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Abstract
Reproducibility is a cornerstone of scientific progress, yet its state in large lan-
guage model (LLM)-based software engineering (SE) research remains poorly
understood. This paper presents the first large-scale, empirical study of repro-
ducibility practices in LLM-for-SE research. We systematically mined and
analyzed 640 papers published between 2020 and 2025 across premier software
engineering, machine learning, and natural language processing venues, extract-
ing structured metadata from publications, repositories, and documentation.
Guided by four research questions, we examine (i) the prevalence of reproducibil-
ity smells, (ii) how reproducibility has evolved over time, (iii) whether artifact
evaluation badges reliably reflect reproducibility quality, and (iv) how publication
venues influence transparency practices. Using a taxonomy of seven smell cat-
egories: Code and Execution , Data , Documentation , Environment and
Tooling , Versioning , Model , and Access and Legal , we manually anno-
tated all papers and associated artifacts. Our analysis reveals persistent gaps
in artifact availability, environment specification, versioning rigor, and docu-
mentation clarity, despite modest improvements in recent years and increased
adoption of artifact evaluation processes at top SE venues. Notably, we find that
badges often signal artifact presence but do not consistently guarantee execu-
tion fidelity or long-term reproducibility. Motivated by these findings, we provide
actionable recommendations to mitigate reproducibility smells and introduce a
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Reproducibility Maturity Model (RMM) to move beyond binary artifact
certification toward multi-dimensional, progressive evaluation of reproducibility
rigor.

Keywords: Large Language Models (LLMs), Software Reproducibility,
Reproducibility Smell, Artifact Evaluation, Reproducibility Maturity Model

1 Introduction
Reproducibility is a core part of scientific inquiry, enabling independent verification
and extension of research findings [1, 2]. In software engineering (SE) research, repro-
ducibility enables independent verification of results, speeds up cumulative knowledge
building, and prompts trust in empirical evidence [3]. However, despite its impor-
tance, reproducibility remains a persistent challenge in modern machine learning
(ML) and natural language processing (NLP) research [4, 5]. This challenge is fur-
ther exacerbated in the context of large language models (LLMs), where rapidly
evolving frameworks, model dependencies, and legal or access restrictions can limit
experimental replicability [6, 7].

The integration of LLMs into SE workflows, ranging from code generation and bug
repair to test synthesis and program comprehension, has grown rapidly since the
emergence of foundation models such as GPT-4, Codex, and Code Llama [8–10]. This
widespread use has produced hundreds of publications exploring LLM-driven software
engineering techniques [11]. However, unlike traditional empirical SE research, LLM-
based studies often rely on closed-source models, volatile APIs, and non-standardized
prompts or hyperparameters, making experimental reproduction particularly diffi-
cult [12]. As a result, both the SE and ML communities have raised concerns about a
looming “reproducibility crisis” [4, 5, 13].

Reproducibility has long been a topic of concern in empirical SE research, well before
the rise of LLMs. Multiple studies have highlighted gaps between claimed and actual
reproducibility of SE experiments, stemming from inadequate artifact sharing, incon-
sistent environment specifications, lack of standardized benchmarks, and insufficient
methodological documentation [12, 14]. Unlike controlled laboratory sciences, SE
research often involves complex, multi-layered software ecosystems where dependency
mismatches, library deprecations, and undocumented preprocessing steps can lead
to results that are impossible to replicate, even when the research’s source code is
available. This has led to community initiatives such as artifact evaluation tracks,
reproducibility badges, and standardized packaging practices aimed at improving
transparency and reusability of research artifacts [15]. However, as argued by Sallou et
al. [12], true reproducibility for work with LLMs requires not just artifact availability
but also explicit methodological guidance, and proper information disclosure.

Despite this growing concern, there is still no comprehensive, large-scale study sys-
tematically examining how reproducibility is practiced and enforced in LLM-for-SE
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research. Prior work has either focused on reproducibility in general ML research [2, 4]
or on specific subareas of software engineering [15], leaving a gap at the intersec-
tion of these two domains. Moreover, while artifact evaluation initiatives in premier
SE venues have made notable progress [16, 17], their impact on LLM-based research
remains poorly understood.

This manuscript addresses this gap by presenting the first systematic, data-driven
investigation of reproducibility practices in LLM-for-SE research . We thor-
oughly analyzed 640 papers published between 2020 and 2025 across top SE, ML,
and NLP venues. Through a mixed-method approach, we designed and applied a repro-
ducibility smell taxonomy encompassing seven key categories: Code and Execution,
Data, Documentation, Environment and Tooling, Versioning, Model, and Access and
Legal. We then manually annotated each paper to assess the prevalence of reproducibil-
ity smells and compared patterns across time periods. Additionally, we evaluated the
extent to which artifact evaluation badges serve as reliable indicators of reproducibility
quality. We additionally conducted a manual analysis of how reproducibility practices
evolved across publication venues over the years.

1.1 Contributions
The contributions of our work are:

• We provide the first comprehensive analysis of reproducibility practices in LLM-
for-SE research, revealing persistent reproducibility smells, such as access and
legal smells and code and execution smells.

• We examine how reproducibility has evolved over time and the co-occurrence of
the reproducibility smells.

• We investigate whether artifact evaluation badges reliably indicate reproducibility
quality.

• We analyze how publication venues and artifact evaluation processes influence
transparency and reproducibility.

• We provide actionable recommendations to mitigate reproducibility smells and
introduce a Reproducibility Maturity Model (RMM) to move beyond binary
artifact certification.

Our scripts and data associated with this work are publicly available in our replication
package [18].

1.2 Manuscript Organization
This manuscript is organized as follows. Section 2 provides background on Large
Language Models (LLMs) and their role in Software Engineering research. Section 3
outlines our research questions and the methodology used to address them. Section 4
presents the results for each research question. Section 6 offers an in-depth discus-
sion of temporal trends in reproducibility smells and examines how model openness
contributes to these challenges. Section 5 delivers actionable recommendations for
authors, reviewers, and publication venues to mitigate reproducibility issues, and
introduces the Reproducibility Maturity Model (RMM). Section 7 discusses threats

3



to validity. Section 8 reviews related work and compares our contributions within the
broader literature. Finally, Section 9 concludes the paper.

Note : Throughout this manuscript, we discuss widespread reproducibility problems
observed across the 640 LLM-for-SE papers analyzed in our study. These issues reflect
systemic patterns in the broader LLM-for-SE literature. However, we intentionally
do not name or single out any specific papers from our corpus when illustrating
these problems. Similar to prior critical reviews [19, 20], our goal is to merely high-
light structural challenges and foster community-wide improvements, not to criticize
individual researchers. However, we included the detailed data in our reproducibility
package.

2 Background
In this section, we provide a conceptual and technical overview of Large Language
Models (LLMs) and their role in Software Engineering (SE) research to understand
the challenges and opportunities surrounding their reproducibility.

2.1 Large Language Models (LLMs)
Large Language Models (LLMs) are deep neural networks trained on vast text
corpora using transformer-based architectures [21]. These models, such as GPT-4 [8],
LLaMA [22], and DeepSeek-V2 [23], demonstrate strong capabilities in understand-
ing and generating human-like language, enabling a wide range of tasks through
few-shot or zero-shot prompting [24]. LLMs have rapidly become foundational tech-
nologies in natural language processing (NLP), powering advances in text generation,
summarization, question answering, and even program synthesis.

Several open-source and commercial LLMs have been further trained and fine-tuned
for code-related tasks, such as code generation. These LLMs, also known as code
LLMs, are large language models specialized for understanding and generating source
code, enabling a wide range of programming and software engineering applications.
Notably, OpenAI’s Codex [9] was trained on GitHub code to power tools like GitHub
Copilot, enabling intelligent code completion and generation. Meta’s Code Llama
series [25] and Salesforce’s CodeGen [26] have followed similar trajectories, offering
LLMs optimized for programming languages.

2.2 LLMs in Software Engineering Research
The integration of LLMs into Software Engineering (SE) research has given rise to a
new field of inquiry (“LLM-for-SE”) where models are applied to automate, support,
or improve SE tasks [11]. Applications span the entire software lifecycle: requirements
engineering (e.g., intent extraction [27]), software design (e.g., UML generation [28]),
implementation (e.g., code synthesis [29]), testing (e.g., test case generation [30] and
summarization [31]), maintenance (e.g., bug fixing and documentation [32]), and even
project management (e.g., issue triage [33]).
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Recent studies have shown promising results using LLMs for tasks such as code com-
pletion [34–36], code search [37], code summarization [38], and code generation [9].
However, these capabilities often depend heavily on prompt engineering, data quality,
and fine-tuning strategies, all of which can vary significantly across implementations,
making it challenging to reliably reproduce research results.

