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Deriving Object-oriented Metric Thresholds: Research Problems, Progress, and Challenges
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ZHOU Yu-Ming'”

'(State Key Laboratory for Novel Software Technology (Nanjing University), Nanjing 210023, China)

*(Department of Computer Science and Technology, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, China)

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, it could be simply and intuitively evaluated 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.
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This paper presents the systematic survey on the recent research achievements in deriving metric thresholds. First, the research problem is
introduced in object-oriented software metric threshold derivation. Then, the current main research work is described in detail from two
aspects: unsupervised and supervised learning methods. After that, the related techniques are discussed. Finally, the opportunities and
challenges are summarized in this field and the research directions in the future are outlined.

Key words: object-oriented software; metrics; threshold; defect prediction

B E B (software metric)! JEFIMR . PPAR TN RS B i X G B0 R G IR ) — R R B L
BAFTFRIUE « SRR AT E S R L R A B RS e A R, AR H S e R
R b JSE R 3 51T L ep, 7 it R 0 A T A R SRS A5 P 7= o 1) i e 3 A OB R R 3 Dl A
JE AR P B Herh ) AR MR S RIS AT R B AR DG I R R, i S ek, S PR AT AT SR, A
TR ME BT, B PERE S5 R B B A DG 8 Pk, SRR &5 ) A5 ) DB R R A SRR, B T AR
wit I AR B PR AN By BLHERAR, 30 50 B S P il i) N R A, AR S e L R At s ST A M R P R k(A
HICR. FE AL IR ICR W LAk 2 — & N H T 1R) % % (object-oriented) A4 1) 45 F B & (DA R i FR OO JF &) B
X IR B BAAE B FEAT T SR ARER A (software defect) A& 78 3R A4 ™ i AN A= Ay Ji W1 (R 7= ). A6 KBS S,
HH TS AR I S5 M FIAR 22 (R T RN DA, S50 Be AN ] 3 S (0 70 T Al B R Al 5 LN . A B ) A 7 BRI T e o i L
BN T AR A5 A, 7 T SR B T B S A A b e T 6 N PR A e A A BB AR T T R B e T
BEFR AR AFACHD (R B, an AR BB, eAh, OO F5 2 s {E (14 e AN AN FH T 3 A AR 1 5 B 100 3% 53¢,
T HAE B v v o i 1 At 37 S5t b A7 T A . X S8 LA S FH 37 5 B ARG R IR (code smell) BIASIN . FofE
AR PR A WU 0 A T 5 (19 4 o S5 7 P Ot A B R o, A S i o T A R — A B R b I R AN [
JRGRE: 7T PR T TR AR DA DX 43 3P A R A R . TR b, #E 1 B e B v, 2 OO B 14 1L ke Ay R gt 0 1. PR
PSS

TERATTE RN LS B sl h, — S8 il IT R HA 5% (1 JBuilder. Visual Studio 45) BREE BeARIS SRS « g 1A

O TR 2 OO0 i g BIE. IXFE, TR N R AESnAHS I RE Rl N 20 IDE B S8 i) & B A5 5, IR X L8 )
B AT AR A AR TRy IR BB, FERb I R b, SO R W OO JE R ik Y & T Al A, Ak e e Ak IR 5
BIE R 5 FIE Pk {8l 25 25 (https://docs.microsoft.com/zh-cn/previous-versions/visualstudio/visual-studio-
2012/dd264982(v%3dvs.110)). i1 T K2 % OO0 JEREAT VB B IR M, T AN R 75 24858 T fi# T AL IDE (11 00 &
AT, FFARE DU A Sk 400624 B BB A A AL,

J T HBIT RN B E — 2 LK OO0 ¥ (I CK & &) MIME S % H, FFAEA I T 27 00 /& & B E
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HRAE AR & 437 B DX ) (R A SR ATRFAIE, SRR 03 AN R 28 BB R AR A A XRS5 2. e TN ZREE Pl D 2R IR BB 15
SR LA FH TG W B 2 20 VR A8 (¥ OO [ B (B TAUI 248 A2 75 60, 75 e B 1) 1 e Fie A U (E AR 0 T B 2% 20 Uy ik
B, AR, BA SR BA (S SRR A B SR AR 0 TR S I AR R B T BTG R ) TR R,
OO0 Ji 1+ FIH A 8 1L TR AR AF — S Hofh 4> 25 9 01, Lanza 25 N U 5L T 45 o 10 08 0 ST e 23 AR R 4025
Saraiva 25 N P it SRS 1) LA A2 055 22 68 7 14 P8 e 5000 X 50 14 B (L 52 5 LA B Fernandez %5 A P14 HY
B N R JE B SCOM (sensitive class cohesion metric) 5 5 147 BT P B (E A1 5 2 A1 e 19 OO J& & 11— 4
ClE Bt B #i5E. tH T2 Wt BME . & IR 1 BB E 25X LE BB A 8 BT 70D, JERTE T, 1Rk
IR TS T 00 S BTN 4.

AR, KT 00 B f MAE A L AF 2 F 28 5 2 IR TG Wi 2 S W 2R D7 VR R T i il B iy e o
JAET OO J5 & BB ARE P REFN BB ROV (AL 56, AR 2020 4 12 H, O 20 250 (I57EREK) AR IFT I 2
TIERRE . IX BT VELETT RN A B S BE B, TS — e N BT
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(1) OO B BHIZALYERE 2. B 8 5 008 T U 2R b AR R SR B A5 A A M 25 ) 7 v N I M %
223738, HAD OO0 JEwt BIETE S AL H L1 3 52 FiE.

(2) OO J 2 FME N 37 e A G —. A W 24 S R B 2% 30 J5 VAR BB B0 A7 TE 20 35 /3 5 11 B (.
B, R (SIS T 2RI T G BB A, 58 AR R T2 BERIE, OO 5 2 (R R A [|) 1) 4 B 1 (.
JT R A B 1 JRUSSE 7K 1A [). A7) B30 1 B EL IS 3 FH 3% e AN e —

(3) OO F& 5 B H FL L FEA T 59, AN 1042 T I BF 4% 5 I 2 A5 I BF 4% 33, LT s 1) 1 () Bkl 3 0 0 R 2801 T 2
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. B BRATTIT A0, OO JE ot (B A 7 J7 V2300 5 A0k ¥ STk J LT 430 e 2= 140 SC Bl B WA T B i, 1B Y AR S Ay
AR D, AAT 3 R B L Y AT SO AR T A A SRR AT A T AR (MR 2020 4F 12 H). N T 58
IS A, A SCH IR EZXIT 10 453K OO0 B BIE A 58 J732: HIFFL I s A7 (R, X 30 R A7 40 A
RN &, FFAE IS Al 4e B2 A0 i i Bk k.
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WA Ak BE S, JE UL T el 4 P e R A BRI s R P 2 24 1. Halstead! VR Curtis 55 A U3 BI4E 1977 4E R
1979 4E3¢ ! Halstead T4 48 (B 2%1) B 4. 1988 4, Basili 25 A UL Hbr. ) ORI oy sUMES, 32 H A a0
J R LA HE SRR . 2RO 1k W7 H bR A2 T A ol R0 A K 4 9 o 4 A Bl T R A D o

B 10 )0 SRR PP B VR OR R, OO FERIE D R W SRPEI N R . B E. gk, 248, 15 B RGEH
BB AR PO T, K% 00 J B A RO YA RS B &, L BEAE i i B J5 A ENic:. M Chidamber il
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1B UL 100 224> OO0 JE b1 YCHE HE I T RIE % 44 H fij e 1920222420700 i sept 5 v, 2R A0 Tl
L2 RWHRE 00 FERALI X R AE B . AT GhRTE. WA VERT Py SR PESE & 2805 1F L BALHT
5. HRE MR LB, i1 Lorenz 22 N\ U NOP J 4%k 2 251 ¥ ik, T Bansiya 25 A\ P NOP 5%
AR, SRR AL (WEMP R A2 GRA TP, R A3 (R PE)PIRIR A4 GBS 29 bE) 251 1 24
HIH LK 100 24> OO0 Bt 43 Sl I i) SRR Y SRk BB kit L RIS IR 52 4 4 AN 7 TR
[ER R ETII T SR AR SR SO ANk
1.2 00 EEHBEWET R 00 EEHEERE
1.2.1 00 Rk T

BB, 1717 2 00 FE R AR T AL R # s e b H sl b W42 FE e 40a. X (et 00 JE A sk frik
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(1) AR 53 #7 1. A Understand #1 NDepend /&3ix 38 T H 183, Understand J& — MM 447 T H, nJ LA (it
WH K. FEF RGOSR RS . bRl kAR oh, i34t 7 APT g2 L A P A . St
Understand 735 A IEACHS A2 5™ FE 44 2 udb 130 i, PR AT APT 42 D ) 8508 e b 18 e U . IR &
{55 29 4~ 00 JE &, 27 AN A4YEFE S 47 TS & NDepend & — AN TR 1. NET 520 1 1,
7] 5 Visual Studio Fl Azure DevOps/TFS £ 1. H WA 57T LAFE Visual Studio §™ @& Al #4k. TF R AN AT ELH
CLE BIE, 75 A S 27 S (i B 1 22 5.

(2) SERIT R IAEE (IDE) 4 T HL. JBuilder 1 Rational Rose J& X S [ 8 et TR AAREE. th T 4Rk
T Together ¥ F, JBuilder BE% M UML AT Java JEACHE Fh il 82 1 43Rl =, Hoh 035 CK /& . Rational Rose
$24L T 55 JBuilder AL B WLEE T fE. Visual Studio THRIRAE T IS ARIE . ARG EE. BRG . ARATHCR
N B AT YRR T ILIR B R Ak, — L8 IDE A b SR XA IR & TR 41 WakaTime RJ LAZE T
LI IDE * 10 H Mg PG 2ok H 3l A B e br . SEvh K B EE.

(3) L I1JE Y4 T H. SDMetrics Fll Krakatau Essential /&X 2 T H 4%, H Pl A UML #8455 T H ol
Wi TRE T H o S H UML B8 3] XMI SO, SDMetrics 13U XMI SCRESR V4R HE, FEG 15 Bt i
54 PE. Krakatau Essential fg M\ Java/CH+JEACAS R AR T H 25 . SCHRZE . SRR 7 L9 LM 2 Fh % . McCabe
1Q &M e MM, EEX R AIAT T2 2 M ANV 55 R IR, e P2 A0 1 1 B S B SRR AT A R
118F . EREAEIEE RS, UL Halstead B4R McCabe 4 F 1) OO fFH.

1.2.2 1 [0 SR o R A R

OO0 J£ & AT LU Ay fift 8 A e S SR AR AR e A B Bea 1) (defect-proneness). 84K M ] (change-proneness)
AR ME Z) (testability) 254N 5 JE M. IEBEX LLA1 T R 1 14 B0 AR B A Ay ok AR 78 2 v 3 7 R T
DUASETY. 5, St B 16T e (1) AR AR B ] LA e 8 e A QR e Pl P s AR A AL ) ) 4 QB AR ] AN (] R A i) 5
ANBREHAS Sr B ki AR B A A A ) ) AR AR ] U IR 77 2200 TAE & 7R e X 2e P AR
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Ty, B 3 SR 7 s 28 AR T AR e A v BIMIC IR S0 (o). Horh, A2 (Wid 2t 00 J & sk
THT i) %o 52 AP ) % S A S A T WIS 28 24 T il 0,55 dle oy 7%,

123 2T 00 J it [ {5 I e b Tt A5 2
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(3) #L OO JE it By {E AR F A iy A 20 BR DACER 8 22 IO VI R8s AE DI 2R 4E L, DL OO J& BN il R AZ it
L5 DA B3 J52 B D A R AR i (3 AR ) S ST PRI R e e i SR ) AN A A S Y A5 2 R M R T S 5
T U, 428005 S HA T 5 15 BB SR T, AT e s R i v
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A A 90 AN I, DU 445 5 229 iy B A o, PO BT

(5) OO B B ELIY . 0 AR 5t i) S 300 H P AR R T AR [F) 25 BRI 4R OO JE ANk B B2 = Hicdls . 4 2E 00
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BUAT SCHR O B 2 AR 3 AN, Lorenz 25 A A K OO JiE 5 b {H 2 1 B 01 B3 el I i) AR
AT (4 3 o P 3 T AR 530 S5 380 B AN B2 s il R FR) S 3 . Mlorascal® M & B BRMELSE U —
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& 3 ANAE Java TR R ARG W 44 I 18] % 0 )5 B0 SR ARER A 3 1) Java TREJT IR 44 1 [ b 4b R I8 1k
0 1) Java TREFF K M4k ARVEE J 5 1 Java TREF 540K N 0 1 Java FREFRI4ES I 0] JLF-—F#£ 2. Unger
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ZHBET TP 00 JE = BMERII A 78 4), L2 D BIE R 5.
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(1) ¥R TR IR, B 22 R % . 1IEEE Xplore Digital Library. Digital Library ACM. DBLP Computer
Science Bibliography. Springer Link Online Library. Sicence Direct. ISI Web of Knowledge > & F1H [E 411 4 2511
FOPLAE R O . R WA T EAREEAR T (CCF #i#E B br 22 AR S WU H ) (2019 fR) 1 &8 T
FI2x i3 HL A 2SR,

(2) ¥R I8 7. “metric thresholds™“software metric thresholds”“object-oriented software metric thresholds”
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(3) Krg 1IN ). 2010-2019 4EZ [A A R M SCHR. 1T 2010 FEFTE T OO J8& F B {ETAf 5 7 V2 FRAR R Sk AN
% (10 f), Pt 5T 2010 £F e BLS I SCHR.
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{9 PR el P T DL SR AT A SCWTFUEE R OO B2 BIELAA 5E U573, 1 il 20 SCHRR ] A 00 2 & B E ATk
B TSI ST. n Alan %5 A P ] McCabe 1Q T2 HAR (L) 1 B {E; Catal 25 A PPME I ISME 20 vl S 35 11 3 k1 i
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T, RERAE VU SCIRA 15 06, WITIA 23 J; JoB 5 S U5k, RRAE SRR SCIRAT 17 58, WA 15 56, Al
PSR SO S R AR 1. 79 R SR, oSSR 3 5 B 4 ARG R OO 8 (i ALK (K F 5
WICRRIECR AT O WAL 4 Fiow, AZ A0 0 2 18 SO R BRI — M Esl BT 2009 £F LU S
AL, AHA SR SR AL AR R B T ). 3 2 R 4 v R Y 25U OO B R A AU 1T oA
T L.

3 AREFILE

2 3 FIHAfE OO i 8 B A5 Tl W B 2% 30 J5 VL BB R 8 8. IR eyl R BB G v R 4R
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(1) Benlarbi 25 A V¥ HH f) AR B3 4 [A] )1 {5578 (BLRIT).

(2) Bender™ "M H L T8 A 0] U ) 5 B XUBIEAS 775 (QRA), W F% Bender 77V

(3) Shatnawi %5 A U3 Hi ) ROC J7ik.
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22 THI T SR A B R o 7 VAR STk B 2R
Ezi] WIS CEH GRS IR SR I SR oM o) PSR A HAb T VRS I HIAER
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ICSME 3 — [79,94,95]
bR 231 EASE 4 [68,96,97] [98]
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TOSEM 1 [77] =
TSE 4 [86,102,103] [104]
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ESE 2 [106,107] -
JSS 3 [108] [75,109]
JSEP 1 — [110]
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IET 1 = - Jii%)
SQJ 1 ~ [114]
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3.1.1 BLRT A
1991 4F, Ulm" e SFAT 06 SR 90 AU 3 L I T B A B8 4R [ A 1 B A5 Y (binary logistic regression model
with a threshold, BLRT), F F VPl M4 K3 20 v B 1V B (L. #5083 IX AN BE, 0 LRt e R A8 M =038 98 M. Ulm
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F R e BE, R %R SN BAE TR, 9 TR OO J3E B f) 1 {08, Benlarbi 25 A US55 45 (M]3 i

@

B EE R, A (3) Fis:
1
T 1+ e BotBrsizesPaM—)L (M) Q)

T

Horh, o N TH RS FR T AN — MR (Tault) FIE2R, size B2 %280 SLOC B fl, M & — A HARH
00 JE&, v MIBIME. 24 M<tIN, L(M—7) Z5T 0; 4 M>t N, L(M—17) T 1.

