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Abstract: Object-oriented software metrics are important for understanding and guaranting the quality of object-oriented software. By
comparing object-oriented software metrics with their thresholds, we can simply and intuitively evaluate whether there is a bug. The
methods to deriving metrics thresholds mainly include unsupervised learning methods based on the distribution of metric data and
supervised learning methods based on the relationship between the metrics and defect-proneness. The two types of methods have their own
advantages and disadvantages: unsupervised methods do not require label information to derive thresholds and are easy to implement, but
the resulting thresholds often have a low performance in defect prediction; supervised methods improve the defect prediction performance
by machine learning algorithms, but they need label information to derive the thresholds, which is not easy to obtain, and the linking
technology between metrics and defect-proneness is complex. In recent years, researchers of the two types of methods have continued to
explore and made a great progress. At the same time, it is still challenging to derive the thresholds of object-oriented software metrics.
This paper offers a systematic survey of recent research achievements in deriving metric thresholds. First, we introduce the research
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problem in object-oriented software metric threshold derivation. Then, we describe the current main research work in detail from two
aspects: unsupervised and supervised learning methods. After that, we discuss related techniques. Finally, we summarize the opportunities
and challenges in this field and outline the reaearch directions in the future.
Key words: object-oriented software; metrics; threshold; defect prediction
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Benlarbil%5 Ay BIZEPE D C++iEH R HUEHE L N BLRT KR 4T S2F 4 H1 5 R BL:WMC. DIT.
CBO. RFC fl NOC fA~ OO0 EREIAFIEBERILNE 5 FATLLE H R X FHA 00 FEE 5= Mm
(fault-proneness)AH ¢, U J& {3 (B0 A5 2 (1) 32 482 56 3R AN A7 76 1L ASE 5 v gl o R AR MRS (M A2 X 8] [min M, Q, A
K4 00 st il U, Bl & A4 i B SUm] - T+ B 5
1998 4F,HattonM o1& F- A 3017455 R $5E A R0 B0 48 SR ARORE 2 4 Mk 58 o 1) IR 280 B L 5 B 5 R i FRLAR
[ Bt g 4 2 18T 17 5 4 Benlarbil™125 AR F b 3 SRR BF 70 560 % B8 (B R A8 15 2045 2056 3E. Benlarbi
2 NN AIE T R AN B B R B AN () 1 SR 00 A [ BT B, 2 645 300 01E 1) 55 350 23 e IR 3 AL AT D 75 R o R 56
LA [ (B RS B SR BGIE OO JBF 8 ] R AR B B 183X R Ji5 SR AH T #4845 T OO0 i = [ {1 45 B A 5 1) 3907 JEL
2000 4, EmamU®® M7 K th 5 24 AR A 75 17 78 B RS HEAT SIIE 40 B 36 BLRT BRS04 3X(7) B,
”:1+e4%umiwm4m&m ™

b, O S HNAE (size) /5 B 11 BIE. 24 size<<UR, I (size T O%% T 0;24 size>Ut, 1,(size 1 Q% T 12880 E
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PR T SLOC FE R 4h,i& R A Briand 45 At UL 1) OO FE f:Stmts. NM F1 NAI L Stmts 52 2w 5711
AR BAT B E H NM AT 750 NAL 22 AR kR 18 M3 B a0 38 fik Bt 25 70 = 4
Ep RN B A PUAS B B E AR A L A A (R R (R R A 208 o 2 S R LR RS IS IR BT A AR R
PR 58 H 20 E 25 B AR I8 BB AR B A A T H % 1 AL (E 20 3 O Y 5 A ol A Y L
ARG RIS OO0 FE B ARA7AE BIME.

25 b, UImIMSI ) 78 AT 2 O 32 B0 BRI AL 7E 1 BenlarbilURT Emamt®® 24714 A 5] A\ 8 fF T 8% 451,
I oK B4 OO 5 £ 1) B A B ARAATT 11 S 96 285 SR 103 A 3o R AL PR R e A 36 1R 7 323 9 5 4 OO [ &
FPR AL T B X
3.2 EE NI 75 5% (Quantitative Risk Assessment,QRA)

3.21 QRA [ 5 #1

BT3B 8 [ 9 10 B KU AT A 77 7 (QRA) K Bender 77325 UImUE4S145 \ i AR 7 S g IR ok 82 T 25 f1 AR
T AT A, 78 BT 2 DA XU B 2 7 T 25 LA b XU 33 189 . Pastor 50145 N\ 5 ek X 43 B A [ VA 2 SCBRIAE 9 AR Ak H
HOE AR R DL B RA B S AE LR S [R] A RURS: 39 00 SR T, 24 B8 A e SO T R AR A AR TR RN B RIS (R
BT Bender®lA Ay i B KRR T Ak 7 10— FioA FE 0 8 AR 7 0k % 0 T A TN AR A e AR A R e 3
— AR R AR AR A AN R LR T RS2 I, 12 A R DA A R AT R B (valid threshold). 2% 07 7% B A& i
VEWR:

(1) p(x)=P(Y =1]Y =x) ¥ X =x F A A LR, ) fa] 508 8 0] H (LR) B AR B p B9 0 H0HE 2 (log
odds, XFx logits) 5 X B PHEAH G, 3 Al E 2 dn 2 20 (8) i 7.
092y =+ A P =1+eﬁe% ®)

Hor, o A by 7 LR AR i (1 [0 R A AL, A A BOREAE p st X E LR A HAE R — sl L #R R AT A,
BRI p 5 X Z I 9% 5 J9 IEAH 5% (by>0), He ARH 5G 175 190 7T 4K b e 4.

(2) Bender WAy 7 UL AT 993 2 T ¢ AFAg - 160 700 - S 2R ARFAE R, B {7 (a benchmark value) Jy 3 — i 0F
KA RS BRI ARRAE A, HEA SERR R S BUAE SGE  i, % FE AE AR T E S T3 A ] AT 2 XL
7K (the value of an acceptable risk level, VARL) F1T] £z 57 XU[%: £ 5 (the value of an acceptable risk gradient, VARG)
PR EAE . 24 45 B MR po I, VARL 152 XA A 2 (9) 7.

VARL = p(p,) = é(log(lf"po)—ﬁo) ©
2 X BUE /N T VARL I U)o 7 (1) 4 R AR B3N T poy %t T T VARL (1 X B, XU R A B3 KT po. 24T,
AR IFEAHFE p 5 X 21858 RETER, BRI 24 X 7E VARL F I /N 5B 20 X 38038 4 % F8 S 75 1776 SEPr & L B
AHOGHE(X 7E VARL A 2 50T 40). R It e 7] - IO |l 28 IR T AR 2% BB HE N I — AN T AT B 5 vE 2 logistic BR 480
BBk R IR R R ith 26 1 5 A0 A 0 (10) BT .
ﬁleﬁowlx

d(x)=p- (X)=m

23 3N (10) Y B Dy BAT Je R ARL A BRLUGERS R HH 22. 24 Xina= 00/ I B KB =D/ BRI, 445 5 o (Omax R
BNYI AR AE PSR L X AE:— A EE Xinax 2N, 55— L Ximax K1 6 1722 B2 7% VARL {H ;47 2 &I & 7% VARG 1H.

(10)
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by/4

o
PO= L

do

V»A}RG ‘b(i/bl X
K6 QRA 7% VARL A1 VARG 1l =& Kl
TE45 8 W] 8252 R BR FE doCby/d T, LA S 5 SUIHHEUEE VARG M HE Xinax /N U EUE, 10 24 (1L FTR.
VARG = () (g A TN, e
1 0

H1,0<dyChy/4.Bender A2 VARL F1 VARG 1E 1) po F1 do BR il 12 52 25 00 IR 22 50, BDAR 45 HH po A1 dg PR
AL 0 ) 7 3L AT, T R S A 2 A 7 1% R G PR T ST A 2 M 4 25 2 S, W) AS e bt 7 206 % po R dg
BRI, B 2 po AN dg PRI I 4L
3.2.2  THIIA)N G A BAE I E

FEER A T REATI8, Shatnawi ™) 2006 £E:K QRA 7532 51 AT [ % 5 P B A AT 72+ . Shatnawi % 5 ] 0.05
[ P EAS LG JE I H LR A AR & OO FE R AT R AR & M &85, 7 A M2 po {54 0.01 A1 0.05 1R
AF(9)H T VARL {H.7E Eclipse3.0 4l 45 I, 4 742 i CK B &t CBO.RFC Al WMC Ji i 75 AR B Ak il
FEMEZR A 1% 5% A 7] 252 KBS /K7 R [ BRI{E. Shatnawi A< 25 H1 % B 1961 5% 5 AN XU 7K Tk 2% B
ST 3 A

HOHE £ VTS A AR B AR M2 R X VARL A3 po (B 73 7L 6% 6.5%- 7.5%F1 109 70 Ff XU 7K - #4)3&
SRR, SR FH 23 28 B AR J7 4R B8 7= AR foe A 20 208 FE IR po (. T2 58 % 324 po {E 9 0.065 i ,CBORFC ll WMC
R R L P 0 SR 2k EH B g-mean {E3% 3 8% KB AR T, Shatnawi B & Bl QRA 75 563 4E Mozilla A1 Rhino
WERG e CK =W {H. 24 MR po{E 47514 0.01. 0.05 A1 0.1 /XN VARL A A, 1A Rhino ¥ £ 4t
7E 1% X KT B 7T BAAfi e RFC A WMC % & FI . /£ Rhino B4R & 48 HoAth XU /K7 EF0 Mozilla 34 R 5
SRR K SB35 R B R IR 2880 A A 8 A R R Y LA Y TR 7E X . OO FE s 4k b

3.2.3  BIMHEA MR SHIERT T

#£ Bender™$2 ! QRA 75 FE A _F B T Shatnawi® 8 i {4 7T 77, Kaur®), Singh™¢, Malhotral*'* 122
1281 Hussainl, Ararl®, Mausal® 1281, Morascal® ®2 17151 padhy[™27146 A\ 38 i e 1 445 4 B Wi AR ME Y VARL BE,
VARG {H K i OO FE 2 BRI E. 3% 2K 7 v A — AN L R AE 38 OO & £ 1 B B 12 354K OO i B % o7 fr) A5 e
R A BB SRR (R VARL 2 2 P 1K po) ok B 52 B i, 326 5% 4 T B A 19 52 o, AT B 52 OO i 2 1 1.

2013 4, Kaur™® 125 A SRl QRA J59%4E jfreechart #cf 1.0.0prel A1 1.0.1 kA 14> %I #iE WMC. RFC.
LCOM. CBO. DIT A K LOC B & ¥ B{H M2 po 4 3 H 0.5, 0.55. 0.6, 0.65 f1 0.7 fK X\ VARL A,
3 6 1> 00 JE i IR Wk (bad smell)ARHS o XU 7K~ b 1) 4B Bk T WMC FIl RFC JZ & 7E jfreechart #014:%
AMRAS E ) 50% XU 7K F - BL K WMC BB 7E 1.0.0prel A 55% R 7K b ok BE sk A 2818, HoAh 00
JE T4 {E jfreechart 1E 2R G000 AN AR b SR H A 280 B0 1. R 1, Kaur 258 A R0 13 R JRURS: K SF 1) A8 At
— P, R PR AR TR A OO B & B AE 1R AIAS 5] RUBR 7K 71 f 8.

2014 4£,Singh™81% A 1 %:7E Mozilla Firefox 1.5. 2.0 f1 3.0 A LUREE T 12 A 00 JF B ¥u¥, 70 )2
PuFd | EncrF®Y, WMC. DIT. NOC. NOA. NOME4, NOAM. LCOM. Co. RFC il CBO E & 4R /5 ik
QRA J7 115 5%, 6.5%. 7.5%. 10%F1 12.5% T 0 KU 7K 7~ b 1) FE f R AE. 45 25, 43 i) A5 P s b JRU IS 7K T B
I 7 Mozilla Firefox 2 fF 3 MR A S 4L b AT SR IA T4 AUC KT 0.7, 0% B2 RS 7K ST 1 48 B 36
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AIE A 2 b, Singh T8I A Al AUC 1f A, 3 B b M B 200RTS2 L IR, 76 Mozilla Firefox #5443 AMRRAS
b BB TR GEAE AR AUC A B IR X B2 XU 7K ST b (10 55 68 ) £ ot £ R

2015 4F,Malhotra™!% A 7 Ivy2.0. Antl.7. Tomcat6.0. JEdit4.3 #1 Sakura2.0.2.0 ¥R F1 KC1(NASA)
HyEgE b U4 6 4 CK &, LOC B FIE G B S s & e N A QRA VE7E KCL. Ivy Fil JEdit 2 s 5 L%t
o PP AR R R [ ) AR O 56 1 R SR TR RO K b BRI, po S 43 I EX 0.01 2 0.15 2 [ 1 5 . 3 s
ST R A A 15 % R R G LT OO 8 1 VARL AR #1600 2 {83 B P9 1) de /) po L FL BB phy 2 B 5 XU
SR ¥ 3K AU A B 1 XU B Bt 2 38 K RS 7E KCL Ivy2.0 R JEdit4.3 R4t KA 20 18 56 ah | oR
FA DU R 4 . AD 2R DUy BEALARAR . SCHR IR B ZRHURN 22 J2 B 38 FOR AL 28 27 21 J7 YA LE [R]— T50 H S 8L
T H 5% AIEAE i OO0 i 2 Y.

2015 4, Malhotra % \ M2 E 552 3% 3% 0.05 11 po fEL A 72 3 £ 115.2016 45, Hussain™?® th, B % i # 0.05.0.065.
0.08 #1 0.095 1) po i ff & B 5 B (A

2016 4, Hussain45 A Fl PROMISE US4 45 th JEdit-4.0 il Ant-1.3 T H 43 5I1E J il 254, B F QRA 751
FEPATH B HIE K 13 4> 00 FE & BIfE, H i VARL A3 po (B MHUE Y 0.1,58 5, 1 70 B 7E &% E T A 15
BERRA_EVPAG A OO B B B A 20 ke F bR b (1 Rtk (Accuracy). 55 Emi 2029050 Ferreira 210111 i
ify 52 J7 V5 (R R SE IR IR ) B AT L 8¢, Accuracy fR bR {E A B &2 5.

2016 4F, Arar®125 At PROMISE! U448 4 ch 10 NI H St L ARAS ) 2 G0 F R R VI 454 AN LB % AR B
6 00 UG 7 T 43 = o B BB A — R B R = A BB 5 3 = bl R K T %o 2, 7E I 2R 4 T QRA
PR OO i 5 P R 2 28 ) A1, B X 99 A7 — A e 6 R 38 A 60 3 11 10 4 B X 90T = A Sl o AR S8 A o ) ) A1 78
FP AL 1) VARL A 20 po BUE N & B UITZREE AP AR 2508 1 B E 5 B A B i 2 Ll A5 1 s 1 P 2 28 11 1)
1B 5,23 BRI 2R 48 b 5 000 B S SRR ASE 27 A RGUE IR EE IR g-mean (B 45 B 2 75 i 4E F g-mean
SR TEE T 0.6, )% P 8 ) 8 9 30 10F. 2019 4, Padhy™2712% At 5% IR 4E b g-mean {8k T4 T 0.6 k46
TIE .

2017 4 ,Ma u'§"& A7t Eclipse JDT Ml PDE T H 14 MRA R 1 R4 2 10 4758 X EJ7 %, fE R4
T H R QRA J5i%E 5 VARL {HA 00 E = H{H.VARL A po EHBUE A2 JZE 10 3738 XIAE 794 9
Pl ZRse EAT G Be RBEH A 5 i b A 2 Le AR S K AR R OO B B B AE 1 4TI 4E 30 F L g-mean {H
SR ART 0.6.47 g-mean fH AT 0.6,0%FBiff) OO J& & E B 30 45 g-mean B/~ F% T 0.6, {5 A B b A
BE.2019 4E Ma u & A 27 Eclipse IDT Wi H 5 ANMA KR AE R A ik AR 5] 7570 2 OO i b 41

2017 4 ,Morasca (0714 A $1 i JRUK: L8 (Risk-averse) T 5 T #4828 ¥ — T Logistic [9] )9 (BLR)A! Probit
[ U1 (PBR) {1 il 3 {5 i) T 00 5 282 AR 3R (1 I A0 52 7 9%, 60 435 DD o )L 0 2 7 ¥ (L) 7 /M58 28 AR o LA gk
(Maximum convexity) b, RIBE A (1) = B SHON T AL BIE Xwe; (2) P8R 5 K BHR A — 2= (Maximum  Slope/2) 4t
(BB Xpisyzs (3) T /MASE B A0k 36 p AT B BRI Xmeq; (4) P AN A5 28 AR 238 BA1 ML 1) BRI ML Xayg. [P RTS8 B £ DU o 8 o 51 1)
fp(x) 18 (Fifty, Tr, Ts A1 AIDME N BRI {E 2% (4 A4 T7E PROMISERS U #ii 4 vh 52 AN B _F 43 5 2257 BLR 11 PBR
RLSRIG A TR B BB F R R R IR AL 2 AR E . Xmszs Xme P Xavg. 75 A FTZRPEREFR bR 1 L oA
R A 11 A A B 750, L Xineq ) 9 [ 3 L U A 248 28 1) 4L (AN Frifty, Tr 1 Ts) S {8 7.

2019 4F, Lavazzal®V&5 4R H 56 o A5 452 (1 170 B8 HOPR v O 22 O T SRR BLR 8 b AR 2 [X 33 Rl PR
A PR IR (1 7 25 BLR BEAL A X T AT x (B At 2 — SRR AE fp(x).AH fp(x) AN & 5 f x A 6 PR Ry TE 431 £
R p(x), T2 p(X) A — ANl 08 3T 7 22 0°F J7 AR (R RE A b vfE 2 sd(x)= ([ Tp() (L~ p(x)) )R &AL p(x){E 53 #i
TE J B A T FORE 2B Fp(x) A2 p(x) i i+ £ AT 5276 PROMISE JE ) 54 AN St 4 Bt 4T 7 AR 5 & 30, 76 K
ZHUEOL R AT S B P 028 B R AR (0 A5 T E AT 5 Y Rl P A A R A5 A A S A RO s Y
LIRFITFIRIEAN OO & BN 728 RMA, BE 1R 47 b [X 43 1E 61 CK T 1 PR BRMEL) A 5 (/N T T BR ).