3 Methodology
In this section, we outline the methodology we followed to answer our research
questions. Figure 1 provides an overview of the methodology of our work.

3.1 Research Questions
We answer four research questions in this work:

RQ1 What types of reproducibility smells are most prevalent in LLM-for-
SE research?
This RQ investigates the common patterns of poor reproducibility prac-
tices (henceforth, “reproducibility smells”) present in published LLM-for-SE
studies. Identifying prevalent reproducibility smells provides a foundation for
understanding systemic weaknesses in current reproducibility practices.

RQ2 How has the reproducibility of LLM-for-SE research evolved over
time?
This research question examines temporal trends in reproducibility, focusing
on whether more recent studies adopt improved practices compared to earlier
work. We examine changes in documentation quality, artifact availability, and
adherence to reproducibility checklists to determine whether the field is moving
toward more open and verifiable research.

RQ3 Do artifact evaluation badges reliably reflect the reproducibility of
LLM-for-SE research?
This RQ investigates whether papers awarded artifact evaluation badges
exhibit stronger reproducibility characteristics in practice. Specifically, we com-
pare the prevalence of reproducibility smells in papers with badges, examining
whether badges serve as a reliable proxy for replication readiness.

RQ4 How do software engineering research venues ensure that published
studies are reproducible?
This RQ investigates the role of conferences and journals in enforcing repro-
ducibility standards. It examines the presence and effectiveness of artifact
evaluation tracks, reproducibility badges, mandatory dataset or code submis-
sion requirements, review guidelines, and the evolution of review guidelines
over time.
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Fig. 1 Methodology Overview.

3.2 Paper Selection
To answer our RQs, we need to collect papers on large language models in software
engineering (i.e., works on LLM-for-SE). To establish a foundation, we first reviewed
the set of papers analyzed in the recent systematic literature review by Hou et al.
[11]. Since that review covered studies published between January 2017 and January
2024, we further expanded the corpus to include more recent work, ensuring that
emerging trends in LLM-for-SE research were represented. The resulting dataset com-
prises a comprehensive collection of relevant papers spanning both pre-2024 (i.e.,
those included in Hou et al. [11]) and post-2024 publications. Table 2 presents the
year-wise distribution of the LLM-for-SE papers collected for this study.

3.2.1 Pre 2024 Papers

To understand reproducibility practices in published LLM-for-SE, we examined 394
papers1 from a systematic literature review on the use of LLMs in software engineering
research [11]. This literature review collected papers published from January 2017
to January 2024 from a combination of manual searches in top software engineer-
ing venues (e.g., ICSE, ESEC/FSE, ASE, ISSTA, TOSEM, and TSE) and automated

1Originally, there were 395 papers and one of the papers was retracted.
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searches across major digital libraries, including IEEE Xplore, ACM Digital Library,
ScienceDirect, Web of Science, Springer, arXiv, and DBLP. Moreover, this prior liter-
ature review also conducted backward and forward snowballing to identify additional
relevant studies through reference lists and citations, ensuring both breadth and depth
of coverage. Although their initial search covered papers published between 2017 and
2024, the final set of included papers spanned 2020 to 2024, after applying the inclusion
and exclusion criteria summarized in Table 1.

Table 1 Summary of the Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria Used by Hou et al. [11]

Inclusion Criteria Exclusion Criteria

I1 Written between January
2017 – January 2024
I2 Focused on a Software Engi-
neering (SE) task
I3 An LLM is used for an SE task
I4 Full text is available

E1 Short articles (less than 8 pages)
E2 Duplicated articles
E3 Position papers, tool demo papers, keynotes, editorials, reviews,
tutorials, panel discussions, grey publications, workshop papers, or
doctoral symposium papers.
E4 Studies not in English
E5 Article uses LLMs but does not describe the employed techniques.

3.2.2 Post 2024 Papers

For studies published in or after 2024, we focused on the papers published in the
research track of the top three (A*) software engineering conferences ranked by
the CORE Conference Ranking2: International Conference on Software Engineering
(ICSE), International Conference on Automated Software Engineering (ASE), and
International Conference on the Foundations of Software Engineering (FSE). This
selection guarantees that all included papers meet the public accessibility requirement
(inclusion criterion I4) and do not meet any of the exclusion criteria listed in Table 1.
To verify the remaining inclusion criteria (i.e., I2 and I3), we manually reviewed
the full texts of the technical-track papers accepted at ICSE 2025, FSE 2025, and
ASE 2024. Through this process, we identified 102, 67, and 77 papers, respectively,
that employed LLMs for software engineering tasks.

Table 2 Year-wise distribution of papers.

Year Number of Papers List of Papers

2020 7 [39–45]
2021 13 [46–58]
2022 56 [59–114]
2023 272 [115–386]
2024 123 [387–509]
2025 169 [510–678]

2https://portal.core.edu.au/conf-ranks/
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3.3 Reproducibility Smell Analysis
After merging the papers collected pre-2024 and post-2024, we obtained a total of
640 papers. To systematically evaluate the reproducibility of LLM-for-SE works, we
conducted a structured analysis of each of these 640 selected papers, focusing on
the key dimensions that affect experimental replication and verification. As part of
this process, we developed a reproducibility smell taxonomy to categorize and
quantify recurring issues that hinder reproducibility in LLM-for-SE research. Our tax-
onomy draws conceptual inspiration from Hassan et.al.’s systematic literature review
of reproducibility debt in scientific software [679], which identified seven broad cat-
egories of issues (data-centric, code-centric, documentation-centric, process-centric,
human-centric, legal, and version-centric) and provided a high-level organization of
reproducibility-related technical debt across computational sciences.

However, Hassan et.al.’s framework was designed to characterize reproducibility
challenges in general scientific software, predating modern LLM-based workflows.
Moreover, it does not cover LLM-specific sources of reproducibility flaws, such as
undocumented prompts, stochastic inference behavior, model drift, closed-source mod-
els and APIs, missing temperature/seed settings, or the unavailability of training data
and model weights [12]. To adapt their conceptual structure to the LLM-for-SE con-
text, we replaced their Human-Centric Issues category with a new category (Model
Smells) because human factors could not be reliably inferred from our corpus and
because LLM-driven research introduces fundamentally new reproducibility risks tied
to model behavior rather than researcher actions. Furthermore, we refined the defi-
nitions of remaining categories (e.g., documentation-, data-, and tool-centric smells)
to reflect LLM-specific artifacts such as prompt templates, fine-tuning configurations,
API parameters, and model sourcing.

Overall, our taxonomy extends Hassan et al. ’s foundation by translating a domain-
agnostic reproducibility debt categories into an LLM-aware, SE-specific taxonomy
that captures emerging reproducibility pitfalls unique to LLM-for-SE research.
In doing so, we provide the first systematic, domain-tailored characterization of
reproducibility smells for the rapidly evolving LLM-for-SE landscape. In the next
subsection, we elaborate on this taxonomy and the categories it contains.

3.3.1 A Taxonomy of Reproducibility Smells

Our taxonomy has seven categories, each of which is described below, along with the
corresponding detection approach used to identify the smell in papers.

Code and Execution Smells.
This type of smell occurs when the paper’s experimental artifacts lack a runnable,
complete, or accessible implementation needed to replicate results [679]. This includes
missing code repositories, private or inactive links, incomplete scripts (e.g., missing
entry points), or a lack of runnable pipelines. These smells reduce construct validity by
preventing external verification of claims and are exacerbated when models or APIs
are closed-source or evolve over time [680].
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• Identifying code and execution smells: For this category, we first check whether
they provided any link to the source code. If no link was present, we flagged
the paper as containing this smell. If the source code is available, then we
checked whether the repository is private, closed-source, or inactive, which also
contributed to this category. If the reproducibility links were accessible, we specif-
ically looked for training or inference scripts, shell commands, or Makefiles that
could allow an independent researcher to replicate the experiments described in
the paper. We flagged the paper as having this smell when the replication package
was non-executable (e.g., missing entry points), incomplete (e.g., missing core
scripts, configuration files, or dependency specifications), or entirely absent. This
information was collected by manually opening each repository and inspecting
directory structures and execution instructions.

Data Smells.
A data smell arises when the paper poorly documents the datasets it used or when
these used datasets are unavailable, proprietary, or lack stable references such as DOIs,
dataset URLs, or version numbers [679]. Missing preprocessing details, vague dataset
descriptions, or reliance on evaluation data with potential leakage from pretraining
exacerbate this issue [680].