FE2A K (3) W, Benlarbi % A VAR E1 Emam %5 A UG TR (size) BEA IRV (K145 18, S RURE i 5
N ISR R W size 25 B SLOC J&E BEANTEAE BIEL 0. M- Ul %3 65 0] U1 ) (A5 200 f 28 B R AR 3K, 7
AN BAK) OO JE 5 I (E BAE BIE A AL T, size 2 Al B8 4 W &, SXFE, W L1538 48 [m] AR O, A o 06 A AL
. 5 iR, /8 BLRT A5E8Y {5 v St 2838 on — o 48 Wl 5 38 (BLRT) AR 2L, 1 i 28 3R 7~ 1B 40 [ 3 3 (A 22
4 00 5 fAH R B{E I, 7 (R AR 2R e (1) 4 8 e DS BB R e A e B TR MR 2R T s BT i 7E A BE A T i) 00
B R A sk AR R NI S IME R T IR 8 0

ph

B e A

PR T

0 T 00 ;1etric

K5 uiZ A m] Y (AR A A R AR

WL ZHL By By AN o IR 2R s KA R BR B0 L(Bo, B1, ©) B KA KT EUALSR s L LL(B,, B1,
7). FOWEAR R A A 5K (4) s

LL(Bo,B1,7) = InL(Bo, 1, 7) = Z [6;InP(x;)+(1-6,)(1 —In P(x)))] Q)

=
Forp, x; A MEREASER: x (L5 j DN IEEH | OO BERAE, n AREAKL IR j BAT BRIEIN, 6,=0; 4 alifith j
A EBA, =1, FHZSBASR R BOR ) CEAS B (GLIMY v U n] LAA H LLAORS 1 (%) B 4 — ik oA
AN HAERR) 00 JERBIME 7, LAURAIIIZHL By A By S A THE S, 5 280 e B R 30 2 AT R4l

XFBH By N By A5 0 IS, Benlarbi 25 A VSRR ¥ A Hy: f=5,=0, Ifi El Emam %5 A "2 4 3%
PR T N FIA RS SR P 4518, MR h B ) 40, i Hy: B1=0. {H:2, XF 00 FEHEBIH « MR Bk i
LR S5 By A gy AN, BB Hy BB H WA (5) Fin:

Ho:t <MY =min M 1 H, : 7> M"Y (5)

o, MO 7 EAATES BECTERRAE MBI RS 982 R, R ¢ S5 TN T
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00 B /M. W S FroR, X T BME ¢ /NT 00 JE i e/ IME - 5L, 7T AR 1 (AR 704 0 3 3 (1455 2002 AH [+]
[, TR T BIE « 55T 00 fE s/ MAMEOL, T RAR/NS LG SHE 2 OO0 JE &t It 5 /IME, X345 B A
B 5B R B AR AR AL, DA, PRI PRSI0, 1848 [m] U ol {EL RS 2R AR = R (A B 8 22 00, B OO B ik
A BE Y.

MR L AR BN, R ¢ KT 00 FER R E/ME, BiZ OO JE R A7 AE BIAE AN . SRy v+ tH 7 00 JE &
B ¢ SN ILAE RO S MY, W S TR, S 1R 2 B s % A i R (R S 48 0, AT
2 SRS i 2 5045 7. Benlarbi 25 A VS XA 00 B fEHU & - A FEAE BB AL . 72 FEARLIRZAS R, 00
2 B AN FEE H 4R T 00 J& &8 1 i N AH 8t /ME.

7F BLRT B Sl LR LG G vl A S By B UL« SE B ENE W G Gl mn A= (6) Fin:

G =2(InL(H,)—1InL(H,)) (6)

PURLE G BT EAES AR IAAET, A A HE R 1 BR300, % 00 EEBME « S8R SRR,
r PAH/D T BE AT o WL SR, RZ, M2 ZR .

3.1.3  BMEHA LR SEERT 5

Benlarbi % A "0 BIZE A C+i 55 RG0 80 S I, N BLRT #588 BEAT SEUE 43 M7 )5 & B: WMC. DIT,
CBO. RFC fll NOC X 5 4> OO [Z RS ALFAE B BN, IIEL 5 thal LU Hh, iIX 5 4> 00 JiE & 5 5 i )
(fault-proneness) AH2C, W J& T-JF B RY FEE 8200 R, A AFTE B (IR pile i R A B2 (RS DX JH] [min M, <], LA
F 00 sl BAE ¢ )5, BB R AR I SR LTI 4.

1998 4, Hatton'" > 1 N FAcZAF 4R H A SR SR AR 2 A 8 110 B 2007 S L 5 B o 2R %318 [+
FEAR B A 2 00 [0 0 4. Benlarbi 25 A USRI Y L3 SCAERIF Y 30 A0F 12 B8, 5K BE 43 2145 2% iE . Benlarbi 25
TSR I 5 e 1 75 A S5 S 5k 19 AN 171 B 5 PR AS [0 [ A, 6 7556 0 150 55 3 4 S AR g . LS, AU AT T 7 0 o A P
HARMBIEARIGUE OO FE = B ERUNV B, 1X 4 J5 L FUE 324 T OO0 J5E 2 B E AR 5 1V 7 JEL it

2000 4F, El Emam 45 A U9 0 S MUBTRE 17 4705 B R8N BEAT SIUE 437, 36 BLRT RS I A5 (7) o

7] +e—(ﬂo+ﬁ1(s]ize—r)h(size—‘r))
Horp | ¢ RIS (size) FEBERIBIMHE. XY size<t I, I (size — 1) 5T 0; 24 size>t I}, I (size — 1) 5T 1. WM E Bk
T SLOC J kb, iK1 Briand 45 A PO UL ¥ OO Ji t: Stmts. NM Al NAL i Stmts i 2 7 i 1) 7 1]
AT PATERIEE ; NMEETHATI T ES H ; NAT E RO ORI JE S E , QS at B S B 745 5 F g
ML 4N FE AR A b 0 i 0] U 1 (AR T 3 i % TSR 2R MR A 06, R ST 1) R B i B A HL
o IE £ BRI R HO SR B A T & B BE, (RS A e e (A 2 5 (B AR Y L) o A . R
FEHBET] OO0 B ANAFLE HMH.

25 b, Ulm™ 28 AT 995 2% B4 H ) B4R M B ZE 4 Benlarbi 48 A "R E1 Emam 25 A U0 395 |\ s T R4,
IR R4 OO 5 I AR AR AT ] ) S 6 4 S VA Aok o i PR B B A 6, (R 5 V504 i 4 OO i At
AL E TSR X
3.2 EEMXIFE 7L (quantitative risk assessment, QRA)

32.1 QRA [FFEAJFEE

F 8 0] ) 0 5 B XS AL 7 3 (QRA) R Bender 77 3%, Ulm b6 A8 52 X A KU i 1 il 2% (0 A 7]
THCORT 0, A BT 25 DL XU A S , £ B 25 LA B XU 336 48 . Pastor 25 A U7 3 X040 B 10 0 i S A AR A 25 1
BUE, 757840 S LR B LA A A7 AR AN [R] (0 UG 38 . 4R, 22 AR e SOk W a5 B A a5 AR DG VR SR BN R (5 1
500, Bender! VA Ay i diE KU DRAL 7 22— BT R0 A VL 3% VR ARV T ASE 28 e AR I T e
B, B — g e A UG — i HLJR T e 32 1, D122 (T LU Ak 2 A (valid threshold). % /7 ¥
BRI R,

T

O]
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(1) % p(x) = P(Y = 1]Y = x) A X = x AR A MR, )8 s 48 )1 (LR) AR 15 p XU (log odds)
5 x o, KRR AL (8) Arr:

D

eﬁo+ﬁ|x
10g(—)=ﬁ0+,81x5ﬁp(x)= ®)

1-p 1 + ePothix
Hoh, By 1 By 2 LR BRI (1 [ R E. okd, RASAFINEEE p & X IELL R B HAE R — sl REE TR, Rk
p 5 X Z AR N IEARDE (8,>0), FL A7 AR IR 17 00 AT A6 e 2 4.
(2) Bender!" "IA S FESUAT I 22 I ST ATUSR 1) 700 - S £ AR AIE £ b, FEUEME (benchmark value) 3t — =&
A UG 2R L T AR AE A, B SRR S A DG, b, RS UEAE AT e XA 38 0] Y 1) AT 4 52 R K
¥ (value of an acceptable risk level, VARL) FI 0] #2352 A S (value of an acceptable risk gradient, VARG) MR {H.
MG E M py I, VARL 1958 LI A3 (9) Fios:
VARL=p™(po) = + (log(ﬂ) —ﬂo) ©
B 1= po
2 X W/ T VARL W], WO R ST R AR AN T pos X581 VARL 10 X fH, HXUB R AEMEA KT po.
R, A 9) HEAEIE p 5 X LXK RMTIR, B2 X 5 VARL [RIT/N R4y R IR AT 7% 182 5 A7 AR T2 PR
SXCETAHIRME (X TR VARL rUALRTS W), h b, H 70 - S S Ze (1 T AR5 B AR N 1K) — AN W AT IR 5722 H Togistic
PRE FHCk R R, BRI g 2 E A X (10) Fs:
eﬁ()+B]X
dx) = px) = f;ﬁm
A (10) METE A B R RAE ) ST FRIIZE . 2 Xpa=—Bo/Br I, KA dpex=p1/4. T, 225 5 dy (dipax
BRAM) B, ERAFLEPIASNT I x B — N Xpax 71N, 55— AN B Xpae K. 8] 6(2) BE7R VARL 1H; Il 6(b) BE7R VARG {H.

10)

D A d A
el L = ! PBeloth
— d (x)=

P T+cbobs i @ (1+eho iy
]
]
]
]
1
]
]
i
dy pmmmmmmm- |
___________ | !
Po | |
| I

H 5 | | _

0 VARL x 0 VARG BB x

(a) VARL (b) VARG

& 6 QRA J7V:H¥ VARL M VARG 1w &

TELE RE T WIS RR I do<<pp/4 ", LABEEERI S8 SUHIFEMEAE VARG 4 EE X, /NIEUE, W12 3K (11) BT

P —2dy - w//3%—4doﬁl] ,
—Po

VARG =d '(dy) = 1
B

log an

2d,

Herh, 0<dy<p,/4. Bender" "I\ N 540 VARL 1 VARG ALY po F1 dy BRI 52 5 00 IH 2250, BRARXELS H po AT dy PR
FHEL P 0 5 T AR, 20 SR SR AN SR 2 L A W DA 8 ST AN 2 U0 [ 5027 3 S, DA W e G by 55 236 4% g T
do BRME, B I po Al dy BRAMEMIAL S
3.2.2 THI )Xo G 8 = BIAE TN 52

FERRAE T R4, Shatnawi™F 2006 42K QRA J7 ¥k 5 I [ %) % ) BB (57 . Shatnawi™ ¥ 56 H] 0.05
() PG E L H LR B H AR I OO0 BT REUE Z WAL, AR5, 2 B po {0 0.01 F10.05 1A
AR (9) U VARL 1. 75 Eclipse 3.0 #¥s 4L I, 7304 i CK fE e CBO. RFC fil WMC B 7R iR 2k
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BB 1% FI 5% FIPAN W] 5252 KU K7 R BB AR Shatnawi™ R 25 H R 1% A1 5% P3N KU 7K ST 54 1)
ST 5 1.
2010 £, Shatnawi™ ¥ [fl QRA J57%567E Eclipse 2.0 $i#a 4k A 3 A CK J¥ BEA B, SR )5 7E Eclipse 2.1 %

PRFERT, SR 3 S B AR J5i4k R A i A 2 A BE 1) po . S50 R IN: 4 py 1HR 0.065 I, CBO. RFC #l
WMC J& 55 B (L A 0 B B P 4R b G-mean {F13% BI85 K AR, 48111, Shatnawi™ & Bl QRA J5 7L Tk AE Mozilla Fl
Rhino M F 4t L e CK FE i BIE. MR po [H53 7124 0.01. 0.05 F1 0.1 fXN VARL Ak}, 24 Rhino # 4
RGAE 1% RWEKT Ea] Ui RFC A WMC B2 {E. F Rhino # {4 & G HAb XK LA Mozilla #pF 5
gt 3 Pl AR KT 38R B R AT B A 88 B e BB R X . OO JE i |

323 BIEA SR

7 Bender! 42 QRA J7 kLAY b, B T Shatnawi™ S AT ST, Kaur 25 AU Singh 25 A 1200
Malhotra 25 A 151201290 Hyssain 28 AP, Arar 25 AU, Mausa 25 A B Morasca 25 A 7" Padhy 25 A 11
RGBT A HIWTRRUE R VARL 5% VARG {EKAf5E 00 JE R HI{E. XK 77k — AN JLFRFFE: 8 00 FER A
R A6 OO0 BE BRI AR ER & AL BB ZRAY (BD VARL A po) KHf5E. Bl G, 3B R HIWTARUER S po,
MR E OO0 JEF & BA.

2013 4F, Kaur 25 A "SR QRA J5 i 4E jfreechart #£F 1.0.0prel #11.0.1 FiA_F 43 54 2 WMC. RFC.
LCOM. CBO. DIT LI LOC B ¥ BIE. MK po (55 H 0.5, 0.55. 0.6 0.65 F1 0.7 fLN VARL A,
3 6 A~ 00 FE s AR SIK (bad smell) A8RY 5 Fj RS K P _EIRIBIME. Bk T WMC 1 RFC FE#1E jfreechart A4 #
ANRAS_E 1 50% KUK _EBLA, WMC FERAE 1.0.0prel FRASH 55% MUK AR figsk A 2o, Hedth 00 BE
RIAE jfreechart B R GE P AIRAS EsR H A ROBE. 48110, Kaur 25 A U6 138 5 b KU ZKF ) b 8 A
— BRI, FURSEH AR OO JE 5t (L 1A AN R RS 7T 1 R B,

2014 4%, Singh % A" ¥ 56 4E Mozilla Firefox 1.5, 2.0 F13.0 iiA LGSR T 12 4> OO JE i 44l 43 A&
PuF"®, EncF*. WMC. DIT. NOC. NOA. NOM™), NOAM. LCOM. Co. RFC #l CBO & . %k/5, 4
QRA J7iETHE 5% 6.5% 7.5% 10% Fll 12.5% 3% 5 Pl XUBG /K- L () B S BIEL. #8239 SO FH A XUBS 7K S
(¥ BI{E 7 Mozilla Firefox 3 3 MNMRAREARAE EHEATEREATIN. I AUC ERT 0.7, WX R RV 7K SF- ) o {4
BAIE. AU, Singh 25 A Y AUC (K, 3 RE B (A Z0R1S2 . IR, 76 Mozilla Firefox %M 3 AN
Ak, WP TRIE BEFRAR AUC {8, Xof 7 XU 2K ST P 3 8 B A1 i A A1

2015 4F, Malhotra 25 A "'7F Ivy 2.0, Ant 1.7. Tomcat 6.0 jEdit 4.3 Fil Sakura 2.0.2.0 42 51 KC 1 (NASA)
Hude b, gk 6 A CK BEfe. LOC BERFIERRE & w4, 26N A QRA HIETE KC1. lvy Rl jEdit 24 4R LX)
T o AR A R P U R BSOS 6 1 B R T AN IR RS AT L BRI, po (853 AR 0.01 25 0.15 Z Al i $icfe. (i)
Wibr e M55 R RS LT OO FERLN VARL R #54F W S0 FE P (K150 po R L2 bl A2 il o5 X5 25
PRI IE K, TP AR BB 1 R BB 2 38 K. B m, 76 KC 1. Ivy 2.0 1 jEdit 4.3 REMAG 004 -, RH
DU 45 . FhER DU T, BEMLERAR. SRR RSN 2 )2 BAN A% 5 LS 2 ) J5 7045 1R — 35 H sl el I5 H
IR OO JE B H.

