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* ChatGPT 71.43%

* Meta Al 58.16%

* Gemini 68.37%
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* ChatGPT 26.98%
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Table 3: Codeforces (Cf) and LeetCode (LC) virtual contests’
results

Contests Solved  Standing

Cf - Educational 0/6
Cf - Davision 4 1,7 22134/ 60343
Cf - Davision 3 1/8 16324/ 33980
Cf - Division 2 0/6
Cf - Division 1 0/6
LC - Weekly 1 1/4 10383/ 22688
LC - Biweekly 1 2/ 4 Q999 ;25287
LC - Weekly 2 1/4 13801/ 29736
LC - Biweekly 2 204 12834 7 26241
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Proglem Categories

Figure 3: Success Rates Across Problem Categories
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Table 4: Difficulty and Acceptance Range Wise Solved Problems by ChatGPT (C), Gemini (G), and Meta Al (M)

Difficulty Acceptance (C) Acceptance () Acceptance (M)
High Medium Low High Medium Low High Medium Low
Easy 23 17 2 18 16 3 22 17 3
Medium 18 18 5 8 12 7 10 14 2
Hard 8 11 1 3 8 2 4 5 1
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Figure 4: Comparison with users’ performance with LLMs in
terms of time and memory usage of LeetCode
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