2019 4, Malhotra®®!2 A 7£ Apache Click 2.0-2.1 Jig A& L Ut4E 6 4~ CK Z &, L& NPM. MOA. MFAXI,
ICt, LcomsPa, cBM. AMCIURI LOC J& %4 . 5 T 35 /K F 0.05 Xt LR R [a] U5 28 550073k th 745 4 2%
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£ 00 FE#, i N H QRA J7 %115 VARL {H.VARL A po (A B HUE Y5 H 9 0.05 & 0.13. E br itk 25 A
OO & 7E Apache Click 2.0-2.1 JRAS L 1¥) VARL {H #B7E H A SH Y6 A (1 /)y po (B4R )5 J4 7E Apache Click
2.0-2.1 fRA L3 H I OO FERBIMELE 2.1-2.2 JRAS 1 363E. S0 T A 10 5 46 B 2 A0 e e rle — 4 2R3l 7 F i
HUERARFN 22 2 AN AL B BIL A% 5 21 VR AE — 0 B BR 4 PR % B F 3E 4T 10 9728 IR HIE. 230 45 R R,
7t Apache Click ] 2.1-2.2 fRA | AUC & b7 2.0-2.1 fRA A5 B in, B OO B & B {H 4 36 LE.

25 b X NG OO B 5 B B i Il B Ak D 7E A 20 i L AF P 5 SRt 8 £ ) B HE T AL/ of R AL
PR A6 B, HL K 22 B0 48 b E (U g-mean {8 KT 0.6) 32 32 WL A 2 2 g k
3.3 ROCHhZ 55k
3.3.1 ROC [ A Ji 3

ROC 1 £ T LA ISR AT Al — A8 73 28 B 4645 510 5 4. Spackmant™21%: A Kt ROC 1 2% 51 A ML %% 27 =1 45U R
0 2 =) B8 10 TR 25 X FEAG AT HE 7 4 0B 38 AN S0 F AR AR Dy TE )30 47 T, 4 o 480t AR T A9 32 R 35 1E 461
RHAEUE, o BIERE . HAARE R, w75 2] ROC 48,

AT ROC BHZR, 75 B AN & o 848 50 (0 Bt 1) MES A & Nl 7 £ 2B PR, ROC #H £ 9 Hil
& IE 6 & TPR=TP/(TP+FN), tH Fx B /2% M (Sensitivity); 15 fil /& 12 1E 41 & FPR=FP/(FP+TN), tH #x 1 W} 7 M
(1 7 pBeificity). 2416 i B {52 2 e BT, RIVHE BT FR0RE 451 350 TR0 >y J= 91, B e 350 1 5 ZR A E I 2R 352 0,0 7
J 2 P e (0,0) i s . 24 45k 2k (R4 AR /N ), LASE I B LE A9 22 (F A false: alarms) A4 384 0 2 LE 481 22 (UL 78 hits);
20 {1 3 o8] 478 KB, DAk 2 B0 1 451 3 S ARAN Dl AR I 48] 3
3.3.2  THIA)X G A B AE I E

2010 4F,Shatnawi™41% A ji i ROC(Receiver Operating Characteristic) ith £& 77 24 5 OO J& & &4, Bl ROC
il 28 7T LU SR VRA5 4 ] OO J3 H HEAT 1 20 B B2 41645 S8 A0 5 Bt Shatnawil ™ 145 \ 4% 00 % B A 4048
i IE 13RI BT B AR BT BB R R R

*4  RBEHEEEE

Sl HE = LE =
00 J¥ E<EE () TN (True Negatives) FN (False Negatives) EN=TN+FN (Estimated Negatives)
00 J% £ O {H (1E 1) FP (False Positives) TP (True Positives) EP=FP+TP (Estimated Positives)
AN=TN+FP (Actual Negatives) AP=FN+TP (Actual Positives) n=AN+AP=EN+EP

Wk 4 iR, TP FP. TN FN 43R R IRVEFE BE P I BRG] . RIEW] . R, B, B ol

(1) RS SLE R R, OO0 FE {8 KT 55 T B AE 0 iE i B, Sy L I 451 TP;

(2) MFEAESA R IER, T OO0 & 28 /T BRE T Jy 57451 i, W v 4R Fu 451 FN;

(3)  AEAS L SLAE R H1 45,10 OO JE B (B /N T B TUI 4y £ {51l B, B Oy 32 47481 TN;

(4)  MFEAE AR, OO B B {8 K T 45 T BE T >y 1E 451 i, ] 48 1451 FP.

BT IEBIS THE 2 Ry EPE % T 1 IES] TP AR IEH FP 2 A0 BT Bl il TH{E 2 AN EN,E % T H R
TN AR A FN A0 BT A 6 B S 2 fh APESSE T H R TP B 45 FN 2 F0; BT & ) 31 SEAE 2 oKy
AN,E T BRG] TN AR IER] FP 2 F1 088 S5 R BEAR SR n, B4 T AN 5 AP 2 1,251 EN AT EP Z Al
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MBItk A BUSHEIRESHE g
TPR(Sensitivity) 1.0 = Sensitivity/Specificity 1.0 - ——————————==
ROCIliZ; o . Specificity
0.8 N - 0.8
0.6+ . 061
0.4+ /// AUC 0.4
o24f o 02 o
/ Sensitivity
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ;1&'“?154%(1-4#%1’4-) | ‘ . folo)ix 1%
0 02 04 06 08 1.0 FPR(le Specificity) 0 T B Bl FTREMNBI(E

7  ROC iz 5 tE 00 & BER & E

5 B R A /2, Shatnawi M5\ I SR T SR AN SRR R A B B B R O M R HE R T2 BB 00 ¥ i
AELHE P (— R E R 30 /0N BN ), 42 S L3 328 A SERE A AR iy 1E 451 33047 T30, AN 75t ROC il 28 BN 7 OO & {f 3
AR R e R A B R A A0k i L, R Ak 3 R EL T P B R T A AE A8 HE A S T ) TIUI A 4
MNP 7 7 24 P T B 102 TR AR VK BE SR I OO i 28 s K AB 28 /ML (— A9 0) 2 T8 B 3 218, R AR VK 00
JEE 8 K T 06 0 130 M (R RS R 4 S A B (R RS B (RE A8 5, T g A 1 30 o ) 3 — VR 4 B P T A 402
PR TRIE FE W R ROC 2R 1= A — A o5 A AN s — X (1 w7 ) AU (B (FPR A TPRY).

ST A A% 32 R AL AR B N A 5 0 2, Shatnawi M4 N i 45 08 1 A R S P4 22 AN K (10— XA D R
L T A 4, DA Sy JFL 5K 14 40 3 1 A A I B A8 P v P00 e A B S W) 7 A 2 TR TS e o R 0 AL 7E SRR
O S 1k il 2R A8 A AR ) OO 3 45 1 1531 75 S5t ok o M Adk 96 A2 B 1 451 26 (TPRY) R LS 451 28 (TR [7] e ok (BP dik
A R0 S5 A R A K A1 5 AR I 491 2% (FPR) AV 2 491 28 (FNIR) [R] i #8270 [R] itk Shatnawi ™25 A #fi 2 00
JE 5 R 1) Wb 30 T DA 3 38 Dy R P A 45 T (BRAL AL S5 1) R S AL (1) OO 82 8 A I B 1.

FEWE OO0 ¥ & {4 J5 ,Shatnawil & A\ i@ iF AUC(Area Under ROC Curve,ROC iH 25 T 1Hi A1) 5 iF 5 18 1)
SrRbERE A 7 [ B FTR,ROC B LR N BB TA A AUC. I 5t 1 28 s BEHLAE I T 1 ROC £k, 3
AUC {H A 0.5.Hosmer™ 2 A Xt AUC 43 251 BE iU ML 9:AUC=0.5 IR L IX 4F; 0.5<AUC<0.6 £ 7R %;
0.60AUC<0.7 # 7~ AF;0.70AUC<0.8 % 7~ 1] #:5%;0.8 AUC<0.9 F 75 1 75 AUCCD.9 7 #% 1. Shatnawi 4145 A
WA SR R o R 4y KPR B DR 2 2 BRI AUCQD.7 IN,00 B IR I IE A Rk 2,24
AUC<0.7 i %R OO Ji I /S fig 1k B AT 52 b 7 FH ) BB AR 4 Eik ROC Hii 28 J7 755, Shatnawi™ %5 A #fii& 00
FE R ) FAR R a0 R

T 46,7 Eclipse 2.0 2.1 1 3.0 fixA L4k 12 4> 00 & B #(#%:CBO. RFC. WMC. LCOM, DIT, NOC!M,
CTA. CTMEE, NOAM. NOOM. NOA #il NOO@SI R & 4 1 #: i) ROC fihi £k, Shatnawi 25 A2 £t P Fhiz 5t F 1
o3 AR B 43 2 (binary) FUITT 43 2 (ordinal). 24 v, = 0 2R B H 43 9 B 1R AR A B % L 4 A 2
LR A3 g O Foft 00 B A AR AERURGE b XU AR vy IR 5 3 28 i £ 28 31 7 B3 AN e Ay 43 25, BT 43 ) 46 il
Ky s RS S A R 280 2 1A —4r 251K ROC i 2%,

FORARAE X P Fl g 5 T B & 4 4R A R R E B 1% —7E Eclipse 2.0, 2.1 1 3.0 WitA b, 1% A &
B o] FH ) OO JiE 2 [ [X 43 75 4 1 SRR B 0 R A e 38 — 804 s B vl 19 OO FiE &2 BB IX 3 AT AT —
ANEE RN (IR RS« H IR AR v JRURE: ) R TG A 1% 2 Il A e

SRJG B ROC M2 7 vk, THEAE /K375 F % 00 EHEBI{E. p (AR AUC {H. BSR4 K% 00 J¥ 5@
It p AR, B AUC B3 AT 0.5 (HTE OO0 B & RIME 14> 251§ AUC fEH ¥4 /NT W] 2 5235 [l (AUC<0.7).
KREIE LA — T 2 K3 5 B AR T E 00 FE R HIE 14 M Bk AUC (AN T 0.7, 76 H X
I A1 v KU 26 59 7, A CBO. RFC. WMC. CTM #1 NOO J& & 11 B E 1 % 1iE (AUC 0. 7).

)5, Shatnawil™ % \ Kt Eclipse T H 3 ANARAS 1w UK AT g XU 28 Sl (4 A8 e & 9 B ROC 287
%, i€ RFC. CTM. CBO. WMC 1 NOO & 5 RI{H, 15 3 i K BUB PR AR A e & 1 R .
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3.3.3  RMEA RN SAERTFT

7E Shatnawi™42s A #2 1 ROC ik 77724 I, Tosunt®, Catal™ . Malhotral**®l, Kumari®?Y, Boucher®"
Shatnawil**® 241 Morascal*®. Laura 253150 Mendling™O*146 A i id i 38 A 6] 0 360E 77 155, SR 1 5 o 52 B4
RETT A — M RCAE SR AN R IEZS 40 A0 A AE AP I 00 T KSR AT LA B ROC il 26 Sk 1 52 11
BRI 7] OO & 5 A A 38 o (L, 24 FE T 44 e 48 A U M AR R S M 2 R o KT R Dy s A BRIV, T 38 %
(1 75 42 (5 LI D53 72 AUC Q0. 7)HEAT AT RUEAIE .

2009 £, Tosunl®1%5 A% % ROC 145 b 45301 (0,1) #5101 2 1y 55 e VR 3K BRI tope, SLFE HH & ROC 12514
e b R(0,1) R s BF (M 73 Kt RE.ROC i 28 F AT 55— = (pf,pd) 3 (0,1) (19 BR X 2 &5 (Euclidean distance) 2 =
(12) Tz, H pf(probability of false alarms) B} FPR,pd(probability of detection rate) Bl TPR.

distance(pf, pd) = /(0 pf)? + (1— pd)? (12)

A HE tope 2L RAE D BIE, U pf 28/ T AH pd A3 FRE /N B 45 tope A5 31 AR N RIE, pf A1 pd 3538
R G, Tosun 55 A\ 3k 3 WK PG R B9 /) 14 55 (pf pdd ) 1 Dy i A 1 S BB tope 20 22 20(13) 7, B 24 distancepf pd HX
e /MART, £U(pf,pd)FE N BE top.

t, = argmin, distance(pf , pd) (13)

2011 4, Catal™ ™25 \ 75 ROC #h 2k J5 i b H2 H e 354G I S50 58 3 5 A NASA A S ¥odfs S5 At 1 Ah 2 Dl
Sy 5 67 TR ASE 75, 57 Mt 2 G 0 792 L 50 S A T 5 R R . S 0 4 SR R I, 12 M A T v v 28 LR v
TR . Catal %5 N\ A i 13 RBURK I R A S 4k 22 AR s K — K17 A R0 L 30 DB o o 5 AN e A A, T R At 3k
H2AE1F pd (BRI 21 55 K AR I 53 — AN BIE 22 18045 pf(L-4¢ 7 PE) IS B /MAE. N T P4 pd 5 pf 2 [l
7 J& Catal %6 N2 i 41 (0,0),(1,1) F(pd, pf)= 511 ROC 4 TR AUC (155 KA T B 5 32 BREAE N
.

2012 4£ Malhotral®4%: A 3! Bender 25 A ff] QRA J7i%5 Shatnawi 25 A ROC 145 75 v W 3 45 & A SR 1 2
00 JE&EWME.J6 A 00 EEME ROC 4.4 ROC ik Uk 5 (-4 5 1) AH 25 1t A VR 1 12 B B A%
V@I QRA J7 V3R H 75 1% bR fE T 156348 B E & A BB B FE AL ER po, FG po AR\ VARL A 33K H OO JF = [ {H.
F4E, Laural®12E A A1 Mendling™®125 A @78 ROC 28 b 3 3] A S0 A S5 2 i K0 1D A SRk 336 0% A2 B
8, EL AR v S 0k 4% ROC 1 25 b 31 56F £ 428 (n 181 7 7 2 1] rb ot A 2 ) A O 85 1) A M AR BRI Lawral®125 A
S BT IR N T RIS H ROC 1 £6. B ROC £k b — m(FPR, TPR){E 2 8 i A5 B Tl /5 45t 1 14 R 8
EL#% ROC Hi 2% J7 7 Bender J7 3452 OO J& & I ) # 8] % RUKS 5 M RE 4R b7 5, Laural®125 A& BRI ROC
ith 28 77 v e T R AT DA SR 75 5 M B 1 I B VT A

2013 4, Kumarit™25 A\ Bl ROC J7 v B 5 J5E 55 R I 6T 328 5% FR0 b o 2 A0 ek AR S ek LA O KA P —
Stof, RIY ] e 5 /N A AR I 457 500 B8 6 451 . Pl 3 AUC Q0.7 46 7ff 5 B B HE AT 8 2058 EE

2016 4F,Boucher™ & )3 it b8 ROC il £ J7vE 0 Alves HE 5 12 93 b ) A8 8 5 J7 922, DA B8 47 1) gk 47 o
FERTION.ZE Apache ANT. IVY Fl KC1 % A1 B #4E 48 L N ROC 4 ke N1i B -4 B SLOC,
CBO. RFC Fl WMC P4/ & 48 5 il i R 4 28 | B A9 28 FH 4 1% 28 ((FN+FP)/(TP+FP+EN+TN)) = /N Tl
PERE TR BR (PM) SR 56T BB 3X = AN H8 B (R BR AR, DU B A 1) 4 DS P e R 43X = AN Mk BB R A7 B R PM>0.5 RoR
TeIX 45 :0.4<PMCD.5, % 7 22 :0.3<PMCD.4, % 75 A F;0.2<PMQD.3, % 7 1] $:52:,0.1<PM 0.2, & 7= {1 75 . PMCD. 1, %
AT A Shatnawi™ 25 A % OO & ) 2 3641 LU (AUCCD.7), Boucher™ 74 A A 4 76 £ 15 Filil 37 5,00
JE 2 4 56 P 4% 1 = A T 4 R g b 25 /D R AE T 32 KT (RPN F 46 F 0.3) I

2017 4F,Shatnawi™7E 3 ROC i £k J7 M) | 38 n 1 it A1 i FURRAE i B8 4 OO Jif 8 BRME i . 7 110
5 M B0 AN ST 10 2 i R 5 P/ BT B T 4K 22 R IR AT B P R IE R B R TR IE AR BT 00 ERALS
W B AR BhE A IR R A0 AH S5 1. Shatnawil™®Y7E Ant. Camel 1 jEdit 25 LA R % E S 45 Bk
B, WMC. CBO. RFC fll LCOM DU & 5 K 2 H R G CA Bk I 2 (B AR B R R . Tl AUC BEA
& 0.5 KIRH 00 R, fEHA REFMA [,ROC i 28 75 28 1 ¥ B A AN — B0 B 30 47 3ok SR A AR R
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BER S5 B 5 AR BEAT REERE LT ROC 2 Hrise A 2 3% 2 7 il ik ROC ) Hrit % 00 FF & 70 MRt 5l il 18 i
00 [ & 135 B AT HF AL e B A4 1 DU Rh L 2% 2 SRR ey (B 3% 22 57 5 = P AR BB R M L ROC 23Tk
B M OO FEmm Bl 4E, & —3L.

2017 ¢, Malhotral™®1%: A\ Bi ff] ROC J7 i, 7EJF IR #E1E £ 4% Android2.3. 4.0, 4.1. 4.2 1 4.3 iRA$dE 4 |,
iR OO JE 8 T FE R fE, 24 3L 70000 1 i i b ek 25 T S 1k B B Ay B A R 15 A OO Ji = I ff 5
S F T 0000 A e A A v AR A B T 1] g s SO E B I i B AR Hp T R A A A B R R A 56 1IF 3 R
JE RBAS TR 50 A0E 114 77 425, B0 FH A — A WA L i B T J5 — S WA b 8 AR AR S A BE ). 4l Andiroid2.3 it
A L1 OO0 J& & BE T Android4.0 k4 b AARE AR B 5 [7]. 24 AUC fE KT 0.55 B, 58 iF A 20 M.

