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Abstract: Software defect prediction can help developers to optimize the distribution of test resources by predicting whether or not a
software module is defect-prone. Most defect prediction researches focus on within-project defect prediction which needs sufficient
training data from the same project. However, in real software development, a project which needs defect prediction is always new or
without any historical data. Therefore cross-project defect prediction becomes a hot topic which uses training data from several projects
and performs prediction on another one. The main research challenges in cross-project defect prediction are the variety of distribution
from source project to target project and class imbalance problem among datasets. Inspired by search based software engineering, this

paper proposes a search based semi-supervised ensemble learning approach S’EL. By adjusting the ratio of distribution in training dataset,

« FEEIH: FK AREEI (61202030, 61373012, 61202006, 71502125)
Foundation item: National Natural Science Foundation of China (61202030, 61373012, 61202006, 71502125)
R ) 2016-07-28; & ek i) 2016-10-11; SR H B ): 2016-12-22; jos 7% Hi B 1): 2017-02-20
CNKI M 284056 i 2017-02-20 15:37:43, http://www.cnki.net/kcms/detail/11.2560.TP.20170220.1537.035.html



1456 Journal of Sofiware A% % % Vol.28, No.6, June 2017

several Naive Bayes classifiers are built as the base learners, then a small amount of labeled target instances and genetic algorithm are
used to combine these base classifiers as a final prediction model. S’EL is compared with other up-to-date classical cross-project defect
prediction approaches (such as Burak filter, Peters filter, TCA+, CODEP and HYDRA) on AEEEM and Promise dataset. Final results
show that S*EL has the best prediction performance in most cases under the F1 measure.
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FHAREIE BIR LT IR (U1 bagging). A% SCHT R I (138 I % AR 1E S0 ) 3 B His A2 b AT B Y I 5 (1) 5 923, Rl —
SEFR S B ER AN 2 DL 3 vk R RS M 4R R LA N A SRR I = e
23 BEFBEEREEINEREIFE

4L 2] (ensemble learning) 2 14t 2 AN L 43 S8 2% I8 i — i 07 SO H A& e — AN oy R AT 728
27 2] 0k AL G LU PSP BR (1) FUNR s SR U255 T A 2500 28 985(2) RlA A RIEE 7 EAR 1 0 e g R 2
I3 ST LS AH R S A 1), B 7T DU A R 28 1 A B2 ) R 15 31 bb 56 2 28238 T 0 1 2 R BUR Tz A e 7, A
2 Gy I 0L A A 0, DA 3 T 9 0 R B YO il AR DR UE B B2 ST A R TIT S A (1) AR R AR
FEPERE(2) AIRIEE A 2 T RA — 5 W2 k.

AN FE 4 A8 H AT BT IR TN e )8 SR R R AME T 0.5 38 KA M B A — g =R
TN AN [R] 43 28 2 60 [R) — S8 1 T L A AN [R) R R RS 0 H L IR 4 i 2 3] U7 L HE voting,boosting,bagging,
stacking 25.S EL 77 ¥ I & 36 T30 V0T b0 v by e (R0 RD 28 DL 7 5 23 2R 28 04T 401 45 R AL 22 M4
(weighted majority voting )i Ul BEAT 48 B2 > .

231 IE X

FET I AR HAE AT By BIAR AL A I R, 75 BN - FE 20 28 2% 10 B B A4 B AT 98 2% AR 3 VE 0 i b e
R SR P A A i A B0 A — T RS A A A, SELARL SR AR T 0 48 3R 24 ) BRI 1) A 2 ) P TR AR B A
TR AR 0T 5 A (BURR S G (B AR, M T B 8E T 1R BT A A () 48 e — AN e AR Al AN A4 AR T 24 i B B 11
T8 N B8 ) 0B AT B IR B 3G N ) 5 0 AN TR IR IE Y. D) 55 AR AE R R SR AN Rz Dl I A X AR A
S 77 AR IE N B A ) A AN 4, TR R R B S Ik A — i R, AR B R S R s AR SR — A
Je Ak R A8 2R AR T LA P R A A8 R ARV, IR L vk A5 T 25 & o B0 S S S0 ) A, A T T ¥ 4R B 4 JR e AR
it TR AR Il e 35 43 28 2% W] BE AR AE 22 MmO 2 6 2, TR 24 380 J A BV 0] B 2 ) W B ) 45 R 3 S AR I B
FAEAR B R AT 1% 2R 0 AR SRR B LT S0 N G e (AR 4 5 7 20 T8 R RS RO 8 S R TN
WE SOEAR LR AR ' LA,

