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Fig. 1: Distribution of semantic characteristics of code generation errors made by six LLMs.
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Fig. 2: Distribution of syntactic characteristics of code generation errors made by six LLMs.
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Fig. 4: Levenshtein distance between the incorrect code and correct code. The vertical dashed lines indicate the medians.
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Fig. 5: CodeBERTScore between the incorrect code and correct code. The vertical dashed lines indicate the medians.

11

T8 | RO2 (I— FERT T —DEESNH



B | RO2 (O— F4ERKRI S —0BESN)

3D0DIEE
- T —DREDE  BEICUHELRNY 7EICIL C ToiE
ZL D7 =D |[BE—n>ro] H [EHN 7]
SEH—(TOMBIETTILIT T —(F07T 0

Starloder 1 singledine

1 single-hurk

SantaCoder = i
GET-4
GPT-.5
|nCoder-1.38
CodeGen- 168

0 20 a0 80 80 100
Fercentage (%]
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