2018 4, Shatnawi™7f D'Ambros % AF2 41 5 A1 H #4215 |, B ] ROC #h 4k 5 i%:Hi i CBO. RFC.
WMC. DIT. NOC Fl LCOM J& [ [ {H SR Xof AR B i A= A8 A i 1) HEAT TN % Fid3d AUC REASET 0.5
e OO B £ 3 [ 4 AN B 11 S f% 34 ) A, 3 ERCAie o8 ke R e S e 9 1L 922 30 4 25 L A AN B K B a1 Bt
B {838 i Hosmer )56 F AN T00H F 8 5 1A P8 o 0 1 A2 75 5 2. 45 SRR W, DIT Al NOC 5 44k 7 2% 00 J¥ &
[ AUC #23i 0.5, 7K B8 i (R B A 2R AIE. 573 A DU A B B B AR - 4R 43 245 RC30E, B AUC {B 76 nT 38 52 K1 I,

2020 4F,Morascal™ %5 A\ Ay, 24— AN 1 1 RS R () AUC KT 55 — AMEAL ) AUC, FE AR BE R il &
2 T BRI, B H 3 O 3 AL S R 5 e SR VAT M R R A b 1 S /M b v X SR /M bR v BT
T 5 & B {4 .Morascal'®5 A\ 75 SEACRAFT FE°1ehr 67 AN Hdfi 4 b A4 2 G b 5 A0 7 i RRA(the Ratio of
Relevant Areas). AUC FlI3E & 530 =Mk BE 45 b (B8 b bl 5 35 - Bl e A 1va 52 80 0 T A T s AR 14 Sl g 90 00 A
RIMERE TR bR R, & I RRA PEAE TG b B A 48 1 AUC F13E B R %(Gini coefficient, G)MEBEF5An BB I AT 5 LR B B
DS R IR REUG = 2 A U B T VT4 e 000 B2 A 1) 43 2R Mk B 3 1) 2 R M B 3R 5 BT .G I
EU{H 35 FBI 72 [0,1], % B2 7E ROC HHZE st A 28 y=x W1 L. 24 AUC BUE K T4 T 0.7 BB RBE K TF&T
0.4 B 3% IS 1) TR0 418 b Ay 7T 452 52 7K1 B BA B 49 S .

R5  AUC H5EJE R¥H 0K ERE

AUC I { Y [H 5 J R A EUE e 7y 2K At (Evaluation)
AUC=0.5 G=0 5¢ 4: [t Wl (totally random)
0.5<AUC<0.7 0<G<0.4 # (poor)
0 . AUB<0.8 0. 40G<0. A $% % (acceptable)
0 . BUT<0.9 0.60G<0. 1t 75 (excellent)
0. AUG<1 0.80G<1 % 47 (outstanding)

Morasca 25 A\ 32 HU BT RRA T REFE br s G AR In 8 58, i 8 2R I B 48 ROC gl £k I Hh A 5238 43
Fom BGY)A EASETE ULR(xY). ST FARM & B PERE R AR, ULR(X,Y) BT A S M Be e b E &R A HL A (x ) A
B 2 Rk, £(xy) AT DL SR AR A — A B R dn e S B s Ok B 8 45 - B AToR, ROC il £k DL ¥R 8 £ 9 52 Al
ROC 14 U Far (4 SL 4 & X388 & 7 ULR(x,y) H BT 11 5. 204 BA 5 X R ) 25 [X 38 Rol # J&, ROC i 2k
Rol AH I A Z Lk RRA 2K T ROC fiZkf Rol AR5 Rol s iz tb. anl 8 4 B s RRA {H5% T
R LB 2 X 5 A B 52 X ek (3 £ R AT ) AR A R 2 L

wiep(sus) 4 U0 SERECHEL A
TPR(Sensitivity) 1.0 l TPR(Sensitivity) 1.0 l
0.8 0.8 1 NM //
0.6 0.6 1
y=1/(k+1)
0.4 v 0.4
() o
0.24 0219/ FM,~
U B R ) . o BIEGIE(L- K )

0 02 04 06 08 10 FPR(lE Specificity) 0 02 04 06 08 10 FPR(LG Specificity)
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K8 A EAMEI(ULR)SFIZ X (Rol)R &
Morascal'®@%5 A ik ly AUC 53 JE Z % (G)# /2 RRA [R5 45, 24 25 [X 5% Rol %4> ROC 25 [l i, RRA {8 4%
6] AUC {f; 24 F 25 [X 4 Rol v ROC #¥ ] Fh /2 | = f IR RRA {5 A FE B R H{H. 5 AUC B8 G 240, 5z ik Al
W5 3 T LASE I 18 s 5B 0 ) TR AR L 1) RRA FRAR S5 5 K2 OO & &= 8. Morasca 55 AN RRA 15 #x
Z A AT LA S B R 5T 35 38 0 R 25 DX 35 Rol (320 SR A s, I B2 HE R ol i 5 (V0 12 bR o FMFT N,
25 1 ROC 2k 77 v S FLAIT AR 75 v 35 LA 346 B 4L P 50 A3 T 14k R e D8 D9 5 v, K 22 e 20 i o 4 P A 1 A
% 3ot 2 B A A R ARG 56 AN 3 17 05 7). R AR R B AN AL 1 25 4 A A E SR R P 15 40 ROC #1267 1%
PR AT LA 8 A, (EL 2 OO JE 5 11 13 B 280 S A 50 %of FE I P >R AT 2 A mI B ¥y — 2B
3.4 HibBWEBFEIHE
AN HFE T AL BRI 7L SRS 7. BPP Jiik. BCE J7i%k. MFM J7ik. FPH B0k AN 3
T4 R 2 3] 2R B C5.0 J5 VRS S AR AT B 2 ) vk
3.4.1 ETfLEILIBAERE ik
2005 4F,Mihancea % A\ MM2OVZE AIF 7 T 17 6 5 B00E 2R 48 B0 e 1 SR IO A0 fy aek R o 48 1 3 1 A B0
F) 1 #& J5 ¥ (Tuning machine method based on a genetic algorithm)>R#fi5E OO & & b {H, 1 15 B At % B KPR &
iy TE A 3 28 1) S Ak B 8 A RV AN I 2R VB TE I A R U Y (1% BRI EL) 1 749 36 12 JEE v £ (fitness function)
ME AN A (L8 R
f(xX)=Axb*Fn_No(X)+A*@—b)*Fp_No(X)+1 (14)
Horp X R TR R e 5 R (1563 BRI ) ; Fn_ No(X) AT Fp_ No(X) 43 5l 2% 24 15 FH 4 i oAy X100 B %o R A0 4 i
R I 55 s BT 3R A5 9 R S5 ORI B D E BB A R e A P e I A0 TR B (penalty: amplitude) H A iE #25L, w H5 Bh
PR X P AR =S A TIED 2 0 £ 1 Z MRS TS, el T IHEAt RS, S b N
0.5 i A& B 451 %k Fn_ No(X) AR IE411 45 Fp_ No(X) K BAAH [R] ) 23 200 3148 2 2N (L6) H, F(X) 3 /) B F A% 3t o) £
X A N B
3.4.2 T UTE
2011 ¢, Herbold ™2 A Fi| F il % 5% d 4% J (axis-aligned d-dimensional rectangles)f Ml 23 2% =1 75 127 5E
8IS R A T 25 > SR T8 — f 23 S 9 i B 385 — B BOARLAE VI R 35030 40 A 30047 4 X 58 B B3 T it 4 IX 3
HHTE. 8 — M B H W2 3R 3 d gl Sz ) 1 — N4 I 50 B B v B8 B bR T I 1 5 FL B e e i AR a0 R
TG E MR EE M={m;, ém PRSI X SHNNHEMAE Y E6EEEE M e HE
T={t;, Et}ARX A AR X B 25 (X, Y)HE 95 B ARG X EESE M, A X B 3] d 4857
1] A3 3] MOX):={(my(x), €, mg(x)):xE XFOR. Hlistt F7 40 25 51 5 B N — % (M(X), Y), Bt A — 41 d 4
R PRAEAN L BRAE (l,u), S 4B R i= 1, 0 158 | 4R R0 B B my (0 (DB R AR 0 U288 i 4 AR 1 R ;%
NP my B R B, TS T Y =0 n R M R RE S T={t, étg}.
ST AT x B EAE M FERME T A0 2845 5w Ul (15) s
fdfoD={1 j|qeg ..... d}:m(x)>t}=0
0 ifl{fie{L....d}:m(x)>t}>0
BB AN EE m RS G, f0M YA O(F s 2 254845 ); 24 v A [ Bk i JL B R
foOGMTYHIE N 1R 20 2R IEHE). B 9 JEIRFETE 2% ST7E 4R 7S vh Bl T 3 AR B4 S50 3 0 B AR up AT 0y B4
EAREINGE Ly BMWAEERE B 9 A LERRWAEEIH T2 46 LEER A ER 1 250
BT P BE B 2 — SR I B8 3o 5 A B R R A 3 2K o R 22 5 SUABEALIURE AR (X, Y) B4 iR 2 S 1
D Gen (fo(x,MT) Y ). G 72 28 58 UINZRFE AR (X, Y ) L SEUE S #T () 43 2815 28 58 i X (16) BT .
1

exy(M,T)=— z lf(x,M,T)=tY (16)
I X | xypemy)

o, 1 BB E SO f (M, T) Y R IEFIITIUE 1,24 f (M, T) Y #F iR BUE 0.

(15)
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+ IR o Bl i o HHRIEG) /MR
JEH2 4 u FEED2 uy
L e T Bttt O i Bt
8 J . . 8
Lo it I T W 6 -—=--- e i il T w
+ + + + + +
J + . ]
4 .+ 4 i +
+ +
2 ] + + . 2 | + +
+ +

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 5 wME 0 1 2 3 4 5 b6 7 5 o 10k
B9 SRS ) 7 vk B E R S E
3.4.3 BPP. BCE fl MFM J5i%
2014 4F,Zhou 145 \ 75 BIF 7 AR TR & 200 ot A S B T B i ) 1 5 B LS 7R 3k AR ) A [ o 4% 1
TR SR o o A B 7 ek /> e A BN AR B T RBOR 1 - ER(effort reduction) M REFR bR, 1 A X (17) R
Effort(random) — Effort(m)
Effort(random)

ER(M) = (17)

S, Effort(m) = (X7 % P/ 0 s Sy BB m ofs 7 524 Ko 7 s S0 AR I 5 R AR B O L% n
R G rh HAEH R, s, AR | BB A B (SLOC), 24 55 i AN B ek 188 2 R0 B ol T A B8R,
[ty 1,22 0; Effort(random) = (37 fix pi)/ D, fi Jo5 IS () ids SUA ] 73 (71 5 B AR AL o 5 22
P B SO ARG B 5 SR E R, f O | N a S G IE T ER R AR p, (AR, Zhou 5%
NAR IR =5 00 FE & BME i 5E 5.

(1) BPP 773 (Balancedpf-pd method)——F4F pf 1 pd 18 fI 75 4.

BPP 7 i/ J T W B T AR AU 32 ) ROC il 28 7 v SR f 52 MU 55 Tosunl®7125 A i % 5t /) Wk X B 5 4
161,BPP J5 % & i ik i+ 5745 ROC i 2k Hp pf A1 pd {E#Y balance ¥&45 SEIL AT, 3 A s an(18) firzs . 00 B i i {E
S WA v 9 7 45 5 BN 2R B 15 balance $8 b5 i K RO M 12 R A o o AR
(O pf)’ +@—pd)’

2

(2) BCE J#:(Balanced-classification-error method)——F4% 4 28455 1K) 77 2.

BCE ik fEgh E M ghdE b % F B E B 2R (FPR) FIMBUR 51 2 (FNR) B A~ 73 A % L 28 K BU 25 ) 11
5 B M A o A B T IR IR T R £ R ER R SR A R 43 25, BT L BCE 5k 785 5 18 1 I 4R 4k
AT (K 2 B A0 38 A 0 e ) I 8, A T fe 2 AT 280 1L

(3) MFM J5i&(Maximum-F-Measure methog—— K4k F B R/ 5.

MFM J7 352 R 45 52 N SR8 b e A0 F 8 B8 i I 110 0 a2 B A e £ B 157V P R [ o A
) VR R ST 30 . 4 40 1 A AR /N G 000 P R B A B 28 T 0E X A Bl T B0 7 R TG T ARG TORS B
0 BB AR ORI, 7 [0 6 A0 B 2 B, 8 AR 2 A5 A T A6 (%) 90 /D T B8 FH RS B2 R 5 I F B e 2 S A7 10 34 R0 {78 /N B
AR I B A [ 56 5 B A 7 T J& 1 — AN Pk B R AR,

BE VB 00 J¥ 2 A MM &= 45w 1A [81 2 (completeness) F1 A A A% £ (correctness); [k 2, 5K i
(f) OO & B 45 7= A B A0 1 43 [ 56 RV T P RG FBE . Zhou 8 Nl el 7 4 5 (¥ 157 i 350 AL 4 [ 5 Ak 2 ok
FIREBAER OO0 F 2 W H. B A HE A& R BOT- 8152 43 28 A8 B B 191 17 R0 SI0 S5 P4 051 1) 288 ) P 80 2 Sk ik o o 4L, B
TEVR VA HE MR AR FP M KENSE T FN {H.Z 7155 BCE H kB — B AR 2 ATE T Al k8% FP 1 FN (26830 %1
E 55 1 J5 i B FPR AT FNR FRIAR S 8 L 4%

3.4.4 FPH {530k

2015 4F,Morascal’®%& A\ ™ & SCik it & % (bibliometrics) ' H 5% 2 51 X FPH 45%j(fault-proneness

H-index) 7 258 6 B OO Ji¥ & B A% AR AL T T H 8 BUE AR R 7 N 53 Tk th R ¥ 3 v B

balance =1-

(18)
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WU 5 75 B R A R R R,

Hirscht815z SL—ANBE 51 H 46 5 (Hirsch 45 50) - 0 it () 19 N 5% 98 S0 0 h B8 20451 h Ik, T
FoAh (Np-h) i 18 SCRE R Bt 51 SRR h %R 22 50 H F8 500 hoH FE30% Skt S48 5, T DR b — 41 R 5T
IR H T8 ECE OGN 5] 2 0 ssmk. an SR AN R HOFRECh 30,0004 51 IR Eb T 30 1
W F IR BB B A E R,

Morasca %5 A SGHE H 43 AR e B FE — AN R0 1) 455 50 R0 — A8 5 A0 1) A 0% A0 1 A 28 i T ST B
AR AR T R 1) BR B 23 FASE BN A R AT ) P R AL R BRSO B R B, T A T A TR R AR L
A B E A — AN PR AL CTRXTS—[0,1] , Fd TR F1 TS 4352 BT vl fE M VI R R4 . A t(trts) N K
e— AN, R — A IER( full-fledged) (1 8%, B I ARLAR BT B8 2 MR 48 Y1 S R0 R 4 1 47 P T e g

£ H fEEFEA L Morasca 28 AR FPH F8 %01 PF(Xy) A BUE X [A][0,1] L85 = 10 1m) 28 8, 45 2 — A
MODULES #EH4E s (A5 He m, 4 PF(xy) A m (7 5 0 1) {5 N ge(m) S e A o 5 5 0 i) (K T 8% T PF(Xw)
FEHLFT 5 B EL ), 1) MODULES HEHUE ) FPH F8 508 PF(xyv) BIE/IME fph, I {8 #5455 1% 0 17 K T 50 &E T fph 19
R EL 1 ge(m)iii 2 fph=ge(m).

£ FPH 4B 4UE L AT B3 tH FPH BIEA t(tr.ts)=fph, fph J7E Il E | FPH $5 % Morascal % A 7£
PROMISE J& / MC2 ##54E (¥) BRANCH_COUNT /¥ & 1 Tomcat 248 4E 11 WMC JE & LN FPH #8505 &
R, R T EE R R DU S A ) AR t(tr,ts)=0.5+ t(tr,ts)=APy /Ny~ t(tr,ts)= APy/ng AT t(tr,ts)= AP /N5 =4
BRI AEL 73 ) 2 G B BB TE IR 4R L IR AR HR DL K 3 ) R 4E (all=tr U ts) HR AT o (4 LL 4] sie 36 25 SR R A
t(tr,ts)=fph B{H kL 5 AP PUAS BB t(tr,ts)=0.5. t(tr,ts)=APy/Ny~ t(tr,ts)=AP /N A t(tr,ts)=AP /Ny A 545 4 1]
RARERE L EANTZE. t(tr,ts)=APy/n, BB /EFTE BIE T F B EIR bR T
3.45 Lavazza /ji%

2016 4F,Lavazzal®®15 A $i H 516 00 B 2 X, R AR OUE BB Xo. 7 A0 A5 0 00 R A 00 45 S e Fr) S50 i 4 b g 2 i A
BT 1) 5 28 (B LIRS0 R A 2 {12 1 5 4 BT A A e o o e 5% A5 S A R S TSI ) A R A i T O AR B fl i
B R R R B REHUN B S T0 ARSI TE AN RS w8 P VB 0 o A 1 A - R B S R AR R )
B A5 R0 A S0 8 A5 PR A e 3] ASE R o) 1) 58 SCEROR T BT 3 B N G, 3 DR = AN [ (9 91 5 2 SR A 3 A
TR AR, T U ts K Ao FH B 0 AR R O A R B BT tS ke =tSmaxpos=tSneur=UNK.

(1) BERIEBIIIZEE trapos 25 FT A A S04 R B (UK)RE A IE 451 (AP). B AP paypos=AP+UK F1 AN paxpos=AN.

FEVNZGRER trmaxpos - M4 R AEWUAR AL BLR pess, I ¢ B SR MBI top=AP maxpos/N=(AP+UK)/n.
(2) KB UIZREE trmaxneq 1 T A AR HNHT LR (UK) R 51 5] (AN). Bl APpauneg=AP F1 ANmaxneg=AN+UK.
FENIZRIE trinauneq L A EE SR AL BLRp, I 15 B A5 BIME toess=AP maxneg/N=AP/N.
() HILHIINZRAE troey A AR FNAT R BT B AP ey =AP M1 ANpey=AN.  FE I ZRIE troey b #4 3 pr STAB Y
BLR peut, 3% B 37 . theur=APneut/ (ANpeurt APreut) =AP/(AP+AN).
L
i 1 A

0.8

0.6

0.4 1 fopt

0.2 d tpess

0

200 -100 0 100 200 300 400 500 RFCEFf:

B 10 RFC BFE N A Lavazza 77 € R~ = E
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3 AR A /S T SR W R (tpess Qlope) - 81 10 €718 RFC JE 4 B2 ] Lavazza J7 20 2 S MR 36 W0 B AF 7 i P,
TR AR tpess; 110 ML A SR tope 70 1 52N AEWARAL BLR pess; 41 LK 22 R WA AL BLR gpr.
P RS RI T 28 B 22 i x L ALt DO P R R AR 2 (1) BLRpess 1 toess [RIBE AT Xpps(2)BLRpess F topy MI5Z £
Xpos (3)BLR opt FH tpess F13Z 1 Xop; (4)BLR gt 1 topt FRIZZ A5 Xgo

Lavazza % A A BLRpess HU—"58 s (FH X, 7R), F A BLRgpy HU—N3E 2T (FH X0 27R), 45 H BATR X, F1 X, DU
B A4 S (T )Xp=Xop FT Xo=Xops (11)Xp=Xop FT Xo=Xo0; (1) Xy=Xpo 1 Xo=Xops (IV)Xy= Xpo Fl Xo=X 0. TE 25 5E X=X 1]
AR, 7 (38 I o 85 A3 A7 0 U ()X <X /\ X< A5 A 55 T 1y 4745 (T 48 1% ). (D) X< A\ Xo<X. 35 — A 18 (L TR A e Ay
GG, 17 58 A B TR AR B A5 R O RO B 5 T D R T R L (C) Xp <X A\ X<Xo. 15 (D) AL AT i
T AR M R L (d)Xp<X A\ Xo<X AR A7 7 A9 IE451] (45 4 42%).