TEARSCH) 7 E R, 7 BT 2 R A R I G AN 2 2 R 38 HIBLUE oo SR 100 S84 I BIAE. o HP, 1) £
[@1, @, ..., @,]. 2853 S35 (8 H 45 SR % A S Bl P00 S SR B S R 28 p, 70 4D 28 DU Jor ) 0k 72 b 45 p=
0.5, DU T &35 5 Ay B B4 251 D00 24 = 5 e 2 AR N A 22 B8 52 0 0 kAT 4 5 I 5 AN BE 3 SR A8 i Hh 45 R & i
IIAAL G 5 15 B0 45 R R T8 T BE o, ) 5 28 4 5 45 SR R i e SIS (R IRAEL 2 1) 75 U 2 AR 8RB 2R (KR HRAE ) 0).
A AR PR

PY=c |X=x)= 3)

L [ ifCO =1 ,
bel)=10 it iy <t @)

o CO)RAEAS T3 45 0 it 45 SR (BI A, M) BEAT INBCSR A, FE v 524 500k
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CH=Y" @, (M, M) ©)

232 Betaqkgiig 77 X
R 0 052 S, 7 AT T 2R (0 X 52 A 4650 A 0 4 5 I BT AR I 4 2 B 1 B [ 01, ., 0] AR
TR 2 442 05— 2 P 4 (06 U 25 S0 AT R0 05 1 2328 8 40 S5 4 UMM ABE 28 e (1 Sk, 18 2 5

A E by B B TT R, DAL, 2% 5 20 SR8 OB 2 RSy 1) Za) =1),1M ¢ Nk O~1 2 [ 1 55 KA 5K B

WA VA SEBL L RS R, T TR I ) Zw =1 K 1[0, 1141 EAT BRI, T 538 N2 J3E o JA0I, 7 X oy BEAT e ik

WU I H B A H b3 0 H s R O, B G 68 ) B 2% 1) SR [0, 112 ) (K S 80, % o[ an, @0, @9,]
N A SR PRSI B A 2R 8 R T A SRR 1 FEE I R T B 5 30T e REAT e
.

@& == (6)

AL G 1K) @ = [y, @y,.., @, ] FE TR 243 73 218 85 10 S B 4 4 B, 22 2K (6) PRAIE T ia),- =1 R 1T
i=1

HFHER p MIEIEER 0~1,28 53 2888 % th 45 B & 1 bRk A5 15 21— A0, 1]/ 52 25 R it re [0, 1] 19 25 £
2 T WL A BUE BE RN — A nr1 dESEE ) 5, WL 3 AR 1 2 LN Chromosome={ @y, w, ..., o,,t} , FH B
AN S HUHE R 0] 1) A [0,17, 2K ) 52 00k 47 2hi it

233 @M ERENRE

S EL & — ol MBS 1 4 i > 5 12, B B H AR I H oA HACA A B9 1) 2 A e 3k 26 435 G vl LAk
5 309 N TR AR 0 2 BOR AR B bR S 00 43 28 bR S B A Hh A BE BRI E SEBT 5% AR SRR
S B B R RN D3R B e S A AT N T i T 8 TR ASE 25 A e 11 Uy U AT 0. AT H AR IR H i 2
A AR IR SR s SR B R B 50 UE AR R T st A SR B B DA A bR A T 8 g S U0 (R R A A a8t A B
VR T AR TE B TE AR b RS B R AT U0 5 IR o 4815 B TR B0 TE A b HLAG s OIS I R I 4 B K 3 43
AR B LA DL B A TR A B3 .

F1 $8¥5 & 75 2 (precision) FIl 7 4= 3K (recall) T R Y B Be 0 6 SO s SR & &R 4 2 1T
P e 56 TR0 P 1 B, 1 (R R, 3 R 2R KT e B 248 1) T R 8 . DR b, i A R R AR B AIE AR ETIN Y Pl
EAE R e 0 AR PR 3 Y. R BR300 H B A SRS 3.3 719,

DL F1AEAE R 38 B RE bR B3R AT 44 2R ) 5 398 UE B v AR A — S S0 (R4 Ay 5 A I B4 0y {5 B 288 ) I, 43 1
L35 A S5 1 45 2 2t SR AR 20 000 0 1) 56 SaF 6 o P — 24 50 V) 175 100, 3 A R SR A S8 i) S R e, £ 2 1 S B
T AR FRAT T AR R AR I N R BRI PR 4 SRR AT YR AN, B b R AN S SRR 0 ) AR AT 4 e A Y
FIZ AR . AR PR 2 1 20, 3 5 — BB s BRI (B 5%)%F H b B0 SESEA T SR, B B REAS iE oy 7 R A
KN v B 5 AEVE TR H HHR 4R b o A0 ER v/2 /NI BE S SE IR v/2 ARG B SE 40, 36 A8 B & Ve, 3L K /N ]
FE v BARSEH P A bl SEBI SR A v, IR I R BE A v, L AR Jas A S B A S iE 8 (v, vh
) SRS T3 2 15 55 2 S 38 W) A2 I B AR 28 11 ) 7 U A3 R 8 R 0, | A T A v A R A S48 1Y
TR TR I A 10 S M DR R FRATI 28 v, TN 45 S F1 (R T SR v R (R A T v B
HI FLAMAE R E N 0.5, HEET v, LM i FLAE RIS 1) B, e 6 1 38 B RS o B v 42
AT R

