Evaluating the Effectiveness and Efficiency of
Demonstration Retrievers in RAG for Coding Tasks

Pengfei He, Shaowei Wang, Shaiful Chowdhury University of
Manitoba Winnipeg, Canada hep?

Tse-Hsun Chen Concordia University Montreal, Canada
peterc@encs.concordia.ca

SANER




db E3
3 SR

RAG( Retrieval-Augmented Generation )
o LLMIZHVERENERZENMIICE Z NS, EREITS 3

[LIMICIHELG E ZE T HBFEEZRETH S
ZEASHESH] A

I

ik

A1)y
e NILUXR—T a3 UDIEE
c ETLOFET—FICHEVEMANGRBEFINATES

EiE
e Retrieval(f 8% ) 7z —X
e Generation(&%Rk) 7x—X




db B
3 SR

RAGO)

=

AHTFENF

| Input. Create list of values from dictionary

! \"dict1" that have a key that starts with "EMP""| 111: create a list of "aluesﬁ' om the
e T l ——————————— / 'dtctmnary 'programs'' that have a key with

-

R
Sparse: 1) BM25 2) BM25L
EI=E 1=
I
IDF

Exh.3)SBERT_SS
Approx.4)ANNOY
Approx.5)LSH
Approx.6)HNSW

Encoder Embedding Neighbor Search

. 8

——__( Query )______ _( Relevant Demonstrations )_ _ (.

| IDemol (Similarity: 0.73)

|a case insensitive match to "new york"

| O1: [value for key, value in
llst(programs items()) if "new york" in - _ _( Prompt J_ - __'
| key.lower()] i( Instruction: Generate a single line of code
IDemo2 (similarity: 0.69) | directly for the target requirement
112: sort a dictionary "a" by values that are : Demo3 (I3, 03), Demo2 (I2, 02), Demol
| list type (11, O1),
— '02: t= sorted(list(a.items()), key=lambda | Query:
1x: x[1]) : I: Create list of values from dictionary

I'Demo3 (Similarity: 0.56)

113: get keys of dictionary "my_dict" that
| contain any values from list "Ist"

' 1 03: [key for key, value in

Illst(my dict.items()) if

—_——— - ——

_/

pen
Retrieval

| set(value).intersection(lst)

« A—H—NDEBEKR-S>BEMZER>TE

S LLMTa— Kk

A Rk

- Response  )—————— N

Output [value for key, value in
Illst(dlctl.ltemSO) if key.startsmth('EMP')] )

_—— e ————— ——— e ——————

Large
@% Language
Model

I'"dict1” that have a key that starts with
l "EMP"

Formatting

=

Generation

EXER>T

—_—— e

> 7 ME



db

=

Retriever( R & 28 )
T—IR—ZARNDOXEN b EAE)

my

EITRRR =

3 1]

ABDITHLT,
19 D1t

I

ik

AIN—R) R )N—: —T)— R EFE

- tf-idf, BM25
FUORY MY N— - RY kLEEE
- ANN(ElFRITEEIER)

ANN

EEICELVHEAEZRDITHKY B,

=R

)dtlif

f

val

=

DENLDZE
EKRODFE




HH G
H] =
RAGDEFF
& DINSG VANEET, BV
NL— KA TDDOEZRIZHS.
y R I
c HSHABEZEHLTULWAHMEIEINAYTHY,

BRENREDNTG VAZH > TNHHAAMNGELY.

 RAGZHERALANNRER(NT FILER )DOHEIEFRT=
é*L’CL\@L\




1)

RAGZFRW-O—T 4 VT 3RIZEWT, B4 %
BREFEOBELNEONL— KA TZBHLMNZT S

RQ

RQL - BETEDE T

RQ2 : 3NEE O FT il

RQ3 - BUMEEHMEED FL— AT

RQ4  FBRRFBDINAIN—INT A —FTNERELEFHIEIZEND &K
DREEZTHZH5H

RQ5 : 3wy FMIDEE




1)

RQ1 : A DFH

e A—T 4 VTR JIZEIT,
A, HAOBRIC EL\@?_E%‘:E%( T )% 1E fi&

RQ2 : D

B 7 1

T —
BT —

27
2 &

ﬁY:E L 70y
i

e HITNIZHRMLTTEUVRML—Y I VERTDICET HEHRMZE

Et781( Time Per Query )

RQ3 : AWM EEMED b L— KA T
« BM25ELEE LTI U —N—EDRE—FT7Y TE B L

OCERGEDET #8581

L]



1)

Kam

ROA : BEBEERDINA IN—INS A — R ([IThETEMHEFI
ICEDKHLBEETEZHH

o JEELY) R —N\—[ZBEWT, NA/IN\N—I\TA—Z3ZFZLEFT5HC_
ETCIHLDESVLIFHIEHTES.