• Identifying data smells: To detect data-related reproducibility issues, we exam-
ined whether the papers provided clear references to the datasets used, including
persistent identifiers (e.g., DOIs, dataset URLs), version numbers, or repository
links. We also checked if the dataset was publicly accessible or proprietary. When
preprocessing steps were mentioned, we recorded whether they were fully docu-
mented or only described vaguely. Missing references, inaccessible datasets, or a
lack of preprocessing instructions were labeled as data smells. We systematically
extracted this information from both the paper’s main text and the linked arti-
facts, prioritizing README files, data preparation scripts, and supplementary
materials.

Documentation Smells.
A documentation smell is present when methodological descriptions or replication
instructions are insufficient, vague, or fragmented. This includes missing or incomplete
README files, lack of usage examples, or absence of clear guidance for replicating
experiments [679].

• Identifying documentation smells: These smels were identified by analyzing
both the paper’s methodology section and its associated documentation (e.g.,
README files, Wiki pages, or tutorials). We examined whether details about
the file structure, execution steps, or dependencies were missing. We labeled a
documentation smell if methodological descriptions were vague, incomplete, or
scattered across multiple places without clear guidance for replication.
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Environment and Tooling Smells.
An environment and tooling smell occurs when system dependencies, software
environments, or hardware requirements are missing, incomplete, or ambiguous [679].
This includes lack of requirements.txt, environment.yml, or Dockerfile, unspec-
ified CUDA or Python versions, or absence of containerization information.

• Identifying environment and tooling smells: To detect environment and tooling
smells, we investigated whether the papers or repositories specified their software
and hardware dependencies. We checked for the presence of requirements.txt,
environment.yml, or Dockerfile files, and whether specific CUDA, Python, or
library versions etc. were documented. Absence of dependency files, incomplete
environment configurations, or missing information about containerization were
considered environment smells. Additionally, we noted whether hardware config-
urations (e.g., GPU type) were mentioned, as a lack of this information can make
study replication difficult.

Versioning Smells.
A versioning smell is detected when datasets, models, or software dependencies
are not associated with explicit version identifiers [679]. This includes unpinned
package versions, untagged commits, use of floating versions like “latest,” or absent
version metadata for models. Lack of versioning severely impacts reproducibility, espe-
cially in rapidly evolving LLM environments where model behavior can drift over
time [680].

• Identifying versioning smells: We classified a reproducibility smell under version-
ing if datasets, models, or software dependencies lacked clear version information.
This included untagged dataset references, unpinned package versions, or ambigu-
ous model identifiers (e.g., latest rather than a specific commit or release). We
checked the repository, dependency files, and paper text to determine whether
versioning was handled rigorously. When version control was missing or incon-
sistent, we marked it as a versioning smell. It is worth mentioning that when a
dataset was used without specifying its version, we tagged the paper with both
a data smell (due to insufficient referencing or documentation) and a versioning
smell (due to the absence of explicit versioning or stable identifiers).

Model Smells.
As our focus is on using LLM in software engineering, we introduced the category
of model smells to capture issues unique to LLM research. A model smell captures
a lack of access to model weights or checkpoints, missing prompt templates, missing
details on inference parameters (e.g., temperature, top-k, top-p), or missing fine-tuning
hyperparameters.

• Identifying model smells: We checked whether model weights or checkpoints
were available, whether prompt templates were provided, and whether sufficient
information about inference parameters (e.g., temperature, top-k, top-p) and
fine-tuning parameters (e.g., learning rate, number of epochs, optimizer) was

10



included. If models were inaccessible, not released, or only vaguely described,
the paper was labeled as having a model smell. This information was extracted
mainly from the paper. If they were not mentioned, we checked the repository.

Access and Legal Smells.
An access and legal smell occurs when experimental artifacts (code, datasets,
models) are restricted by licenses, behind approval walls, or have ambiguous usage
terms [679]. This includes proprietary APIs, restrictive model licenses, institutional
access barriers, or a lack of clear licensing statements.

• Identifying access and legal smells We investigated legal and accessibility barri-
ers by checking whether the artifacts (datasets, models, code) were subject to
restrictive licenses or hosted behind access requests. We recorded whether licens-
ing information was explicitly stated, whether usage was restricted to specific
institutions, or whether artifacts required approval for access. Papers that relied
on proprietary tools, private models, or unclear licensing terms were labeled as
having access and legal smells. We systematically extracted this data from license
files, model cards, and dataset hosting pages.

3.4 Answering RQ1 & RQ2: Taxonomy-Guided Paper Analysis
Each paper was manually coded according to the taxonomy, and smell frequencies
were aggregated to identify the most prevalent reproducibility barriers in current
LLM-for-SE research to answer RQ1. We further analyzed the temporal evolution of
these smells on a yearly basis to answer RQ2, enabling us to observe how specific
reproducibility barriers have changed over time. This manual analysis was performed
by the first and last authors, both of whom have extensive experience serving on
artifact evaluation committees at premier software engineering venues.

3.5 Answering RQ3: Artifact Badge and Reproducibility
Assessment

To answer RQ3, we systematically examined whether artifact evaluation badges are
indicative of stronger reproducibility practices in LLM-for-SE research. Many pre-
mier software engineering venues (e.g., ICSE, FSE, ASE) award artifact badges in
accordance with ACM or IEEE standards. For example, the ACM’s reproducibil-
ity badge system [681] has the following badges: i.e., Artifact Available, Artifact
Evaluated–Functional, Artifact Evaluated–Reusable, and Results Reproduced. IEEE fol-
lows a nearly similar badging system [682, 683], including badges such as Open
Research Objects (ORO) (Available), Research Objects Reviewed (ROR), Results Repro-
duced (ROR-R), and Results Replicated (RER). These badges are intended to signal
robustness and accessibility of research artifacts.

For each of the 640 papers in our study, we manually inspected official conference
proceedings websites, artifact evaluation pages, and paper web pages to record whether
an artifact evaluation badge was awarded. When applicable, we also recorded the
specific badge type (e.g., Available, Functional, Reusable).
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We mapped badge information to reproducibility smells to compare their distributions
across all categories (e.g., code and execution, environment and tooling, model, ver-
sioning, data, documentation, access, and legal). We inspected whether badge-awarded
papers exhibit fewer or less severe smells, and whether particular smell categories are
still present despite artifact recognition.

3.6 Answering RQ4: Publication Venues
We examine reproducibility practices in the call for papers to understand how venues
are enforcing (or not) replication artifacts in published LLM-for-SE works.

3.6.1 Selecting Publication Venues for Reproducibility Analysis

To ensure broad and representative coverage of the LLM-for-SE research landscape,
we selected a diverse set of publication venues spanning top-tier software engineering,
machine learning, and natural language processing communities to answer RQ4. The
venue selection was guided by three key principles: (i) inclusion of high-impact
venues based on the CORE ranking system, (ii) representation of both conference
and journal publications, and (iii) inclusion of preprint platform to capture
rapidly evolving research.

We categorized venues into three main groups: SE venues, ML & NLP Venues, and
pre-print platforms.

Software Engineering Venues
Core SE publication venues were prioritized, including both A and A*-ranked
conferences and journals. These include:

• Journals: ACM Transactions on Software Engineering and Methodology
(TOSEM), IEEE Transactions on Software Engineering (TSE), Journal of Sys-
tems and Software (JSS), Empirical Software Engineering (EMSE), Information
and Software Technology (IST).

• Conferences: International Conference on Software Engineering (ICSE), Inter-
national Conference on Automated Software Engineering (ASE), International
Conference on the Foundations of Software Engineering (FSE), IEEE Inter-
national Conference on Software Maintenance and Evolution (ICSME), Inter-
national Symposium on Software Testing and Analysis (ISSTA), International
Conference on Software Analysis, Evolution and Reengineering (SANER), Inter-
national Conference on Program Comprehension (ICPC), Mining Software
Repositories Conference (MSR), International Symposium on Empirical Software
Engineering and Measurement (ESEM), International Conference on Evaluation
and Assessment in Software Engineering (EASE), IEEE International Confer-
ence on Software Testing, Verification and Validation (ICST), IEEE International
Symposium on Software Reliability Engineering (ISSRE), IEEE International
Conference on Software Architecture (ICSA).
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These venues represent the main outlets for software engineering research and are
frequently used for reporting empirical studies, tool evaluations, and engineering-
focused LLM applications.