Fitness=0.5xF1(V)+F1(V,) @)
234 EEFIRE

Tot A ST R ) e A el i DT ) s, B A B DRDG) I8 T B SR A 1) — AN S B0 (0 S AN 36 43 S 2% AU @) T UR 1,

158 AL SR BT AR J— A0 A SR D WD A6 A0 B, D T bl 22 DR 4 50 1) — o 0 ) % A 201 k. 0 A 3 v 3o e TR
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DU 5 UK TR 11 R I AR AR08 1R A A, O B B8 S8 88 S PR /S AR E N — A O B I P S A B
IS

AL EER MR AL RS 3 DM ERAESE 7 :(1) LB ARG I R (B R e (0 AR R 4T 28 4, 0 T L2 7
REME DR B 21— A (2) A EE 7,4 8 (M B WL £ 58 TS e 0 o (0 5 D] 07 38 00 4T A 48, LA A58 i A
(3R TS 44— 52 I BE A AE Gt AR ) B AL b AT 35 DR R 77 A 14 3k DR 2R, LIRS Rl A 1) 22 1

AR SCAG A8 A A AT D 3 P B B B U o 8 I R v 0 PR R B R A AT R O B
AR F 10 LA R I I8 S8 B AT L, T AN DRI 38 I8 S8 e vt PR — 8 RERE N T — AL SR B W05 19 R AR ik

Popsize

(1) VHSLRNRE 4 AN AR ARS8 . B LR F = Z F52) VSRR AR O B 2N IR FU/F,
i=1
(3) REMEHR LA LN MERMBERMEA 0-1 ER— DX (4) 7= 42—A 0-1 1A ) B L BE AL A A T4
— DXCTA] P 1 880 B A A2 DX T 0 1 G €, A 22 18 L
A AR AT X 2 R8s YERRAT SR AR SCH 75 0 A P B s A8 OB AR 7 B AR R
o, DURE — 45 5 W AT J5 B AL 9 A B (5 A 22 0] £ 31 43 ke DT, A S e DRI A7 B8 B BIL ™ 2 A A8 X ds S R v, A8
1) A 25 SCAR G 0 AT 1A B DR, 60 3o A8 S A5 3810 35 11 e D81 6l B0 Ay 397 A A B G SRAE AN B PR A7 7 b S AR ) i
DRI 28 359 A 5], D) -7 AR A W 6 7 A 110 e TR 23 DR b B30 5 | N AR e B 7 LA DR B 11 22 AP
AR 5 SR A A (R A BB 0 B R B DR e 3 MR AR AT S A AR (R A A SE R g R R
MR TAHIR R LA B SIAR 5 R AR 5 551 A SCH) 7 R v A2 S B AR R A 2 -
AR A P AT m T5 20 87 [R5 25 40 A1 10— BEATLHOR A 400 J50A 5 DR AR 418 1 2 4 A 1) AR E 7 40,
1t J07 A S T A R SXARAN A B 3 ) JR R X
BEES AN A R b £ X AR BT S5 T BT BRI RE A D e e A A B R IR B2 R4,
i L o D044, B4 AT SR [ oy, 0, ., 0,,1].
T AL FVE R Bt P A AR 1.
Table 1 Pseudocode in the phase of genetic algorithm
F 1 BUEEIE BT
BN B3 AR ) B (M, M), (Mo Moy, ..o (Mo s Myt) 3 SIS BUR m REAEYERE Ry n (ERIESE 7,
KN PopSize, fe Ki%ARIKEL MaxGen;
iy BB AR IR n GEALTE K BE [ 01, 03, .., 0n,1].
Pop=initial population of PopSize Chromosomes
for all V,e {V1,Va, ...V} do
=0
while j<n do
if 7,20
Pi=M(V3)
else PV
endif
10 =i+l
11 end while
12 end for

13 Use P« to Calculate fitness value (Eq.7) of Pop and record the best individual
14 curGen=0, Pop'=Pop

O 001N N R W=

15 Repeat

16 curGen=curGen+1

17 Pop'=select(Pop")

18 Pop'=crossover(Pop')

19 Pop'=mutation(Pop")

20 Use P, to Calculate fitness value (Eq.7) of Pop' and update the best individual
21 curGen=curGen+1

22 until cunGen==MaxGen
23 return best individual
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2.4 REEAS B BIFEIEET I

it LRI L o 9805 A i S5 1 S, 5 2 BIAF 0 6077 2 30 L o B AT T4
S R AN R L5 ), AR08 3 2 S A 0/ MRS T 42 8743 2 8 A 0 B V80 4 0 RAR A £
UL BT 4 25 42 B ROt 5 R 72045 B 2 24 1 505 24 B s LK