2015 #£, Malhotra 25 A "B B2k % 0.05 1) po (B B BEI{E. 2016 4E, Hussain'"*"th H %% 0.05. 0.065.
0.08 F1 0.095 ¥ po {EHff € B i BI{A.

2016 4, Hussain 25 A ] PROMISE %44 jEdit 4.0 F1 Ant 1.3 35 H 4> BI4E R I ZdE, N QRA J5V:1E
ATH EAr AR 13 A 00 FERBIME, Horh, VARL A py EIEUEN 0.1, 2R )5, T2 Jl7E& BT H 15 22
A FPPAEREAS OO JE I AE /) Ktk B bR L4724k (accuracy). 55 Erni 25 A "R Ferreira %5 AU (1) b {2
SEJTVE (FIFESEIGIAE) JEAT ELA, accuracy Fhnit B &4 .

2016 4E, Arar 2 A "M% PROMISE %4 °Orb 10 AN H e RS 10 R G645 941 M I k5. RN 2 A4 ol
B 00 AR AT 43 0y 3 B A BRIA A 1 ANBRFEFIA 3 ANBLIA. 53X 3 Bl K5, AEIZR8E BV QRA 7
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i E OO FE s PRSI, R 401 1 A5k B RTB A SR 0 BE L X 53 3 ANl B A A e Be 1) i {5 P
KAV VARL AR po BUE b 2 AR bR 1 (A0S T B L. R 8 e P Rl S 280 1) bl 4
Ja, AU ZREE &0 B 5 SRR AR S 27 DN RGAE SINREH TV G-mean 1. #7 BEAENA4E I G-mean T
BHE K TA5T 0.6, W% 2 BAE AT, 2019 46, Padhy 25 A TSR 4 I G-mean {85 K T45 T 0.6 SKIGAIE
A

2017 £, Mausa %5 A\ *7'{F Eclipse DT 1 PDE i H 14 MRA RS I, KA 10 F728 XIAE 735, ERA IR
H LN QRA iU VARL {H 5 O0 EEBIMH. VARL A po EIMEUE A 532 10 748 IR 7775 9 #1il
RAE AR RS T A AR 2 L. RS, K2R RO OO B BIETE 1 FTIA4E LI G-mean (H 2R
KT 0.6. & G-mean fH KT 0.6, MXS LK) OO FE = BIE B ; % G-mean {H/ T-55T 0.6, JU (A R BE b A 2505
iIE. 2019 4F, Mauga 25 A " Eclipse JDT T H 5 AMRAE AR R AR 7 ik 52 00 [ 5 B

2017 4, Morasca 25 A\ U RS B8 (risk-averse) T 45T 845 2k 1 — It Logistic [7])9 (BLR) HI Probit |7]
VS (PBR) F0 5 o {5 ) T30 300 5 258 A R 41 B0 R o2 v, A4 4 P BT 2 7 vk (1) BB Al o LA e k™
(maximum convexity) &b, BUAEE (1) =B S HC B A BIE x)c; (2) PIABEI I KRR AE — 2~ (maximum slope/2) 4b
(¥ B xpg505 (3) BIAMSE LRS- AT 50T A Xmeqs (4) P BERLRL SIS 1Y BRI . TFDIRE, 4R E 4 e B {1 )
fo(x) 1 (Fifty, Tr, Ts R All) 1 J3 845 2% 14, fibA 145 PROMISE %034 °0p 52 AI0 H |43 5% 57 BLR fl PBR
B S 55 LW, P BB F RS AR AR S BUARALR) 73 ATHRFAE. Xppsn Xy P Xayg. 7EA IMIZEPE BEFRAR L HEHA
B I PEBEFE PR EUE =, . xpeq MBI L 4 BIRTBIME (AL, Fifty, Tr F1 Ts) %4 5.

2019 4F, Lavazza 25 NP7 150 A5 15401 17 R 50b o i 222 (10 71 550K U3 BLR 570 b R if s X 3k 3 1 P
AR BRBIE ) /7725, BLR BB ep, 0B x ARG T —/MEERAE fp(x). 1H fp(x) A& 51 x AR, E 611
R p(o), TS p) 19— AL 383397 22 10T KR (TR ABRAE S sd()y=[fp0(1 = p(a) ) AL p(x) 841
FEIAERE BT I FREE. B f(x) A2 p(x) BT 2 AT 5E. 7€ PROMISE FEF) 54 AN s 4E LT Tl JE &I, £ K
2RO, W] S B P 0 AR AR AT A T A 5 S0 TR PR P A8 S SR IR A T S el RIDAS A Yo L
FRFNTBRAE A OO B AN K BIE, REAR AT HLIX 73 iE 45 ORF PR BRIE) A6 (hF T BRIBIE).

2019 4, Malhotra 25 \ "' Apache Click 2.0-2.1 fiiA_ R4 6 4> CK JE &, UL NPM. MOA. MFAPY,
1IC™, Lcom3Pl, CBM. AMCM A1 LOC Ji B 3ds. 56 ] 3 Pk T 0.05 5 LR AR [m] ) R B0k 4% & 461
00 J&+=, TN H QRA Jjit 5 VARL . VARL A3 po (EIEUEYEE 25 0.05 2 0.13. BIEARMER AT T H
00 JE i fF Apache Click 2.0-2.1 BRA L) VARL E#F#F H A2 Bl P (9 550/ po (8. 3R 5, K5 #F Apache Click
2.0-2.1 JRA LA H 1 OO JE & BIETE 2.1-2.2 WA BIGIE. 264 06 11 )5 4h B A0 S 6 ale — 23 s, 3 H Bl
PFUARARFN 2 2 R ST ML 5 30 5 VA 0 B 48 Lt a7 % BRI 04T 10 H748 XIGIE. 5858 45 3 W oR,
7t Apache Click [ 2.1-2.2 BiiA b AUC {8 AR 2.0-2.1 B A7 FT 390, BI OO JE 2 B f 5 36 3iE .

Zr b, I TTERE OO J 5 (B A 78 Il 2 A, by 7 A 2R A B AL v 3 SRO6F I ) B (A v A . {HL 852D ) (I )
RS, FLK 2 ORI {EARE (W1 G-mean 1 KT 0.6) 52 LAWK Z LMk,

3.3 ROC B3k
3.3.1 ROC fyFEA R

ROC £k 7T LU A PP A A 23 P 4145 B0 B ik, Spackman %5 A UK ROC 12 5| AHLES 2 ST4TK. HE
it 27 2] 2% 0PI 45 ST RERTREATHE R, S M AN REASAE by IEGIHEAT 000, 55 v 550 HA A LE A9 28 R L IE 3] 2
PANEE, 2 R PARKRVEIE, 375 2] ROC .

Jo T ROC 4k, Fim AN R 085 (0 830 1) Mgz &, W&l 7(a) Fizw, ROC Ih& g 42
K IEBI%, TPR=TP/(TP+FN), WRRGUR M (sensitivity); Bl 2R EBI#%, FPR=FP/(FP+TN), WFR 1551k
(1=specificity). vk BIE VA BRI, RIFE A R 32 Fi0l o8 Js 5], b sy T 0480 56 R0 IE A1 6 320 20 0, W] 7(a)
HELAL (0, 0) FToR. 245 IE BI{E AR /N, AN IE 41 28 (AR, false alarms) AR I IE 128 (a3, hits); 2415
e BEAR I, DA /D ZCIE 3 A A A ook D B I 491 3R,
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3.3.2 [ [0S B A L P
2010 4, Shatnawi 25 A\ "™ 53 ROC (receiver operating characteristic) B2k 75724 5E OO B & B, B ROC #H
LT LUFTRVEAE AL T OO J Bt HEAT A1 43 T 145 R it k. Shatnawi %5 A Uk 48 00 J B A ISR i 11
2T B 1 AT DA B S A9 7R B A B A
W4 4 o, TPy FP. TN+ FN 73 IRV FERE D IO FER . RIEG]. BRI, RSl s a3 oA
(1) ZFEA LS RS, T OO0 B R T4 T BB U A iE 4 I, )24 BLIEE] TP.
(2) BFEA LA EH], T OO0 B AR /N T~ BIAE T b i ins, )4 4§45 FN.
(3) AFEAEL B A ), T OO A8 /N T BB FIUIN h S5 I, U)o EC 7 48] TV
(4) AR LA 2 548, 1) OO J& A K- 1- BIEL TOUI 4 1481 I, D) A i E A8 P

1.0 1.0 ------- A T .

ROC Hhig specificity i

0.8 AN 0.8 i

F~ 2 i

e £ !

S5 06 =506 :

- = = & i

M3 # 3 - |

=7 #2 i i

Q04+t =5 04+ ! !

E( = AUC B % : |

2 i i

0.2 0.2 | ;

H sensitivity H

0 02 04 06 08 1.0 0 BRI B
IR A (1-F7 k) 00 it
FPR (1—specificity) T Re I E
(a) ROC HhiZk (b) FefE OO P& L RIE I E
K7 ROC ik 5 fft 00 FL & Bl E K
*4 WEHEE
FAE
S RAEHE
e 5 Tl
OOJ fE< BI{E([ M) TN (true negatives) FN (false negatives) EN=TN+FN (estimated negatives)
OO & = B (IE#) 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

JiG IEBIME HMEZ FIh EP, w5 T RLIE6) TP AR IES] FP 2 Rl Bits REMETIHMEZ R EN, &% B )
TN FE B FN 2 80 i IE BB S 2 F Ry AP, '& %5 T BRI TP FB B FN 2 A Ji I B 2 SefE 2 Al
AN, EET E R TN FRIEW] FP 2 F0. B R FEAR DB n, BT AN 5 AP 2, 55T EN Fl EP Z Fl.

R R, Shatnawi 2 A U IR TSRS S E e AR B B B R SR HE Y, T2 ELBE 00 FE R f
He P (— AR 20N T ), 42 I 38 A FEAE AR A IE B EAT TN, i 73t ROC k. HiYE OO BE ik I,
4 A0 R 34 48 TR A B R (L A1 Ay 0 P, 700 30 1 L i T £ 2 S ( TOUIN0 A X400, HE A i T P T A . A
7(a) JRUT AR, F 00 B M AR VX BE R AN OO & i K AE A e/ MEL (— M 0) Z TR IS R, B Ui 00 5
AR T 6 B (L PRI ER R 3 Sy A R B PRIABEER (LEAA) 5, W7 S 553 B A A el — /TR VB REL R FH T VP Al 20 S8 P e

AT VAL B A S I A 512, Shatnawi 55 A TG BSOS (AR S 2 AN IROR IR — XA b B
FNWTRRAE, TN A FORT N PR 32 1 (102 S B P PP PR S A B, P 7(b) BT, e B UL T A R PR AN
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PE T2 A S AL OO0 FE A "™, 7 Btk IR A, 35 A2 BLIE B3R (TPR) AL MB35 (TNR) [l e K (B A (A
F A 2 AN K, i L IEWI R (FPR) FVE B2 (FNR) A /v, A1, Shatnawi 25 A U5 00 &
R ) W s ¢ 3 T A4 S UM 55 T (SR EET) RE B R I 00 B i o S A

eI E 00 JE M )5, Shatnawi 28 A\ "5l 1t AUC (area under ROC curve, ROC #h4& T IHIF) BaAiF B4 1) 43
FeERe. Wk 7(a) BTz, ROC Mk NI E ) AUC. Bt f e R omBEHLAE I T i) ROC ik, 1 AUC 1A
0.5. Hosmer 25 A\ "% AUC 43 K PERE IR : AUC=0.5 KR TEIX Y ; 0.5<AUC<0.6 FR2; 0.6<A4UC<0.7 F7R
V5 0.7<SAUC<0.8 LR H:52; 0.8<AUC<0.9 RKonihFs; AUC=0.9 Fortllf. Shatnawi 25 A UK 52 Fx B
I ) A e RE R DR T B2 )2k L RIS AUC=0.7 I, OO0 B BIE I IEE 2% 2, 24 AUC<0.7 I, %% 00
JE B IFARBEH B AT 92 B 0 AR ARFE L& ROC fh2k 572, Shatnawi 25 AU OO0 J& & B AR Y 2 A .

56, ££ Eclipse 2.0+ 2.1 il 3.0 A _FI4E 12 4> 00 fE &% CBO. RFC. WMC. LCOM. DIT, NOC™,
CTA. CTM™), NOAM. NOOM. NOA #l NOO®'JE . Jy T 1] ROC #i%k, Shatnawi 5 AR AW Fflz 57 T
)53 A8 B — 432K (binary) RG5> 28 (ordinal). Horh, Z 73 MG BN N H BER R A B iR, P> 282
BB A 4 Fh2E]: WA B R AR o XURS: I iy XURS: . e 732 HH PR S8 o BB AN B D — 5328, R4y 7l 4376
fi6s Wy m RS o RIS 1 43 25 1) ROC k.

Hx, XRS50 T o988 &, 2l H A2, % 1: 78 Eclipse 2.0. 2.1 #1 3.0 litA b, %A 5L
Frml F ) OO J% 12 I X 43 A R AR PRI A R A Bk 2: A SERR aT AT OO J& & B X 40 AT A —
AR BRI (IR ABG A AU i3 XU ) R G 1R S s,

SRJE, WL ROC M2k T7ik, VAR5 T % 00 e EH. p (MM AUC {H. B4 KE 00 EFailid
p HEIE, W) AUC WEAET 0.5, (BT 00 FER MM /5 /8 AUC EHI4/M T Al 8236 (4UC<0.7). Hek g
AR 1. AT 525375 T, ALK AN BT 00 B BIE M43 M i AUC AR/ 0.7; 76 RS =
K5 R, R4 CBO. REC. WMC. CTM Fll NOO J¥ & ¥ B AE (4UC=0.7).

I Jii, Shatnawi 25 A UM Eclipse T H 3 ANHRAS (1) o XU A0 KU 28 31 (R R AR £ 9F, BT ROC £k )y
%, #i3E RFC. CTM. CBO. WMC 1 NOO [ & i, sk F e K mudeh (8 2 B 41 .

333 BHEA R SEUERT ST

7F Shatnawi 25 A\ 'R H ROC M4k 7772500 F, Tosun 25 A P2, Catal 25 A\ "), Malhotra 26 A\ ", Kumari
2 N1 Boucher 25 A1 | Shatnawi 2 A 1281 Morasca 26 A\ ", Sanchez-Gonzalez %5 A\ **fl Mendling %%
N VOS50 3o 38 3 AN [ B A 9%, KM 2 3 B AL X T AT — AN e A B B AN R IE 2 0 A RN A7 42K 53
ATHAE DR, AR LA B ROC 2kt sfie BME. BV ) OO B o T e B (i, 4L 1ol v g F A Uk ik
FIRE S 2 s KT B A dge £ [, Pl % B 17 9% (R LI 02 AUC=0.7) AT A RURIE.