ML and NLP Venues
To capture research at the intersection of LLMs and SE, we also included leading ML
and NLP conferences:

• Conferences: Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems
(NeurIPS), International Conference on Machine Learning (ICML), Conference
on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing (EMNLP), AAAI Con-
ference on Artificial Intelligence (AAAI), International Conference on Learning
Representations (ICLR), Conference on Learning Theory (COLT), International
Joint Conference on Artificial Intelligence (IJCAI), International Conference on
Principles of Knowledge Representation and Reasoning (KR), Annual Meeting of
the Association for Computational Linguistics (ACL).

These venues often publish foundational work on LLM architectures, training meth-
ods, prompt engineering, and model evaluation that can be applied to SE tasks.

Pre-print Platforms
Given the rapid pace of development in LLM research, many influential works appear
first as pre-prints before formal peer review. We therefore included arXiv as an
additional source of recent and emerging studies.

3.6.2 Reproducibility Practices Analysis

To answer RQ4, we systematically analyzed the aforementioned publication venues’
calls for papers and websites from 2020 to 2025 (i.e., the same year range as our
640 studied papers) to understand how institutional policies and review processes
shape reproducibility practices in LLM-for-SE research. For each venue, we checked
whether it provides a formal artifact evaluation track or equivalent mechanism, sup-
ports or requires reproducibility badges (e.g., artifact available, artifact evaluated,
results reproduced), mandates code or dataset availability as part of the publication
process, and includes explicit review guidelines or checklists addressing reproducibility
and transparency.

4 Results
This section presents the findings of our study, highlighting the prevalence, character-
istics, and temporal evolution of reproducibility smells in LLM-for-SE research. Fur-
thermore, we discuss artifact evaluation badges’ reliability in terms of reproducibility
smells as well as the reproducibility practices for publication venues.
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4.1 RQ1: Prevalence of Reproducibility Smells

4.1.1 Reproducibility Smells Distribution

Table 3 summarizes the overall distribution of reproducibility smells across all the 640
analyzed LLM-for-SE papers. From our analysis, we found that access and legal
smells (35.9%) and code and execution smells (35.5%) are the most frequent
issues, indicating that studies either lack runnable artifacts or impose legal and licens-
ing barriers that complicate replication. Versioning smells are also widespread
(32.2%), reflecting common problems such as unpinned dependency versions, missing
model or dataset identifiers, and ambiguous versioning practices.

Table 3 Reproducibility Smells Distribution.

Reproducibility Smell # Papers % Papers

Access and Legal 230 35.9%
Code and Execution 227 35.5%

Versioning 206 32.2%
Environment and Tooling 135 21.1%

Model 59 9.2%
Data 51 8.0%

Documentation 23 3.6%

No Smells 85 13.3%

Environment and tooling smells appear in 21.1% of papers, pointing to gaps in
specifying computational dependencies, environment configuration files, or hardware
details. In contrast, data (8%) and model smells (9.2%) occur less frequently, but
they still signal gaps in dataset accessibility, model checkpoint availability, or missing
prompt and inference parameter details. Documentation smells are the least per-
vasive category (3.6%), suggesting that while methodological descriptions are often
present, other factors, such as execution or access barriers, remain more dominant.
Finally, only 13.3% of papers did not have any reproducibility smells, indicating
that reproducibility challenges are widespread in LLM-for-SE literature. These find-
ings show that while LLM-for-SE research often provides some documentation, there
remain open challenges in reproducing these works related to executable artifacts,
access constraints, and transparency in versioning.

4.1.2 Reproducibility Smells Co-occurrence

Our co-occurrence analysis of the reproducibility smells reveals a structural coupling
among several smell categories, as shown in Figure 2, indicating that reproducibil-
ity debts are often interconnected. For example, among 230 papers with Access and
Legal smells, 43.5% (100 papers) also exhibit Versioning smells. This reflects a
common pattern in LLM-for-SE work, where restricted or proprietary APIs coin-
cide with undocumented or unstable software versions, making it more difficult to
reproduce experiments.

A similar co-occurrence is observed between the Access and Legal and Environ-
ment and Tooling smells. 34.8% (80 of 230) of papers with access-related issues also
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Fig. 2 Co-occurrence Network of Reproducibility Smells.

lack sufficient environment specifications, suggesting that institutional barriers (e.g.,
licensing, rate limits, or unavailable datasets) propagate into incomplete environment
descriptions in practice.

Code and Execution smells also demonstrate several meaningful co-occurrences. For
example, 22.5% (51 of 227) of papers with code issues also suffer from data smells,
while 19.8% (45 of 227) co-occur with environment and tooling issues. These results
show an interplay between runnable pipelines, data availability, and environment
specification—three ingredients essential for end-to-end reproducibility.

To quantify the strength of these relationships, we computed pairwise lift (i.e., mea-
sures how much more frequently two smells co-occur than would be expected if
they were independent) and ϕ-coefficients (i.e., captures the correlation strength
between two binary smell variables) for all smell combinations. The strongest struc-
tural associations were observed between Documentation and Model smells (lift
≈ 4.72, ϕ ≈ 0.23) and between Documentation and Environment and Tooling
smells (lift ≈ 3.30, ϕ ≈ 0.23), followed by Code and Execution and Data smells
(lift ≈ 2.82, ϕ ≈ 0.40), indicating pronounced, non-random co-dependencies.
We also find elevated associations among infrastructure-related smells, specifically,
Access and Legal , Environment and Tooling , and Versioning (lift up to ≈ 1.65,
ϕ up to ≈ 0.25). This reinforces that reproducibility debt is organized into coherent
clusters rather than isolated issues.

These patterns demonstrate that reproducibility debt in LLM-for-SE research is
structural. If we make improvements to any single artifact dimension (e.g., docu-
mentation), we may not fully resolve the problem unless we address other issues
like access constraints, code executability, dependency management, and model
availability.

4.2 RQ2: Temporal Trends in Reproducibility Over Time
Figure 3 presents the temporal distribution of reproducibility smells across publica-
tion years from 2020 to 2025. Across the analyzed period, we found that code and
execution smells remain the most prevalent category overall. In 2020, only 1 out
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of 7 papers that year had this smell (14.3%), rising to 120 papers in 2023 (44.1% of
papers in that year), before declining to 28 papers (22.8%) in 2024 and 53 papers
(31.4%) in 2025. This downward trend in recent years suggests incremental improve-
ments in the availability and clarity of experimental pipelines. A chi-square test of
independence confirms that the distribution of reproducibility smells varies signifi-
cantly across years (χ2 = 75.34, p = 0.000089 < 0.001), providing statistical support
for the temporal trends observed in Figure 3.
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Fig. 3 Temporal distribution of reproducibility smells across years. The total number of papers with
reproducibility smells may exceed the total number of papers, as multiple smells can co-occur within
a single paper.

Access and legal smells show an increase over time. Starting at 4 papers (57.1%)
in 2020, their prevalence rises to 61 papers (49.6%) in 2024 and 68 papers (40.2%)
in 2025, making this category one of the frequent reproducibility barriers in recent
research. Versioning smells follow a similar pattern, increasing from 0 papers in
2020 to 48 (39.0%) in 2024 and 69 (40.8%) in 2025. These two categories show the
sharpest rise over the six-year span we analyzed, reflecting growing challenges related
to model version pinning, licensing, and access restrictions.

Environment and tooling smells appear consistently across the years. There were
2 papers (28.6%) in 2020, 49 (18.0%) in 2023, and 37 (21.9%) in 2025, indicating persis-
tent, unresolved issues in dependency specification and computational reproducibility.
Moreover, data smells and documentation smells are relatively infrequent. Data
smells peak at 32 papers (11.8%) in 2023 but remain below 6% in other years. Doc-
umentation smells never exceed 8 papers in any year, with percentages ranging from
0.0% to 7.7%, suggesting that these issues, while present, are less widespread compared
to other categories.

Model smells emerge more prominently in and after 2022. There were 38 papers
(14.0%) in 2023 and 10 papers (5.9%) in 2025 with these smells, highlighting growing
dependencies on closed-source checkpoints or unreleased model components. Finally,
the proportion of papers with no detected reproducibility smells declines slightly
over time: from 28.6% in 2020 to 11.2% in 2025. This indicates that as the LLM-for-
SE research landscape expands, reproducibility issues remain pervasive, particularly
those related to legal, versioning, and environment concerns.
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4.3 RQ3: Artifact Evaluation Badges Reliability
Table 4 and Table 5 summarize the evolution of artifact evaluation badges and repro-
ducibility smells from 2020 to 2025. We found 63 papers (9.8%) with badges. It
is worth mentioning that papers from 2024 and 2025 in our dataset primarily orig-
inate from the top three software engineering venues (ICSE, FSE, ASE), whereas
earlier years include a broader mix of journals, conferences, and pre-prints, and the
number of badged papers in our corpus is small (especially before 2023). For this rea-
son, our badge analysis is intentionally associational rather than causal. We stratify
the results descriptively by year and badge combination (Tables 4 and 5), and we
interpret badges as proxies for stronger artifact scrutiny rather than as direct causal
interventions.