RQ5 : 3w MO E

« FIELTEZSY 3y FOBDOKRSCEET HDIEHHN>TLY
f=h, & M)—N\—ICHmELEY 3y FAEHE.



e

| FFALLM : CodelLlama-Instruct-13B

| RRELIBREFE
e RX/\N—RI) M1J—/\— : BM25, BM25L

o TR kI1J—s\— : SBERT SS( FETBLHY ),
ANNOY( R¥E¥E ), LSH(/\v S ), HNSW(H S5 T)

 FT—Atv b
e JOYJZLER: CoNaLaT—2 v k
c A rAYE—TH R : NNgen T—2 Y b
o« FH— g H R Atlas T—2 1w k

9




| EREEE
+ RIS LERK

- Code Bleu, Syntax Match, Dataflow Match, N-gram Match rate

e ASYErAvE—U4KER

- Rougel, Meteor, Rougel, Rouge?2

« ZH—Sa VER

- Exact Match, Plausible Match, Longest Common Subsequence, Edit Distance




RQLAEINIEDF

I~
—

| HABEDERS

| BM25LAVFEFE (K LI

BM25 >SBERTSS (JEmfLlE) =
ANNOY, LSH, HNSW (3E{8lE ) >BM25L

FYRWXEZEUND

- fFERELT, BAEMKYD
RETTEZZEATLEL,
BMMEEL-> TS AEES
NH5.

11

BM25L
ANNOY
~ HNSW
SBERT SS
7] N S
0 20 40 60 80
ANNOY
= LSH
~ HNSW
SBERT SS
BM25 ; , :
0 100 200 300
BM25L
ANNOY
- LSH
~ HNSW
SBERT SS
BM25 ; . .
0 500 1000 1500

Average Number of Tokens in a Prompt

(a) Program Synthesis (b) Commit Generation (c) Assertion Generation



I~

RQ2 : ZNEMEDF
R

(a) Approach Code Bleu Syntax Match Dataflow Match ~ Ngram Match Time Per Speedup C%Z(iu]g‘igu
S BM25L [14] 0.249 0.379 0.361 0.128 0.98x 5.75%]
parse BM25 [21] 0.373 1.00x 0.00%-
Exhaustive SBERT _j@nisisiien 0.380 0.45x 1.21%.)
ANNO _ 0.259 0.380 0.136 . 0.43x 1.89%)]
Approximate | LSH [25] 0.252 0.385 0.376 0.124 | 5.08 | 0.44x 4.62%.
HNSW [18] 0.258 0.384 _ 0.134 5.18 0.44x 2.27%)

(b) Approach RougeL Meteor Rougel Rouge2 C'Il‘ll;ne PIEI; Speedup Il{li(lllugiil

Sparse BM25L 0.186 0.149 0.192 0.087 252.98 0.95x 35.34%)
BM25 0.288 0.244 0.294 0.169 239.53 1.00x 0.00%-
Exhaustive SBERT_SS 0.286 0.238 0.290 0.166 16.67 14.37x 1.11%]
ANNOY 0.280 0.234 0.286 0.164 5.83 41.08x 2.74%
Approximate | LSH 0.285 0.242 0.291 0.168 5.82 41.17x 0.88%.
HNSW 0.283 0.237 0.289 0.166 5.44 44.05x 1.74%)

(c) Approach Exact Match Loglglgzz;gr?;gon Plausible Match  Edit Distance Tl‘ll;ne ZEE) Speedup E)(I:l?:?lll\iz(tlch

Sparse BM25L 0.414 73.3 0.492 15.9 i 56%{5 I 1.15x 32.22%)
BM25 237.53 1.00x 0.00%-

Exhaustive SBERT_SS ; 97.09 2.45x 1.32%]
ANNOY 0.576 81.8 0.649 37.45x 5.74%]

Approximate | LSH 0.601 83.0 0.666 30.51x 1.78%)
HNSW 0.597 82.7 0.664 39.21x 2.35%)

(@) 7B 27588 b) a3y FERK () 7H— 3 V4R

e TJOYUSLERARIZRWNT, BRI MLEY K1) —/N—NR
=i

+ FRYCEICEENELGD.
- SMBERIEOY A XDV THE.

12



RO 2 : PIXREDE

I~
—

| AT—SEUT 4 DRE

10° - //'
o, /
210! ,. .,
5 10 3 3 e 1 i
5 ’,/ ,/
) ’ 4
E 10 1 ® — o—0 E .M E =
A~ * % N 7 -
g 3 " .,.n ._",.-I’
'g 10 E ”’f'r E '_—‘— E
--"""r’
[V I L— ,
10" 10° 10° 10° 10* 107 10"
Size Size Size
—e— SBERT SS  -#- BM25 —+— ANNOY -+ LSH —=— HNSW

(a) Program Synthesis (b) Commit Generation (c) Assertion Generation

o HEAR—IMN103KFDIES
AN—X>ERUBTFOX>EPUBETF X

+ 103%BRAHER—X
EEET VX STEIRBPT VR > Rv—R

13



RQ 3 : =X

+

LA

"D hL—FF 7

R

0.2625

> 0.2575 1

Effectiveness: Code Bleu
<
[\]
n
wn
[en]

