE L T, EfEXED APN (Access Point Name) & (& #45 bii K T
F—RBEEZTHEODOEREBRDOILZIELTWVWS. DERIZFLTT—
REGIWARENE I D EBT AV Y RTHBEHHELT WS, ERXETIEIAPN &
WO HGEIHEHLTVWARVWEDD, ZOT NS ABFEHAEENPZIKRTAY Y NTH
H5EHALTWED, BRIFALCTHS. MH3HbAEMXEIXEMXELD 5
WA, BBEZHEUNAZHHALTWS.

— T, BS54 FEHBEVSIREBERIIAESTWVED, TORICHES XEBRA Y Y
FOWNAEZBIHL TV,

29



6. EE

6.1 MRZBICTTEIER
6.1.1 RQ1: Statement Encoder (3B R LICHFS5 T 5 H

#5.1 &0, SBT & b % Statement Encoder 2\ % Z & TR\ BLEU & 2 7 2348
SNEFERIZOVWTERT 5.

SBT T AST EOLTD/ —F2FE—Offifie LTREHELTWS., — AT
Statement Encoder (&, Statement & 5 BA;TAST #43& L, RENZ L 21G7
%, TNEHOTAST 2EKDOERERTZ MLEERLTWS., 707748 F =2
HATEKEZRE DO TR, Tho2fladbEzRA%, FLRESICL-T
ZTOMADRKERD. XoT, ThE2EHTLIRMMAGFHET I2MELR>T W5
Statement Encoder "k D RWKEZ2H UL7-D7/7Z 2 EZ 5.

6.1.2 RQ2: Transformer 3EEBE EICET ST % H

#£ 5.1 2 5 1% Transformer kg E [ FIZHF ST 5 LR TEAro7. LArL,
#X61DBLEUAITDERZ R TALLWETIEDH E0ZDBED LD K1 T
W3, Transformer DR EM X TIEFZERO TRy Z7EBR 101530 i TH L5728,
INHRIZ D D R DB e EX S, TD-d, FEHROFHL L HLIZ, BREH»S
O FEHEEZHEDDL I LT, Seq28eq Z HWZETF IV IO KEENEWRERZ H 3 0]
RRMERDHZEEZ 5.

— 1T, Seq2Seq E T )V & Transformer & V & M TUNEH L, — & DK E D EH
XEDOEKZARE LTS, EEOFEHRFHE W I RITHBWTIE, Seq2Seq D fi &
NTWseEZ5.

6.1.3 RQ3: EXSINANEIFZDXAYY ROREZHALTWBEH

B 511220V TEHET S, ZOHITIHIEMXEIZTE T 5 XEDAERITHEI L
TWwWb. LU, TOY—AI—KRZ2RTHAL L, AU T ANIZERCE L LB
DODHNEMBE DAYy RBMIZ5 DFEELEZ. FHTFT—XIIhoDa—Rra—
VIFIEL ), R —BOXENERTELZDRELEFERS.
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BI52 12 DWTHERET LS. APN L WO EAXAFHOBIIITE TRV DD,
“device” LW FEIZFE WX, FAKONEZHPL TVWDE. TNSDHGERFRA Y Y
RN TIEHE L TWARW., 20O Z 255, Statement Encoder + Seq2Seq € 7 )V 1%
—EDTU YV NNOEAEERERTARZ MVEIEL, XEARICTEHATET
WBEEZD.

B 53IZDWTHERT S, 4978V MO HKRERAY Y RIZHEDL ST,
EHAIRICE T A XERZERTETWS., ZOZEh5, YL AXANWKERAY YR
THARENREMEFR SRR MVORBIZELTWE EEZXS.

B 54 12 DWVWTERT L. TDAYVY RIZEI N7 64bit B Z 2 EL D FHE
REWIEBLUTELTWS., UL, S N7z X3 Tl 64bit B % double #
CEABIELZ2 L VWO REEF DL L XEMERINT VS, BRI ORKE
l%~ 0x8000_0000_0000_0000L 7* 5 Fiflld 5 L0 <, TD &5 RBUEFHEDRH N
7 FIVEIELU L BST 5 D%, Statement Encoder + Seq2Seq E T TIIRWEETH %
LERD.