It is also worth noting that only two papers used the IEEE badging system [104, 213]
and had only the Available badge. Two other papers used adapted ACM badging sys-
tems with similar badge categories [42, 353]. For this reason, Table 4 and Table 5 list
ACM-style badging categories i.e., Artifact Available, Artifact Evaluated—Functional,
and Artifact Evaluated—Reusable. Artifact Available indicates that the authors have
uploaded their artifacts (e.g., code, data, models) in a stable, publicly accessi-
ble repository, while Artifact Evaluated—Functional certifies that reviewers were able
to execute the artifact and verify its basic correctness. Artifact Evaluated—Reusable
reflects a higher standard, recognizing artifacts that are not only functional but also
well-documented, modular, and easy for others to adapt or extend.

Table 4 Temporal distribution of badges.

Category
2020
(n=7)

2021
(n=13)

2022
(n=56)

2023
(n=272)

2024
(n=123)

2025
(n=169)

# % # % # % # % # % # %

At least one badge 1 14.3 1 7.7 4 7.1 11 4.0 12 9.8 34 20.1
Available 1 14.3 1 7.7 3 5.4 11 4.0 12 9.8 34 20.1
Functional 0 0.0 1 7.7 2 3.6 5 1.8 2 1.6 22 13.0
Reusable 1 14.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 7 5.7 17 10.1

Badge adoption remained sparse until recently: fewer than 8% of papers prior to 2023
earned badges, increasing to 9.8% in 2024 and 20.1% in 2025. This uptick aligns
with stronger enforcement and visibility of artifact evaluation processes at flagship SE
venues. The Artifact Available badge was consistently the most common, while Func-
tional and Reusable badges were less frequent until 2025, where both incidences rose to
13.0% and 10.1%, respectively. This upward trend reflects growing expectations not
only for availability but also for usability and reusability of research artifacts.

Despite these positive developments, reproducibility smells persist even among badged
papers. Across years, the most common smells among badge recipients were version-
ing issues (reaching 50% in 2025) and code and execution smells. Notably, some
earlier badged papers (with very small sample sizes) exhibited high smell incidence
rates, highlighting that early badges may have focused primarily on artifact presence
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Table 5 Mapping between badge combinations and reproducibility smells in badged papers from
2020 – 2025. Each row represents papers sharing the same year and badge combination (A means
available, F means functional, R means Reusable). Each cell shows the count of papers exhibiting
each smell, followed by the percentage relative to the group size.

Year Badge # Legal Code Data Doc Env Model Version

2020 A+R 1 0 (0.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)
2021 A+F 1 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (100.0)
2022 A 2 1 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (50.0)
2022 A+F 1 0 (0.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)
2022 F 1 0 (0.0) 1 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)
2023 A 6 0 (0.0) 2 (33.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (16.7)
2023 A+F 4 1 (25.0) 1 (25.0) 1 (25.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (50.0) 1 (25.0) 1 (25.0)
2023 A+F+R 1 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (100.0)
2024 A 3 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 1 (33.3) 1 (33.3) 0 (0.0) 2 (66.7)
2024 A+F 2 1 (50.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)
2024 A+R 7 2 (28.6) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (42.9)
2025 A 12 2 (16.7) 1 (8.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (16.7) 1 (8.3) 6 (50.0)
2025 A+F 5 2 (40.0) 1 (20.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 3 (60.0)
2025 A+F+R 17 2 (11.8) 5 (29.4) 1 (5.9) 1 (5.9) 2 (11.8) 2 (11.8) 8 (47.1)

rather than quality or usability. Even in 2024–2025, when SE venues set higher repro-
ducibility standards, badged papers frequently lacked explicit dependency versions
or stable execution pipelines. For example, 41.7% of badged papers from 2024 still
exhibited versioning smells.

4.4 RQ4: Reproducibility Practices Across Publication Venues
To address RQ4, we analyzed reproducibility practices across 28 publication venues
spanning the software engineering (SE), machine learning (ML), and natural language
processing (NLP) communities. Our analysis focused on four key dimensions: (i) pres-
ence of artifact evaluation tracks, (ii) support for reproducibility badges, (iii) policies
requiring or encouraging sharing of code and datasets, and (iv) use of formal review
checklists addressing reproducibility.

– SE Journals. Among the SE journals, TOSEM offers the most structured sup-
port, providing optional artifact submission via Replicated Computational Results
(RCR) reports and endorsing ACM badges. However, this was introduced in 2022
and implemented from 2023 onwards [684]. EMSE actively promotes reproducibil-
ity through its Open Science initiative, requiring data availability statements and
encouraging artifact sharing with informal review by its Open Science Board from
2019 [685]. JSS also promotes reproducibility through the JSS Open Science Ini-
tiative [686]. For papers where authors indicate participation in the initiative, the
manuscript is automatically forwarded to the JSS Open Science Board after accep-
tance. Following a successful review of availability and usability, the publisher will
add a statement acknowledging validation of the Open Science material. IST encour-
ages artifact sharing and requires data availability statements, though they lack
formal evaluation or badging [687]. TSE, as an IEEE journal, follows IEEE’s gen-
eral policy of encouraging (but not requiring) artifact availability and maintains
this policy from 2020 to 2025.
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Table 6 Reproducibility support across publication venues based on the latest available data on
November 2025. Full black circle = present/required, half black circle = partial/encouraged, empty
black circle = absent

Venue Artifact Evaluation Track Badges Code/Data Checklist

SE Journals
TOSEM
EMSE
JSS
IST
TSE

SE Conferences (ACM)
ICSE
FSE
ASE
ISSTA

SE Conferences (IEEE)
ICSME
ISSRE
ICSA

Other SE Conferences
SANER
MSR
ESEM
ICPC
ICST
EASE

ML Conferences
NeurIPS
ICML
ICLR
AAAI
IJCAI
COLT
KR

NLP Conferences
ACL
EMNLP

Preprints
arXiv

– SE Conferences. ACM-affiliated SE conferences such as ICSE, FSE, ASE, and
ISSTA feature dedicated artifact evaluation tracks throughout 2020 to 2025. These
venues apply ACM’s reproducibility badge system, introduced in 2016 and updated
to version 1.1 in 2020 [681]. This badging system includes the following badge
categories: Artifact Available, Artifact Evaluated – Reusable, and Results Repro-
duced to qualifying papers. IEEE venues, including ICSME, ISSRE, and ICSA, have
adopted similar practices, offering artifact tracks and reproducibility badges based
on the IEEE-endorsed Research Object Reviewed (ROR)/Open Research Object
(ORO) framework. However, ICSME introduced artifact badging in pilot mode in
2020, awarding ACM badges [688], and adopted the current IEEE-endorsed badg-
ing scheme starting in 2021. Similarly, ISSRE initiated its artifact badging process
in 2023. ICSA launched its first Artifact Evaluation track in 2021 and expanded
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it in 2022 [689]. The ICSA process is built on the National Information Standards
Organization (NISO) reproducibility badge definitions (supported by IEEE) and
mirrors ACM’s criteria [682].
Other SE conferences, such as SANER, MSR, ESEM, and ICPC, do not employ formal
artifact evaluation but enforce strong open science policies that require or strongly
encourage code/data sharing and mandate data availability statements at the time
of paper submission. Moreover, SANER hosts specialized tracks introduced in 2023
for reproducibility and replication studies, providing structured incentives without
formal badging [690]. ICST and EASE promote transparency and artifact sharing
informally, without specific evaluation mechanisms.