Lavazzal®1 A4 AN B E x, A1 xo HF IS/ IMEFRZ 8 “ 307 BRME, SRRk 2o “7 BME. “8%” BIfE S

CRE” REZ EFRA ARty I R RS 0 T VR S B TR A ESR R K BT U T R R R S
i R RS R A8 o, 7 R R B D R R BT VR T RN R B — AR L U RFC /N2 T 41 1
EAE S RS R M S, B Lavazza J7 ik MIFR R RS FE R N R M Z M RFC /M F55F 22 EEHE( “R” |
1B FF R ARBLAS e, L5 258 ] RFC /N T-455F 48 FE R ( “ B 7 BIE) I RAR TSI H.

3.4.6 HT WL 25 Co.0— b EE Y MIEER XA

2018 4, Tsudal®145 A 42 H 3L 1 73 250 2 51 8% C5.0 vkl i F B BRE 10 7 925, R I 1% 07 32k b DU R A% 45 7
RO EOT . Alves J5i% . Bender J5 15 ROC 2k 77 7%) A B R VR4 . i T4 5 il W N A & IE
A2 ML T B, XA AR X B VRN B SR MR TE 4 o DT RIE S AT H SU) T &R MK A&,

Tsudal®1 25 A I\l 2 5 1 85 2 ) 1 3 1F 22 5% 28 Bl 68 810 e 6 401 1 M A 48 08 T8 R R HORS BT A
Méntyl & %5 N\ SO e [ 1 195 Rl 2 25 38 A ek e g R 0 i e BB O o ST R SR D A AR R AN 75 S bt . B
Gy AR B A O, B SR A ) AR B e T A SR R B AT R AN T LI A B R AR A B BRI
AR 775 BHT . 717 T e P B B 2= 5 BRI 32 AT B H 30 AT 0L 5% A% 52 ) 6 ek 0 ot AF T B R (B R A 1% . A L
BR B FH %), 38 3 bR SC B AE (contextual  threshold) (4 5 A2 FH , Tsudal®1 4% A4 22 6 B 1) 1Ak o v A 46 00 5
TS A [ SR B A ) ARAD SR O R LT 6 2B

(1) NEETH ST O ARYE Zhang 2 A0V 7, — s H P B (K 40 A5 52 1Y R R R, B

W) 5 KPR R 22 43 ) o B AR PP 403 . AR 5 R S 4
(2) & L — AN AT A IX g8 bR ST E PR ORE E AL M I B B 0T R AR RS YL H bR &
(Goal-Question-Metric, GQM) A& 5 SRR AR 7Y f) i 7 J 2%,

(3) MBI T KT Bl kar 2 SRS A S B v v 4 1k sl B 11 1) 2 (1) 2509

(4) B ERASHEE R

(5) BIL C5.0 4 FEW 2 ST B H PRAl b v 25 B ST AL R N AN 1] R AR N4

(6) VTR S A T B A2, IR [ 42D 88 5.

Tsudal®1% A7 Komatsu 2 7] C++i 5 i AR SISO 4 b M08 7 SCUE 2 50 A VPl v 1 A i) A e
(GQM) J7 2 5 1) H o A2 VP Ay Y05 A0 Y58 738 1 e o A ) 10 70 6 ol U T A 1 38 — AN 1) A SO RN 5 IE
W2 %A EEE FUNCOHE B 30E R ELOCCC A T $hAT AR RS AT). 58 — AN 1A BB B 2 K
A2 %) ORI AR R AR LR EBIREEE DN MBS & EZ & CC.HiF DN fil CC #&
BRI 0 FE &, Tsuda %5 A4 55l B AT 35 (B A0 i KB K & 4K .B) AveDN. MaxDN. AveCC F MaxCC.

S g LRI A L4 2T R FUN R ELOC Z [ 9E TE 38 56 & B ELOC 7 B AN BRI{E, 43 31 LA FUN
ANTEEE T 6 SRIX 4, T R R 2 194 2548 FI MaxCC.R C5.0 9% 208 T 5 il 8 2 M L B A=A &
3.5 Ih&

AT 44 OO0 P& BAE R E A B 2 2 5k 41 1 BLRT AR, QRA J7ik. ROC JriE A Al Uy ik, %
KITEANEEIT:
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(1) AR I8 4 (A ) ) fE AR T (BLRT) 2 B UK RLAT 0 5% 1 BB IS 2 5] N B AR 0408, R 5 4 00

JEE B AT F2 B8 T it 5 R (10 e R 4 R 8 2 e R R0 (LR B A

BT 2 AR [V B R B KU VA 75 725 (QRA)IE BB 7E #5160 OO 5 2 B X I8 AR A Bl o 2 sl o AE 5
KA E X% T OO0 & BB B K.

(3) ROC 77 ¥k AT LAFE S 4 AN AL IE 2570 A RIAEAE AT B0 T AR SR TT LA 3 BRI

B 73 = P 3 B R AR H Al T VR B B A BLRT AL st ) (5 P AT 1 1A 56 & Shatnawi™)

@)

SRR H AT TR BRI, A 77 V2 S i S BB AR B

4 EEBEIFHHE

R 6 FIH BRI ME 2 2 U7 ik E 00 R B E KL EE R, B EAM. Sl m. B3 EE A

BUEE b E . SRS A, RERK MV EE.

Fz 6 OO0 JFE FE B 2 S 7k (BRI &
TEBRE | 1) 1L 90 7 A DRIE eI B '2% WERAE#E
o ERMIES S ARG T ER X ERF0 | Semlib =4 TR Eri & A
Erni 777 | 1996 | oot 6, sty E 47 T WkRG | MARNEER | ° [2s]
A 24T 1998 R E R A P MRMETT 4655 80 43 %k | TPM. FIS Al | WMC.DIT.NOC. % Chidamber
EV-EwiRis VB g R R b A SLB {5 H.%% | CBO.RFC.LCOM &g |\ 1100
1A 2006 T=Eno-errortd *EdirorT Eno-error),Eno-error 1 Eerror | EClipse 2.0, 2.1 | LOC. DIT. CBO & Shatnawi
FHOE Sy B A A R R B ,0<d < Q.. 3.0 A RFC % 12 4 (es)
Lanza i | 2006 IEADATEYE: AR E e1 O = ER{E e+0 | 45 4> Java #137 | AMW,. LOC A = Lanza A\
AR A 1.5(e+0),e MM O AbiE%. | AN C++BlH | CYCLO %R “
2010 | FEFTH RSB IMIEMERU 5 L iR 70%. 80% | 100 4 Java Al | McCabe il LOC | Alves EA
1 90% [ T 4 b Sk i o B CHIS i 4
2016 4B 5 1 BIAE 43 5l 5 B AN ARAD SO A BB | 4575 ANTFURI | ARRERUBIRN 5 4 * Yamashita
R R AR S 4 e B 2 B AR IR R H Hd 4E P EINS
Alves 2018 BRGNS B E S ANE G | B AR * Mori 25 A\
HeF i (1 90% 1 95%) 15 KM RS | MRS R [138]
2018 | [ - AL ';[\OC‘ NOA % 8 T Morit*42
2020 ARG EALE FE 70%. 80%F1 90%fF Jy43 | 1489 /N1 H £ | 11 Ff Test Smell Ji % Spadini %
B R A A A PEE = AL
2012 A B 3 Al B8 B R B A 3 R 8 A 2K | SourceForge | | LCOM, Ca. NPM, % Ferreira 4%
(Weibull) /A U 8 BLAF 5 R 2 =AMl | 40 4> Java i H | DIT. COF fil NPF A8
. e o e e L e e e g Eclipse Java DIT. LCOM Al Filo%
2015 | 7091 o0% i A Aot | 0 R | DI SEONR oA
EasyFit T.HX} OO & & 4 47 #A %54 | SourceForge 1 ] 1
Forraira | 2017 | IR AL F AL = X5 Bl | F-Droid L NON“g‘CRgC(;B%T‘ g | Storkoyski
F ik {8 ; ) 2, K 12 B it 1) (B e D R Android I B
po1g | TR JUE S 90 5 1RSI | S oS é; e T oo o £ |Beram
> = RSk e s ey g N ¥ 139
S22 AT A B I v 22 1 D7 VE I 5T U %100 R4 |8 MR A
. st S Java. C++. CountLineCode I e
2019 gi 70%. 80%l1 90%M > 1A AT HCNBIE | 1 Python | AvgLineCode %5 9 | % Tmm@}\
% 100 MRS A
s f/Mb D=max|S(x) PO H Xmin AT .. |CBO. NOC. DIT. .
IR 2013 | 5008 PO RIS o 05l 2k A | ° TS0 TN | REC, w5 | | SIS
76 XOkmin XIHI AR S BRI AR A | 7 o A )
2014 |RTT0Ol T E: %D p% i &GS 4R (class) A3 | Tempero £ | FAN-OUT. LOC, Oliveira %
A R A k 106 A~ £4% | NOA Fil NOM AL
Oliveira 2014 R4 E M RHE B 2> p% I & 4584k | Qualitas Corpus | NOM. RFC # Oliveira %
J7 i (class) A B it BRI K, B MCk. Hh 106 MRS | WMC % 8 AN & A0
e o . . Pharo/Smalltalk | NOM. LCOM #ii Oliveira %
2015 é;&l\ pﬁﬂﬁ/%?fJ\%(daSS)Kﬂﬁﬂlﬁﬂﬁ k J: 79 /l\ﬂ:—l;*l_ﬁ LOC % 7 /I\Ei )\[90]
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2014 WEFEERAA A P MRMETT 4655 80 /3% | Jetty 1 Weka | NOA+NOM il + Foucault 25
A S AR b v & 5 AT H CBO AT
2015 JE I 5 AN R 5 I XE T H A7 | 33 M= | LOC. CBO. WMC % Vale & A
Vale i BORIE X 1A AR F1 NCR (73]
2015 b Alves HEF3: . Ferreira J5 381 Oliveira | 33 M7 i | LOC. CBO. WMC % Vale £ A\
Jiik LIS 1 NCR (s
2019 H 54 B2 Bl 90% 1 95% 15 B Ay L IR R A% | 33 AN fF /™ | LOC. CBO. WMC % Vale % A
;3% A1 15% BB N N IR BRAE ek EAIEE RS 1 NCR [110]
#T P-Bd TS ST e PN Camel fll Xalan | SLOC. CBO I gl
e 2014 | Hill B3 A0~ Yot B b 002 PPN RFC 25 5 A Ji Bt H | EEE
AL EL 2015 IR B AE IR R A B % B & | NetGene/ReLin | Safe 54+ 26 % Nam %5 A\
RS {8 7 ATHE MER (sel
W RN R S, R Erni ki€ | PROMISE N - Shatnawi
2005 | g S BRSO TR it | 14 gg | O T CKER | A | o
2017 | AL PROMEE NS T % |Gupta A
RESIESE 2018 | AL PROMISE /if' [ WMC, CBO Ml | . | Shatnawi
] 10 MRS RFC [140]
2018 | BT K 25 B A2 75 L TE A A, IHotdraw-7.5.1 | O30 SCOM 5| 2oy S0
- F 25%. 50%. 75%7)hs ¥ R AIK. | QualitasCorpus | WMC. NOAM FlI Fontana %
Lanza 773k | 2015 |, " 74 R4 | Locsmuq | | AD
TDTool 2016 Alves HEJ¥i%. Ferreira J5i%. Oliveira 7597 | 33 AN #4475~ & | LOC. CBO. WMC % Veado %%
TH% 1 Vale J7 i EARIEITE S 1 NCR AL
76 Alves J7 i ITHLER B 4 g o g K | 120 Spring Aniche %
SATT Jrik: | 2016 | oo g - o MVC #1301 4 | McCabe f & H ch
- Android Z%;
i N . . PROMISE # | SLOC. CBO. e
4$¢t£§ﬁﬁ 2016 ;E%&;OC W75 VARL JTAl Alves | )l | REC. WIMC A % Bou}:\h{g}r e
* v A Eclipse i H | LCOM % 7 4
e PROMISE 1 |WMC.DIT.CBO.
*ﬂiﬁfém 2016 | L% Erniv Alves 1 Vale % A )75 i berek Al zuzel | RFC A1 CA %% 11 x La\fﬁzsi]%
5 % 16 AT H 4
2016 | BT Je s S8 G 1 K K v PROMIS B erokmr | ok | KALSA
RHKT7 ArgoUMLO0.24, | LCOM5. CBO. Meena %
2017 | K-means JRE % 0.28. 0.30 Al [CBOI. NII. NOI| & }\[m]‘
0.34 &4t F1 RFC
— I Pysmell T H 5230 = Ff (R {5 e kT4 58 | ansible. boto Al | LPL. LM #il LSC
s 2018 | (MEME. TSI REME T IIZGANE | django % 9 4~ | 55 10 MRS | 6 e
0 75 % i Sy
fH. python Ti H S
B = AN A = AT (0 & 90 A3 %K) | 25 4 Github 3 | AA . LOCAD . Lima % A
Lima /7% | 2018 | diifH (90 & 95 4 ¥0)FLHIE(95 & 99 | Fh 24947 & |ANL. AED. AC.| % | -M3,"
%), Java K EHE | UAC Fl ASC & &
DU 2 ) 00 J¥ &7 log {51543 11 70% .80% 190% | 120 4> Spring - Ernst 2 A
g | 2% s omis MVC H04E CBO KR £
PRSI [Ei/J.TT,E"%:ﬁ1%%&]‘,[%#jj?u#,’rr!lﬁ]‘ 1737 AN A A,PL AP(B‘ BB? . Bogner %%
SRR | 2020 | [HRAZEL B =0 L BRI [EE = 0 B B KA . M WSIC %5 10 4 7 1]
. APIls 4 = A
DA~ ] s

(L) B AR — RV R o SR b B 1 (YR A S o R B, FED I 3 N 5 A R O

ol B 5 2 D7 e OO FE 5 (B /2 7E 4 5 AR AL BT B A5 B R RN I E 0L T ARYE OO B BB HE,
WIS A3 A A0 R B & 8 OO0 R /EA RS54 4 BRI 3R 6 B, Alves HE/Fi%. Ferreira
JiiE Vale Jrig. HALEUI B J7vE AT Oliveira 73 LLRE AR b i B o0 807 k0 8 A X K ERA
— R RFHIE K OO0 FEE AL G 7E 0 & 100% b i B 45 T4 BUBAE, 18 WL 70%. 80%7#1 90% F 73 hr % b5t
ML) OO FE B AME 4y B IE &5 b Ak 3B 5 5 b 3k . WA AR AEIR . BTk, SATT Al L i )2 IR
T4 H A TG B 2 = W s RE T

1996 4, Ernil™291285 \ 76 JIf M IE 25 0 A7 B B B I R BB ML = { Z | RENZE{Z|Z>TY A0 Bl
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PR, IRR R TE R AR AN R A Gl FE R M e AbruEZ O TFE W Thn=el O F Thaee+0, 30188 1
O BRI R b PR R 22 A (A KR 5 R I 1) RN R P T 5 5 BB R AT UG IR R Tonin SR L AL

2006 4, Shatnawi ™31 7E $ 18 - 2 A7 48 S 4 H 70 R -5 TOAR 15 28 10 B R B Sl o 1 B A oh T
B R I AR (8 A 1R 20 4 9 TE AR R 280 ) b B — SR 0 AR OF TG R 20 4 R A R R
(R A v 3 5 A S SRR SR T M. T=€no-errortd *Edirorl Eno-error) 3 HY Eno-error 2 V5 6 15 14 J& & 14 AN
Eerror AT H IR MV BIME . 2 FI SRR MR, H i /MEN OUbB T=€ngeron B NMEA 1, U0LES
T=€error. BU/INHI A AE, 23 AR 55 — 28 HE 15 R, of {8.(0<d<0.5) 8 /N 47 AR T, Shatnawi ™SV 2 4 o {5 X 0.5, I 22 1%
TE 5 2R 5 AR — A m Al d A

2006 4, Lanzal®l %5 A\ #2 HH 3E T G5 i A0 BRE RS2 B 7 SCR0 BRI 3 T 4 0 DU R Rl 43 00 A AR A B 4
(AVG-STDEV). ¥EBIME(AVG). =il BI{H (AVG+STDEV) MK & B {H [(AVG+STDEV) X 1.5], Hi AVG #oR
B8, STDEV RonArifh 28 3 T SE B i ST (B 1 5 2 52 R 25 5 A0 0 /B 68 1 Pl 155 o 38 — P 2 % FRL B9
BOBIME, a0 14,13 F 12 %5 R UR B SR 7 = 0 BE, W5 A E SCH R R, B RN
(None). i 2-5 FoR /D H ok # > (FEW/SEVERAL) & 7-8 Fon 5 110 1278 & (Short Memory Capacity).

B 7 Emil®?), Lanzal#1 Shatnawit™ 3145 \ 53156 T J0 B 2 1 05 00 5 UL, 1 2010 48 DK, 2507 vk
TE D AR IR AR B T AETF OO JF & B 1 72 AL A5 AH X (87 (8, AN 55 ZhE I S A A, W B S, Y
K6 50 XA — e R B R Bk RO vE i — P R R,

4.1 AlvesHEF3%&

2010 4, Alvest™ V2 A\ A 1 5 U5 32 75 2 196 2 5008 XD L R MR S P = A TR (D AN R F B R B L
B, 1 2 R — LK A 2R 49 1) PS8 R A0 X 3l 5 (2) 7 % B B B A G vt J A, R RN 23 A, I HL N R 6 K 4
(UR0) BE F AL AN R SRS ) 5 W B Q)T . 1B W) HL 5 THRAT Allves 558 AKX =T 5K 100 S FAA AN
THIR I BAE R G b BB B IS RV & 1 5 2 0 T 22 53 M AR AR 8 ) B 7 Ll Sty 5 % P B
R T
B X A — HAk 00 FEfk, I A “ BB FORMAM RGBT B 07 R G A0 28, 7% Lavazzal™!
S5 NS B A A Alves HEFFE I X B E J7 15, G4 LU RN 2 5
(1) BERE. AIEMEEE I RS 00 & X, [ 4% 00 &AL & R4 & MR HL F 195
A BACES %L LOC.