2009 4, Tosun %5 A P2k ROC 145 F IR HET (0, 1) s A0 B AR 41 Ay de RS B 41 1, SLFEER 2 ROC 2R 1]
W L (0, 1) ROREUFI /2 bERE. ROC HiZk LT — 10 (of, pd) B (0, 1) FIEK G HE 25 (Euclidean distance) U173
A (12) fiw, A pf (probability of false alarms) Bl FPR, pd (probability of detection rate) B TPR.

distance(pf, pd) = \/(0 -pf)* +(1-pd)* (12)

PV 1o ZC I 2AE 0 B, W) pf A6/ T, 4B pd W RIS AN FEERE top, ATL00 2 AE g ML, pf A pd 15750
K. KL, Tosun %5 A P B FCRE 25 /N (o, pd) 1 A SSA YR MU . B1AK (13) RS, 024 distance(pf, pd)
HRIE M, 5 (ofs pd) 13 B 1

topt = argmin,distance(p f, pd) (13)

2011 4, Catal 2 A\ "7E ROC 2k id B4 H M Sr R A5, Sl 3k 5 A NASA 24 JLH 4R F 3L 140 3 Dl
TR BE PO ABE TR N Y e ) 0 L A AT 5 P R R 4R S0 25 SRR IR, A2 M B Rl T 2 v 0 L4 v i T
MTEfE. Catal 25 N VOSN3 BERURE Ry S M 22 R K 0 — X6 Ay 0 Wb v I AN RS A7 7, T A k3 1)
H2 13 pd (FUBYE) 1k BN, 05— Mk B 213 pf (145 51 ik 38 /IMIE. 8 T P45 pd 55 pf 2 X Fl
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)&, Catal 25 A\ UM B 23 (0, 0), (1, 1) F (pd, pf) 1% 3 119 ROC B2k T 1A AUC R 5 KAE 6T I P 15328 1)
{EAE A d R .

2012 4F, Malhotra 25 A 1% Bender 25 A "'[{) QRA 751255 Shatnawi 25 A U™t ROC 12k J7 vE W 46 &t sk
52 00 R, 2o RS 00 M E ROC k. ¥ ROC fhek FRutk 5 (14 51k ) AR 1) a5 A o ok 3k 1
EARUE, BT QRA J5 iR HZE IZARHE ™ 3% 19 (1 R A6 BB 1A FE RIS po, FRKE po AR VARL A 30K H 00 i &
MI{E. [F4E, Sanchez-Gonzalez %5 A\ A Mendling 25 A\ Uil ik 7 ROC 1Hh £k b 3k 3 4 B vk Rk S5 v e KAk ) o
ek B s A B, LB (AR R AL £ ROC 4 BRI M EE (Wl 7(a) o0 f1 42) SR IR B9 1) RUFE b s £ 4.
Sanchez-Gonzalez %3 A\ ML 5L T8 45 [ A B8 453 1t ROC %k, B ROC ith2k b4 5 (FPR, TPR) {i 2 i B
FHI J5 45 PR P B AR 3 H 4R ROC 4k 77 72: 1 Bender 75 Wi 5 OO Ji - AR 16 74 0] 6 FI0KS J5 1tk BE 4 b5 )i,
Sanchez-Gonzalez %5 N V& LRI F ROC 14k 7 12 52 1) BRARL 1T AR A5 5 M B (10 00 B DA

2013 4E, Kumari 2 A\ "8 F ROC J7 v 2 15 8 D I 326 358 P s T4 2 S e RV, S e 38 LA e AR IR —
B 17 55 /N E A9 BRI 7 51 5. PR3 AUC=0.7 S i A B ELREA T3 RO

2016 4£, Boucher 25 A Wil i L AE ROC 2k 7579280 Alves HEF¥ 12 PR B8 1 5 73k, LA o S s b 4T S 1
BTN, #F Apache ANT. Ivy fl KC1 %% 5 AN30 H $dls 45 B, N H ROC ik 7k AE 541 H B4k SLOC,
CBO. RFC il WMC iX 4 B BH G, W BOEeR . BRGIZRFIE 1R (FNHFP)/(TP+FP+EN+TN)) 1X 3 4~
T BEFE AR (PM) SREGUE B, X 3 AN FRARE A, 0B E 1K) 23 2 1 e B AT 33X 3 AN RESR BRI A : PM>0.5
RINTIX Y5 0.4<PM=<0.5, £R %5 0.3<PM<0.4, KIRAF; 0.2<PM<0.3, R HZ; 0.1<PM<0.2, £ LTF5;
PM<0.1, F- Mt et Shatnawi 25 A U5 OO JE BB KA LU (AUC=0.7), Boucher 25 A\ U2 Ak 7455 1
M5 F, OO0 J &AL IR M4 3 AT PE e dabr 22 D #B7E W HZ /K (/N F45 1 0.3) I

2017 4F, Shatnawi **"7E 1L ROC #iZk 715" b, 840 T 3 AP FIRFEE B 6 OO i 45t b 1 5 7 0 5%
M. 50 AN 2 5 it A rh D B A B, i 4K 2 BT BN R IR R AR IS AT OO0 JE A5 %
B AR BB AT AR BRI A 6 7. Shatnawi'>*17E Ant. Camel #1 jEdit 25 5 RS L0528 45 R FL, WMC.
CBO. RFC f1 LCOM i% 4 ME 5 K ZHAGIRA N IIAZ MG RERXR. W Tl AUC BEAET 0.5 K
K1) OO0 JE i, 71 5 DN RGH A b, ROC {2k 7 vl i 1) B F AN — B0 X i AT 1 SRRE R R 45 I 5
ANHEAT RAFRE DL ROC W AT i3 25 5. Jl ik ROC /T34 00 J& /it 4 Kbk 5l 76 BTy 00 JE i Rz
HEAT R AR BRI L (0 4 FHLES 2 SRR ey 35 72 5. 1 3 R M BEE R A EE, ROC 23 Wt £ M1 7] 00 Ji
NS, B

2017 #¢, Malhotra 25 A 28 F ROC J5i, #E TR R 48 Android 2.3 4.04 4.1, 4.2 Fl 4.3 A K4 I,
RS OO0 JE T A, 24 ILT0 1 A Febr BB 25 T4 S Pk e B b S R B 15 AN OO J3E 2 B A2 )
FH T A QR A B AT . AR A% S {00 g o SCA A SR A 1 B AR AR R T e 2B AR Ak MR ) (1 50 i 2 R F AR
AR TEIB0 R R 7 405, BRI — AN FSOAS 5 S B PO 5 — A AR B R A AR AR S A 1) 4 Android 2.3 FiRAS B
00 & & [ {E T Android 4.0 iiAs b FARREAR TR 7). 4 AUC {E KT 0.55 I, 50 30F A A 230 .

2018 4F, Shatnawil *'7E D’ Ambros 28 A\ U HRAE K 5 AT H $edla g, N ROC ik 534 52 CBO. RFC.
WMC, DIT. NOC FI LCOM Ji &[] s (i K% AT e A 2B AW A 1) EAT TR0 % Fil I AUC BEAET 0.5 K
K1) OO JE 5, 30 [ AF BB Ay A 3 b, 36 R A0 P RV S P AR 30 R 25 LU R 8 K PR a5 1y e R
3T Hosmer MUMIEIE 5 /N5 H e 165 e BEDR 5 A AL 45 33, DIT Il NOC W /M4k7& 26 00 B =1 AUC
P 0.5, AR B A AL, 4k 4 ASRERIEA R B UL, B AUC (A nT 832 KT .

2020 £, Morasca 25 N UYLy, 24— AN B 01 1) FEINBERL (1) AUC K T35 — AL AUC, FEABER R HT#
S ATHRR), JEH HHE ik 56T B AL S ms R e P SRS VAR Tk R s b dn /M RRHE . IX St ME AR HEAT BT
SE BB B . Morasca 28 A U°77E SEACRAFT J 38eh 67 AN B 4 b ) e e B WAL 2 2 i RRA (ratio of
relevant areas) AUC FIFEJE R4 3 MEREFRAREL. 10k Ll A5 5 T (5l Ffa 0 1) RSS20 0 3 45 T 5 o 147 5 e 0L u A 22 42
Befatrn, KILRRA M EEFE AR LLAL S AUC F13EJE R4 (Gini coefficient, G) 1 BEFatr 88 N nl 4 BRI 5 /D (1)
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iR K. B R (G=24UC-1) W2 T IPAN BLBE AL R (1) 4r M . P 10 0 SRR RE R 5 TR, G A
JLHIFE [0, 1], X RAE ROC ek st M2k y=x 1 5. 24 AUC BUE KR T45F 0.7 B3k JE REE R T25T 0.4 1,
o I R FO $E R Sk ] 252 AKCF S UL 1 o 2R E.

K5 AUC 5IJEREM IR

Iz

AUCHUEYE It e REE S 725 RE (evaluation)
AUC=0.5 G=0 5E4=hfiAL (totally random)
0.5<4UC<0.7 0<G<0.4 % (poor)
0.7<A4UC<0.8 0.4<G<0.6 % (acceptable)
0.8<<4UC<0.9 0.6<G<0.8 75 (excellent)
0.9<4UC<1 0.8<G<1 Ml (outstanding)

Morasca 25 A U HUBTHG RRA PEREFR bR SGRL G R : #5E, Wi 8(a) Fin, 78 ROC fhk I B 0y 3%
N (x, y) A EAHTE ULR(x, y). SETATA G B PEREFRFR, ULR(x, y) T A s PEREFR AR (A A L AL (v, ) AR
G2 WL, £ (x, y) 1B SRAE 3 — AR AR HE S k. TR, Wi 8(b) s, ROC ik L RN (B s A1 ROC
Mgk L Bl Al & XIES T ULR(x, y) THTA I AL 414 B2 IX RIE R 55 X 48 Rol. 57, ROC 4k Rol
AR Z L RRA KT ROC #HZET) Rol M5 Rol MR HAIZ L. Wik 8(b) Aizr, RRA 1H 2Tk W5 (0 8 5%
IR 5 B P15 X R IE CFI 4 (a) LRI L.

ULR(x, y) Rol

1.0 —

0.8 0.8

P & o
Eﬁ § 0.6 gj § 0.6
%5 =1kt £3
= PR
EE o4 A\ & 04
)
0.2} 02}
< x=1/(k+1)
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
fRIERI R (155 50E) TRIEG 2 (145 57:1E)
FPR (1-=specificity) FPR(1-specificity)
(a) ULR 7~ (b) Rol 7~ K

K8 A LAMIE (ULR) S5RIZE XK (Rol) 75 &

Morasca 2 A NNl AUC 558 280 (G) #55% RRA (KRR, 4 F) 25 X 45, Rol ¥4~ ROC %% (i) B}, RRA {i
[ AUC 1H; 1Az X 38 Rol 4 ROC I /& B =L, RRA {55 R JE REUE. 55 AUC B8 G K, Sz
VTR AT LAIE S 1 I {0 1) TTOI AR 2B [ RRA 45452 2% (E K€ OO [ (. Morasca % A RRA $5#5
S5 0] DL P SE A FITE 704 G ) 251X 45 Rol (9320 SEAc R s, 14 H 9 R g 8 (¥ 120 Ak FML R NML

25 1, ROC &k 7 vk B FLAT A J5 235 LA A 28 130 L P 60 I TR0 2 e s DAk 3t i, K 2 e 2 ) B AR P AR e A 6
TR BT A RS 50 A T A PP, BUARAE B AT AL IE A A AR R AP 15 5, ROC #1467 VMR
Al DB 2 BRI, (B OO J3F T2 P 1R (R 205 A% 36 ot HE 7 FH ke Ui AT 2 AN i BB fry— 26
34 HieBWEBEIHE

AN EIETBALF IR 5k, HE2E 2 5k BPP )ik, BCE Jiik. MFM Jiik. FPH JEHULAIE T/
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W2 S A C5.0 ik HA A B 2 ) Tk
341  FET UL RIEM B E )ik

2005 4, Mihancea % A\ " ERF T [0 6 S 1 3R G0 BT BRI 1 SRS U A s B o, 418 HH 3 134 ST
487770 (tuning machine method based on a genetic algorithm) SKAfi 2 OO J& & F{H, 1145 5 {H GE 08 fi PR & H 1
oy I TARBCE, St BE AN WHAS R ANV AR (A R 325 (19308 B A1) A 7335 R 2 R 4 (fitness function) fe /M.
AR (14) i

fx)=AxbxFn No(X)+A*(1-b)xFp_No(X)+1 (14)

Forn, X RIS AE AR o 10 (I3 IE BIME); Fn_No(X) M Fp_No(X) 4372 48 FA 4 i g X 119 i (8% A0 8 5 FH 1 A
SR I SRAT B SR A BB 1 4 2 th FH P € AL $TME B2 (penalty amplitude) Ho oA IF #8550, & 5 B H P i 4%
B X AR BUN AR TIHE; b2 0 2 1 ZIHNRE S, T SE T WA PR i, 24 b o 0.5 I, &
B Fn_ No(X) FUBIEBIEL Fp_ No(X) ¥4 LIAR RN 23 BB . FE A (16) 1, AX) S NI 532 BRI X {80 191A.
342 JHIRITTIR

2011 4, Herbold 25 A "R FHHI0E 5% d 4E5R )% (axis-aligned d-dimensional rectangles) L% 2% > 77 V0 5 1
{H. N R 2 S8 VO, — o A BN B 5B 1 B BO IR I 2R 30 o AR T 40 X5 565 2 B B T4y X6
TR, 55 1 BB H B ERE o 45 B B — N0 X T AR 2 BB T B RRAE T A A, e e R R

TG B R 5 M={m,, ..., mg} FAAFAREE X 5NN a2 Y £46. 7EEESE M EifEB(E
T={t,,..., t, HORIX 73 AR S XX 21 5 (X, Y) IR 23025, AR ARG S X RE R M, PR XS 3] o 25
ZE I P AF ] MX):={(m(x),...., my(x)): x EX} @ R HIFFAIE 2 > FE L — % (M(X), Y), i e —41 d 4
(R BRAEFN B RAE (7, wy), HoRYERE i=1, .., d. ARV i 4ERPFFE B m; IEROCBANGT, DS i b 55T LR u; iR
BN BB m; B BIME. PRI, FEA3 T A I o=, J5, JERAR M BRMESRN T={1,, ..., t,}.