6.2 ZHMDEE

6.2.1 EABISZ M

RS Z MM TIRERICB I I FHEOZ LI OV THRT 5.
AREBRTEER SN XEONE QMR L UTBLEU 2 Wk, ZDfEEEIZ
PERRNER (2 B 1) 2 EREFEMiFEIE e LT —MANc RS N TE Y, AEBRICBII 2 F
EOFAMMIEE UTEYTHDEERDL. — AT, TNEFEEDOEHET 70
Vl NRAEOHEEETENE S DRt E T 57O DB TR V. EEIZ
FHTELNES 2l 5720 DML HZICEATIHNENDS.
E7, RX Y77V A XRANKERIN T —ROEAREREZ VWS DPDORET
IEL, ThENIIH U TEREZITD LT, IVBERILKPITASZLEERS.
fliicd, RERTIEKMORBEEIICEOD YL —F 37 2T TVRY. KRS
T—RDEKEEZLDETNCTE, ©—LY—F %2752 TLD EMRTHZITR
52DV oTWVWED, Thz2EETIMBENDHLILEERD.

AEERTIX GitHub E TA X —% 100 LA EFFFFL TWB VKT MY 1,000 {2 5
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100 HDAY Y Fage Uz, BHMBIEREZ A7 THwWeNTWE T —&X &y b
EZ DT —REHBE00 HRBETHDZ L n56 23], SHABLEZT—XEy boY
A RWFWEYTHhELEZL. L»rL, EL<flbhTwasrlT—Xty hTiEAHW
720, TNH6DAY Y FIZEPNTWVWAERN XEIZED BN &, NTPRHE
CCRRIETERNWI NS, MEMSZEEANDER LD X 5.

6.2.2 ApyTAHtt

AN ZE Y M TIREBRFE RO — M DWW T OZ Y2 ERT 5.
AREBRTIEAETIVOBLEU 227 FEAELEZT =Xy D 10%I125H 7= 5# 10
JIHDAYVY RTHEHELEZ., ZORNRELULEZAY Y RRZOMOFHRE L TWVWARW
AV RORMEMBL T VDEDIEZYNHOBRK LD 2 5.

7, Jawva IS DOMDO 7075 IV EETORIEZIToTWRWED, AWk
ETANTRT I IVIEEEME L -NHN R EZEL TV 22 T 5 2
LIEHLWEEZ S,

6.2.3 MEIZHM

WHIZ M TIEARERO HIEOZLSMEIZODVWTHERT 5.
AREBRCHHELZ707 5 LFEETEEVPELLE. BETA NPT AV S
ELRBRVBOEDZDN, FEEPE--TWA2HREEIEIEETE RV, DD, NE
TENTHRNHZLGEANDBREL 2D 2 5.
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7. ¥

il

AL TIEY — AT = RKXRZ MVRBEFIEE Za— FIVEMEBIEREMN 2 H\ T,
Jawva XA VY FOBERCEZERTEIETIVIZOWTHEBEERZ T2, V—A 32—
RARZ MVRBFIEIZIXSBT & Statement Encoder ® 2 D2 H L. —a—F )L
% bk B 2R 407 12 1% Seq2Seq & Transformer D 2 D2 AL 7. WL DY — 23— RiZ
GitHub ETAR & T\ 5 100 fil BA £ D Star & £ 2 Java U A~ U 1000 i 2> & B
BFLZW100 HEDA Yy R TH 5.

BETINVOHBD7ZOIZBLEU 227 2 H L7z, EEROFE, Statement Encoder
+Seq2Seq DETIVAHBERWAIT 2T I L0 oTz. £/, TOETILNH
BRI NEZXEEZ -EDAVTFAMNMEBRZEATEXETHD I DR TE .

SBOBEL LT, E—L4Y —FDEEX+ 77 Transformer D FEH 2 L1 Lo
T, $VHEODBEWXEERETVOMER DL LEZS.

&1 B

ARMAEEITICH D, WIERED B ERHICITN T 2 %8, KRGO MERIC
FLHFET, RTCOWMTTELRIREXHS E Lz, AZBEHRTY AMEBER K
BB, WO ERMBICRS BB BL E T RBERNE L EERYS
ELHMIAE £ U7z, PEESANRGMSEHT HI\EAGHEHMY Y7 vz 7 7 F Y
TA ARGV =T FEHL, KEY T MU LEWEEOE I A, FHEAE

HZBUTEEDOXA LB oK NTESEBEL £7.
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