(2) MEHRWE. EAERERS | PEAEE T LR BE w % T B8 T % LOC {4 loc;; 5T
H j 19 LOC fHAFI(LOC; =3, loc; ; ) Hiw, ; =loc, ; / LOC, .4 R4t A i A7 #E B E 5 A1y 100%.

(3) BB THEARLE | X AR K B Wi W00 = 2 et o i =Dt s rar x 019C1j / LOC -
Wi ESE T R GE A Xax A iREU wij 2 FLIZ AR T k54> X 2 U EALE A 10005510
BE T .

(4) RGEBA ot wi)@ i B T RGECE n BEAT IR — LA HE wi()/n SRR TR R g B IH— 1L
9 wiO)SRAN 15t A T X BB wix) =20 wy () /I3 AT B L5 PR A 3
fEALE S AR EF 100%, 1% & /& 00 L& %A HUfE AL E 2 Al

(5) MEHIRES. W 11 Pon 3 ML+ ra 220 00 L& X &MU EAZ B I 2 AT HE 7 (y

i), I 45T 1%, 2% ... 100%II5 7 (x Fil) FE 51 OO F& 5 X {B. 3K 45 4 T+ 11 5 5 )52 bR £ (density function);

(6) BUERARE. JE I VEAUE wOx) )R A A 1 R R SURME IR Y L w) > F R

X (=5 BRBIME X ABH I B R x < x B AL A7 MM SR Z AR B B F
Sy BEE 9 T0%. 80%F 9091 g 43 B BRI Al Fef, il TS50 e 0 L) x 1 A9 X9 43 B BRI

Alves™ 5 )R T 2210 SIG 2 ] f WA I Wbz :00 B 4% B8 76 B v 2504 v QRS B A R ER 70%.

80% 1 90% 1y 53 B B E b . 413X = AN 43 B BRI B AR (RE B ) Tl LA 3l 46 QS0 SO AN R 301 P9 2 2. B 4,
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X = AN 43 bk w] DURE 31 I3 240 DR DU AN 26 2 AR XU (0-70%) « HF XU (70%-80%) 1 XU I: (80%-90%) Al A% 4
A (>90%). 4l 11 FroR,7E 100 4> Java Fl CH#ZR St LN FH % 77288 72 McCabe JE =1 =4 B BI{E N 6. 8 F
14.

1E Alves HEF i 19350 I Lavazza™¥, Boucher™ 71, yamashita®, Morit®® 21 Spadini™*&45 A i i%
BRI R A SR OO H & & M UEA F I H 4t E Sk fifi g 00 J& & A [l 43 B BB 5 k.

2016 4, Lavazzal™"45 N ik Jy Alves HEF i 50 /N £ 48 B A 5 2% (1 (0 b3k 25 B8 5 vh ) BUE 29 A o A2 1E
AN B LA S B BOK T BN 2R G5 R /M E IR LU B LE BT 22 45 (B VB 25008 ) Hh (9 R i A1) A1 B T AR
T REERME RS A B. AYLOC {H B K, I H B i KINHIHALL A i/ MR LOC HE /N5 B
W R ASEERAE B H 7 609, WIEIS BRI 5 1A — S 5, Z i KB X R RE BT S 1 LA 30%. % L
BIATFTREEE A WP T BB ITE B 48 T o5 AR BCEE LA BB (A AL X IR A B 2 (B ) AR e i /0 ) TR ke, 2
# F AR LOC HIAH R EL 5 35 R — 5 £ IE W0 1. RIAE F=90% 155 N, Lavazza I\ N3l TS A4 90% ) LOC
B — BRIV <7

McCable % & &
R - ———————-—-

L1718 /
8'___________7/§
b~ —= 0

BMEQ)

»

i »>
70% 80% 90% 100%  FAM VAL

B 11  McCabe /& &3 Alves Hi 5048 o BB = & B

2016 4F, Boucher!™ 714 A\ 7 12 A JF 3R 4 (11 4~ PROMISE T8 H F1— 4 Eclipse W H ) b % ROC il £&
J7%: VARL J71EF0 Alves HE 712 38 5 Ll 5 st B 100 ) A5 284 1 00000 14 B HE A% J5 K L ROC i 28 77 V2 i i, Allves FE
Pk — AN AT IR B S S I Alves HE /7 v L ROC 2R 77 VAL 88 2 Ab 76 T Alves HE 7 i & — N B 7 ik
I HARTETCHR P bR 255 B T i B s B e e 1.

2016 4£, Yamashital®14 A 7E 4575 AN TFIE I H Kot g b 3 T QR AR (£ QRD A 75 i 450 ) AT A2 4% 3 (Pl 42 44
JEE IR & B U RLER) 7 Allves HE 7 15 5 T8I 5 2% F CC & & A BUAE B 0 5 1 BB 2 1) 5 B ANAR G ST PR B
R e IR S 2 P i e a5 B A T 2R I 9 R B0 A/ ) A T AR 1 PRI S A 2L 1) S A AR ST A7 8 B B ) T
FE 14 B pe SR T, TE B v SRS SC A 2 b L AT B R G AR S R A /N RS 52 2% () SC AR A B R R B AR
HL 1 RSS2 K B 5T 44 ST v A7 A0 50 R e . — SR, B2 /N R F) AR £ 75 A B/ B B[R 8, Yamashital®®!
2 NAT G5, B RSN A 2% 1D IR ) 2028 1 £k

2018 4F, Morilt*®® Y2537 i Alves HE 792 5 52 5 4008 A (10 3 B8 AR A 5 i di Jm — 0 v 1 A5 6 VE S 7 BERR
B (B 90% i1 9596 ). 1% S 4T R A4 A0 38 2 TH R MF W SR AR FLEAS T 45 15 R R 4.

2020 4£,Spadinil™2%5 A\ 7£ 1489 N1 H $4E 4 E N Alves HEFF 32058 9 Rl A 5 5 Wk (test smell) [19™
% [ E (severity threshold). [FIFE, 75 & #E £ o AR S AL HHL 70%. 80%F0 90% (1T 43 B B Fr 31K AR
T )2 A (R R ARTE SR 4325 4 AN A A 200 24 A 2R LE 3 7 [0,70) XA L i A 5 B BRAE T 1R 10 Il A R TS
SRR E[70,80) X 8] B 4 B T A 2 04 1y 45 7 B PR 04X AR A 5 B 7R [80,90) [X (8] - i 4 A T 5 A B A 1
7 2 P U AR 57 R 72 [90,100] X 8] B g FH - BRI B 25 44 14 A% vy 77 1 A 0 A KB S ke

2 b, Alves HEFFE BAR 5 RS AR B AT HOBUE Xof B AR 43 A1 R R0 AH B 77 78 UK 35/ 2 G 5 /BB )
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A E 5. 7 B4 70%. 80%F1 90% (1 F B AE 2443 B BB A 14t A7 75 32 W0 PR 2% 5 ) 0 5l 2L o0 2 1 R0 A6 565
4.2 Ferreirafs ik

2012 4, Ferreiral*®%s A\ M SourceForge 3 |48 4 40 A FFU5 Java 151 H 1E B4R I T H AP 5. 38
£ AR 2 0 5 1] 17 % SRR PP AR A SR NS OO & B4 i1 % 42 LCOM., DIT. COFBY. Ca. NPM #1 NPF.
S R, 7N A FE AR A AR AT A AT A0 A R R BE LS B X U x AR S x SRR P(X = Xx) ccox ¥
T A — B R o A, TR AR 2 B AL AR B EOR (B AR AR A, T /M 1 AR AR A B R B
BT — N BUE AT LA B AL AR 51 SR Ferreira %5 A\ Bfl i 1 (8 7 72 32 205 B0H8 400 & R ECHE 23 L ¢ i
T

T4, N EasyFit T HoK OO J 5 34 404 8 & Fh ol BE (A 22 0 A5, A 85 Rl Ar A . I A 395057
A JUAI A EBILRI A ST AR . TR AT . IEA M. A ¢ A, BE. $REUME . W BUE
AP W B R A R A IR AR A

BE—FiAE 28 2 A A T A 25 R B R R B () 2R B AL AR R AR x AR 3R AN A0 A bR B F(x) & s Bt
HUAS BN F BT x [ERBESR. SO0 25 BRI, 00 FE 5 K3 Xof VA kA 3 A5 A1 AT J% 43 A 006 B0 AR 20 AR 1)
25 B2 R B £, () F1 B AR 43 A1 bR B P () W 50 (19) i , o S HCA B HL AR & X (1351E.

A X X=Xy o4, 91X
f,()=P(X =x) = X!ﬂ“ B F(x) = P(X < %) = Ze X!ﬂ (19)

JBATT /R 53 AT R 2.5 J3E R AR £, () R BB A1 R B Fo(X) 1 3(20) o 3L b O 2O IR IR 2 80,2 O 34000
T LB AT R 4 A0 A R 0 A b S HO LB S 8. 2 b S B0 It it 2k i R RN B B i 24 .

f,00=P(X =x)= %(%)“'%“X"’)” M E,(x)=P(X <x)=1—-e"" (0>0, b>0) (20)

SRJE FTEAS OO Ji & A BT 7 B 5 SRR #0212 ¥l (log-log - scale). i s BI A T~ 278 OO & & 44NN
B (R AT UK B 20 B L R T W8 L o0 A1 2 75 N T o0 A A B B R IR 3R a3 A B — /SRR IE, i i &
A A S50 F D 5 e 1 S A T S S A7 R AR SR M Y, g A R 2 A, I 7 8 i 0 i B = ANV Bl g
(good) 5 B A v Fh A B DL A (7R A0 M8 5 L (requilan) 5 FE A8 R A0 2 H AN 2 1RAR A AT 2R ; 22 (bad) 16 7 &
{8 HH BT S AR S8 5 W] FLAL 0 BT 5 18 AN 00 FE RN R 2 2% {H Ferreira 28 N AR 5288 45 BB 2] 1754
OO & & B E mJ LAIX 43 Hh i e vl B (28 5 500 R A 26

2015 4 Filo % N2t Ferreira 757 4 1 9 07 T e idk 48 o4 23 B A 44 Bk 9 % 3k (Common/Good) . 44
(Casual/Regular). A3 (Uncommon/Bad); 5t - [ T T #LAY 7347 F1 BE S AE A i 2, i B 70%R1 90% M > H 4
AT 25 A B A A 3 T 0 L, 1T A 2 B e A L T B AL IR, T DU I R 8 5 RS S LA

2017 4, Stojkovskil™ 7 FL Al 24 Bk SC i N Ferreira 5 E 22 5 8 FH AR 7 300 b o B BRIE.
RiFA EasyFit T A X OO J& & H4E AT #0645 Jy 8 2 20 A, W 7 R A = [ A3 SR A0 R AL 43 BT (9 7 VR AT H 4
SRR 22 =2 0 B B 35 AN RO 258 2 A ), DUHE 2% P 8 4D 350 4L 9 o A IR0

2018 4E,B e r &% N\ H Ferreira 7735 7F SourceForge 484 Java. C++H1 CH=FIE = I TR AT &
100 MERAE R Bt 7 € SLOC. AMS. NOM. WMC. ACC. NS. CBO il LCOM Ji & [ SE 56 45 &
AUTE 7 A AR TR 3 A, il AZE S 90 437 4 D # e BRE. 4R 11T, LCOM  JiE & F: AN IR A T 40 A 1T 2 IE S 47
fi.Ber &g L LCOM EEE=AETE 0 F 100 Z [MRE R ZIE A B = 9 VI E 43 b, 3 SR SE 45 0 b o
ZEI 7 R E LCOM [ & 1 1.

2019 4, Tinal**&s A & Ferreira 77357 5 DU FiE 3= (Java, C++, C# 1 Python)ii H b &% /& & {4 .8 it
oA 5 R I, BB AE A [F] ) gm ARG 5 2 2 A TR .

25 1 T Ferreira 7772:5%F OO FE & 508 006 H 44200 A1 5, SR R RRAL 4387 J7 V20K B e IRUEL, 84512 5 1577
NS A S M= T
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4.3 Valef5E

2015 45 Valel125 \FE 33 AN 7 i 28 2H B 10 F6 v B0 4 - 0 5 58 R i, 3 ot 7 [ 2 K 2 46 b PR
L7 25(God Class) FItE 35 (Lazy Class) P 4 Q0D S i AG I 55 w1 7= i 2% (SP L) A& e =238 A HL AT AR 241 1 1 —
HYAE R G5 R BB VT DB B S SPL 244 1 FE RO A e A R AR IR R G il Bk«
BRZ M2 el NCR SR &, 2 W H A 1F EAE R R 2 HAb A Esh e i Sz Bl A MR PR 3 E R 4o b “ 4
SR R G & N (U
Valel 145 \ 75 fff 5 B 2 i #2 tH - 0 75 5K (1) — 40 1038 T A JE v 0 425(2) 5 S Ml 098 P Se iR B i A 1R R
A0 H 5 (3) 5 2 v 4l v B R G B 95 A 5 (4) LT B R R R T B R (5) BA A 25 T 2 UHE S
18;(6) T AL = A HE OB AEME (T) R R ATE R . 3B A B BT R0 7 v LR E B = B 2 1T, Vale
LN 00 FEE 54 EFEHLY) LOC FE & 2 [ I M, Bl A 1% A0 S M 2 75 e i BB 11 5 AR 5 A 4% 00
JE B 2 5 R M BAT JR 43 A (BB R A3 AR ) B i B o P R R % T VARG DA R AN R
(1) EERE. WAL EA AT R G Sk F R 5.
(2) MEEFRIE. A S0 FE O BT se i b RIRCE A S 40 1R AL E H T A SR AL
RN 100%. 651 40, FE 4E £ 7 10000 A, U B A SR IR AL EE D 0.01%.
() BFAFHRF. BEESMIETIFHT IF % 1%, 2%...100%K 5 L i & 0 2 5 K8 .X 5 5%
BRI IORR AL 5 5 B BT R x il R R AR L ), FL B IO 0 & 100%:;y b3 on FE B e, o SoN FE Bl
.
(4) SCiRBE. AR ESAME L BCE B0, 2 HERIE T WMC ERTE 4 ANseik EBUESN 4, A
SEAA (5 0.01%, JU) 3 7 204 Hh WMC 8 215 h 4 I BLE D 0.04%. WMC JE & AT 18 1A E S F1 N 100%.
(5) HaEBME. ARG R EBANE L RE 3%, 15%. 90%F 95%% Hi1E M4 B BIE AR vE, 13
W ARG R K S B AR 1E (0-3%); 1% 1B (3%-15%); T 25 {H (15%-90%); i 18 (90%-95%); H /& {H
(95%-100%).
Valel7124 A W7 F \/SDUOH T HL 48 45 I - 0 7= il 48 1) i v i 4, 3 o8 3% 7 51 %€ LOC.CBO.WMC 11 NCR
JE R VYA 73 B SIE KF 33 AN 77 Sl 2R 43 D 3 A JE v A HiE 40 Sl 1 v e A Vale S5 N WF 90 R IS £ Gy B I
1B 5 FEAE SR b 92k (0 class) B AR 9%, 2019 4E, Vale 25 A0 [ T 77 108 £ 58 7 465 (5) 26 MO o2 A 3k
TR SR A 1K 90% 1 95% 15 B o b PR BB bRl 3% FH 15% ¢ B v PR R E AR AE.
5 vale & A5 10015799 548 Foucault’ . Fontana™®. Limal”#1 Bognerl™4& A B B:7E & &8 1 AN [F] 43 iz
B 1w Y.
2014 4£,Foucault!" ™% A\ 2% Chidamber P02 A (75 v 1 15 1 841 23 A1 o1 MARAEL T 44 55 80 40 Bk Jy &
B (B b 4. 1998 4, Chidambert 0% A {4 5 WL IR i 2 4E(80/20) i S 28 7 ok 5 S BRI v (B I LB AR T
%5 80 /. Foucault 25 AT i B 2 20 B0 (B 5 VR A 485 =28 (1) SR A SOUEE i 0 vk, N3 0 Bt ATL 3R B
B B SR, (2) T IR B SR Bk B Bl (3)iE 1 bootstrap it J7 i S e A Y B {7 X 1) A EE 3l
FEFR e N — 445 8 1) O T E H BEHLE R B AT MR S (R Java 3 5) M — 4 RAEIE  Bald— e
i 58 I E AT R SEAA A PR A A A S BB AL 3 R A PR A R ) S AR A B A AR
2015 4, Fontanal™3145 A AR Lanzal %5 A\ 1 B 5 52 75 1250 B 25%- 50%-  75% 47 i o 2 (1
W BRE % T VEHERR FE LGSR SR 1 B R, 0 L B VS R E X TRI 0, 1] P9 (W TCC) A e 1% )5 i B 5 =
AN (1) FE B S RIS 8 R G0 BT SR I I B A (2) T A E R 0 A A B A SR AN E R A A I
I35 H5 o5 B (3) BB T € AE 70 AL B R B 25%. 50%. 75%%% A B BAL. T .
2018 4, Limal’ @25 i 52 1 25 AN H o 24947 > Java 285 B (1 5 B AOHE . i T I e B B BodE IR 48 B A,
FIT CA A JEE S 1A SRR Hp (7 2508 A S B 3 SO AN REAE N IRME 225 (8, FE AR 4 Merirelles {8 12400 i S0P 0 T B
SRR ST W B A B 1 (X [R] 43 Dy s AAE (very frequent). HA5{E (frequent) ALK A5{EL (less frequent).Lima %518 F
5590 S L BE NS 0 & 90 A B EATE . 90 Z 95 4M A HUA T AE . 95 Z 99 4 fr BUAAR A,
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2020 4F, Bognert 145 A48 1 BEH ik H T4 8 1) RAMA(RESTful API Metric Analyzer) J7 2 i1 S Al 4k 37 k1t
JE AR AT B A EU A b X BB, AR B R NS BUE TS B X AN YE FAR IR [ /ME 58
R VA § NN I O SE A § N B SEVA - O T gA v § Kl E SR X A 8 = SN [N SN e b 31k T (S E S N
B, REEFILT (T B 22 RHER ). W R 2R 45 B o 65 A 40 €0 TR €8 X () P, 0 3 e 8 A 5 B B v 1
25 b BT Vale J7 VM e FE & BE S AR oK 25 B A B R AR B R AR I 2 4 R AR &
S /IS AR 75 SR oK 78 4025 R AR ) B2 ) 55 5 R L 5% M ) B
4.4 LA T 7 (Median threshold)

2015 4F,Nam 25O H 75 T bR 250t 4 1B be T A J7 32 CLA R CLAMILSK 5 AN J7 V4 A% O A T3
(R 1 K/ ) T SR S g B R [ S AR e A 28 (buggy B clean). Nam 25 A Ay 31 20 G5l s 1900 5040 5 S5t 16 1
BRI ENESSEE LB EA. BT 00 B &E— RN EIFEARSAIT &1 52 & 24 & i LA Bt
I 14D S L e A SR B 1) S5 5 T =y OO FE L {E ke 34

Nam 25 A LL s 11 A 7] 40 for Hi fige 12 B0 48, B PLO(ER 10 1 4 62%%) « P20, P25(55 —ANVU 43z %)« P30. P40,
P50( 147 %1) . P60 P70, P75(3 =AM VU 437 1) . P8O I P90 J5 K Fi, P50 (¥ F i Fl AUC 1t HE 4 # i . A it Nam!®®)
S NEFRRRA B A S 00 R i S s B A, IR AR A R B R T Sk T

CLA F1 CLAMI J5 i BT 7 25 43 il 9 (L) F S48 147 52 25 (Clustering instances) FH(2) 75 5€ 28 B SR
% (Labeling instances). CLAMI i 45 P 4~ 25 18 (3) FE &3 % (M etric selection) 1 (4) 524513 3% (I nstance selection).
WE 12 P, B BRVEA B aR a0 R

(1) KBl TR Xo- Xo NP SEARE L 7 AR S A-G NEHRES 7 AN 6).M HE & X, 1

{ay, by, ¢y, dy, e, i, go} BRI B (BIE), H i ag 1 o AR R HAE K F M o fth 6 4 BE R 28l
R A 3 7 8 e L AR Ao B R K Ay 3 — s e S A 8 R T P R, T S ) A LTS X, s, Xy
SAEREEN N ERE ay, as, ay N T A ER B ARYE K=4,3,2 1 0,77 LUK 7 A5 40 9 P 2K,

(2) ERBFLP EERE. K=4 354G 520 C;K=3 R84 24 A F1 E;K=2 {13545 5% B. D Al F;K=0
B 52 G MU 5245 43 5 21, 4 b 2 20 10 SE A5 B A A i (Buggy) O Sz 51, L Al 7 Sk 6 Bk
Ff3(Clean) S 43l B ¥ K=4 [1SEH] C 1 K=3 I SE4] AE #5773 4 Buggy CHLAA), HoAth ) S 41 #5734 Clean.