ST HEA T x, FEREE M FIBIE T 105328485 e LA (15) Fios

1, if|{ie{l,..., d} :mi(x)>1} =0
NLMnZ{Q ﬁmeh ..... dL%8>$Lo

MR DE AR m; FMERE I HBAE ¢ B, folx, M, T) BIE N 0 (GR7R7r 8RR 1R); 43R FE f il H B (B I
Solxe, M, T) BECK 1 GRIZRGMSEIER). 8] 9 JEIRFEIE % SITE 4R b T3 o S 00 B S . wy A1 iy FEER
JERTEZRAE Loy R AN SR, B 9(a) RPN E R T20 25 I 9(b) am R JE R 1 A4k, iGE
TR B 2 — A Bl i P A B S RAF R 2028, 43 S8R 75 58 SN BENTEURE A (X, Y) BE AR R 7 R, B &=
P(folX, M, D)2 Y). ik, ZE45 2 IR (X, Y) ESZUEHT B0 2K 25 02 LA R, (16) Fras:

1
exyM,T) = — Z 1rcmryzy (16)
|X| (xy)EX,Y)

15)

For, 1 R0 E SN2 f (e, M, TY#Y N IERIIEAE 15 24 £ (x, M, DY HE BRI IRE 0.
+ IEBIAY BT« SIS o SR IE RISk

A u, A u

10| -mmmmm e Fommp - ) 10 Fammmmmmm e R )

. 1 . 1 ° 1 1

| | | |

8+ i i Qe o i i

| | o |

1 1 o 1 1

N gl ___ | \u N gl L [ ‘u

B, * . RS N * . H
", A : B, A

P | | P | |

+ 1 1 + 1 1

2t " " : 2t " i :

+ ' i + i :

I I I I L I 1 I I I: I I I I I I 1 I I:

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

il 1

(a) FEBE 1 PR 2 W5 2R R (b) FATEERE 1 B A4 J R
B9 IR 20 Jr I e B s i
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3.43 BPP. BCE #ll MFM Jji%
2014 4%, Zhou %5 N VLR ST IR A3 200Nt - s TR S A IR, 4 1 5 BEHLASS 2832k B A [ 44 [] 32 4% A
I AN ok B FOUI A TR A A A R LA R T RICR, 42 ER (effort reduction) PEREFEFR, WA= (17) is:
Effort(random) — Effort(m)

ER(m) = Effort(random) {an

Mo, Effort(m) = (Z:;l si xpi)/z:;l s AT R ZEA A BN AR & 5 AR B IR LA, n RN
PERGE I &, 5, A | DNIBECI & (SLOC), M58 i ALY I 5 0 B AE I 8 H0 A -G b, p i
{0 1, RZ I 03 Effort(randomy = (D fixpi)l Y fi W5 BN () 24 B 74 1715, BHL 4520 o 7 22
PR A R A RS R 5 BRI R LR, f oM SR i NIRRT (BB 2. ZE 15 ER 4845 pi (iR, Zhou %5 A7
W 3 Bl OO FE & BIME & J7 7%

(1) BPP J57: (balanced-pf-pd method)——F-#5 pf F pd 15 ) 515

BPP Jj 12 3 Tl B TN BSE 80 1 Fl ROC il 26 7 vk R A o2 1. 15 Tosun %5 A P23k 9% J5e /I RR 2B B9 AR AL,
BPP 7732 &l i T 5745 ROC 2k pf Bl pd H 1Y) balance $abrSZILI, FLA XA (18) fior. L 00 J &
RPN RRAE A 7E45 2 N ERAE L, (815 balance FaAm e K IR 199 (b dpe £ 1L

balance =1 - \/(0 P/ (- pdy (18)
V2

(2) BCE J7¥% (balanced-classification-error method)—— P 7 JS4 1R 11 77 7.

BCE J7i3 & 45 58 M 58 1, BB L1 2 (FPR) RV R A1 2% (FNR) A AN 4 5% Lb 2 R S80RE S5 i (19 0%
TEBE A e LR . BT IX R RS T 5 2 (BLEE i B IE 3 SR AR 402, BT L BCE JrvER % 18 T IR diEh 2
AT (R 2 BB AT B BE) Tl 850, AT o K R

(3) MFM 757 (maximum-F-measure method)——f KAk F JE mAi 714

MFM J5 V5 e 58 N R8s b, SR8 F R B KN (R e A e B A 1Y), P R R 9 [T R RS FE )
I 2 3k B AE AR N, FE TN 8 (8 73 (1] 26 R Yy -, AH T390 T E A T BTG TR B 4k 1
EAS K, 4 B3 AH B 23 BRAIG, AH -t 2o B 4 19 D R RS 1. 858 b, F RS S S0 0 0 (i AR /N AR K
I HH 1 ] 5 5k VY 5 T o S TNk e A,

W, BARM OO0 J& 5t R AR 277 AL 4 i (M 4 [P (completeness) FIAR ARG (correctness); 2, B
i OO J& B BE 23 77 A= 35 1 73 1] 0 RV v [ 1 . Zhou 25 A U3 I53E e 7E 45 72 1 7 FH 30 H AU A 74 [ o4 RS 2 3k
FHRBAER OO B fi . FLARAE A R BT 158 43 98 D0y A5 fofe e 0L ) 60 10 5k o A6 1) 248 00 ) 6 he it o BRI, BT
W FBE T FP KBS T FN A, %5725 BCE Jivk B —8, N2 TE TR LS FP R FN (WA U,
M Jo # % $6 FPR Rl FNR FIARAHULL L.

344 FPH #8500

2015 4F, Morasca 25 A\ B & SCik v 4827 (bibliometrics) 7 H #5585 "Wt &, 51\ FPH 54X (fault-proneness
H-index) J7 K E OO HEft B, HAEA AR, : SRALTH H S8 B0E R IRBIFRN 52 T4 W) () 7 3 v 5 B4
VU e 5 oy R AE AR AL

Hirsch!" 5 C—AMRE2# 510 H #8%L (Hirsch #5850 s WA () 1 N, S8 S0 h 5 285 U Bk, it
oAt (N—h) J e SCRERIAR S I TIASEIL b, WZAL A HAREC) A H 35802 SCEkvE a4, v DU — 4R
TEFEMY, {0 H A O A 5 B 2 Sk, W RN L H FRECh 30, RS IKEUDF 30 1
WICH IR SR AN L

Morasca % A\ PN HE 23 SBEIY A,F55— AN SR ) A5 20 R — A8 M 1) . B A 1) AR 2 A A B
RAREE R T RN IR BRI 43 AT A B 0T ) P T (B PSSR T D A R AR, 75 U o b T R AR . B R
T BAE A AN R AL £:TRXTS—I0, 1], Herr TR A1 TS 53 352 AT vl e I ZR B AR SR BUAEL o(er, 1) AN
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T, mRE—ER (full-fledged) ¥ RAEL, & IEIR AT AR AR I R Al sk 4 4 7 i e 2%

7E H 48 BUER L, Morasca 25 A\ B FPH F8%0. ¥ PF(X,,) 9 EUE X 1] [0, 17 _EAE 505 1) 56 5, 25—
MODULES f5REE T B m, 4 PF(xy) 79 m SR BT ge(m) A ASHRAR A B 200 0 {EK T 3055 T PF(xy,)
BELRFIT (5 B LA, ) MODULES BEHWEI FPH 15804 PF(xy,) WIE/ME foh, FEAEAERR TR K T 85T fph
WL ge(m) W2 fph=ge(m).

TE FPH 6505 X EAT LAY FPH BN (tr, ts)=fph, fph NTEMRAER L b FPH #6551, Morasca 25 N\ '7E
PROMISE JEH MC2 #3545 ) BRANCH _COUNT JZ 5 fll Tomeat R4 WMC JE & _EN ] FPH fa¥0kmf & M
18, FEH T EO 1 4 DNARFEBIE: (e, 15)=0.5+ «tr, ts)=APy/ng~ Ktr, ts)= AP/ B (tr, ts)= APy/na, J5 3 B
1B 53 70 2 A ik B I BB AR N G5B . MR T LR 1 AR (all=tr U ts) W AT IR L) 2306 25 SRR W, o(er,
ts)=fph BIELL 5341 4 AN BME (1, 1t5)=0.5+ t(tr, ts)=APy/ny~ H(tr, ts)=AP/n A t(tr, ts)=APy/nyy H L AR, {H
SR RELL BN 22, t(r, t5)=APy/ny, BIELEFTH BES F ERIebR AT
3.4.5 Lavazza Jjik:

2016 4F, Lavazza %5 N\ " A B x, AR B x. 7EAL S CLARIA R SRS T () s S LA e i A
PR BERL (BLR): 35 WA TR A 5 B0 45 BT A B o oA i s AR O BC S AR B R A B 7 A WSS A B BT
RN AT VR B TC R R REE. FE AR e 3 ST A G50 B 0 o 0 060 0 S A A R ASEER1g EL A3 A
R VR R ASE R L 3] A R (R PP s SCIG T T B DI R4, R LR 3 AN I GRSt fy R B RN 5 B
B 1R s A B AR SRR . BTV 15 mascneg=0S maxpos=ISneu=UnK.

(1) I KIEBIVGREE traxpos H5 T RANEGEHR (UK) MR IEG] (AP). B AP oxpos=AP+UK Tl AN yaxpos=AN.
TEVNZRIE trmaxpos L FIEEE AR BLR o, I BEE AR BIE 10p=AP maxpos/n=(AP+UK)/n.

(2) BRIBIVRIE trmaxneg FEITH AR TP (UK) B ] (AN). BIF AP, pponeg=AP F1 AN,y pneg=AN+UK.
TEMZEIE trmaxneg Lo FIEE SRR BLR o, I3 B AW B 1es=AP e/ n=AP/n.

(3) LRI 1o AME AR AES IR B, B AP, o =AP F AN, o =AN. 1ENGLE tr0y b, WE P 7 AR
BLR,ey» FEV B AL ME. teu=AP eu/ (ANpeut AP eu)=AP/(AP+AN).

S, AT R (fess<top)- K 10 JEZRX RFC JE 5% ] Lavazza J7 85 S SR A 00 B0 R i .
NI REB R B tess; LIUREEA IR B 1o 2210 LA MY BLR o5 H 1L HEL A WY BLR . P
SRR RIS BB A A1) xR, 2t 4 FPERLBIAE: (1) BLR pess T fpegs IIBE A xpp5 (2) BLR pess F oy IIAE IR X0
(3) BLRpy M tyes IIAE R Xops (4) BLRpy A 1 [FIAZ K, X

=200 100 0 100 200 300 400 500
RFC ¥ &

K 10 RFC FE RN H Lavazza 77700 % B{EH = =&

Lavazza % N "\ BLR oo B8 £1 (FH x, R0R%), FEA BLR o HU—ANAE 2L (FH x, 0R%), B HIBLF x, Fil x,
(1 4 Fla] BEFIZH A JEE : (1) axy=xpp A xo=xp5 (1) X=X, FH X0=X00; (IT1) x,=xp0 1 xo=x0p; (IV) X,= xp0 M xo=x,. TE4T
58 X=x HORRER, LA 4 PSR AE TN, () x<x, A X<, FEERBEAG T A 1) (TEHER). (b) x<x, AXo<x. 21 A BETR
DRSS g, 25 2 A BB TSR A iG], I P T, SOREERBAN T O B R TER S (0) xp<x Ax<x,. 55 (b) AL
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RSB TF A B E AR A (d) <o Ao, BEERBAG V14 IR (F 4 35%).

Lavazza %5 N P 5 AN B x, R x, P I0 I IMERRZ <8 BIE, SR AERRZ T B F. <8 8 55 T B
B2 TAVRR Ay < B b >, 08 T R XSG P 542k, K A 78 20 IE RS 1)< 2K B by BB A T O %2 1 2 i RS B 9
TERRATTT A A 1R), Gl ok B RV T RN W B — 455 B, U8 RFC /N T55T 41 B2 2 E 9 S ARG
Yo M, B H Lavazza JyvE AR RUE, FFR AN B RAZAEH REC /NI4T 22 FE & AH (40 BIME) FFRAREEE,
WAAUE A RFC /NT46 T 48 FEfAd (“REBIE) TF R AR R
3.4.6 FETIYISME S A EE C5.0— Kb R B AR IEAT R R

2018 4E, Tsuda 256 N\ PP LT 20 20 22 ) 98 C5.0 S0 o B BE 10 7 vk, FRUCh % i b 4 FiAk 48 )y
% (L Alves Jii%, Bender J7VER ROC [h4R J52) A SEALSA VAL . BT 40 J ol i b B S B O
A H T B, IXAE AR IX 28T VEAR BESE AR TE 45 8 1 e T RAE S AL H Aitteh) F &5 R 2 AR &,

Tsuda 25 N PPN 2% 8 R 2 18] (10 15 A8 5 3R A B -1 b ¥ A 1 Gl o 1 1) 28 A 45 2 1 55 B HRORS 1A VP A
Mantyla 2 A MO H IR (0 PR 42 Ak PRI B AN S B B b, I SUBLE B D AR A A br v TS
RSB AEAZ O 7 R B 1 AR AT e . AL T S B RSB AT IR AN T L. D B, JE SRR RN H AR A AR T
WAT. T Tl Rk 50 B 2 S BT IS AT I HA B T DL ke 18 53 T R Bt AER B B (AR et . RS L. R0
FH4EY. i R SCHIME (contextual threshold) I E AN, Tsuda 25 A PO HORS I BT AR VE A I 55 T AL )
SRR ) AR SO, SETRARELLR 6 25

(1) A& HH 35 PR R, M Zhang 25 AN UORIESY, —SeH B RN 20 A0 52 38 SHIK 25, i
KII BRI ZE 43 R I AR P At . 2 A 3 5 AR BE 4 i

(2) & XM RIS bR S0 ERI 28 P AR A P T e g {0 ) SR AR Y. H b ) R & (goal-question-metric,
GQM) & 58 SRR AR R 1) S 2R 5y,

(3) I L G TF IR 7 SR s e SR A e A tfe A 101 1) 2 ) 25

(4) B R A M LR R TR .

(5) 3L C5.0 73 b 27 S B EEVTAARUE. D BT AR N AN 1] B AR N AN

(6) WHBARAEIIA R, W AR HZ, MR (R 2 205 (5).

Tsuda %5 A\ "17F Komatsu 24 7] C+HE A SUR GBS I, MR T SCORZ0 (PP bt H b 1) 50 B
(GQM) 755 (17 b2 VAt 5 fid Jei 73 e e g o 1) FF) 7 FE R L. Ml A A 5 1 AN ) R SO R /N A5 I A 2
ZI B R FUN GO R E0E LEEE) 1 ELOC GO AT HATARABAT). 55 2 AN il U s BOA & K 52 %0 2
RO ERIR AR R RS, B IR E RS & DN ME R A4S 8 CC. BT DN FI CC #52& MB s &
2, Tsuda %5 N\ 55l F e AT R 5 KA SRR, B) AveDN. MaxDN. AveCC Fl MaxCC.

SEHGAE R [ 1 20 TR FUN R ELOC 2 IR AR TEAS SR &, B ELOC A W5~ BI{H, 43 9L FUN
INTERAET 6 X4y, T ) 2 (23 2R BHAE F MaxCC. B} C5.0 S35 2008 7 510 5 2 M52 593 40 3 AN
35 I 2

AT OO J B BIEHIE IAT B 2 2] Uik v T BLRT #27, QRA J5ik. ROC Jiik LA 5 ik, #%
EI NI,

(1) A S AT BE ALY (BLRT) A& 5 OB LA T 27 B B A 5 | NS4 AR Ak, A 5 4 00 JE &t
BRI T B8 7 A 3 A R o e R (A e o v 0 o (MR T A 65

(2) 2 T IB AR BN 1) R PP 7 1% (QRA) HEBIE I 2 5440k OO JE (R IR IR AST R A e e ot 2 B SR i
SE, X T 00 R BT,

(3) ROC 7572 0] LAAE S S ANl 2 1E A8 2 A FIAF AR AP 0, 88 o] LA 2 B 1.

W T3 3 Fh A= B, S AAAE LAt 5 A B, {H U BLRT B rp ot s (A T A 56 & Shatnawi' %%
DRI T RS G, Al Ve /D 06 B ) (A 06 S
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4 RUER I

® 6 T A RIS ke OO FERBIE M. SME B, B kAR, S Ea . BB =T
HIfEARE. SCIREURER . MR, BT ES.