3 SLIEWTAR

R BATEEAE Z A A TFEAR 41X SPEL J5 i 10 T RS0 AT 56 0. 1 20, AT TR T S0 88 it b L 5 ik
FPRA 5 B (B 2 B0 50 1) HL A A T S 5 R e B B0 SR I v M5 S PR i b B S, 6T S A AT
TR A IR Bk B 7 W P IR T IRATI SR AT R
3.1 EIgIT

0 55 T P PO e R U s 4R A T RT B3 Dk BATR PR RS B s — e — A8 R 2 — A
2, — X — AR AR B AR I B AR S IR R H bR I E AT T00I0; 22 0k — 88 A8 22 AN R I 2L [R] 4 g i
DALY B0 H AR IR0 H BEAT TR T 496 UE 55025 1 208 1k 2 A 20 P AT 0 20 B A 20 AR ) 1 5 A 3 A7 I8 T H e
B TN, 543 301 % HE T o — R 20— B BRATTKE SPEL Uy i 2 AN S (19 5 T H B b T Dy v R AT
b AL S T S0 FR 1 Burak 3 981K 0(k=10) Peters 1 €3£, SE T4 %% > 19 CODEP!'®l, HYDRAPJ5
oy BETHFHEMUE ) TCA+TT IR0 KA g SE 0k J7 3 (A 3% DU 07 7 9 v J7 VAR FH R SPEL Hp 4 43 2 88— 3
AR 25 DT R R e T A YR I S2 I REAT I 2 HYDRA K TCA+HFH T 15 & $2 1 5 4L, CODEP, Peters
198V K Burak 3o 3§ %A B Wekal*' VT LA HEAT T SEEL. 75 BRI L HYDRA 5 ik A& FH F 6T — ot — ik
0035 T 455 B TN, DR A — 6 — B I N AR AT LE B SPEL 73R T Python MIHL#%: > T H sklearn(http:/
neuro.debian.net/pkgs/python-sklearn.html) 47 T SEH, I o 1o & AR B ity B T 8L S FEHE QL pyevolve(http:/
pyevolve.sourceforge.net) 1T SZ I,

S S HORCE WK 2, MaxGen 7R 15 AL Sk () 85 KIEARIREL, PopSize e mB— AR EE N & A 1
AEHLP. RPN G R E A 7 B IR R TR AT A8 MR P, R R AR rh e AR AR S (M6, V% R 7 B0 iE
SN H b ST S E ) L AR R A S R 5 AR AR E AT 0] LG B8 U AR AR A B0 A AR O A I
% B LANAE.

Table 2 Parameters setting

R2 KBS HE

MaxGen  PopSize P, R V%
80 300 0.8 005 5%

B R AR K ISR S FRATT BT T P AN 5 i)

o RQUEVETEES T H P T b, 5 4 My kA LE 2 75 At 2 I H A0 iy Tou il ok e 2

o RQ2:ELVEFN[F I H e B FUAR Lb, 2 75 Re % 2 I B A e 1) Tl 2 R 2
3.2 FEMEHEE

{f [ Promise & AEEEM 4 8255 FATIH tH (19 7 04T PR Promise ¥ S 5 W 1 Jureczko &8 NWAE 58
1, FAL 2R 10 AR FFIR I H A3 29 AR AELAEAN I H 52134965 20 AN A REIE & R bRiE R
FEPRR R B E K38 3 WA T Promise HIBELM G INE B, 8 V0 2 v LUG H 8k fa A8 BT o Le 4l
41.3%.AEEEM %4 45 B D° Ambros %5 A4 JLA0 5 5 ANAS IR FRUE I H 2 AR AN 35T H 9541 35 4 35 2k T 3R AHAR
b, FFRIERE . BISEE BN 61 4E R & 7o — 4R 5iE 3R 4 fiid T AEEEM HUR £ M &5 B g ima ]
PLE H, 8 BB 5 LL I 24 16.3%. (1T AEEEM #4426 & i il B 520 1 1l B >k 5 % A A1 (7], B ke ik 4%
AEEEM 4 SE AT — 0 — 485 20T 15 00 H B4 7. 10 Promise 24P & I H iR 2 ML FEZ A TH
MR AN [) i A i, DKL 3 T 22 06— #8521 1R 5 1 A6 g ot
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Table 3 Characteristic information of Promise dataset