0.2500+

* BM25

0.2600 -

0.2525 1

LSH & HNSW SBERT 55 LSH
A * 1"A HNS
SBERT SS o2 0.281BM25 gpERT S8 t = %01 Tovns + A
— - Q
A . ANNOY | £ <
ANNOY ()26 = ANNOY
’ g 5 0.5
e
HNSW % 0.24- o
5 % 0.50
> =]
5 0.221 g
0] =
&= 3]
+ 2 020 2 0.451
LSH BM25L . BM25L, oy BM25L
o o | O
200 300 400 0 50 100 150 0 50 100 150

Efficiency: Queries Per Second

ELEMTHAN,
0T S LEAR AT TIER

—

Efficiency: Queries Per Second

Efficiency: Queries Per Second

(a) Program Synthesis (b) Commit Message Generation (c) Assertion Generation

» KBRRIZENGHAN—

ANZE,

14

)]ﬁb\ IL;\

1ﬁ@ﬁ.
WL 1) N—

DINENTILND.




RQ4

INA IJIN—INT X — D

B2 28i
7 \/ E

ES
AET 21T EHE

R RE (Hiesh) & 2|
=R HE, BENTHS

= P RE (i) & 5 BE (1)
SERLT DL, HARBEHTHS

4 R FEE (MitEh) & RFEIRE (18Eh)
1‘*Fx75\mu\cié: HIOImEBDHTH S

S (185H)

N~

LYy

|‘l~

15

HM EEMRZTIET I 5.
y B>z
--e= LSH  ---- ANNOY  --o-- HNSW|
1.0 Z
“ ®----o : ‘k.\\ T bt SN ‘\‘\ %
— e L < ol =08 R R
® | e i ® e, | @ halSURRR NI |
= - = S =] LN
S08 ~_ ! Sos oS . U
B Sseg 1| @ ! 2 0. N
4| B il $
o~ W | A~ 04 - !
i | 0.4 \
0.6 o H H
100 150 200 100 150 200 50 100 150 200
Query Per Second Query Per Second Query Per Second
0.26 15 —~ P ———— — T
~~~~~~~~~~~~ - et gs.-a? .- -9y 8-g0. o
- 3 " | 0ss =
\ * = *
3 8| 0.25 SE v
M 0.25 & L= v
o 4 = : - 0.50 ‘I 1
9 "2 L &
3 1l Ik i
! 0.20 rle 0.45 !
0.24 i oo .
100 150 200 100 150 200 50 100 150 200
Query Per Second Query Per Second Query Per Second
0.26 -
Y - B® oo o9
. o o B 055 o 7 &
g ‘ o o iy *
202 A E o2 Z 050 | f’
3 @_-Kendill's =0.60 S @ -Kendall's =0.60 |3 ® ® Kendall's ==0.40
o ,/‘ Kendall's ==1.00 0.20 ’/”. Kendall's =1.00 | ® I’(,eﬁdalrs =0.95
024|_ " @ Kendall'st=1.00 " @ Kendallst=1.00 | 4 & Kendall's t=1.00
.n o
0.6 0.8 1.0 0.4 0.6 0.8 0.4 0.6 0.8
Precision@]1 Precision(@]1 Precision@ |1

(a) Program Synthesis (b) Commit Generation (c) Assertion Generation



PECAS L) 7

1L

ZHDTEN/AXEEALTLEY,

" EVARA ML= 3 #EAEZTE, T LEEDHE
EMHELNDDHITTLLN.

LLMAYGEELL TLED

DR LI

BIZTEOAANNUTWWBIZENI DD LT, HIONKELCELDEFIZHEE.

CodeBleu

2.5 5.0 75
Number of Shot

2.5 5.0 75
Number of Shot

ANNOY — —— LSH - - HNSW

2.5 5.0 75
Number of Shot

(a) Program Synthesis (b) Commit Generation (c) Assertion Generation

16



| RIR—=RB) FYN—HDBLEPEIZET,
BhTWLS.

| SEREEDED FL— A TIZEALT,
HEBAR—ADY A XZIKEFET 5.

| FEUR ML= 3 O EEOT LI
RAGODENEZEHSHE D TITZLN

17







	本編
	Slide 1: Evaluating the Effectiveness and Efficiency of   Demonstration Retrievers in RAG for Coding Tasks
	Slide 2: 背景
	Slide 3: 背景
	Slide 4: 背景
	Slide 5: 問題
	Slide 6: 目的
	Slide 7: 目的
	Slide 8: 目的
	Slide 9: 実験
	Slide 10: 実験
	Slide 11: RQ1:有効性の評価
	Slide 12: RQ２：効率性の評価
	Slide 13: RQ２：効率性の評価
	Slide 14: RQ３：効率性と有効性のトレードオフ
	Slide 15: RQ4：ハイパーパラメータの影響
	Slide 16: RQ5：ショット数の影響
	Slide 17: 結論
	Slide 18