T2 2] D7 VR OO 0 R 7 5 s A QRS A il P 15 R TR RS 00, R4 OO B s Bl R 4k,
FIAE, AR BRSE, 6152 OO B AR S 5 2 L4 BEBIE. W3k 6 JToR, Alves HEJ7%. Ferreira 7775
Vale J5ik F 20 {H 7774 F Oliveira J5 A3 DL AH 1B A L 507 ki MIME. IR 7 7R A — 3L
FEAE: # OO0 BEitALHG, 76 0 2 100% BB A T2 BeBIE, 41 W) 70%. 80% F1 90% 1 7317 45 F- X . 1)
OO0 JERAEAE N /3 BEBIESE. JLAb, B W Bk . BRI IEIE . BT E SATT A0 T 7 J2 o 1 4 34
th T MBS 2 X0 B AR 1

1996 4F, Erni 25 A U178 A TE 2520 A S0 P8 oA kL V58 B T2 MI={Z|Z<T} M M2={Z|Z>T}. {")% (8
G AP THE, 53 IFR 2 IE AR S (. T B R M e ARSI o VY T=p—o B Tpp=uto, I e 3
9T FRBIE AL PR B, 2S5 2RO 2 LR, SR T SEEEITIES R2Z, R Ty K.

2006 4F, Shatnawi 75 H Al 4247 36 S04 AR AT B 5 AR 10 P B B St P R BRI R TR
2 AR A CRA BT RN A L R ISN) LRES 1 AR AR (RS ES R R 4 A H R 2E) 1K
AT, T A 2 AT B T=1t0 errort @ (Merror—no-crron)- F2H, fno-error 72 BEHT FE R I FE BN terror 72
AR R I, 0 2 H R BRRES 2 e R 1A i, Hoam/IMEA 0, BB T=10g-crrors NN 1, BEBT T=pterr. R
N O {E, SRR 2 KA. ML, 60 1 (0<6<0.5) /BT, SR, Shatnawi @S 0 {EHT 0.5, 3@ A 5 S0
FhFE—A AL 0 1H.

2006 4, Lanza %5 A\ "4 H 6T G5 v (10 1 (R S B i SCAO B, JE T-48TH 0 4 Fhisd {8 40 91 2 AR AL B {1 (AVG-
STDEV). H{EHBEHE (AVG). mi{HB{H (AVG+STDEV) Fitk = B {E [(AVG+STDEV)x1.5], HH, AVG FRHMHE,
STDEV KRR 2. T S5 72 SO R A 4 05 8 42 52 R 7% 2 BAR 1), GG PRI RI R s 28 1 o & F 0 201,
/4y 1/3 A 172 5SS 2 B B A T 4 i R BIE, W A SRR BIME, ] 0 £/R¥H (none). H
2-5 RO (few/several) K 7-8 FnHiHCIZ %5 (short memory capacity).

BT Erni 25 A", Lanza % N A1 Shatnawil 7505610 W 2% > 7 ik sE IR, 1 2010 4E LK, X257
0 T B ) B B bR A5 T A5 OO J3 - B AR A 52 AS AR R, AT it 53 20 e ds . B S, M
TR S IR, IXAE— e R R it IR kgt — D R R
4.1 Alves HEFE

2010 45, Alves %5 N TN BB A2 7 7 75 B AL SR ksl . AR e R SE I E 3 AN SR (1) ARt &L
UKES, 1Y f— AR RTINS I IR BN, (2) N B R ST Jm o, S BRI 2341, BN BB AR ()
AR RS A (3) AT R FEH] B 5 THAT. Alves 2 MRHEIX 3 NFF KA 100 MSFAH FATFIR I
RS E BB DS, 78 RG22 e AEAAY & 1A 38 4 L IEnh o e 5 8 = s (E. 0%
I

WX RHE—HAk 00 i, JF B RN AT REWENT v B, T Rge. 4fF. 2K, J7i4%. Lavazza 5%
N B RIA A Alves HERFIRH X BIERNE ik, WIGLLT 6 0.

(1) FE AR WIEMESE A RSP OO & X, 5 00 [\ 7EMAS RGP AR E I i 5 Fn 4
AL S LOC.

(2) BUE LRI R 8 A R G j hRAMRE i B BGE w, [, HUE A TR i () LOC 1 loc, ; 5T0H j
1) LOC fi 5 A0 (LOC 1= D loc j) 2wy = loci ;/LOC; . % R4S WP BEIUR LA 100%.

(3) B & WHSLARGL ) X R HAHROBUR w)(x). w;(0) = Zw such that X, =x ' P/ :Zw such that X; = x loci;/LOC;
wi(x) [HAF T RS j 1 Xox PrABIRE w,;  Z A0 XS TS X BB E AN 100% FIInAE 5 1.
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6 00 PG B o 2] Tk (B T

FrEATR B S A SRR i AR ';Eﬁ Bl
O
e EMMIER AT, JEEXER A+ . e SR AR . A
Erni/5¥: 1996 IR0, gr] WL T Semlib )3/ A R S8 E‘fé@ijij & Ernids AU
MBI SRR T T804 6 TPM . FISHISLBz g VMC DITNOC
Rz 1% Bl R bR R4 oo e Ji Chidamberti A\
i Py T:IullO*ClTOI:FH*(lllCHOT7#HO*CHO[)’ /’l - $”
B % g rror)> Fno-error
%‘i@& 2006 premor 5 B VAT FIATHHR OB R, Eclipse 2.04 2.113.0 I;;S)RCF‘CBSIL),\CBO #  Shatnawi 1)
0<6<0.5 N
IE&SEEE: ARE Ep—o. =EBE N
Za?zza 2006 ?gggg@ﬁl.smm), whIHE RGN ‘I‘; E|I JavafiI37/4C++ égcv{o g})icg ¥ LanzaA®
- i
EFTE R RUEEIRAE L, AR 70%. ¥ e e P
2010 g0, #100%% ] F 4 L e 2 B 1 100 JavaFfICH#I H McCabeFILOCHE R & Alves2E A
PR S 0 B 43 0 5 B A AR ST A A ke . o AR HUAS AN 52 = 5% . A
oy R P e, TR g T % Yomashin#AT
AlvesT
e by R 21 G 5 2 15287 WA, 3 IR . - A
FEE 2018 T ETEFIANAY B B (190% F195%) ?2? A7 15741 %Zﬁgﬁégm F Mori & Al
2018 [ I [&] I LOC. NOAZ8/A £ Morit'*
2020 ?jggggﬁéﬂxm% BO%MOO%IE | yoo fmi F$3EH: 11 FiTest SmellE R Spadini AN
TETRA 53 AT BSAE A 5 S 1V SR AT
. e i SourceForge F40/™] LCOM. Ca. NPM
IR IS T iz, ge. I~Java ~ . s oags ) [109]
2012 ;JI\%V]DUH)JJ A B R 23 i DIT. COFFINPF J&  Ferreiras A
} 0% 190%™ T 407 %y 1 . , .
2015 g;im/* Q%P EMLECIBE b e Tavalti1 114 R % B[IEOCL%CS%I‘ED X Filo A1
EasyFit T EXTOO & 8 5md AT il A, &
Ferreira 2017 HE RS, WA A 253254 SourceForge flIF-Droid - NOM. RFC. DIT. % Stojkovski®™
Jiik BORME 22, WPKHZRE R A 5 4 %) Android 5 H NOCHICBO OB
[EakEED
AT, WIAE 5905 (0 K Lt SourceForee |Java. AMS. ACC. NS,
2018 BIfi R, SEAR VI MRRER 5% +$nc#%foo ,l\géﬁ‘ CBOMILCOMZ:84 & BeranicZ A9
5 B T ER
WET0% 80%F190% M~ iy Java, C++. CH A CountLineCodeF!l ey 1145]
2019 k(e Python#$- 100~ &40 AvgLineCodeZ594™ K Tina%A
He /MU D=max|S(x)—P(x)| 15t x i B A A
WHIME - VL SeOFIPG) S B o WG . oo, CBOL NOC. DIT. e ) 056
S 2013 B A > DA LD B 22 SANJavaFFIIRARTS R 50 REC. WMCg/ 45 Shatnawis A
RO A BRI
RTTool T.EL: % /bp%I R Z5 5k (cl FAN-OUT, .
2014 Kﬁ?ﬁﬁ&ﬂ{ﬁk -F L35 (class) Tempero/f: 11106 & 4t NOA/I?II[I{IOMLOC I OliveiraZi N1
Oliveira TE4 2 I RHE I, 2 /Dp% M RS SEAE Qualitas Corpus+ 1060 NOM. RFCHI o
ik 2014 lass) R RokE b ik, BM<k 2% wMCss g Olivei AT
b p% ) R 5 oL N
2015 kﬁ’/p/ IR G (class) AN MR I B 1{’;}T;{}c;éSmalltalk [-794 Egg%;lgg\%ﬁﬂ % Oliveira A%
RS B 50 AT AR AL 473 2 80437 P .
2014 ot b i bl JettyH1Weka$54 T H NOA+NOM HI CBO  FoucaultZs A
I 5 A N SR FOXTI ST 334 5 1F 7 4 19 5L LOC. CBO. WMC s 1501
Vale i 2015 Uy ot i g FINCR i ValetiA
t AlvesHlEJ7i2:. Ferreira /7 vA Al 334N B 7 £k 10 % LOC. CBO. WMC . e ) 1133
2015 (yjiveira Jr i oy FINCR T ValeF AT
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F 6 OO0 Em B LI B4 7k (B T (5))

TEARR Sy o (L S S0 R A JERe S g% WEFAES
2019 B B AR EAH90% FI95% B B oA FIRE 334N k1 77 & £k 19 % LOC. CBO. WMC F ValeZ A\
PRI, 3%H115%1 o0 F IR bR vE  HR45E FINCR alenr
HFP-B- . .
d SRR 2014 Hill AT o R Camel A Xalan 94 SLOC. CBOMRFC o . ern
o Y S
A7 2015 JEPAFABE IR P A E 1 N % NetGene/ReLin 174 SafefiidiE4E 261 . Nam ALY
[ENARS G IiH S o
T A ARRECE S, N Emi 7 VA
2015 € MIE, BAHRBER G TIOEEUR - PROMISEH LIRS 641NCKER 47 ShatnawiZg A\
) g
E%ﬁ% 2017 Al - PROMISEX{ i 6ANCK ikt F GuptaZis A1
2018 7.1 PROMISE/: 1104 &4 WMC. CBOFIRFC & Shatnawi "
2018 FEHHIR B RRCOR R 55 (A4 THotdraw-7.5.1 e 0 SOM g Zhoug AP
Lanza FH25%. 50%. T5% 32 IE =N QualitasCorpus 1744 WMC. NOAMFI e 1 1137
X 2015 IR X J  FontanaZs A7
RAREA it . msifE EX LOCZ 114 )
TDTool Alvestlf/¥i%. FerreiraJji%. Oliveira/y 334~ {4 7= i £ 1) $ LOC. CBO. WMC _. e 1 [98]
TaE 206 ivale ik g AINCR K VeadoA
i e Bl =) il = AN 7
i‘fg 2016 %ggg/i*imuhﬂxmmﬁaé{m% ilgg;d?&gggvcfmm McCabefiF 5 & Aniche AN
.. " .- b SLOC. CBO. RFC
3PpTTE LLAROCHIZE )72 VARL J5 %Ml Alves PROMISE ! 1143 H 11 o o
i H 2016 ik ~AEclipselit ;V/:XIC%DLCOM% T Boucher®: A\
3735 e " PROMISE “f'berek 1 WMC. DIT. CBO. _. e 1 18]
i L 2016 A Emi. AlvesflValeZs A 1) 72 nuzel 16N H RECHICAZ] 1/~ T Lavazza® N
2016 LT IR0 SIBE 25 20 1) T B 1% PROMISE%#i 4= 6 MCKJE R T Kaursg A3
RRIT: R LCOMS5. CBO.
" 2017 K-means5E 57k gg%;ﬁ&i%i;‘ 028+ CBOIL NIl NOIAl % Meena Al
. 3454 RFC
‘ ) HAz A S e LT
st E%ﬁ%ﬁgﬁgﬂ?&@iﬂ ;éiu” ansible, botoidjangof LPL. LMBILSCH o
WS 7 el PS94 python it 104N i ek g =
RN AH: mARME (05290437 N AA. LOCAD.
Lima/7i% 2018 #0) FME (90329570 B0 ML {E i;\gg@gﬁmwwmh AED. AC. % LimaZ A"
(9522995 £0) UACHIASCJE &
2 .
A OOfE BT H B4 HI70%. 80%FiI ) i .
WERLT 2018 905)%3%%@”} 1970% 80%R ) NS pring MVCEGE  CBOJE &t % BmstS AT
% )
= i s
s [/ M, S5 BB — sk, b APL. APO. BRC

e 2020 %] [FPAZEL, S S AMREBORIEE =4 1737/ A JLAPIsE F Bogner AU
{75, e KAH]IXANE

v BEEEE S, AT RERERER SCHR T S B T R (RS P BB, 208 13 slis A EE R 5 DL

FIWSICZE104 5 5

(4) RGHES . S0 wx) R FEHERE T RGECER n BEAT I AR B wi(x)/n. SR, X ITA A48 EIH— AL
wj(x) SRS, 13 RS T X=x IACE w(x) = Z wi(x)/n . H—A AT R 7 B A U AR SR R
FF 100%, MAHEAE 00 B S MNMUE R E 2 F.

(5) BUE LRI L WP 11 Jios, SRR P R4 00 B X #AN Bt d b 8w AT HEY (v i),
FEHALTE N 1%, 2%, ...,100% T (x Fil) HEF1 OO KEfE X AH. XA F1H 5% B 06 2 (density function).

Y jebenchmark
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(6) BMEHfE . I AERCTE wix) BOEE A L B0E 70 K F, I 8 S ME X il ZXE wx)>F, f3h X

min(X)...x
A0 BEBAE X . A BEH K B BEE x < X IR S IR, e Z BN S BET. = F B2 3 BEE A 70%-
80% 1 90% 1 A 73 Bt BIEARHEI, AT VH 53 O REFK) X A X R 23 BB A

@ ____________________

Y
I

McCable & &

B ———— = |
|
-3 S |

I
I
[ |
R |
- | - |
i /MH (0) 70% 80%90% 100%
F o hid
11 McCabe &8N Alves HEFFEA B0 B IR 7~ 7= 18

Alves 45 N VLR i 22 1 SIG 2> ) B B A FI AR v : OO 13 1 % B8 7 v B A AS A R TR B 70%
80% F11 90% 11 4 7 B (AR E. 703X 3 BB E L ARRY (BEs) T RA I 7E K. SR B 5. thah,
X 3 ANE S B o] OB R R 5 T 4 NSRS RS (0-70%)~ F XS (70%-80%)+ 3 AU (80%—90%) FITH
1= KU (>90%). 4l 11 Jios, 78 100 A Java Fl CHR S 1N H % 77 72:41 %8 McCabe B 5811 3 N> BLI{EN 64 8
F 14,

7F Alves HEFEVEI IR |, Lavazza 25 A 1%, Boucher Z5 A 7?11, Yamashita 25 A 1'%, Mori 25 A\ 14214005
Spadini 2 A U bR IE R AR T OO JE B 2N EUE AN R 1 11 23 EERUER, SKHfSE 0O R AN [l 7 Be e b

2016 4E, Lavazza 2 A\ AN Alves HEFVER BN RS PRIHAE S &1 (0 B3R B8 (5) ) BUE S0 A A7 A
AL R EL . RHOR T 8N R G P IMBEER G LR BT R G (GEAERHR) v R s . 5, B REvE Rodis
AR R RS A FIB. A ] LOC {HLL B K, - H B i KRR LL A Wi MEBER ) LOC {HZE/). #5 B
I KARERTE B Wil 60%, Nd ik AR 5 (A — 3G 5, xR X R sefE BT o 1R EB1h 30%. 1 LE 5]
AATRELE A TP T AORBEAT S 28 BT o B LU S 220K (A A X IR SEAS B (i BRI /). BRIk, 420 F
fR3& LOC HIM A ELgl 3 AN — 52 L IERA . BIZE F=90% I8 T, Lavazzal "\ b3l TCiE45 65 90% ) LOC )
A BEERPPAL yf

2016 4F, Boucher 25 A\ 72075 12 AN AFFEE4E (11 4> PROMISE 3 H #1—A4> Eclipse 5 H) b H%: ROC 2k
JiEs VARL J7vERI Alves HEf7iZ. T8 3k PG Ao B {600 1 ASE 25 P T P8 e F8 B i B, ROC 4% 7 vE B e, Alves
Al e — AT IR RS, FE92 1, Alves HEFVELL ROC &k T7 ki 2 A 7E T, Alves HEJ P 1L 2 — /N C B 7k
I FRAETC B bR BT 0 I 3 e L P20 2 R 1.