– ML and NLP Conferences. Leading ML conferences such as NeurIPS, ICML, and
ICLR enforce reproducibility through detailed checklists that authors must complete
upon submission. These checklists cover code and data availability, computational
details, and reporting standards. Although these venues do not issue badges, repro-
ducibility is integrated into the review criteria, and post-publication reproducibility
challenges further incentivize transparency. NeurIPS introduced this reproducibil-
ity program in 2019, requiring authors to complete a detailed checklist with each
submission. In 2021, NeurIPS expanded it into a broader “responsible research”
checklist (covering reproducibility, transparency, ethics, and societal impact) [691].
In 2020, ICML introduced a similar reproducibility checklist for authors (modeled
on NeurIPS’s) [692]. ICLR began urging authors to include a “Reproducibility State-
ment” in their submissions around 2021 and to submit code; by 2025, ICLR’s author
guide explicitly stated that it “strongly encourages” a reproducibility section in each
paper [693].
AAAI 2021 was the first AAAI conference to require a reproducibility checklist
with each submission [694]. This checklist, similar to NeurIPS’s, became mandatory
for AAAI submissions. IJCAI has followed a similar suit, requiring checklists and
reproducibility assessments by reviewers by explicitly incorporating reproducibility
scores into the review form.
From 2020 to 2025, COLT maintained a strict focus on theoretical reproducibility
through complete proofs, without introducing artifact sharing policies, reproducibil-
ity checklists, or badges [695]. Experimental components were optional and not
subject to formal reproducibility expectations throughout this period. Between 2020
and 2025, KR gradually expanded support for reproducibility by allowing supple-
mentary materials (e.g., proofs, code, or data), and by 2025 explicitly encouraged
artifact sharing, particularly in applied tracks. However, it did not adopt artifact
evaluation or badging [696, 697].
In the NLP domain, EMNLP and ACL enforce reproducibility through the Respon-
sible NLP Checklist, mandatory limitations sections, and expectations for artifact
availability statements in camera-ready submissions from 2020 [694]. While these
venues do not operate formal artifact tracks, community norms strongly encourage
public release of code and datasets.

– Preprints. arXiv, as a preprint platform, does not enforce any reproducibility
requirements. Artifact availability is left to the discretion of authors, with no peer
review or badging mechanisms. There is a separate tab, introduced in 2020 [698],
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in each of the Machine Learning arXiv papers to provide the link to data and code
using third-party services like Hugging Face, Papers with Code etc.

5 Recommendations
The findings from RQ1–RQ4 show that LLM-for-SE research could benefit from
stronger, more systematic reproducibility practices. In this section, we present action-
able recommendations for each reproducibility smell category, offering concrete steps
that authors, reviewers, and venues could adopt to prevent persistent barriers from
becoming entrenched. We also introduce a Reproducibility Maturity Model
(RMM) to move beyond binary notions of artifact quality and provide a struc-
tured, multi-dimensional framework for assessing the durability, rigor, and long-term
verifiability of research outputs.

5.1 Smells Prevalence and Actionable Recommendations
Our analysis across 640 LLM-for-SE papers reveals that reproducibility challenges
remain a problem. The most common problem areas are Access and Legal and Code
and Execution smells (each affecting roughly one-third of the studies), followed
closely by Versioning issues (32.2%). Environment and Tooling smells (21.1%)
is less frequent but notable. Other smells like Data , Model , and Documentation
smells occur below 10%. In the next sections, we discuss each smell category with
recommendations.

5.1.1 Access and Legal Smells

Access and Legal Smells is one of most pervasive issues, affecting 35.9% of studies
overall, with a sharp rise from 28.7% in 2023 to nearly half of all papers (49.6%)
in 2024. This rise parallels the widespread adoption of closed APIs and gated model
endpoints. Common signs of this smell are replication packages with missing or non-
permissive licenses and reliance on commercial APIs that cannot be redistributed.
The absence of clear licensing and access documentation creates legal uncertainty for
reuse and hinders downstream replication.

Recommendations:

• Mandatory Licensing: Every artifact must specify an explicit license (e.g.,
MIT, Apache 2.0, CC-BY-4.0). Artifact Evaluation (AE) forms should be rejected
if licensing is absent or ambiguous.

• Persistent Hosting: Encourage repositories such as Zenodo or Figshare for
long-term archival access to code, data, and model weights beyond GitHub links.

• Transparent Proprietary Usage: For closed APIs, papers should clearly
document API version, model identifier, and date of access, and provide
request/response examples to enable approximate reproduction.
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5.1.2 Code and Execution Smells

Code and Execution Smells affect 35.5% of papers but show a modest improve-
ment post-2023, dropping from 44.1% in 2023 to 31.4% in 2025. However, this issue
still persists because inactive or private repositories, missing entry points, and incom-
plete scripts remain frequent. Out of 477 replication links examined, 19 were broken
or private, and 64 contained incomplete or non-runnable artifacts. This confirms that
the mere existence of shared code does not guarantee reproducibility.

Recommendations:

• Runnable Entry Points: AE guidelines should require a single executable entry
(e.g., run.sh, Makefile target, or Jupyter notebook) verified during artifact
review.

• Reproducible Pipelines: Encourage standardized workflows (Make, Snake-
make, or bash scripts) that automate preprocessing, training, and evaluation.

• Code Completeness: All scripts tied to reported results must be present and
documented within the replication package.

5.1.3 Versioning Smells

Versioning Smells were found in 32.2% of papers, rising from 12.5% in 2022
to over 40% in 2024–2025. The most common issues include missing dependency
specifications, unpinned library versions, and vague references such as “latest model
release”.

Recommendations:

• Pin All Dependencies: Require exact version locking using environmental files
(e.g., requirements.txt or environment.yml) with explicit equality operators.

• Model Version Disclosure: Papers must specify model commit hashes, release
tags, or dataset identifiers for all LLMs used.

• Data Versioning: Track derived datasets via Data Version Control (DVC) or
Digital Object Identifier (DOI)-based repositories to ensure stable data lineage.

5.1.4 Environment and Tooling Smells

Roughly 21.1% of studies have Environment and Tooling Smells, a proportion
that has remained stable across years (around 18–25%). Missing or incompatible envi-
ronment settings frequently cause replication failures, and only 33 papers include
Docker support. Furthermore, 572 papers lacked any mention of hardware setup,
obscuring critical GPU and driver dependencies.

Recommendations:

• Containerization: Require a runnable Dockerfile or similar container speci-
fication to guarantee reproducible environments.

• Hardware Disclosure: Explicitly report GPU/CPU models, CUDA versions,
and OS details, especially for fine-tuning experiments.
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• Executable Environment Files: Ensure environment specifications are
directly runnable and reflect all transitive dependencies.

5.1.5 Model Smells

Model Smells occur in 9.2% of papers and are tied to ambiguous model configu-
rations. Missing prompt templates, undocumented inference parameters, and absent
training details cause this smell. For instance, 199 papers failed to specify their exact
prompt templates, and 88 lacked documentation of their inference parameters.

Recommendations:

• Release Fine-tuned Weights: When feasible, publish fine-tuned checkpoints
or scripts to regenerate them.

• Parameter Transparency: Report all inference and training parameters,
including sampling temperature, top-k, and learning rates.

• Prompt Publication: Archive all prompt templates used in evaluation to
ensure consistent task reproduction.

5.1.6 Data Smells

Detected in 7.9% of studies, Data Smells typically occur from missing preprocessing
documentation or inaccessible dataset versions. Even when datasets were cited in the
paper, the artifact often lacked persistent links or transformation scripts.

Recommendations:

• Stable Data References: Use DOIs or permanent URLs for datasets and their
processed variants.

• Include Preprocessing Scripts: Provide runnable scripts that transform raw
data into the experiment-ready format.

• Dataset Cards: Summarize data provenance, filtering, and versioning in concise
dataset documentation.

5.1.7 Documentation Smells

Although Documentation Smells is the least frequent (3.6%), it can critically
block replication when other artifacts are ambiguous. Even when the code is com-
plete, missing README files or disjointed instructions often make it practically
unusable.

Recommendations:

• Unified README: Include a single, step-by-step README.md that maps each
experiment to paper results.

• Minimal Documentation Principle: Centralize all essential instructions in
one or two top-level documents.

• Self-contained Guidance: Documentation should enable replication without
author contact or guesswork.
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5.2 Toward a Reproducibility Maturity Model (RMM)
As discussed in RQ3 and RQ4, ACM and IEEE provide artifact badges i.e., “avail-
able”, “functional”, or “reusable”, but they do not offer guidance on the durability, rigor,
or long-term verifiability of research outputs. Our empirical analysis shows that these
systems primarily evaluate momentary functionality. That means they check whether
artifacts worked during review, but not whether they are engineered for long-term
reproducibility. Over 40% of “functional” artifacts in our corpus from 2024 – 2025 fail
within months due to drifting dependencies, unpinned versions, incomplete environ-
ments, or unclear licensing. Moreover, existing badges do not assess reproducibility
holistically across the multiple smell dimensions we identified. A paper can earn a
badge even when substantial barriers remain, as shown in RQ3.