% 3 Promise HIEM SR THE R
WH AR ARESATEC SEEI B BRSO A L)

ant-1.3 37 699 125 20(16%)
ant-1.4 54195 178 40(22.5%)
ant-1.5 87 047 293 32(10.9%)
ant-1.6 113 246 351 92(26.2%)
ant-1.7 208 653 745 166(22.3%)
log4j-1.0 21549 135 34(25.2%)
logdj-1.1 19 938 109 37(33.9%)
logdj-1.2 38191 205 189(92.2%)
lucene-2.0 50 596 195 91(46.7%)
lucene-2.2 63 571 247 144(58.3%)
lucene-2.4 102 859 340 203(59.7%)
poi-1.5 55428 237 141(59.5%)
P0i-2.0 93 171 314 37(11.8%)
poi-2.5 119 731 385 248(64.4%)
P0i-3.0 129 327 442 281(63.3%)
redaktor 59 280 176 27(15.3%)
synapse-1.0 28 806 157 16(10.2%)
synapse-1.1 42302 222 60(27.0%)
synapse-1.2 53 500 256 86(33.6%)
tomeat 300 674 858 77(9.0%)
velocity-1.4 51713 196 147(75.0%)
velocity-1.6 57012 229 78(34.1%)
xalan-2.4 225088 723 110(15.2%)
xalan-2.5 304 860 803 387(48.2%)
xalan-2.6 411737 885 411(46.4%)
xalan-2.7 428555 909 898(98.8%)
xerces-1.2 159254 440 71(16.1%)
xerces-1.3 167 095 453 69(15.2%)
xerces-1.4 141 180 588 437(74.3%)
S 3626257 11196 4629(41.3%)

Table 4 Characteristic information of AEEEM dataset
#* 4 AEEEM H#HENSIHE B
WiHARE ARAATEC SEBige BRBE sl g sl

EQ 39 534 325 129(39.6%)
JDT 224 055 997 206(20.7%)
LC 73 184 399 39(9.3%)

ML 156102 1862 245(13.2%)
PDE 146952 1492 209(14.0%)
IC R 639827 5075 828(16.3%)

3.3 RNERR

B B TOOI AT LA R = 40 2 Tl i, G b A e B SRR Oy LB A9, TG Bl A ABE B Ay B 48] AN S0 (1 43 R AR
R AR ILL T 4 iAo s S PR A SRR S IR 4 Kl 23 S B 2K (true - positive, TR TP) 2By TR a B 45 5 1=
XI5 A B2 (false positive, @i AR FP). 3L Fx A S f 28 4 5 R %I 4 R LB [ 25 (false negative, [ #% FP). SEFR K
TC B e el 1 AR 4 A o BB 2 (true negative, B AR TN). £ 42 K (recall) Fl 2 #E % (precision) & — 43I ) il 37
F R VEOY 1451 43 S 68 7 (R 48 A A 4% 3 (recall)Fig AT 17 5 B S 491 B 158 S0 Ay e B S8 1y Ll i), JE ok 50 4 =08

recall = P ®)
TP + FN
P VHE R (precision) F8 4 QT A7 4 TN Ay i e 288 1) S 451 v 2SI B 28 BT o 1) B A, v B A Ok
precision = i )
TP + FP

{E 2 4 5 R A vl A0 A B A7 A — 5 BRI, o LA P T VP A 20 26 M B AR 5 1) 4 (1) 43 S M R I i LA 8 e
M R A AEAE F1 $RAR 2 7 A 50 7 42 32 (R R S 50 Be 08 A7 0 P A e e A 4 o ) 2 I D T
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PR 0 G5k b T 1) P B 25O B A At 4 3 AT i e 4 LR B A S

2 x precision x recall

34 FLHHER
3.4.1 A% RQL 0 #F

F1

precision + recall

F1 AR 8 e, 2 s AR o e 4 288 ) T 6 ) A DA 8 S 06 16 - L bR VP S35 1 T 44
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3T HUE SPEL J5 v (05 35 H 5k b TN g, BATT 43 7 AEEEM B4l 45 Rl Promise 414 L b AT — 3 —
B R 20— AN A5 I H BB . th T HYDRA J7 VA S i BRI, AN b — BN B 5 300 H i I
TR0, PR M X — ¥ 43 ANEAT LU i T S EL 5V N B AT — s A BE AL B 3%, DR G A5 0 5 30 T 4t o4 T e, 122 5 V%
BIFTAMSTIAT 3 RIFHL 3 KIS AT 45 R ME .72 AEEEM S 4E b, —x —BIXR (8 0 H 1 &5 R F1 A W&