2016 4F, Yamashita 25 \ "V 4575 ANSTFUEI0H Bodfs 5 18R UBE (RS A7 VA SR R AR (IR 2%
JEERURE £ 32 OB N Alves HEFRF 00 5 Bl 52 2% B CC 38 (10 BREL. 7 6 2 1) 9 A 2 o) 5 S AN AR S r B
I vy JRUE SCA 20 Hp 8 3 B AT T 2R W9 R T ok 5081 A1, 2 0 v IR S A4 1 B A4 Q) SC A A A LB 11 7T
P L AR, AR U SR AL AR, BB 25 S AR 2. 5 IR NV R S 2R IR SCRE MR L, TR B (14 QD £
TR AR AR 2% SO R AR AR D IR I B — FBOR B, /N IS (101 45 7= A S /D[Ry . DR, Yamashita 25 A 1%
PHH SRR, FET BRI A 2% 85 10 IS ) (e 20 e A P
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2018 4, Mori %5 A\ >IN T Alves HEFF-V: 52 4540k 4 (10 BE S BRI £ 7 ididee e — 20 b, SNSRI AN 4 B
(B 90% F11 95%). IX SEAM IR EAE S TR IR A FBAE TR 46 15 KRR R 4R

2020 4, Spadini %5 A "7 1489 AN H Fedi gk BN Alves HEF 52 9 FIRAC ISR (test smell) (#)7™
I FME (severity threshold). [FIF, 7ESEERHE HAAID =ACE B 70%. 80% F1 90% 154 7 B B {E brdE, HpAX
1 P22 R R A RS SR 402k 4 NSRRI AR L 2R A [0, 70) DX ] 1IN DA oA S8 I BAR B3 {2 fr R A A
SRS 7F [70, 80) DX I -5 Ay F - 30T 74 116 o 457 T4 A QA S 7 [80, 90) X i) b Sy FH - 393 440 1) i
PEE R AE K 7E [95, 104] D[R] F I Sy FH T RITI 504 (8 85 e 7™ 250 P XA K S .

25 b, Alves HEJ7E AR REARED B A T BOR T 6F B8 A1 40 A (1) 5 M), AHABAFAE IO /N R G Hp s/ M B A AR
ST L, 6 70%- 80% K 90% (1) F AEAE Ky 43 BESIE bR, A7 7 32 00 DS 35 55 i 60 ol /00 2 (1) ) (LAY 565
4.2 Ferreira 753k

2012 4§, Ferreira 55 A"\ SourceForge 93 1184 40 AT Java I H AE R B SRR H . A B R4
I BB TH i % R R PR AR 6 A 00 JE B 41k )5 B 4E: LCOM. DIT. COF™”., Ca. NPM HI NPF.

SEUG R I, 6 AP IS IR TEAE S A S0 AT R AP B AR H XOHUE x BIRER S x K FURERLE ) PX = x) o ex7*.

T A PR R A0 A, LR AE S BE AL AR S O AR AT AR 5 A1, 1T 50/ MR AR AR iy (E A LA AR,
HLBA — N T AR A BEALAS A SR A . Ferreira 25 A U OVAff sz 10 {1 5 725 36 S5 S50 0L & A5t o0 . LA
I

B4, N FH BasyFit TR OO JE i L4558 2R il REMBES A0 A0, Wi R oA 3o Aa . Y530 A
JUT oA 8L oA SHEUM R WA s B AT FE iy RO An. FREUME . e EUEZR AT
iy ZRFT 3 A AN B AT R 43 A

T — PP 2 A1 7 P A T2 R B MR B B B ) RO BN B I x (AR, BRANAT A bR B F(x) 2o bl
PR SN T 808 x (AR, SR S5 SRR I, OO JE Bl X IRA 43 A1 FHBAT JR 23 A AL A5 S5 e I 43 AT (1 Mk
LB S () BRI AT RREL Fo(x) WA (19) 7R, 2 SHCHBENAS & X 341H.

- Qx AZX0 -2 L
J0) = POX=3) = S R F)(0) = PX < ) = ZO = (19)

JEATT 7R 43 AT (R 35 B R 2 S, (o) TR AT R F (x) 13X (20) o, Hor, a ZHCNTRIRSHL, 24 a ZHL
ANTUI, AR MR BRI p S EON BB EL. 2 p S EUE NI, 2w B HA R A 2 A .

a-1
fulx)=P(X = x) = %(g ) e Fy(x) = PX <) = 1 - (@ > 0,8> 0) 20)

SRJ5, RHEEAS OO B A ey ik P - Bl I RUUR Z % BE P (log-log scale). HIURF 57 OO S AN (R
AR s RO B B B T W8 L A A 75 R e i o0 A 45 P o s IO M e o0 A A1 — AR M3 E, WiyaAs 41,
DU AZ S5 8 Sy B P S B o R B B AN AR e AR MR I, W B R 4 A, T/ 88 e (e b i i 3 ML 4
(good) 45 S5 F bRtk b e ILIKT (=40 {E; N (regular) $8 S B AE A KSR SR B A HIRACIK AR, 22 (bad) 455
A H IR AR, 8 P A T E, 15BN OO FE S IKBIME 2 2% {H. Ferreira 55 A\ IAh JLS56 45 SRAG 21 6
A~ 00 B FE AT LAX 43 o S se v I A 28 5 v R 1)K

2015 4F, FiloZs A U320} Ferreira 75 W38 HY T W97 10 ek - 16 26090 B BB 44 PR b %3 (common/good). fH4%
(casual/regular). A3 (uncommon/bad); JE T~ JE P HLAL 7347 RS S AE AR ML S, R 70% F1 90% WA~ H 734L
Hh BB BRI I A TE B, AN & A B e O B M. X R, W] DU R 38 5 A0S 2 LB

2017 4, Stojkovski **IE HLAR 247 MMl 1 SC 3 ] Ferreira J5 324 ¢ 5 R 000 b ff o T B B L.
H EasyFit T H X} OO FEi iR skAT G & A F A, WY AR ] SR nl A o b I T AR I 8
AN ZE 3 2853 B 25 AN IR 2 23 A1 N, DUIKe 12 155 8 1 JA) (1 o Ay B .

2018 4£, Berani¢%5 A 'Yt 1] Ferreira 77VE7E SourceForge L4 Java, C++H1 C#iX 3 Bl 5 H TF R A&
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100 NEAEP= BB, i SLOC. AMS. NOM. WMC. ACC. NS. CBO #1 LCOM J 1 BRE. Sci 45 5 kB
BT 7 AN IR T oA, v AZESE 90 37 4 b ff sz (1. AR 110, LCOM 8 5t AN i AN oA 201 7 A2 1E 25 231
Berani¢ 25 A\ i X LCOM JERAAE 0 F] 100 2 MR KR P BEZ Py SR E 1 2 L, 3 F AT S ke vt 22 1)
J7VER E LCOM J& 5 (¥ A

2019 4F, Tina 25 A U"I8 H Ferreira J7iEMi 2 4 FiiE 5 (Java, C++, C# Al Python) Jil H b4 J & B 1. it bk
WG RIN, AR 7] (K 2 R VB 5 TR AN R ).

5 I, T Ferreira 750 OO BB 45 Hh 8800 A g, SR F TRk 23 T 7 v ke i s B, A 45 7 1247
HENA R, BARG .

43 Vale /53

2015 4, Vale 25 A PO 33 AN i 28 21 B 10 SEAE Rt S5 1Al 3 B B, 38 0oL 44 [l 5 RORS J Fig bR P4y L
2 (God class) FIETEZ (lazy class) P FMACHE K SRS . R AF 7 T2 (SPL) A& L2l A ALy AR 4 1) — 2 3K
PERGE. BT R T DA S e SPL 2 PRI ek R AT 250, s R AR IR R G rh i sl 19K 2 11
Js. Ik NCR KB, R WAL IEEBURVE 2 A LR Th BRI SEIR. 15 ME & PR AE R G0 b e Jnis s fig
FFRDI.

Vale %5 N SRR @ BIE TS 7 AST5 K (1) —AUARRME I EEHESR 4E; (2) 15 FEHMER b Se RS0 A 1R
(I RANE; (3) 15 HEMER R AF R GUHCRAT 99 HOBUE; (4) NPT EFRBERT T BRBIE (5) BAo 2D T SHHE & B
(6) FERLZ AR BT REvE; (7) DR RGN AT BRI REARAT I 792, AEAfl e FE R AL 2 6T, Vale 25 A\ P
JeR A 00 J 54 5 BAHR ) LOC JE &2 A DCHE, o i%AH SCME 2 A5 S ma B E V5. 285, Rl 4% 00 J& &
ST IR BEAT IR 53 AT (FE A0, Jo i, TR e F i M. 127V BAE LR 5 AP IR.

(1) FERAREL. MIEHEE AR RGP K s vk SRS = 5.

(2) B RS VSRR S AR SEUE S T A Se AR AR, AN Se R M ) AR HLBTAS S AR S A
9 100%. B0, FEAESHE A 10000 ASS244, WA SEARIIALE ) 0.01%.

3) T HEE . ¥ R AT R HERE, 3195 1%, 2%, ...,100% BUEE HoA) B 0 48 R {8 3% 5 155085 13 b B
AEALL. 525 15 R A5 o, x Bl s LU A8, JLAETACA 0 28 100%; p il /s o e, JLARTAR Ay JEE AR 35

(4) SLARAEAy . H Lty B AR M OB G, 25 SEMERAE T WMC R 4 ANtk BB 4, BARAS Sk
7 0.01%, MIFEHEER h WMC JEEE R 4 IMAE R 0.04%. WMC JE & T {E A E BN 100%.

(5) o2 M. EFEMEROE A R R A T R 3% 15% 90% 1 95% 43 54 43 B B (AR vE, 75 5
Tl B AT ARARAE (0-3%); 1B (3%—15%); " A5H (15%-90%); i=ifH (90%—95%); # =ifH (95%—100%).

Vale 2 A\ POR ] vSDU T HA8 B2 56 T 400 7 i 4k 10 S 20 dis, 0 % 7342 LOC. CBO. WMC #lI
NCR JER 4 A5 BOSIE. K 33 ANAEF= 52k 43 b 3 AN SEUEROH 7 il o 8B B 1. Vale %5 A PO 5T R L%
23 BB 5 HEHE RO T 924k (U0 class) Bri A OE. 2019 4E, Vale 28 A UM% [ TR ISR A%, 7R 58 (5) L HIHE
B (R R R 4 R R ARG 90% A1 95% By FRRBIMERRE. 3961 15% % & A T BR B (b

5 vale 25 A B840, Foucault 25 A ™. Fontana 25 A\ ™7, Lima 4 A\ "IH1 Bogner %5 N\ UV E $5:7F 1 4
{ELARIAN ) 207 K 2 B {1

2014 4, Foucault 25 A\ ®12:% Chidamber 25 A\ U592, 36 3% 5 RLA A0 A6 TP WA TT U6 55 80 /0 e dE b J&
R RRAE. 1998 4F, Chidamber %5 A UV & LA LFT (80/20) Ji & 27 725K 5 SCRE B ) i AR e A AR T
55 80 v 4. Foucault 2 N i & 5 o0 A B {1 5 20036 3 280 (1) RADREE AL 7%, I AEI H A B LAE B
KA SIS, Q) VSRR SE AR B EBE B AR (3) ML bootstrap ZE T 75 VA T3S 58 B {E 1) XA DX 1) XUEE Al
it SE 24 E ) AN H BRI £ B A A R 50 (R Java 16 55) BO— 4L H , FREVE— MO ke
00 HR AT AT S A AT BR AR AR, S5 i BEATLIZE 36 A7 B A v 1) SEE AR A AR AR

2015 4, Fontana 5 A "7 Lanza %5 A Y0 BRI & 7R I 25%. 50%- 75% 20 30 e & RIS
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o R, R OTVEHERR A LGSR OR I R i, JUHOE BB VSR TEX ] [0, 1] Y (W1 TCC) MY B &L, %07 1 BALHE 3
AP (1) BRI BITHEOE B R LA SR VK B (e (2) YU R B B A o0 . TE SR A B A A 1Y)
GBI (3) BIMEANE. 7R ER BT 25%. 50%. 75% % s BB, Ty mBE.

2018 4F, Lima % A\ T T 25 IR H v 24947 A Java FEBEH 18 S0 oh T3 2 1 R0 I AT 500y
A, T LA B P SAE AN A BB S B i X, AN ReAE N B S 6 A, JT AR 8 S8 0 A, 3R A B X [
3K A (very frequent). HUIE (frequent) FUICHMHA (less frequent). Lima 25 A Ui F 45 90 400 $uiE b 5%

2020 4, Bogner 25 \ VO U (K H AT Ji# ) RAMA (RESTful API metric analyzer) 75V 5 m] i 4 1
AR, LEREAN B R Ko A b Xy BB, A A R VAN A EUE VG . X 4 AR O [ /M, 5B
Va1V I I SR XA O SR VA o N AT A O T X (L B T (VO | B R S D N B 1D TR TR S
Tl B ERILL(E (NIE B2 FOHE). SR R G5 B 45 SR A 41 FE b €0 X o) Py, O 8L 35 AR S Y -

g b, th¥ Vale J7 i o B 5 Ak A5 vh oK 5 R ok 3 RS ER ) AR AT S BT, A 75 ) {1 32 ok J3 A LA R
WA/ IS, AEAR A SRR 76 402 R AL Xt 8 o L 5% 1 14 .

4.4 PN FES5E (median threshold)

2015 4, Nam 55 A PP TERRE Hodn e bR T ) 7732 CLA Rl CLAML JXP3 /N5 A IR0 AE Tl i
(1) RIS J T S S 40 P8 1) SE 9B L B2 (buggy TR clean). Nam 25 A DA Ay i 784 d5le e S00000 K5 9 S e dgfe o 4651 1) 4
POR R IR AR IE S P ECE 2 A EEMTIN. T 00 [ 5 — M@ M s IE A R IT R FR I R 4, BT LA P
S L YA B R S <5 B iy OO B A A 3.

Nam 2 A PUECHEE 11 AN Bk B g, BI P10 (35 10 20 Ai%0 . P20, P25 (55 1 AP %0) P30
P40. P50 (HF47%0). P60, P70 P75 (3 3 APU4{7 %) P80 Fl P90 J5 K I, P50 ¥ FAEA AUC {HHE 4 Fe b
1k, Nam %5 A PP PEAEA B (R 0 7 B0 Dl 2 R R B A, 05 o A7 5 e 1 P ke s T

CLA F1 CLAMI J5iERIRTN 2520 0k (1) B4 521 384T 58 2% (clustering instances) Al (2) 7E 5 A S _FiEARSS
(labeling instances). CLAMI AL FE AN DI (3) JE R IE R (metric selection) F1 (4) SE4511% 4 (instance selection). Ul
K12 iR, S D B b an .