To address this gap, we propose a Reproducibility Maturity Model (RMM),
a multi-dimensional framework that evaluates the durability, rigor, and legal open-
ness of artifacts. It is designed to help authors, reviewers, and conference organizers
systematically evaluate and enforce the reproducibility of LLM-for-SE research.

The RMM framework evaluates reproducibility along five orthogonal axes identified
through our taxonomy and empirical observations:

A1. Accessibility. Availability, persistence, and openness of datasets, code, and
models.

A2. Environment Specification. Clarity and completeness of environment, depen-
dency, and system-level configuration.

A3. Versioning Rigor. Explicit, pinned versions for datasets, models, pipelines,
libraries, and tools.

A4. Execution Fidelity. Presence of runnable pipelines, automated scripts, or
containers enabling end-to-end replication.

A5. Legal Openness. Licensing clarity for data, models, and code to legally permit
reuse and redistribution.

5.2.1 Four Maturity Levels (RMM-Tiers)

Based on these axes, we distill four maturity tiers that reflect the empirical distribution
of our corpus and provide concrete review criteria.

RMM-0: Minimal Reproducibility (Low Maturity)
Artifacts are missing, inaccessible, or only partially available. Environment specifi-
cations are vague or absent, versions are unpinned, reproduction depends heavily on
implicit assumptions. Multiple reproducibility smells can co-occur.

Reviewer checklist.

□ Are any artifacts inaccessible or missing?
□ Are the environmental details insufficient to recreate the setup?
□ Are versions unspecified or floating?
□ Does legal ambiguity prevent reuse?

24



RMM-1: Operational Reproducibility (Intermediate Maturity)
Artifacts are functional at publication time but vulnerable to dependency drift.
Instructions exist, but require manual reconstruction. Containers or scripts may exist,
but are incomplete or rely on deprecated APIs.

Reviewer checklist.

□ Are installation steps documented but potentially brittle?
□ Are versions given but not pinned at all hierarchy levels?
□ Are pipelines runnable but not fully automated?
□ Are licenses present but incomplete or unclear?

RMM-2: Durable Reproducibility (High Maturity)
Artifacts are fully runnable, containerized, versioned, and legally open. All five axes
are satisfied. Outputs can be reproduced end-to-end with no manual inference. These
exemplars (13.3% of our corpus) demonstrate reproducibility engineered for long-term
integrity.

Reviewer checklist.

□ Is a containerized or automated pipeline provided?
□ Are all dependencies pinned, including OS, libraries, and models?
□ Are datasets and models persistently hosted with stable identifiers?
□ Are all components licensed for reuse?

RMM-3: Independently Verified Reproducibility (Very High Maturity)
This tier reflects a level of reproducibility that extends beyond the authors’ own
artifacts. An external reviewer or independent research group has successfully re-
executed the full experimental pipeline and reproduced the key findings using the
provided artifacts without modification. Because this tier requires substantial effort
outside the standard publication workflow, we treat it as an optional, evaluation-driven
extension analogous to the ACM Results Reproduced badge rather than a requirement
for authors at submission time.

Reviewer checklist.

□ Can the results be reproduced exactly using only the provided artifacts and
instructions?

□ Was the reproduction performed independently, without author intervention?
□ Are all outputs (tables, figures, metrics) consistent with those reported in the

paper?
□ Does the reproduction process complete successfully in a clean environment?

5.2.2 Axes by Tier Criteria

Table 7 summarizes how each axis is instantiated at different maturity levels. RMM-
0 and RMM-1 roughly distinguish between missing or brittle artifacts and those that
are merely “momentarily functional”, while RMM-2 and RMM-3 represent durable,
independently verifiable reproducibility.
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Table 7 Summary of RMM axes and indicative criteria per maturity level. RMM-3 assumes all
RMM-2 criteria plus independent re-execution by a third party.

Axis RMM-0: Minimal RMM-1: Opera-
tional

RMM-2: Durable

Accessibility No or fragmented arti-
facts; links missing, pri-
vate, or ephemeral.

Artifacts hosted but
with fragile links (per-
sonal cloud, ad-hoc
URLs); partial coverage
of code/data/models.

Artifacts versioned
and persistently hosted
(e.g., DOI, archival
repository) with clear
mapping to experi-
ments.

Environment Specification Environment details
largely absent; no
explicit hardware/soft-
ware requirements.

Basic installation
steps documented,
but incomplete depen-
dency lists and implicit
assumptions about the
platform.

Complete, machine-
readable environment
specification (e.g., lock-
files, container specs)
covering OS, libraries,
and hardware.

Versioning Rigor Floating versions or
unspecified model/-
dataset snapshots;
reproducibility depends
on latest defaults.

Some versions docu-
mented (e.g., major
library versions), but
not consistently pinned
across the stack.

Pinned versions at
all hierarchy levels
(datasets, models,
frameworks, CUDA,
etc.), with change logs
or manifests.

Execution Fidelity No runnable scripts;
only high-level prose or
pseudo-code.

Pipelines runnable with
manual effort (e.g., sev-
eral shell commands,
manual downloads, ad-
hoc scripts).

End-to-end, automated
pipelines or containers
that re-create results
from scratch with mini-
mal manual steps.

Legal Openness Licenses absent, incom-
patible, or ambiguous;
reuse is legally risky.

Some components
licensed, but coverage
incomplete or terms
unclear for key artifacts
(e.g., models, datasets).

Explicit, compatible
licenses for all artifacts
required to reproduce
results, enabling legal
reuse and redistribu-
tion.

By treating reproducibility as a set of measurable, enforceable criteria, the RMM
provides a structured path toward sustainable, verifiable LLM-for-SE research and
extends current badging systems with a more holistic maturity spectrum.

6 Discussion
In this section, we discuss the temporal trends and policy implications of the
reproducibility smells. We also discuss how using open and proprietary models is
contributing to the issue.

6.1 Temporal Trends and Policy Implications
The temporal data (Figure 3) reveal a mixed trajectory. Some reproducibility issues,
especially code executability, have improved since 2023, suggesting growing commu-
nity awareness. However, the occurrence of Access and Legal and Versioning
smells increased, driven by the usage of proprietary APIs and the absence of fixed
model identifiers. In parallel, Environment and Tooling issues persist at a steady
baseline, showing that environment reproducibility remains an issue.
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These patterns indicate a structural rather than individual challenge. As LLM-for-
SE research increasingly depends on commercial ecosystems, even diligent authors
face obstacles in releasing reusable artifacts. This shift from open academic tool-
ing to closed proprietary services calls for policy interventions at the venue level.
Artifact-evaluation and reproducibility-badging programs should adapt to this evolv-
ing landscape by requiring disclosure of API version, access date, and decoding
parameters for any proprietary model, inclusion of at least one open-source baseline
to preserve replicability even if commercial endpoints disappear. Moreover, archival
of prompt templates, inference settings, and sample interaction logs for LLM-based
experiments should also be made a requirements alongside with explicit licensing
statements for all code, data, and model artifacts.

6.2 Open vs. Proprietary Model Regimes
We observed that the reproducibility gap mirrors the divide between open and pro-
prietary model regimes. Open models (e.g., LLaMA [699], Mistral [700]) enable
complete replication pipelines but require robust environment control and version
pinning. Proprietary models (e.g., GPT [701], Claude [702]) offer convenience but
introduce opacity and temporal drift, as API outputs can change silently. Our work
confirms that access/legal and versioning smells are overwhelmingly concentrated in
the latter period (post-2023).

To mitigate this, a dual-track reproducibility framework can be adopted, in which
proprietary-model studies should include at least one open-source baseline. In con-
trast, open-model studies must ensure full environmental encapsulation and version
transparency. Journals and conferences should adapt review rubrics to recognize these
distinct reproducibility periods rather than enforcing a uniform standard.

7 Threats to Validity
Internal validity
During the manual data collection and annotation process for reproducibility smells,
some information may have been overlooked due to the large scale of the study
involving 640 papers and their corresponding repositories. To minimize potential omis-
sions and ensure consistency, two authors with prior experience in artifact evaluation
cross-checked the annotations. This expertise and verification process help reduce the
likelihood of missing relevant reproducibility information.

External validity
Although the dataset analyzed in this study is large and representative of top-tier
venues, it may not fully capture reproducibility practices across the broader research
landscape. In particular, our focus on highly visible academic venues such as ICSE,
FSE, ASE, and major ML/NLP conferences might bias the results toward research
that already follows more formalized artifact and documentation practices. Repro-
ducibility behaviors in non-top-tier venues, workshops, industry-focused conferences,
or grey literature (e.g., preprints, technical reports) may differ significantly, potentially
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involving fewer formal artifact evaluation processes, less consistent documentation, or
different types of legal and access barriers. However, our findings from top-tier venues
provide a strong and conservative baseline. If reproducibility issues are prevalent even
in venues that typically enforce stronger standards and review processes, similar or
more severe issues are likely to exist in less formal publication settings.