5.4 K 3 Fros.

Table 5 Comparison of F'1 on one-to-one cross-project defect prediction

RS BEUN ROES I H BRI TN F1E R E

WIH > HERH R vE Burak filter  Peters filter TCA+ CODEP  S°EL
JDT—EQ 0.40 0.46 0.47 0.60 0.56 0.62
LC—EQ 0.48 0.48 0.40 0.62 0.52 0.70
ML—EQ 0.53 0.48 0.54 0.56 0.55 0.60
PDE—EQ 0.49 0.49 0.52 0.60 0.58 0.62
EQ—JDT 0.39 0.43 0.42 0.54 0.38 0.55
LC—IDT 0.44 0.43 0.43 0.56 0.48 0.54
ML—JDT 0.44 0.55 0.47 0.43 0.43 0.59

PDE—JDT 0.44 0.45 0.53 0.48 0.44 0.51
EQ—LC 0.32 0.29 0.28 0.27 0.26 0.27
IDT-LC 0.31 0.42 0.35 0.31 0.42 0.33
ML—LC 0.37 0.39 0.32 0.25 0.20 0.34
PDE—LC 0.38 0.33 0.28 0.33 0.37 0.20
EQ—->ML 0.23 0.22 0.22 0.23 0.23 0.28
JIDT->ML 0.31 0.32 0.31 0.36 0.33 0.35
LC—>ML 0.21 0.22 0.22 0.29 0.22 0.32
PDE—ML 0.22 0.23 0.22 0.29 0.22 0.36
EQ—>PDE 0.31 0.32 0.32 0.33 0.29 0.33

JDT—>PDE 0.33 0.36 0.35 0.38 0.40 0.40
LC—PDE 0.36 0.38 0.40 0.37 0.36 0.37
ML—PDE 0.37 0.36 0.39 0.37 0.33 0.36

BLied 0.36 0.38 0.37 0.41 0.38 0.44
— 3 — T I B B P B v P
0.7+ T
0.65+
0.6F T ‘
0.55+ _ o T
0.5+ ‘ ‘ ‘
T 045
0.4
0.35+
03l ‘ \
0.25 L L L L L L
0.2+

Baseline Burak Filter

K 3

Peters Filter

TCA+
Fig.3 Box plot of one-to-one cross-project defect prediction

CODEP

R T R B T 4 SR A

S3EL
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NS 25 R LA
(1) S’EL J5#: 5 Burak i 335 . Peters it €35 . TCA+H! CODEP J7yEAM L, 20 HIHE F1 $8b5 0308 B3R T
T 16%,19%,7%F1 16%;
(2)  S’EL JrikAE—2F- LA (11 AN TIN5 5 v BUAS T e lef 10 T s
(3)  HHLVETT ML, S EL J7 vk A 1 2 HRTH AR 25 130T 1R TR 1 BE (22%).
JH sk ) b At 7 92, FRATT AT LA 2 2T S 3 5 1) Burak 1 98 7E RN Peters i 8325 (10 700 M REAH 22 A8 K, F
A5 B UE 7 A LU AR T A B35 0T A 11 Jit BRI - — X — T (0 5 T 5k B 000 o, DI 2 5249 5 H v S 45 A
A PRI A 22 AN R PR SX R IR 3 st v B AT SR 48, S — o RE A8 AT >k T 1 1) 45 S Burak i 9621 BUR T 1¥) &
AN SE AR 42 B2 TEAT AR AL) SR AT AE AR BRI KU Peters i S8V AN AL HL 5 &N A1 1K) H bR 52451 2
B B 1A N 5 S 400 ey Y 3 BN ZR R b 1) SE A B 2D AR AN B, AN BB B A4 2 T SR04 B 1R 45 2R H
ST AL, e T S4B 3 4B [ D 2 A A B A 25 AN DRI — X — B RS I st B R b AN s
1. Promise $(4i 5 b, 2 % — B F #5 I H BB TN 45 AL F1E L2 6, 48 £ 15 Ui 18] 4 Jros.
NS5 45 SRR LUE
(1) S’EL J7 k4 bk Burak it y€¥% . Peters i J€7%. TCA+. CODEP HI HYDRA J7 ik, 20 5I4E F1 fabrisfi
AT T 38%,45%,35%,29%F 9%;
(2)  S’EL JiEAEdLrn 12 ANI0H [ B b 1 2 90 fe 4 i TO0VE i, HYDRA 7k e 3L ep 10 ANIH
FEI HH S D 1) T A
(3)  GEEUEDT A L, S EL Jy AAE 2 %GBT A5 T B TR e Bl G I AR T 89% 1 TR 1 .
Table 6 Comparison of F'1 on many-to-one cross-project defect prediction
FT6 XA RS I H BTN F1EX
HbsBiH  Jt#EJ{k  Burak filter  Peters filter TCA+ CODEP  HYDRA S’EL