(3) EEER. TEWLIREEA b it H A E = MIL3h 5 £ (metric violation socres,MVS).H T ik [ Tl
5570 IR v AT e, B A S R B O R T 4% S T Y. CLAMI ik
JE I 2 Wk 5 TR AR — U B R DAk Bk B HOHE (s B T 1) e A 2 BB B i B AN R
sh o B MVS=C/F, i, CONEE | NMERRAENSINEEFOVE | MNERETE ERHENIE. B
12 HEBRIS AT RART 7 AEERRSI 5 H X M X, E2 B BN MVS 8 (1/7).Nam %5
NIEFE Xy A1 X, X BEAS B /N MVS (8 10 21 I 2R 42 50

(4) ZHIERE. EEQUSHMHI XM X R, SF A 1 X ERLF] E X, (IS 30 T, Bk
Sl A FIE RBRE USRI GELE S s Bl 5, N GET R IA Buggy FrZsmis
5 Nam 5 ATESE Q)P /MW MVS H b3 I — AR T2 A8 1 % &, B 2 AE 7= AR I 4R 4E
Buggy 4725 FH Clean #7525 H4fs #5 H 3y 1.

Nam®125 A M\ NetGenel™®2 A1 ReLink!™S31pi 41 44 45 1 -6/ 350 H 1) B B 50008 48 B WL % 5005 4 20 1k
Py, Sk 7T 50%FI 5 50% 43 Sl AE 9 I 5 55 R0 48 B0 o0 F A MBS 2 S0 7 VA N R 4R T2k A M B Y
AR AL FAS AT B 2 2] vk B TP e AR S K AT 50%F1JE 50% 73 S 1 iR 4 5 I S5 SE B die S S AH
A TAE.CLA Al CLAMI J5iAE A0 B 5 5 05 0 RUAE 3 5 ks 36 v i AR 48 8047 I 5 3 i B 0. Nam
2\ X R BEALE SR 4R 2> R 2545 500 V-, 4HAT 1000 YK B I TR 41 45 BT 24 S IR 45 SR R B, CLA
CLAMI 575 B AIRRAC S (B E A B 2. F EA AUC MRS TR bR b T IA 3 5 K 2 30 B 2 31 5140
B T A

TohR % 45 b s E g WidRss JE i (R AIE ) e S % 4



0000

X1 Xz X3 X4 X5 Xe X7 Xi > Mi K Label X1 X4 Label Xl X4 Label
Sl Ala | a |as | as | a |a | ar aj as a7 | 3 | |Buggy| |56 Al a | as |Buggy| | 5 B | by | by | Clean
SEf5) B | by | by | bs | ba | bs | bs | b7 bs, b 2 Clean | |szf5] B| by | by | Clean | | 525 C| ¢ | ca |Buggy
S C | i | Co|Cs | Ca|Cs5|Co|Cr||CrCaCacCe| 4 | |Buggy| 56 C| ci | cq [Buggy| |55l D| di | dg | Clean
Szl D | dy | dp | d3 | ds | ds | ds | dy ds, d7 2 Clean | |szf5] D| di | d4 | Clean szf5) F| fy | f4 | Clean
S E | en | €2 | e3 | e | es | e | &7 e, 65,6 | 3 | |Buggy| |sEf E| ex | e4 [Buggy| | 5% G| g1 | g4 | Clean
Sl F | f | fa | fa [ fa | fs | fs | f7 fa, fs 2 Clean | | szfsl F| f, | fs | Clean
26 G| 91| 92| 93 | 9a | 95 | G6 | O7 / 0 | |Clean | |52fi] G| g1 | ga | Clean
[ frg [M [ Mo [Ms Mg [Ms [Ms [M7 ]  KAGASEIR AT AR ENERSE DX >M (=1, 2., é, 7

HE | 1|33 |1|4]2]3 MVS =C. / E o CioNES | A BB R AR SR B B (IR 6035 5 1 5 ),
a7 | 7| T |7 | T |7 |7 oo FioNsE i ANERFTE SRR,
Kl 12 CLA Al CLAMI J5 v 87 F A A8 250 180 4 1) st o T s 25

4.5 OliveirafgiE

2014 4 Oliveira™%% A #2 H 48 % 8 {8 (relative threshold)HE &, 3¢5 H B 5 AH ) B B B 35 200 2 I AN 2%
AR RZ IR OO B 5 IR B 28 43 A 5 88 i B AR P 288 b B (0 v () S T T R 5 5 B, K 2 50 RE (i IR
MEE R4 A 1O HL 5 o 3 (AR B AR BB A 1) TE A OG. B T AR IO R R . HERE AR AL RIBL 28 1 B A A AD
5 JE DAY, A1 AR SR T K 22 UK 2R G b S 00 R 51 T RS B v Taubel' 125 A\ K i &
TR AN 23 A it v 78 A T AR, RS Rl R 5 A0 o R 2 T R M 24 A B AG B2 0K B8 2 LA S %, Oliveiral®® 13014 A
B H P T ARk AR G 1R £ [p, K], R 2 2 %70 p %6 11 R Gt S A AN B I B K B MOk L M R 45 AR S
JE& k2 B IR p A2 N A 12 b B A i /N SR 7T 70 B AZ AR BB T 2 (1 0 @) Ps 9268 M>K(HIX(1 0 @)Pe K
HARE B K R2HTEERMNER S0, RVFIX ISR IAAAE.

FSE b A BB RN TE S 8 R R B 3 — 1 45 L p %6 (R SEAR R R i AN B kAN A — AR &
HE 4 b, T R S BT ) IR R HE AN SE AR R4 BIME. Oliveira 55 AW\ 4 Xt 0 {8 2 AH XS B 1 —
kb 78, B p %6 HOH: B BRAE 1009%.151 41, “85% )77V 5 2 A7 McCabe FE&AH/NT-45 T 147 1% AH X 5 {E [85%,14]
TR M ST 5 RRINESEIN 15% UL B AT RE 2 RGN I E. A X (Q2L)~Q4) R T it EREA 00
FE & M AHXT BE T p Ak A S B E AR.
|{S e Corpus | p% of the class in S have M <k}|

ComplianceRate[ p,k] = (21)
| Corpus |

Min —ComplianceRate[ p,k] . . .

if ComplianceRate[ p,k] < Min
penalty,[p,k] = Min P Lp.k] (22)

0 otherwise
k=MedianTail ¢ . MegianTail
penalty,[k]=1 MedianTail (23)
0 otherwise

ComplianceRatePenalty[ p,k] = penalty,[ p, k] + penalty,[k] (24)

A1) H HI % %L ComplianceRate[p,K]iR [F1 5 4} 2 H i J2 1 [p, k] 2 XA X A I R 5 E 5 Eh 3 A 20(24)
i f¥) ComplianceRatePenalty J& Penalty, fl Penalty, 2 f1.5 ComplianceRate[p,k]/NF Min,Jl] Penalty, &/~
ComplianceRate[p,k] 52 £ 5 Min( %) #E 25 p& 1F b 1) 4& 51 [FRE 5 BE k R FiBERER ARG 00 A M
#I5E MedianTail 73 D30 (B> RS S H M A S Tail AL 84 (¥ A7 40), M Penalty, %7~ ComplianceRate[p,k] %
F| k 5 MedianTail B5 & % 1E th 9 7E 31 @ 3 £ /N b ComplianceRatePenalty 3k 53 #H %t 5 12 [p,k]. 24 H B
ComplianceRatePenalty #H%5 (ties) i, S0 3 p ¢ B AH X BRIEL, AR 5 358 3 K I AR AR X R

2015 4,Oliveira®fE 79 4~ Pharo/Smalltalk [ FI#2 5 1) 15 kL EE 1855 NOM. LOC. FAN-OUT. RFC.
WMC.PUBA/NOA 1 LCOM [ & [ AH X BRME, FF B 5 17 % 51 25 L N R EAT Bk, Se 56 45 R BR, % 5300
SR T 5 B 1Y B F R A AR S BRI T RN S AR T A R B R 3 R I 3 e A e ) R B
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(RIAS £ RS FH P 3 R AR KRR 8 b 38 A A0 Dy L A 7 PR e 75 2 58 22 o 4 A
46 Hitv RMBFEI 5%

KN PRAR ATV . 2T Pickands-Balkema-de Haan(P-B-d) 5 FI () B A Y | b i e . B8 2%
Jrik. SATT J5 2 R0 DU 307 J3 R 7Y 45 At TG M B 2% > 7 .
4.6.1 TR A R AE 1) AR B 2 U7

2013 4, Shatnawi™2% \ 78 T4 Java TSR ACHS 2 G5 b4 e K ALAR A i3 00 Bl & B R o0 A -
SR sz 1) AR, 338 T R DA B (AT O B o A [ B 22 A I R A 0 A L AT VR 2 KR AE, I 98 8 43 A (fat-tail) A i 43 A
(right-skewed) 1 TG 47 52 P 2% (scale-free networks). JG A 55 0 £ i 47 7 — LB o 0 {88 459 0 28 A5 < o 55 A% (1
WU — AN TERRBEAT A R R A T Ve 3R 2R G0 ] R I A /N 43 A9 1) ST Ak 5 ¥ 22 R (AR 6F B

AT A XN P(X) =Cx s 280 U T 40 A A4 25 I8 AT 2 R 3 2 I0)L i C 2 18 R4 16 4%
P)ZT 1.2%0 O AT LU o 4028 e Ja Wi 55t /s — 308325 B e R AL AR A 1132 K At 1. Clauset™ 145 A & B i KAt
SRA T B A /N vk 75 B g v B 1 ik 1. B b, Shatnawi 152185 A 1% 35 0 AL ORVEE At v A 43 A (44 % O

TERAT TR, 00 Ji 4 i B U & AR AR RS 12 mT 18 T 28 IR 8 R e 4 A 19 215 2 )
Clauset™®8145 A $R 4t A A 5 % O it 12 5. n R (25) B, e A5 P a2 ) R i 4 s B A B B B L
T AR R O B KB R i .

a=1+ n[znlllnxi]’l o a=1+ n[znl:In

min

%

Xoin —1/ 2
Horb, xi(i= 1 oA A SR, B 2 X Oin, 7% X (H MR HB 53 A FFA6.

NEEA A AR B Xi Ok R ARG IR AR B BB, X A IO 75 58 52 0 A A LT A U0 & A0 R
JEBE Xnin (B AR, W R T 900 A T AR TR A8 40 A S04 1 A4S B B SR 19 I S 80 5 — 5 T, A0 SRR B 1) X 1EL3 5,
MASHEBRAR T Xonin FE OB 208 TSP IX PR 5 T 18 PR ), 308 5 oA /N A U0 8 50 A e (A0 5 R TS PR A 26 40 A1
Z A2 2R 3KAD Xin 9 25048 1HE . 9, Shatnawi 2145 A {# ] Kolmogorov-Smirnov(KS) & 1 B 44 34 167
KSEHL. KS T E: AR 4 A 2 ) BE B B A e B KS SRR AR AE R KS giit RISy
D =max | S(x) — P(X) | 38T 5 /M D AT 45 B Xonin 19 55 A TF L SO0 2 ELAE Xonin W52 B4 11 2R AR 43417 R 40P (%)
FETE XOin DX 3 35 £ U0 A28 (1 B2 B 40 A1 bR 4L

T IX 2 B HORAS L LLG 45 5 BB 7 XOin X35 IR TR 20 A A, Shatnawi 3245 A i #4020
JEE R 5 DG IE R 2 75 RS T A A A OB, R /N T 0.1 A OB T HE R 8 40 A 1 KT 0.1 (O FF AR
TN A, B AN BEHE R AR A 0 B A LA

— MR AR 43 A 1) OO J & i WG AR 7T LAy A /N T Xein AR T 55T Xyin. 15— HEBH A [5] 1)
AT RN E L) R T 55T Xinin HIIX — HHR AT Tobm FE W 45 (WA AE, B D 828 S 8UR M R R K E 2
Pk S AN [ B A 23 AT BOAT D9 AT LA 3 ¥ B B B [X 43[R i Shatnawi 3245 N ik 3 X /E 8 00 JE B[ — 4
A B A
4.6.2 T Pickands-Balkema-de Haan 5& ¥ it ) {45 4

2014 4, F 7 WROSIZE ffi - Bl 16 5C A 45 3 T Pickands-Balkema-de Haan 72 2R (4 BB A4 Y 3%/ 48 5 Fh i)
B PR 7V Hill R FISE 8 i R Bk A2 A8 AL 5 T2 15 58 — A L, WO T A A 3 A B 1 25040 4
FSCHT AR A A 7 31, T 50 A e o] L ) AR A 00 6 FH ) S R 4 20 A AT A B R i

B AR X 1o A AU F(X), Xiv Xon €« Xo NELE AR — AN FEHLEE AT 51 AR A S BUE KN R,

" (25)

4% Pickands-Balkema-de Haan 7 2, i B B & fRE AR SR A b ) 20 A 155 0, B R A o 2 5C.(26) T s



0000

1
1-Ne X285 el
F(x) = ”N f (26)
—H
1—Fe><p(— ; ) £=0
A (26) T LAE R A E R e FIHUE R85 KA H0 N, A T 2 8 B8 1 20 A0 B H0E A5 i1 B4
Gy A B € 3% R TR R A A0 MR R T e 5 T S BT A0 A P 2 B 1 . R R TSI
R AR (¥ 348 5% 7 10 HN PR R0 1 2538 1 i e B,
(1) Hill 1.
BE Xy>Xp>€ >X, AT 40 A (05 Gi it &L Hill Gt & Q7)FR. Hill By ALKk, HY,), kd-1}
Fa R A R T8 Hl S e K KT — S BT, M BT T — AN H 3 W 82 Hill B, m] LB 07 T IR b 3
B, A bR I R e AR AR T BB AL BR KB X LI B A X VA IAE €.

1& X,
Hin ZE_Z&:'”(X*R) (27)

(2) P H &R %L
KN R X, e(e)=E(X-g|X>e) A P H S R BT A EREAR Xy Xon €« X FEA 148 H 5 B8 i
AR(28)F .
1
e(u)=— > (X;—u), u>0 (28)

i ()

Hob N Zon B B, A () ={i,1=12,.,0, X, > 2 B X1n KO € @y FEAR MU it B X
PR X (Xkn)), K = 1, FRNEE A0 & P SR 6T 3 AN BIE e MM &, BF A 107 X388 H 8 ok R Bk
BATE B — 2% B4R TR B 1F (X n) 90 T- B AR AR AT AL D9 B 28 1) IR/ A2 4 e/ D AL

T ARG AR f v A 1, R HBL A 18 E (goodness of fit), T 28 IR #E Sz A 26 Fl Kolmogorov-Smirnov(KS) i 4
g5 HAUEAG T p 18, 285 8T HL A 14 43 4 5 2256 43 A1 I A 28 [&] (Probability Plot). 4367 %1 ¥l (Quantile Plot). I
7KF & (Ruturn level Plot) I3 22 43 45 [#] (Frequency Plot) i i s Y
4.6.3 XEEAHIE

2015 4, Shatnawil O H 3 e o H 0% 6 7 v B o P e A O S e R e, R e M R I U D A O

AR, LB S (10 R A P AR £ X 30 8t ) 30408 0 1) 0 L B 4 3 TRU3 #5000 Shatnawi - PROMISE. %ii#fa 4k

111 R G ERI 6 A CK B A, AT 8 4Ja 7= A 5 A R B B8 #500 TE 3 49 A1 I 25088

WP (6 A o B AR e L P 7 R A A3 A 0 1O ot B AN B 7 AR TR O B e N I R R — R R
(BRI 1), P 7 AR AN T 670 000 7 4 fof 6 e A R VD I A e, 7E #5873 TR A oK R A2 S/ . Shatnawi
A FH R AR e, DR e AT DAY 2D B s TR B AR T B Rk 2 R S A A A, Antl. T RS,
K2 i WMC. DIT. NOC. CBO. RFC fll LCOM KW & 4358 2.992. 0.437. 15.787. 12.819. 2.459,
11.961; %5 ¥ J5 B £ 2 5 0.125. -0.129. 3.61. 0.749. -0.529. 0.523.