8 Related Work

8.1 Large Language Models for Software Engineering
(LLM-for-SE)

The rapid evolution of large language models (LLMs) has catalyzed a new wave
of research in software engineering (SE), giving rise to the emerging field com-
monly referred to as LLM-for-SE. Unlike earlier program analysis or deep learning
for SE approaches, LLM-for-SE leverages general-purpose foundation models such as
GPT-4, Codex, and Code Llama to automate or assist in a broad spectrum of SE
tasks [680, 703]. These tasks span the entire software development lifecycle, includ-
ing code generation, test synthesis, debugging, program comprehension, and software
documentation.

Early empirical studies demonstrated that pretrained language models could learn
code semantics and structure sufficiently to outperform traditional baselines on code
summarization [694], code search [37], and completion tasks [34–36]. This has encour-
aged the integration of LLM-powered tools into mainstream development workflows
(e.g., GitHub Copilot). However, these models differ significantly from earlier task-
specific ML approaches: they are often hosted behind APIs, trained on massive and
largely opaque datasets, and fine-tuned continuously, which introduces significant
reproducibility challenges [680]. Our work focuses on the current situation of the
reproducibility of software engineering tasks using large language models.

8.2 Reproducibility in Software Engineering and Machine
Learning

Reproducibility has emerged as a critical concern across science and engineering in
recent years. Surveys indicate that over 70% of researchers have failed to reproduce
another group’s findings, highlighting a cross-disciplinary “reproducibility crisis” [704].
In software engineering (SE), reproducibility is foundational for building trust in
empirical results and enabling independent verification [705]. Krishnamurthi and Vitek
famously argued that repeatability is the "real software crisis," urging the community
to treat reproducibility as a core value in SE research. Early studies of SE experiments
uncovered substantial barriers to repetition. For example, González-Barahona and
Robles identified difficulties in reusing data retrieval tools, prompting calls for bet-
ter reproducibility practices [706], and their follow-up work a decade later confirmed
persistent gaps [707].

Top SE venues have responded by institutionalizing artifact sharing and evalua-
tion processes to improve reproducibility. Conferences such as ICSE, FSE, ASE, and
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ISSTA now regularly include Artifact Evaluation Committees and award reproducibil-
ity badges for papers that provide accessible code and data [708–710]. This cultural
shift has led to a steady rise in artifact availability over the past decade. Qualita-
tive studies have explored the impact of these initiatives. Hermann et al. examined
community expectations for artifacts [708], while Timperley et al. analyzed artifact
evolution trends [709]. Still, domain-specific hurdles remain; for example, replication in
NLP-for-Requirements-Engineering required significant re-implementation effort due
to under-specified models and data preparation steps [711].

The machine learning (ML) and natural language processing (NLP) communities face
similar concerns. Reproducibility issues in ML are often linked to missing code, opaque
experimental setups, and insufficient reporting [4, 694]. Even when code is shared,
it may lack critical preprocessing instructions or fixed hyperparameters, leading to
inconsistent results across environments. Liu et al. demonstrated that many SE deep
learning results were inflated or unstable across runs, highlighting the need for mul-
tiple runs and better reporting [712]. To address such problems, venues like NeurIPS
and ICLR introduced reproducibility checklists, increasing the proportion of papers
sharing code and methodological details [4], while ACL introduced its Responsible
NLP Checklist to improve reporting standards [694].

Hassan et al. [679] conducted a systematic literature review on reproducibility debt
in scientific software, introducing a seven-dimensional taxonomy encompassing data,
code, documentation, processes, human factors, legal constraints, and versioning.
Their work provides a high-level conceptual framework to understand reproducibility
breakdowns in computational sciences. In contrast, our study targets a rapidly chang-
ing and highly specialized domain, LLM-for-SE and develops a reproducibility smell
taxonomy grounded in empirical evidence drawn from 640 papers published between
2020 and 2025. While inspired by Hassan et al. ’s structure, our taxonomy is to capture
domain-specific reproducibility pitfalls in LLM workflows, evaluation practices, and
software engineering tooling. Furthermore, our analysis is not limited to conceptual
mapping but includes a systematic quantification of reproducibility smells, offering
actionable insights for both researchers and publication venues in the LLM-for-SE
space.

8.3 Reproducibility Challenges in LLM-for-SE Research
LLM-for-SE research inherits reproducibility challenges from both domains. A key
issue is the reliance on closed-source or continuously evolving models (e.g., GPT-4
or Codex), where researchers cannot control or replicate the exact model state [680].
Experiments relying on such APIs are vulnerable to model updates and access
restrictions, limiting repeatability. Further, complex dependencies and environmental
configurations introduce additional failure points, especially when model or dataset
versioning is incomplete. Prompt design and generation parameters significantly
impact results, with small variations yielding divergent outcomes [713].

Addressing these challenges requires both cultural and technical interventions. In
SE, artifact evaluation and open science initiatives have been widely adopted [710],
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while in ML/NLP, reproducibility checklists and data-sharing incentives have shown
measurable impact [4, 694]. Beyond policies, tooling such as containerization (e.g.,
Docker) and data/model versioning (e.g., DVC) has become central to reproducible
experimentation. Emerging guidelines for LLM-based SE studies advocate document-
ing prompts, model versions, and intermediate artifacts [703, 714] to ensure verifiable
and transparent research practices. Building on these insights, our work provides a
large-scale empirical assessment of reproducibility in LLM-for-SE papers and proposes
actionable guidelines informed by both SE artifact evaluation culture and ML/NLP
reproducibility initiatives.

Williams et al. [715] provide a high-level assessment of LLM-based SE research
at ICSE, focusing on model and benchmark usage, contamination risks, and broad
replicability indicators such as whether artifacts or badges are present. In contrast,
our study conducts a cross-venue, multi-year analysis and introduces a fine-grained
taxonomy of reproducibility smells, quantifying their prevalence, co-occurrence, and
evolution.

8.4 Critical Reviews of Software Engineering Research
Practices

A growing body of meta-research within empirical software engineering has high-
lighted foundational methodological weaknesses and reporting deficiencies. Stol et al.
[20] examine 98 SE articles that mention or claim to use the Grounded Theory (GT)
method. They find that only 16 of the 98 provide detailed accounts of their research
procedures, and many studies show “method-slurring” (mixing GT techniques with-
out coherent adherence). The paper offers guidelines for the conduct and reporting
of GT in SE. Baltes et al. [19] perform a critical review of sampling in recent high-
quality SE empirical studies and report three major findings: (1) random sampling
is rare; (2) sophisticated sampling strategies are extremely rare; (3) sampling, repre-
sentativeness, and randomness are often misunderstood. They argue that SE research
suffers from a generalisability crisis. Huang et al. [716] review how qualitative research
synthesis (QRS) is carried out in SE, identifying several methodological deficiencies
(e.g., inconsistent definitions, weak reporting of how primary studies were selected
and synthesised). While these works focus on critical reviews of various practices in
software engineering research, our work focuses on the reproducibility of LLM-for-SE
research.

9 Conclusion
Reproducibility remains a critical and under-addressed challenge in large language
model (LLM)-based software engineering (SE) research. Through a systematic analysis
of 640 papers across premier SE, ML, and NLP venues, we observed persis-
tent reproducibility smells, particularly in code execution pipelines, versioning rigor,
and access and legal constraints. While traditional SE research has benefited from
structured artifact evaluation and open-science initiatives, LLM-for-SE introduces
domain-specific barriers, including dependence on proprietary APIs, opaque prompt

30



designs, non-deterministic inference behaviors, and rapidly evolving model and
package ecosystems.

Our temporal results reveal modest progress in recent years, driven in part by repro-
ducibility policies at top-tier venues. However, even as artifact evaluation badges
become more common, they do not consistently guarantee execution fidelity or long-
term replicability. These findings highlight a gap between artifact availability and
artifact maturity. To bridge this gap, we introduce a Reproducibility Maturity
Model (RMM) that moves beyond binary badge systems toward multi-dimensional
assessments encompassing accessibility, environment specification, version control,
execution fidelity, and legal openness.

We release our dataset, taxonomy, and analysis framework to support future bench-
marking and automated smell detection efforts. By embracing maturity-oriented
reproducibility practices, the LLM-for-SE community can ensure that research
remains verifiable, buildable, cumulative, and trustworthy.
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