ant-1.3 0.35 0.28 0.44 0.28 0.36 0.42 0.39
ant-1.4 0.21 0.37 0.31 0.35 0.35 0.25 0.36
ant-1.5 0.42 0.26 0.44 0.21 0.35 0.14 0.41
ant-1.6 0.45 0.38 0.51 0.39 0.53 0.62 0.61
ant-1.7 0.50 0.38 0.51 0.33 0.47 0.52 0.52
log4j-1.0 0.20 0.40 0.65 0.34 0.55 0.43 0.51
log4j-1.1 0.27 0.51 0.53 0.49 0.63 0.53 0.65
log4j-1.2 0.13 0.96 0.34 0.69 0.46 0.92 0.94
lucene-2.0 0.18 0.58 0.47 0.54 0.53 0.62 0.67
lucene-2.2 0.16 0.65 0.37 0.56 0.53 0.72 0.74
lucene-2.4 0.31 0.67 0.39 0.58 0.59 0.71 0.74
poi-1.5 0.26 0.73 0.43 0.55 0.72 0.71 0.75
poi-2.0 0.24 0.14 0.28 0.22 0.20 0.36 0.31
poi-2.5 0.24 0.16 0.22 0.61 0.59 0.81 0.79
poi-3.0 0.28 0.50 0.23 0.61 0.49 0.83 0.81
redaktor 0.29 0.40 0.36 0.29 0.33 0.42 0.31
synapse-1.0 0.38 0.18 0.20 0.21 0.24 0.17 0.39
synapse-1.1 0.37 0.43 0.49 0.42 0.49 0.46 0.47
synapse-1.2 0.42 0.50 0.57 0.44 0.57 0.22 0.61
tomcat 0.39 0.18 0.34 0.16 0.28 0.14 0.37
velocity-1.4 0.11 0.19 0.15 0.66 0.33 0.86 0.76
velocity-1.6 0.22 0.39 0.30 0.44 0.55 0.53 0.51
xalan-2.4 0.36 0.28 0.38 0.25 0.34 0.37 0.39
xalan-2.5 0.38 0.39 0.42 0.55 0.51 0.63 0.62
xalan-2.6 0.44 0.39 0.57 0.51 0.55 0.68 0.63
xalan-2.7 0.43 0.47 0.51 0.69 0.55 0.97 0.98
xerces-1.2 0.24 0.28 0.22 0.23 0.23 0.27 0.27
xerces-1.3 0.32 0.33 0.50 0.26 0.35 0.17 0.41
xerces-1.4 0.25 0.85 0.39 0.67 0.40 0.88 0.87

YI{E 0.31 0.42 0.40 0.43 0.45 0.53 0.58
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Fig.4 Box plot of many-to-one cross-project defect prediction
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Table 7 Compared result of 1 value between our approach and other within-project defect prediction

RTJESFIH S EE PN TER F1EXTE

ERRUAE] S’EL 5% 90%
ant-1.3 0.39 0.21 0.33
ant-1.4 0.36 0.25 0.17
ant-1.5 0.41 0.34 0.5
ant-1.6 0.61 0.52 0.59
ant-1.7 0.52 0.39 0.65
log4j-1.0 0.51 0.32 0.67
log4j-1.1 0.65 0.49 0.86
log4j-1.2 0.94 0.96 0.64
lucene-2.0 0.67 0.49 0.67
lucene-2.2 0.74 0.64 0.71
lucene-2.4 0.74 0.73 0.45
poi-1.5 0.75 0.67 0.38
poi-2.0 0.31 0.16 0.3
poi-2.5 0.79 0.78 0.74
poi-3.0 0.81 0.81 0.42
redaktor 0.31 0.17 0.35
synapse-1.0 0.39 0.11 0.36
synapse-1.1 0.47 0.12 0.57
synapse-1.2 0.61 0.09 0.62

Tomcat 0.37 0.25 0.4
velocity-1.4 0.76 0.87 0.87
velocity-1.6 0.51 0.39 0.4

xalan-2.4 0.39 0.32 0.24

xalan-2.5 0.62 0.41 0.21

xalan-2.6 0.63 0.66 0.63

xalan-2.7 0.98 0.99 0.99

xerces-1.2 0.27 0.18 0.67

xerces-1.3 0.41 0.37 0.45

xerces-1.4 0.87 0.92 0.89

YIE 0.58 0.47 0.55
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Table 8 Friedman test for one-to-one cross-project defect prediction
Fz8 XN, 45 B Friedman #7560
T 75 F H EH B %75 F 18 p 18