Shatnawil™ 42 H {8 ] {1 15 % (skewness  index) %t 7 5 46 B J& (4 22 57 A J32 4 500 B8 40 A o AN Bk 2 19
JE B TE A 53 A RO P55 2 A AT S AR 00 16 0 7 30 2 1090 3ok e i 5 5 3ot P R M & AR v 22 QB i
To=e+0 Al T@=el O, @ H o B BE AR BR {5 H 2, Shatnawi 223 e+0 13 H— N BIME, 1% BE AR IR
FTRE 98 R GE I e S 230 4 CR T BME S0 4). t T TS5 AR 7 5630 J5 10 B0d , 75 B8 3L B4 40 3 5 LUK JR 4R 4
P 2B B A3 F FR SR B0 T EBUR, H A A T=Exp(T").

2017 4F,Gupta 614 A 37 Shatnawil™® 2 H i 5 %t %% e 77 276 PROMISE %04 4 i 5E 6 1 CK fE &
BI{E. 5 Shatnawi J5 A8 FIZE T-HE4T 3 5066 e, Gupta 25 AL MR T & E R EZICRE, LAWK
— AL FAE R R TE R R .
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2018 4, Shatnawi ™0V i 5t Hi 46 75 10 Rl A 3 DR , K 100 00 A 80 15 ) 1 425 4 DA s T M R o
P, T8RS0 2 SR AHR R TS S B 4 O VA R B, N % R R R B A SRR e o = R
YR KT B HJC R B A2 S A3 25, T A B R R R A 20 1 S5 4 2, R (AR AR TE
R NG R SR SRR B BRI O B R A, SRS TERTEE b AE A BLAS S ST B R (A R L
M3, EE R KE4R. C4.5 Al JRip MR KA T, /£ PROMISE #ii 4t 10 MRS X 1L
AN, LIS BRI, GG LML, Z R T BT 2 I ek BE.
4.6.4 FETIREORIREER I RBTFIE
2016 4F,Kaurl 1% A H 35 K 10 5 IS5 20 1) 58 8 S 10l 2 8 o R . 3 T 08 2 6 IO AT 110 5 450 T 00 A 22
= R A e VA — £ 43 2 [ S A AR T R A A 2 BT R R R B — AN CR)
KA A . 5, 72 F 8 R 4R b3 8 25 1 L P ah e 1k
Kaur J772: 00 32 B0 B 0B 20 4 b % B Bl 0 K (8 S BE (S5 ) 1R I 3 N K G SR B 385 K-means
BEHE AR — AR LRI E RS, 55 0 R EIRE b H & E 80K G CBHE N E T 2,
DA RN 7 22 2 A A B U
4.6.5 K-means FKJjik
2017 4F,Meenal™"% A48 1 K-means %8 5TI%0 2 P9 RIS & IS 5 & 8.8 3L SourceMeter T 52 )
— NN BB B (LCOMB) F 5 NS4 i £ (CBO. CBOI. NII. NOI F1 RFC). %45 5k 5 5 ArgoUMLO.24, 0.28,
0.30 and 0.34 R&.1ZJTEEE=2.
1) GiHAHT. FENZREE B AR BRI K-means 38255048 1 0 f# (centroid values). it 5 7E K #%
(cluster) it 7 f) 5 2 v U (B RN 4 4 #5213 T 4 THMEL
(2) HERME. EEREBNPOEENBE I HSNERESHRA ArgoUML TTH FBIMEKk=2. 3. 4)
) AT A 2 e . B 3 0 T 1 R v P IR — AR O OB N S R N R A .
(3) BMEARME. KX L N T 5 5 B RA B ArgoUML T E W 4 A itk
46.6 IR HEKWERIT L
2019 4, Algmasel™ %5 A 7 LOC. LCOM Fil CBO J& & _F 4 i —Fh 3 H 82 i K AR S50 1 1 B0 3R SR ME 22 10
SE WA FE B A AE AN ) 09 o AR 3 S G s A T 9 288 B R W AN [ 00 B 1 R B A 2R 3 K,
I LT T ) S 5 P e R e TR SR AR R o (Y R A /B 8 B R 5 o) 2 3 £ R T AR B R 1) 7% (clusterr)
ok (class). H 22 # K4k (Expectation Maximization,EM) 5325 AN B 5 % 73 e 45 B A 7 [8) B 53 W R A0 36 1 7%
(%) 38 ik 2 AR L A 2 18 (B) AN 3 R A (M) 16 9 A 2 5 BROR B R A A AULR 43 BBE . E T 530 1 2810 0 B o 0 B o
Xt G5 R Y 2 B A 46 ik B A DG I, 78 b B ME S 20 A1 AR 5 T I U8R B KA I R SR S8 AT a2
PR 3 A5 AR5 R E I HLAE E 3B M 25 2 AR FAR AL IR B 3045 EM B9 1) £ 4 SR 2K e 35 Algmaase 8145 A ) L
PR figidn
(1) KF Hel™& A 754k 78 Weka T8 CfsSubsetEval 4 433 22 (evaluator) I £ 25 1% 45 1 2 4 1
(Greedy Stepwise search algorithm) M 46503 o B sh i AT 95 fE e 3.
(2) M EM RAEIE MM A 5 AT ERUWEE.EM BiE NGB EIR L P FA LAk, A
P BAR R ) FEE B K505 s A2 AR (R O (3% AR AN (3 S IS — A L AR 2 I 4
(3) @I L bW E, AT LU FIATART S 4 1) 7 v AT R SR BB Algmase 28 NI H% B — b
BEANFE () T B R B A %R () P B R I B EM BT LURRAE FH 7 B SR 56 45 1 2 288k
2, AN AT DA77 A 4 i S50 [ R 1.
4.6.7 SATT 77 (Software Architecture Tailored Thresholds, % {2 42 ¥4 5 il 1) BRI AE A 5E 77 75)
2016 4F, Anichel®CTa A H2 H Sy 1k 28 440 5 fh1 A1) P55 e B AL 5 7 96 (SATT 7 3K A% 7 ¥ R U AR [ 1k 28 445 #
PEAR KD B B 7 T 2 75 AR KIS ], B 43— AN B 1 31 28 485 040 3 S 10 R AL FE R A S T R 45 # (MVEC
H1 Android) ) 400 ZANI5 H S SATT 759505 KB, SATT W] LA v IRA% 55 77 122 BT A7 1A 00 850, s L S 70 6 2
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B AR 5 H A U5 2 58 A A R A LR . Aniche 8 A £E Github _E W% T 120 > Spring MVC #1301 4~ Android
RGHAE . CATVERTE R A TR ITTE I B AR P A B A 4 8 28 15 B 11 25.Spring MVC /& — A Java HEZE,
SRR N SR Web 3 F #2 /% Android & — A FE N R FHESRE, R KN R AE Java & 5 B85 oA #
B & MM FAREFE. UL MVC &4+ CONTROLLER 2§52 . McCabe {5 A %1,SATT HiEWHELLT 8 2

(1) BIEEIEE. EEEIERE MM AR5, Spring MVC MR T

(2) REEMABMSE. ST Spring MVC,CONTROLLER 2544 %4# Fil @Controller 34T 1 %¢.

() rEEERM. tFEIUEHIE T A R MR R (E, 1 McCabe, Jo 18 TATTTE AR £ 45 84 (¥ 4F A 4.

(4) GiHEE. AdRATE R, OB R (A D) MR 2) 2 m AR R A 2 R
5. Aniche 25 N EU7E W5 20 2 18045 F JERC X 1) Wilcoxon 656 A1 CIiff 1) Delta i bb 4.

(5) MG EE R, HAE Romanol & A 153 28K ) iR RS B D Ak B B, FE AR Y B
[11,1].24|DJ<0.147 B, F 7~ 1R /N8 (negligible effect);24 0 . 1 [D|R0A3 I, 7= /NS (small effect);
M0 . J0B<474 I, F R 2 2R (medium effect); 24D | O 0 IN4&FrAK N (large effect).

(6) THFEREWER. MBI IE N O T 38 12K BT A 21 LOC 1 g AL 5 -4 FEAE KL vtk
Bl b Jm T SR BT B2 — e Ak BT — A ORAIE B A B S AN 100%. 4 1 7E ik HE H0 A
CONTROLLER KR I4T BRI 10 J347 45 HA K A4 100 174805, )28 A #9ALE 7 0.001.

(7) CEWEKZE. 5 Alves HEF K0 LB A ERENBEILS BigG MNEEEATHT.

(8) WEBME. MBEI &5 &HEE 70% (FF5F). 80% (F)H1 90% (IEH ) i 2 vh $ B A QRS 52 2 AF 4333
1ER5r K BA.

Anichel®5 A\ LL#: SATT J5i% 5 Alves HEFF i JE, K BLAE 5 — 2000 T 109255 Hopth 2845 W S AN [+ 010 B A1 4

A 3BT Alves HEFF 23R (8] — LE T S (1 4 25 BIAH, 0 SATT J7 il Al Fl B AT 28K 15 210 B B 0 A SR e U4
FBME, I3 AT S0 AE MVC AT Android ZEA4 H R ZR B SATT J5 AT BASE A% 4t J7 72 R AZ 7R 1) il /L,
R 204 e ) T ) B R At 28 ) e 4 R [RIINE B b, Aniichel®81 45 A TSR A N FH ARG B Al T 4
SonarQube(www.sonarqube.org) #1 PMD(pmd.github.io), % 35 % 5l 5 8 #4745 58 T 8- 22 0 [ AL 3

4.6.8 D72 Y B (Bayesian Hierarchical Modelling for Tailoring Metric Thresholds)

2018 4E Ernst!™I#E Anichel®®%5 A () 120 4> Spring MVC %ifis b 87 A UL 87 2 Ve e A 7 ok 1 o 1 6 R
Se/8 A Aniche 25 A\ 1984830, & 42 J5IC & (Global Pooling)- JEIC 4 (Unpooled) #1 &5 23 JC & (Partial Pooling) =AM AR
I (%) [ VSRS AR 4R J 16 P 480 5 R % 2 (RMISE ) 56 1E 16 A5 7 110 i i 12

2RI E TR IC A B A B SO, 400 A AN 2 1 [B] DA A8 2 (] 5 2 R AR 2 ), ARV & FR A I E #8R — AN
JHRey [E] U AR AT DA B AR T E B R IE A 48 O SR A 0 IE A T R R A R Al T Ok T B R A
JE VBRI J2 RS TR RSO B I A R T A T A b T 2 TV R S B A A ) (E 2
L4 B B HON HBEAT T TS LR W 46, shrinkage). Se 36 45 B W], 54 R IE & I B B, (B4 IE 4 1) 4
R R A A TR R 2 8> 20K 50%.

Anichel®®14 A\ (1 SATT 7ER M T Alves HEFF 75 0 € BIAE . Alves J5 3238 3 4% A RS ] STHEAE T A B H
HEATHEA R USR5 TR B 3 70/80/90 % (Hh A% e /AR e PR KU ) B AR SO P A TR AR Ernst ™St A
A3IC A RN AR AL B % BN LCBO(CBO & 171 log {H154)) IE 4 4> 4ii () 70/80/90 % .i% J5 14 2 ¥ B {8
BRI T AR AR T 00 4 4 = 40 4 1 S
4.7 IhE5

AT A 52 OO0 JiE 2 1 A I W B 25 31 0 v A0 R Sk Dy v v LA B 1) BE B o BOK B 2 OO FE i
%0y BOSAE 5 28,00 Alves HEF . Ferreira J5k. Vale 773, sRALEUR G J7 = AUFD Oliveira J7 3% A8 A8 B4
A FEE . £ T Pickands-Balkema-de Haan & BRI BB A AL . o #i4iik . BE2KT73% . SATT I = ik
ALY 45 A TG W B 2 ) TV

X270 6 M 1) R T B D & o B BB A A R i AN [ XU KT b B R R A IR R S IR AR 56
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B R AR AE I R TR =R RO VR e R{E 7 VAR T Pickands-Balkema-de Haan & 2 [ B {8

B s

O3 R IE A5 )5 A5 45 2> BUSUE.

5 Hftt7E

BT A B ARG B S U5k e 00 JE R IE, v U H A A 5 VAR E 00 JE & IE. 1 i, & 5K
IR 4> M7tk 4 (analytical threshold) FT 4 /> % 4t b BRE o r 507 725
5.1 ERBNVISERES X

2012 4, Laural®V N\ oA A B (1 8 SC 75 2R 148 TSIz I 326 A, (R0 I Hh 380 AR5 R 5 R B IS A B T 4% T
BRI AN IR 12 5 T SR 000 3 DL, e 2 T B S s, B 00 () G R A, G B R L oA K SR A
PE (resilient); & 81142 7] B & 1,1E B0 9F B 5 T 47

SRT, Saraival®14 \F 2019 4Rt — Rl e Bl $odim i 3 T 6 52 (0 R0 5 SL (58 ) 1 B BB 1N R 42 )y
5 FLH R I T R I SRR A A R SR NS SRS A R D A N T R SR O R AR (B IE SO B
BESERFAZ 71T S B LA E 17 5L DR 2 (context factor), 3 L5 BRI 12 4B % (fuzzy logic concept)
A 37 1 WO B 1) BE A 2000 (crisp value) B 4 4% oM R R 1945 2 (a linguistic variable).

Marinescul™ 22 H 7 — AN SCI 9 v DU ) S 47 4 35 1 ARG 00 AL - B A0 6 0o R o A R R AT
BT AZHE 58 T WA 55 0 48 R 5% 1 3k 3 v T - 32 5 (margiinal ) A1 X (8] (interval). 122 5 3o 9 v 0 58 SCBBIAE AJ 1f],
B 4 7 AR b PR R BRI 3o v U i OB “AE 20 A1 30 2 0E] [ X 1E] P9 Saraival®1 25 A fi
Marinescul™ 2 b5 H 1 B 43 38, 938 1 2R G0 0 5 0ok S

Saraival®15 A28 7 =40 BAT 5 UL EFF R LI H 43 (70 % ) A AT AR o R . AR
it 43 i 4 45 ORI B AR 73 S R DR 3R P T v O PR R R R R SRR R A AT B AR G

R E

B OAPAT T2 I, L BRI B0 15 2 W ARSI AT DR ™ 22 A 45 % P ARS8 55 K (crisp value) )

HY{EL 715 F| 72 [0,20096]. AT LABERE 85% B B A AT 7™ i A, 24 A% 78 i 2 A 5090I, Wl AN 1% KA %™ i 2R B3l
8] {1 7 SR SR S Hy = > 2 D PRAG PR ZH R BB R AE R R S AR ) L VA

@

&)

©)

i {H R AE (threshold characterization). 38 i 5 5 FH 3¢ 1 5 I8 38 A0 B {8 2K AU SRk RAE M. 15 56, 8 L
11 ST (semantics scale). @ & G A /< R A R 28 20 i B AT -5 A S b AR S 7 a5 S B A R 1R
FRECRA N . PSR HKGEBRRER M E DR EX A AREAHRANREH gher Than( U
Lowe r Thak (W) XxS %M. XA EAHEE XN Between(Ub), I % 4 T HigherThan(J) A
LowerThan(b), U1 b 4351 4 T B B 48 AT _E BRI AR S5 iR 591 75 5% X (context factor). 75 5t X145 7% Fil
A 368 ok PR - 0 38 58 R 490 a0 T AR 7 5 3R R, T SOA N L A AT T DG B 2 4 0
R, 17T [T A 426 3960 AR o Y5 A 3 A 4D 555 e W 9 2 DR 2 St 5 K A R 2R e L o [ L 555 ) P A 6 K /N HE

M {8 B MK (threshold modeling). H1F % 5 k& TR ZE OB S, T 2R EE AT LT E(a
linguistic variable), Bl «“ B4REL N TiE 5 S 0 SR 8l A) FIOAS &7 5 IR (1) B = I0AE ST FE g 2
T SCAR B (1 AR E 421 G A D 78 26 3R A R RANE SUT B ARE A B (I, AN I YL D TR W E T E bR
NG FE B W B EUE (crisp value) ¥ 3 ABTIE S RIBE N T A EZHMW, FEE L RRAREH 6
Tl D0 B B R T P, B R T LB Z- L sigmoid TYER S BUME NS R B R R IX A B,
FATLLERE =/, BRI 2 5, T F A R0 R &5k S “Mik” (what-if)g 5,
DAFE S At AT B — 2 o B0, RCHs P A 00 500 W 5 30 1T B R 11X S 501 o AN 2 T e SO 3R, T
J2 FH T1 Sk B (verbal scale). B &, FRH 3 26 1Sk B AR IR Renooij 25 N 730 ) 4 e 5. AT LAfE
F—Fp &L (U Akima Cubic Spline)# & R MEEANARIB 15 H N EIRRLE BE UMW oA B e, 5%
A DAL b 43 AT 45 SR o A, 5 0 07 L S R B T At F BB 5 U, e AT 2R B AN — B Ak I HLR %
i E s SR.

B AE PEAli (thre shold evaluation). 53 fih & 3R 3h A 72— FE, % 00E — DR IRAG I AL LG
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FE T BB ) e SR EAT A DAV AS AR Y Akt BB 150 v 35 RO ARAE 00 1715 S 22 HE 2 UOR PG BRIA . n 2R
PR [ &8 B 5 SEBRAB AN — 2, T ] e 2 HH B0 = At SR 9 AR I o 3 L PR s R A 2 5 T ek g 4 AR
23w IR, A T E 8N BRBRE 53 A ARS8 55 269 80 % i A ARRE 70 b & 5 B I 10; 5k
R Hi ¥ BRI E 5.
5.2 SERERERE
2006 4, Ferndndez®14% N\ 3 it J& B4 5 AR /) 7 79t U S 4 SR 1k P B SCOM(Sensitive Class Cohesion
Metric) B & 1) BAE. BUR IS N R ML E B SCOM & A J7 1250 2 18] (AR BL I el A0 55 077 a0 S 4800 BU AL Lo B3
TR,
WREANEG BHE{ALA,, € JRITTIE{MM,, é , M I RRTES E M TR T4, % a &2t
151 JB 14 B B DR O P A 45 A A8 4R A K AT B Y 2 2 (cardiinality, 8 A 70 3 AN 50 2 e AT SE S0 B /ME, T — % 5 v
B SRIE Cij = (29) Fm. 4 AR — X 5 i O — N @ PRI, Uzl 3 Ciy AP 4 BHE N 1.
0 if 1L,N1,=2
C,= card(l;N1))
min(card(l;), card(l;))
X TIE W S 2 TR VI E AT 5 S 24 T R KR PR U, £ B JE AU o = (card (1, UT)) /&

5 5L T, SCOM =[2/m(m —1)]25121H1Ci,j xSRI A FR B0 7 g S B 2 S AN 0 —
ANTF R — A @ P B, X 9 R A ST RR AR /N .SCOM B i A B ¥ Bl M [0,1]. 24 4 A 5 VR 0B Bl i s
£E,SCOM 1H 4 0,38 /R %A W & U J7 A 28 BT A 8 1t I, SCOM 18 4 1,387 4= 1 & (full cohesion).