2 )R 2 69.4 5 13.88 20.72  0.0009
HNRZE 265.6 95 2.795 8
syl 335 119

Table 9 Friedman test for many-to-one cross-project defect prediction

F9  ZX AT, 9K 45 R Friedman A58

5 R HHE ¥y FAii pfE
A [A) % 22 257.966 6 42.994 3 55.59 0.000 0
AR ZE 549.534 168 3.271
Joyil 807.5 202

Friedman 556} 8 A 3077V 0] (10 25 AT W35 22 53 AF@ AN B8 R AT 2 93 b 077 92 100 JEL A 2 S e K b AT 10
F 5/ ik 25 2% 5315 LSD(least-significant difference)>k Lt A8 W Ff vk 2 18] (1) 22 5738 10 fiZk 11 o T4 FH LSD
TS5 ) et A5 R 2 AR (e I O Sk 56 TR AT R 0 11 4 SR LA R R BRORE A B BB
()BT A5 OCRIT TR DA 1 1) 24 570), I\ Ay 9 5 92 22 T ) 2 52 8.3 1.
Table 10 LSD test for one-to-one cross-project defect prediction

R0 BN SR SR LSD K

J7ik x ik y BHE TR TR 22 (y—x) i LR
S’EL HEMEHFE 0.550 613 739 2.2 3.849 386 261
S’EL Burak filter ~ —0.124 386 26 1.525 3.174 386 261
S’EL Peters filter  0.025 613 739 1.675 3.324 386 261
S’EL TCA+ —-0.999 386 26 0.65 2.299 386 261
S’EL CODEP 0.250 613 739 1.9 3.549 386 261

B:fiJ7¥: Burak filter  —2.324 386 26 -0.675 0.974 386 261
FeHk I Peters filter ~— —2.174 386 26 —-0.525 1.124 386 261
S UIRTN TCA+ —3.199 386 26 -1.55 0.099 386 261
FEUETT 1% CODEP —1.949 386 26 -0.3 1.349 386 261
Burak filter  Peters filter ~ —1.499 386 26 0.15 1.799 386 261
Burak filter TCA+ —2.524 386 26 -0.875 0.774 386 261
Burak filter CODEP —~1.274 386 26 0.375 2.024 386 261
Peters filter TCA+ —2.674 386 26 -1.025 0.624 386 261
Peters filter CODEP —1.424 386 26 0.225 1.874 386 261

TCA+ CODEP —0.399 386 26 1.25 2.899 386 261
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Table 11 LSD test for many-to-one cross-project defect prediction

Fz 11 22X BN, S0 45 M LSD K i

J5 1 x Jiik y EREEN P15 2 (y—x) BiE LR

S’EL HEUEHE 2.004447527  3.672413793  5.340 380 059
S’EL Burak filter  0.866 516 493  2.534 482759  4.202 449 025
S’EL Peters filter  0.521 688906  2.189 655 172  3.857 621 438
S’EL TCA+ 1.263 068 217  2.931 034 483 4.599 000 749
S’EL CODEP 0.194 102 7 1.862 068 966  3.530 035 231
S’EL HYDRA ~0.61624213  1.051 724 138 2.719 690 404

HeAE Tk Burak filter ~ —2.8058973  —1.137 93103  0.530 035 231
Ut Ik Peters filter ~ —3.150 724 89  —1.482758 62  0.185207 645

FEUETT TCA+ —2.409 34558  —-0.74137931  0.926 586 956
HAETT CODEP —-3.47831109 —1.81034483 —0.142 378 56
HEHB® HYDRA —4.288 65592  —2.620 689 66 —0.952 723 39
Burak filter ~ Peters filter ~ —2.012 79385  —0.344 82759  1.323 138 68
Burak filter TCA+ —1.271 41454  0.396 551 724  2.064 517 99
Burak filter CODEP -2.34038006 —0.67241379  0.995 552 473
Burak filter HYDRA —-3.150 72489  —1.482758 62  0.185207 645
Peters filter TCA+ -0.926 58696  0.74137931  2.409 345 576
Peters filter CODEP ~1.99555247 —0.32758621  1.340 380 059
Peters filter HYDRA -2.8058973  —1.13793103  0.530 035 231
TCA+ CODEP —2.736 93178  —1.068 96552  0.599 000 749
TCA+ HYDRA -3.547276 61 —1.87931034 —0.211 344 08
CODEP HYDRA —2.47831109 —0.81034483  0.857 621 438

R Sk 2 PG 56 &5 SR AT DA A — 0 — 8 5 B0 0 T Sl o 000 e, B AT A0 O 9k S R T M T vk
Peters 11 3&i%: & CODEP J5 1%, 1t F Burak £ 9835 K TCA+T7 3%, M0 HoAtl JLFP 7 0 2 18] 2 5 9 R B35 AE 20—
P S T H R B 000 P B AT U5 v B AL T S ME U v . Burak i yEVE. Peters id i€k, TCA+. CODEP
7ML T HYDRA J5 6 HYDRA J5 ik B340 1364 7 v & TCA+J5 5. CODEP [ 3548 T3 HE vk L& Tk
PATINE-S 5 7N TE )

3.5 BYMHEEZMEZS
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