Ferndndez14 \ A A 75 57 & (singular points) (KRBT 7045 H 7 Wl e SCOM & B4R A5 8. oF ik R
FHA & 1t T2 1 7 VR 10 T SR BOPR 9 BN 28 (1 75 8 (clusters). Ferndndez Z545 Bl —ANE 25 SCOM & /)
HALEAT =PRI ZE SCOM JE & f A E AR M 55 3K

(1) BE—/MERZE SCOM BRER/ME. EHE m AN 7L a METE. 24 a=3 1 a=4 It} ,Ferndndez %5 M
m=2 ¥4 A 2 R i& — 0 7 R A 9N R I, ) TR B R I (FR O S) B ZR MERRIE Y S=aAr. B
S(m,a) = (1/ 2)[1+int[(m—1)/ a]}[Mod[(m—1) / a] +m—1] .24 Py e J5 i A0 A [ J Ak 0 1/ i, 2 Y B e ZINBSU L A
F UKtk SCOM min >[2/ m(m—-1)]S(m,a) = SCOM minK . Fernéndezl® 544 SCOM pink #X SCOM J& &t £ 41
[ e /A 4 HE AR ) SCOM<SCOM ping B, U H AN 2 B AT — AN R AT 32 214 Ferndndez & NN E B H
ANE,FH BG4 N IR S 2.

(2) BEWAEMZE SCOM ERBRNME. UIHEANLEG WA A )E 7477 2 1 F e, o] DUE 4k H
SCOM i & )i KA. TEMLAF O T, %3 SCOM ER AR F ZDH mi 1 AT A) I, 1% SCOM EEAX T E
ZA5(mi 1)(mT 2)/2 DS LB E C) i KME N 14— ANFEA al 1 ANB AR — MR NE — 4
Ja M, LKA e v BT 5 100 B A N A 6 M 2 B R K A R O j=(aT 1)/a. 5w, B AR I 2
(BLE m ANJ7 A a A8 75)SCOM B & i KA A SCOM 2max = (a—1)(m—2) / ma. SCOM2max $2& i ¥ 43 47 {# v
TR s — AR AR,

otherwise (29)

Num clusters G 2 clusters = 1

|
[
0 SCOMminK SCOMmin SCOM2max 1

13 SCOM ¥ &= 8 o [ % 8 BH
Fernndez®V4 A4t — AT H sp AN K7 IO B o 12 f— A ep @ SR G o 3,45 tH7E a=3
1 m=12 i},SCOMmink {f v 0.13,SCOM2max &y 0.56.F 13 &7~ SCOM ¥ & b % 5 Bg 24 F R 12
ASAHAE S M T3 75 VE B PR, 3R B 2K mT AR 3R 40 4R T, I AR B BB 2 /MR 20 7T LAl SCOMmInK £
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M%), Ferndndezl®%: ALy SCOM Ji ik 8] 1 1] =% % (Y13t Fl £ SCOMmINK 15 1 2 1] 41 52 ] DLGRIE K v A —
A%, SCOM & EH 4 7E SCOM2max 5 1 2 [A].ix L 3 51 B RSB AR B A T H w28 1) J VA SR & 1 4
53 ZNRGZ LHWRERMNESE
2020 £, Shatnawi™ 7 Liu 25 N7k i £ 8 i i 2 Bl i 5 1253847 HL e, R A ] £ ) 21 ff 2 2 A 7
TR Z A RGN, 7] LA A & — BORME.IX 8 iy ik 32 2L g i aod dj K A Bl /N SRR A
FEFEME . R RN [ 0K PP o o SR A AL BRI
N T AN P 10 5 A P S — VP A e v (o DR B A B S ) T e A 2 3 B E AN P 1. 4 Uk, Shatnawi 1%
B — XV Ak B A SR T BRE, W0 (BORR M AR ) B SRR ). B AT A 2o B D B (B TR
FK)=al(a+c); f5 5 PE=d/(d+b); ¥ B =a/ (a+b), H H,a(TP)+ b(FP). c(FN). d(TN)%r BIZR /s VR HBE R I HAE G . ]
TEH MBS Bl B A AR a1 R TR BT B I 4 R Dy i BRI (1), SRS TN BA T 8 by vk DA R B e £ ]
{H:
(1) Kappa EBKMITIED. Kappa |32 B F T B 57 U8 4 2 18] () — 2 (interrater agreement). %t -
A 08 BRI AEL (1), AT AR 4 22 30(30) (31)A1(32) 7155t Kappa #i %, L HUE & F 9 [-1, 1] AEA/E B A TR 4
1, Shatnawilt®1M83) Sy FL R %5 /K F- 0. Kappa #5518y 0 KR (848 1 15— 8,1 Kappa {50 1 %R %t
SR B R T BB 200 B 58 35 VR DR b, B £ BRI N 1% 328 5 W % — EU 1 (observed agreement) 5L & —
M (chance agreement) 7 5 fp R R % 126 50 4L, B {1 32 9 {8 =maximum{Kappa(t)}.
Observed agreement — Chance agreement

Kappa(t) = 30

PPt 1- Chance agreement (30)

Observed agreement =(a+d)/n (31)

Chance agreement :[(a+c)(a+b) + (b+d)(c+d)] In, (n=a+b+c+d) (32)

n n

(2) MaxSpSe [7]I e KLU AR S 75 907V 78 ROC 1 28 P v, g 7 Ao R AT R 5 P ) P K,
7 AN 2 S0 P 5 K BB 7 M e K, AT DL o 9 2R 4 1 40 2R (FP A1 FN) R SR B /M I 58 i b 3Rk 15 A
1t Shatnawit 918 2 4 ANk 358 B (8) 1 CRE 5 1 (8), SO (8)) B3t /0N R 70 336 2 04K ) {1 3 86 0 KA
AT ARIE B/ A A e S [ e 5, B % 32 1 . =maximum{minimum(Specificity (t), Sensitivity(t)) }.

(3) Youden H¥gM®, MR AR Rk 2 R kA6 7. Shatnawi MO S AR A i 3 BRI (4 Youden 48
HeoYl (t)=Sensitivit y5(MaSpSEH @, crouden 164U Y 4 % B & (UK H
) B K — 5% R 32 14 =maximum{ Y 1(t)}.

(4) SpPEquAalSeEREUR -5 37 HE 45 10 75 391153, sk AR 3 1 2 SR 9 0 X /A A0 A T 4 2
E 51001 3 G451 T Rl PR R 5 AR 747 P S el 35 288 1) ) TSN, T A S e 47 S St A R 2R S
T 755 5 AR M [ B s 81 g KR T A T 3 IR AT AU fp /D 22 7 RO LR AT R 9 b T R R 4y
HKF FI R R ME=mini mum{ | Sensitivity(t)iSpecificity(t)]}

(5) FEF ROCOL B EN. 75 ROC i £k &l v, 16 348 bR 65 2 A s 0 A b £ (0, 1) 1 A B 85 J . L B
8 A ;N ROCO1(t)=(1-Specificity(t)-0)%+(Sensitivity(t)-1)2. Z& k£ 1) £5.(0,1) 2 7 K58 3 1 L % A
441 345 R 4B, VT LA S KRR by R 43 24 A 0, 09 3% 10 £ =minimum{ROCO1(t)}.

(6) PrecisionEqRecall & & il 7 [B] 22 2 5 iy 4 B0 55 MK 741 32 07 94 0 4o 153 5 3 A0 9 [ o 038 30 e
KAR,E JB A FE R 4 0] 2R 22 R A B /MR R . KGR A [l 2 22 R i da b B T A 0N
PrecisionEgRecall(t)=|Precision(t)-Recall(t)|. 3 I, {5 % % {5 =minimum{PrecisionEqRecall (t)}.

(7) #T Precision-Recall B 4%, 1 Precision-Recall FI(PR1L)H 5% B 18 %) B7 (09 S 304 A (1,1)
FUIR R B R A HLBE Bt 8 4 1 PR1A(t)=(Precision(t)-1)%+(Recall(t)-1)2. Precision-Recall B H11(1,1)
AR T 3 2 1) R0 B 0 10 3 28 R DR, A R A g R A 102 a1 B A0 ) TR A A58 A4 A g R A
53 SRS B i B A B (B =minimum{PR11(t)}.
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(8) FEEEMEBAWITIL. F IR RS AN 7 (8 2= 1 A1 249 2 074 HL U 7 [0,1].F 3 BB K G 13 A
T 18] 2 5 K, BT 7 (1 3 R R el F B AR N FO=[UPr e ci s i ©@/Recatl()]“. &4 1H0.5
i, A TERE RS 4 R R s B L R F A REAR . itk Shatnawi M 8I7E A ok O B 0.5. 45 34 1 K
=Maximum{PR11(t)}.

FEIX 8 Filt R B A i€ 77 9% b Shatnawi™® ] PROMISEM i 4 b 11 AN R 45 E 6 A~ CK 84> W #i 5 3
{E.DIT #1 NOC FE &R BEAF i ml se A BIME . 7E 11 ANTH 1R 8 Bl vk vl 1 AN E & 10 88 NRIME. th T
W v 7 AR R PR AR 1A 2 A K DA B R AR A AR AT T oE B — R v I AR S R A (LB S T Al 22 B DA )5
RIVA 5 FhOTEMAR S RETER T AP CK B2 AR 7 REE K, R H MaxSpSe. SpEqualSe I ROCO1 & = Ff
T 7R 5 R BB/ R I X =R 7 v R 0 B R R TE AR RAR B R AR A B R A AT SR SR X =
AW E OO FE& BIME, Ik 11 /N KRG 1 & % &8 BE P ALEUE iz & P BE AR,

5.4 I©hg

AN E RUKE . AT BRME A 2 RS BRE P AL EOER = A A A 00 3R AU I H AR A DG B 7T
I A R

(1) LIRS T AE sk B, e Hewh b 0t H IR B i, AT Dy OO JE & IR Wl < 7 1% i B SRR 78

(2) M IEERMEZ —F N OO JEH [ 5 & S SEAL L i B U7 1%,

(3) ZARGBRME AL BTN EA R LR NGRS TR R E BRME L AR, B 32 BT S A EAL.

6 B{ETAMREITMHE

AL AAAE OO B2 B E 2 i A2 i 7 B 3R A M B W e T2 PPl 4 M AR FR AR AN Sz 00 2038 45
6.1 FHEMREIE

AN R TR BT I FESC iR OO Fi B f (K SE FH TR 7 BRI e TR AAHR . JFR % . BUMEHE 7
VEFN R gk

2014 4E,Oliveira® P4t —Fi & T-iF R 2 [ 3 H E ME T BRAE 19 T H RTTool 76 A X (24) 4, % & Penalty,
Min FEES )y 90%, BIEZS & B KL T =/ R 90% 1) R Grili A 20 s 1) Bk M 72 A 0 (25) % & Penalty,
M FIEE Tail i Ech 90 BB E R A ARG T IERET A RS S TERE M HIEE 90 NH 90
#.Oliveiral®%5 A 7£ Tempero® M8l 5kl P2 vf 106 4> £ %5 L, N ] RTTool T A it 4 i FAN-OUT.LOC.NOA
F1NOM PU/~ OO i & (1) #H % {8 43 7 ~:[80%,15] . [75%,222] [80%,8]F1[80%,17].

2014 4 Foucaultl 25§ Hy 1 5 3+ | F S B RIE Y T E CTTool(Contextual metric thresholds tool).i% 1.
HE# 7 TE Harmony(—41 Java i) &l - Harmony /& — AN JF BOREARRSHF 727 &, B 78 AL 32 30 501F 776 e
TERMFF K. %M github Bkt 200 JFABEALIR H ;28 f5 i@ id Harmony #7175t Java 2824 1 FF BAH
TEAETE MariaDB/MySQL ##8 e o Ja i R 15 5 vF 5 UME, B Harmony 43 8 iH 8 H B 4w 43 A B0 8 b (8
IR 5] FE A

2016 4%, Veadol®34& A 7F Valel**12& A Lk #5% Alves HEJF 3 Ferreira 7731 Oliveira 75 364l B f vSDMR6Y
T BRI T 8 7= T 2R I SR UE R 55 L CSV ST % A7 fig . ZE M Bl B, B A TD Tool 5 T B, S SCRik
o Alves Hi ik Ferreira J77%. Oliveira 7731 Vale J7 ¥ R i 58 B 5 W {H. 1X 28 77 VL 4R % f& OO J& i &
AT [ K05 45 iE . Vead o145 45 Hi TDTool TS FH T 1 1 h B (K B 1E 72 i 4 Je — L2 FF I Java R 4L

F 7 OO0 & REMERSEHLTAE

P [ T HA# TR #H BB B 5 1% DX
2014 4F RTTool Oliveira®%s  Oliveira 75 ¥ (F % i {#) aserg.labsoft.dcc.ufmg.br/rttool/

2014 4 CTTool Foucault™™%s T4 007V (55 80 40 hi %K) se.labri.fr/data/articles/thresholds/



0000 Journal of Software

Alves fEFFi%. Ferreira Jii%k.

- [93] 2id= :
2016 4F TDTool Veado"™* & Oliveira /i Vale Jji% labsoft.dcc.ufmg.br/doku.php?id=about:tdtool

6.2 T4

VEA T 5 A2 B B 5 VR AR 1 B AR AR 2 — 0 T AN ) BB AR B B 7 vk AT A 22 P 28 B e s v R
o7 F A HE 2 SRR AT VAR AR AN 43 2 A EE A 4 R AR Y ARUIER 1) VAR R

# 8 7t 16 Fh OO F & BMA I 4> K VERE TR AR, AP bR R 4 PIRESEFE TP. FPL TN A1 FN PUFRE
WL A 2 B H A R IX B FR bR 1 AR & SR

(1) Precision@ ). 7E T A BRI 1 ARD S (W RS ) i B 2 /0 Lu ] AR B L IE S5 s i A %

(2) Recall(d |I=) /LA 56k A AR IS H b A5 2 /0 L] 0 ARRS S 00 T30 A 5 8 B AH 5%

(3) Accuracy(ERAZR).TEFTE (M43 K45 b IEHA 43 RIS L (BLHE IE W 70 A S8 EAH SR IER 20 8 5

BB TE O ARG B & B A RS He i B A1
(4) Error rate( 452 3).1EFTH K155 2845 R AR R RIS L (B A R 4 D 5 B R A DRI R o N
5 7 % ARG B o5 BT A ARG B ) L ], e 2% T 1-Accuracy;

(5) FPRURIEBIZE). 7EFTH 5HkIE IR ARG 75 % /0 L3 (0 AR AD B g 8 12 Ty 5 6 Fea 4 %

(6) FNRUBRBIZER). 1EHTE 58 EEAHE At G £ b Lo gl 1 ARD SR B 5% T A 5 e B 6 %

(7) TNR(ERBIZE). 1CrH SEETE RN AR Y 2 0 Lol i ARS Bl I8 700 D 5 B BE T8 %

(8) F-measure(FER). K5 T RIZ AT IME, H T 2 W LRGP0 7 45 1,

(9) MCC(Matthews FHR R %), FE LI 5 TR =050 K M AE 5 R AL

(10) AUC. ROC Hii £k T 55 A& Al [l s F) T A

(11) BalancefP#r{H). 1 sk 2: ROC fih 2k = — s (pf,pd) 1 25.(0,1) Wk =X B &5

(12) g-mean(G¥H). & I 5K RGN JUFAFIE;

(13) RRA(Rol #HREMH LA, KT ROC #iZk ) Rol A5 Rol KIS TE A L.

LiR¥EFRS, Error rate(5iR %), FPRURIEHI )M FNR(fR R ] %)X =AM 4R 5 2 J ik B8 BUR B H At 3R
WR3515 4 F Mk RE RE LL.

TERLA% 55 21 4T85, e B T A5 28w 50408 A7 70 28 0 A P10 B 388 5 A R A3 HE M I PR R VT AN B A M RE VAN T
Froxh Bl vh 3 — 8 2 1 380 R T 56 2 RO BLER, T HL R 25 S8 B R 4 U KT, O T 456 % BB P9 2R 88 (L ik
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FF 5,5 07 23 R A1 18 5 SCHRAE st b o, 35 A7 46 /b B T4 B I AR 5 (PR AR F 4, 1 ERULR [/ Scikoxt
[ —¥6hr A 2 Fh Rk, 2 recall (7 [8] 2R) LFk N TPR(E IEHIZR). Sensitivity(ffU# %) pd(probability of detection
rate, {6 I Z HE #); FPR(R 1E 1 #8) LR pf(probability of false alarms, i %) TNR(IE & 51 %) X #R Specificity (4%
S, B4 F (1-FPR);F-measure(F J&¥ &) XK F1-score B i A1 -7 1514.

#+ 8 T OO FEEBME M & M Re i dnil &
16 46 AR {15
precision(Hfi ) TPI(TPHEP) [7, 63, 75, 76, 86, 94, 99, 103, 104, 106-108, 110, 127, 131,

132, 134-139, 142]
[6, 7, 63, 75, 76, 86, 87, 91, 94, 99, 103, 104, 106-111, 127,

Recall(# [F] %) TP/(TP+FN) 131, 132, 134-139, 142]
FPR(f& IE %1 ) FP/(FP+TN) [5, 87, 101, 117]
FNR(fi Jz 51 Z) FN/(FN+TP) [5, 101, 117]

TNR(EL 1 %) TN/(FP+TN) [6, 109, 111]

Accuracy(iE i %) (TP+TN)/(TP+FP+FN+TN) [6, 7,99, 102, 127, 136, 137, 139]
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Error rate( % %) (FN+FP)/(TP+FP+FN+TN) [101, 117]

F-measure(F J &)

2l Precisionl F [7, 63,76, 86, 88, 91, 92, 94, 103, 106-108, 127, 132, 134,

Pr e ciReicard | 136, 137, 139]
(Matthev’\\/AsC&ga‘%/%#z) (TRFR 1I I:; :;(H;L\lry TNF N [92, 103]
Balance("F-#i{#) 1- 0 pf @ pd¥ [87]
g-mean(G HJfH) (TPURFN )T MNTNFP) [59, 81,82, 111, 122, 123, 126, 127]
AUC Area Under the ROC Curve [6, 72, 86, 101, 111, 114, 118, 119, 121-124, 140]
RRA(Rol #H 2% T 2 L. 45i) the Ratio of Relevant Areas [102]

6.3 LINHIESE
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Qualitas ¥} % . Oliveira Z5UR1 Vale MOV ¥ ¥ 4. 53 — 7 1, AS R BF 76 3 (0 Kot SR U 2 10 R A7
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