Tebr 2B e B e AR R (FFAIL) 1% SR
XX | 5| XX X| X X>M, K Label X, | X, | Label X, | X, | Label
SEBIA | a | a | ay | a | as | a | a a,a,a; | 3 buggy | | Szl A| a, | a, |buggy| | 5z B | b, | b, | clean
S B | b, [ by | by | by | bs | Bg | b, bs, by 2 clean | | 5zf B| b, | b, | clean | | 525 C | ¢ | ¢ | buggy
SEFIC | € | € | G| G| G| G| & €, €5, €, C | 4 buggy | | 52 C| ¢ | € |buggy| | S5/ D | d, | d, | clean
sziD [ d [ d [ dy [ dy | ds | de | @ d, d, 2 clean | | 9 D| d, | d; [ clean | [ szl F | £ | f, | clean
SKBIE [ e [ & [ | e | e | e | & €y, €5, € 3 buggy | | SEHIE| e | e |buggy| | 594G | g | g, | clean
e FE | f, |6 | | 6| 5| f | f f,, s 2 clean e E| f, | £, | clean
SHIG | g || 8| 8|8 8| / 0 clean S G| g | g | clean
[ Phrk [ [ M, [ M | M, [ M [ M | M | K AN bk o R O B REROR, ) XM, (=1, 2,...,7).
T TS svsmcp, L COV 1 MR B R S R 8
%}E%i?ﬁ( 150507171517 FoRS i A i BB .

Kl 12 CLA Fl CLAMI 7723 FH A7 250 0 1) e e FOU s it

() B BIAT RS, Xi— X7 H SR 4 1 7 MR, S A-G ARG 7 ASL6). My AER X, {E
{a}, by, ¢, dy, ey, 1, g} LIS (BIMA), Horb a, AT e APHLARR AR ELE R T My, Hofth 6 AN E RSB HLAR R
R I o 7 B . K Ay T S v R e 7 B R P R R, ansE ) A T, X, XG, X 3K 3 AN R LR R AR
Bl a;,a5, a; KT E0BME. WS K=4, 3,2 F1 0, 7T LUK 7 Szl 2>y 4 2%

(2) FER MWL) L iEARSS. K=4 (25 S C; K=3 IS S A R E; K=2 285554 By D Ml F; K=0 1)
A LB G. KX 4 BB AL, FR BB SRR A AT B (buggy) (SEH, TLAb 4 JEBEA (clean) S
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il RUE: K=4 152450 C R K=3 (WSE6] A E AR¥EN buggy (HLA), oAb ¥ SEBIFRE A clean.

(3) EEIEF. FEWARBILNE L, AN E E L) 4341 (metric violation scores, MVS). HH -l [ Tl A5 284
U e P 3 T, SR A LI S R )2 N T S B TR CLAMI Jy i i 2 k-5 e B 00
HE RN — S5 7 52 AT )50 B 50 £ 5k B 101 1) 3452 BB B B /. AN FE R IR B A B0k : MVS=CJ/F,, 3t C;
M RR AR, £ MR EREN R B 12 PEERSISEITERT 7 AR RN
s, HoXx, X, R HA /NG MVS {E (1/7). Nam 2 A PESE X, R1X 3K B HAT B/ MVS A8 R RE A
VNIIEAS e

(4) SEBIERE. 658 (3) B REHI X, M X, BER A, S0 A 19 X, (RTS8 E (8 X, (IR AEAETRSh TN, Woks se
1l A R E L85, Tt I ZRae . 200 Se il ), 25 I 2R3 R WAT buggy A28 104, Nam 2 A P
B (3) RN MVS {H I — MO TIAE R B R, HEEEIGESR buggy bR clean ArZEEHE
HH I 1k

Nam % A\ P\ NetGene!" 1 ReLink!" "W 415t f 344 7 AN F (03 S Bt 4. B MUK 12 55000 45 40 1 iy 25
B, SHE R 50% FJE 50% 23 A R YIS B AR A5 . W A B 2 o v A M 48k 1A oy I B,
PRAE bR DA W27 o D R T %, SRR 50% FIE 50% 43 SIAE st S5 e 80, | AMHE T
E. CLA H1 CLAMI J5 i34 g TG B 2 30 75 LR R TR Sz o (R0 AR LB AT I 5 060 B T Nam 25 A\ Y
RPN R BRI S 500 TR, AT 1000 VR SRFE TN 4 2 T4 MH. seat 45 R B, CLA it CLAMI J7
AT EEARRC LB, (AAE AR, FAR AUC PEREFR bR F ]Ik 2115 0K 22 5017 W B24 20 700 24 (0 10 1 e
4.5 Oliveira /5%

2014 4F, Oliveira % N\ "4 AR B (relative threshold) A, 47 i i A X B0 A I 75 S0 A2 () B AN 4
PF: 2R E OO B R N R 4 Ay FE B AR A 2 L R o (A iR PRI 28 T M B =i b, K 22 0T B (A
MEE R A UM HLA5 ol B B R AR A bl A Bl B b 1) TE G, b TR 28 da Ry PERERI DR AL AL A A 34 oA Qs 2
JEUDRL, At 45 54 R S AR AR K 22 B 2R 48 P AN ARG 3 i A 31l ZE R A5 PR R, Taube %5 AU RA w7k
TEAN S B Vet rh g A B, PR E (0 b 25 T S AT 24 B B AZIX L8R BN IS &, Oliveira 25 A U594
— RIS T VR AR B [p, k), HAES LA /D p% HIRGESARA N AT B &k, B) M<k. HorP, MO g5 e AR B2
Hk g LR, p 2N IZ BRI 5N SEARE 23 B Z AR BB AT R L (100-p)% 28 M>k. (HIX (100—p)% 159
AMREEFIAL I, JUR T IR R A, VX AL

s L, M B R R TES ERTERE T, Tt p% BSZARAS N F R AN R k. A REAE — AN RE
R T 43 B, T 0 % e S T 0 P R (1 4 AN S A L AR 400 B Oliveeira 25 A TA kg 46 565 B B2 AL % 90 {0 ) — Fofr e
78, B p% BCE: L FRAE 100%. #1201, “85% (151N HAT McCabe % SAE /N T25T 147, iZAHX MI{H [85%, 14] £R
i KB TR RETTVR B 15% UL R, Alfg s i R AR, AR QDA (24) BR T4 00
JEAR M AR BE A p A1k S B .

I{S € Corpus|p% of the class in S have M < k}|

ComplianceRate[p,k] = 21
|Corpus|
Min-C li Rate[p,k .
in-tomp wfnce atelp ], if ComplianceRate[p,k] < Min
penalty,[p,k] = Min (22)
0, otherwise
k — MedianT ail
———, if k> MedianT ail
penalty,[k] = { MedianT ail ! edrantat (23)
0, otherwise
ComplianceRatePenalty|p,k] = penalty[p,k] + penalty,[k] (24)

A3 I EL ComplianceRate[p, k] IR BT EE R AL 1 [p, k] 22 SCHXTE N RS0 H o e At (24)
] ComplianceRatePenalty #& Penalty, M Penalty, Z . # ComplianceRate[p, k] /Nt Min, W] Penalty, &/~
ComplianceRate[p, k] Z B H. 5 Min(%) BE 25 BCIE AR, [FIFE, & BE £ KR TEEEH AN RS T 00 KRl
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M W% MedianTail A5 (AN RSE S o MAHEE Tail 8L A7 50, W) Penalty, 27 ComplianceRate[p, k]
%3 k5 MedianTail F5 %5 5 1F L7 5. T8 & /ME ComplianceRatePenalty $-AS X BIE [p, k]. ZH I
ComplianceRatePenalty 1% (ties) I, SCEHE p doermn AHXS BME, AR S5 IEHE K S5 % AR X s 1.

2015 4F, Oliveira % A "E 79 4~ Pharo/Smalltalk N F )3 kL2 L2 NOM. LOC. FAN-OUT. RFC.
WMC. PUBA/NOA Fl LCOM [ & IFAHN I, HH 5 7% M 25 S R A AT I E. S86 45 KR, £ 50
Shy e A P N FH Ry AL B S ARG B, TR N B3l AR MEFR BT A R Y FH AR . [ B, 385 A ot i (i A B
AN TR R PP AEAR KRR B b 38 W W g Ll Ay S R 5 75 B 50 22 TR A4 A
4.6 HipZXWEEBZEIFHE

AN HRE ALY . T Pickands-Balkema-de Haan (P-B-d) & ¥ (1) BT . %P BoE ik, SRk
Ji¥i SATT JyiEAn DU o7 = PR 7Y 28 HA TG i A2 2 Uik,

4.6.1 BT R ATRAE 0 BE A 2 Ik

2013 £, Shatnawi 2 A "E 5 A Java JTFRIEACHS 2 48 L AT FH R AUR AL T4 OO FE B il 5 B oA 1ok
€ BAAL, T AT AR AT QS AR K BE 245 5. R BV 2R/ AE, 2158 2 20 AT (fat-tail) A7 fW 2047 (right-
skewed) FITCHRSE 45 (scale-free networks). JoAm P 45 Hi§ A7 7F — LU rh O AT 15 3 LU0 7 o5 AR RN, — A
TobR AT A R LR A R G R R, BRAT /N I3 EA 1) 52 4k 55 177 2 R s (R AH X 1.

P(x) 25T 1. B a AT OB B 5 R H 55— 3 B AR A VKAl . Clauset 8 AU UR LR BIAR
AL Bt/ — R SR A B v I A V(. ML, Shatnawi %5 A R PR BRI TR A1 1FR AL o
FEFATE TREAUR, OO JE R E BRI & AR, AR ALUR i mT 7 Y T S 3 40 o Ao R R 1 i
Clauset %5 A M OSR UL AL A HREL o IASTIRR T, A3 (25) T/, A A 1 2 03 i o s 802 o A 3 A R 0
N, AR A o BB UR A V(.

n -1
a'=l+n[21n xi] Ma=1+n
=1

n -1
Z In—2 25)
Xmin =1 Xmin — 1/2

Horr, x; i=1,...m) 2 ROMLEAE, LI AL ;= Xnin, A71 x (AL RHE AT UG
MR PN x, =005 FEABBC OR300 T ey, PRI T LA 753 58 5 20 A0 A7 L I A A O P QR
FEID st (ERAR, I Hy T T AR A Bl 1 A5 B SRAGAT IS HL I T T, W SR 0 ey (ELR R, U

(1) 25 5 SRR Xpin O R THE. 4k, Shatnawi 25 A 1M ] Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) 044t AR 46 171k 5z
P KS B P AR o0 A 2 1) (R B 24K A i, KS 20 A4 BB 45 L KS et 514 D = max (S (x) - P(x)].
Wi ds/ME D AT i, BRI, S(o) RELFE X ISR EI 10 BAR AT R EL. P(x) R AE x =, XK L35
AU A B I SRR AT R AR

T IXSE S HORAS AL A 4 5 (B AE 0 =X XIS RN 20 A [H I, Shatnawi 25 A Ok R4 1
FEE AR 6 A6 U Bl s 75 AR T o AT B, T8N T 0.1 1 p (B T-HEBR B0, KT 0.1 1 p (E3F AR
TN R O I, RS REHE BRI 2 AT 5 B S B A

— AR A1 1 OO FE it s SLEAR v Loy AL /N T i FUK T8 T X T—H A AT T
B AAT N (B 2. RT55T X BX— 4500 B A Tohs B R 28 RFAE, B D 28 S BRI R A K E e
P AN (A 20 A (47 A A AL B B R OR X 4y A, Shatnawi 258 A TSR x,, 18 OO0 FEE—A
A .
4.6.2 F:T Pickands-Balkema-de Haan 5 P () [ (R 55 75

2014 4F, F 1 PIERR 4= Bk A8 S 4 1 5L T Pickands-Balkema-de Haan 52 P14 0 (E AR L, A 2 93 il £
(2640 750 HLL BEIVE RSP 340 6 HH o o 2500 A 28 T 3o T 2 e s — A B, BSOS T A e a1 o {1 5030 ) Flein
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(I BRAEL B J 7 51, 0] 3 106 i o R AR A 5 (5 P ) SO R AT A0 AT AT . R fian F.

B SR X AT REBCN F(x), X1, X, <X, AEE SR —ANBENURE AR 741, KR AL IUER /N HE T, IR
N Xy < Xoy <0< Xy WIFGevh it BN DG L AN TR (¥ B AR w0 REAR R, BRI P S i1
M4 Pickands-Balkema-de Haan 5 P, #8233 BI{H 1 FIFEASLE RURFEA S B0 A 1500, BIRIASTHan A =X (26):
N xX— £
1—;(1+57“) . E#0

1—%exp(—x"%ﬂ), =0

AT (26) AT LA H, A AR B o (LA 85 R I 5L, 436 A A e s 1 3 A B 00 (0055 ) R4 4
Aii. BIAH p (P E T R B AR A s, b T g ) SO BRAT A (K S 5 TR L. TR 0 U4t o g
E R BT i Hill EERIE- 3488 Y iR 0.

(1) Hill %

WX >Xo> . >X, R R A IO 4E . Hill Geil it 258 (27) Bios. Hill B 8k H '), 1Sk
n—1} BRI 22 U7 Hill Gt de & KT — )R, Hy, BT T — A5 W 08 Hill [, w] DOg#0 T B R+
AN, PAAL BRI TR 4R AU REARKR KX S IR BCE i X AR D B .

1<, (X
H,,:—E In| = 27
k, k< H(Xk) (27

F(x) = (26)

(2) PR HH R AL

X RIS R X, e(u)=EX-pX>p) J-FYIHE H R 258 FEAR X, X, .. X, FEARTATE R B o A2 (28)
Jh7:

en() = ]% > K-, p>0 (28)
HieA, (1)

Ho, N, FoR B RIOECH, Ay = (i, i= 12,0, X; > py. B X, =X,2 . 2X,, BTGk, Wi SO
A XK e X)), k=1, 2, o, ny BRR P R I S B T AN B g I e, FEAS TR T35 8 1 o R PRI Y 10
BUE R4 B 2. WOLRRAIAT e(X, ) D& T REALBRITALL N 2R RN AL 4 A 1 4 .

h T R R, RIS LR (goodness of fit), 7 1% IR 286 b 46 ] Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) 45
25 MEUAAIY p {8, R JE S K200 5 250 0 A1 A% B (probability plot). 7374l (quantile plot). HEHL/K
“F& (return level plot) FIAZR 7341 €] (frequency plot) KA 5 #5274
4.63 XIS

2015 4F, Shatnawi'' "4 H I b o B0 4 7 2 o0 o L. 3 ok e, B v e o R oD B A, HL
i 02 140 3 B ) A 420 4 002 ot 1 0 A 2 11 0 {0 S e M U 510 A8 4 25 551 . Shatnawi /72 PROMISE #8411 11
MNRGE LRI 6 A CK JE R A5, BEATHEH S, 7= AR Dk FL SR BT 1E 45 93 A1 TR 4580

W B AT 0 AR e S5 AR AR R A e U7 S B BN B AR A (R R e, Uk, TSN R
(RPN 1), I ARANIE FH 1 7008 39028 05 A1 RS PRI A 5, Bk s T b A B2 2 41 . Shatnawi ')
RIS 1 AR B 4, BRI Ay e ] LA k> B A5 T R T B, 9D B EOHE (I . B, Ant 1.7 RGP,
KW 2 7 WMC. DIT. NOC. CBO. RFC fl LCOM K &4 3k 2.992. 0.437. 15.787. 12.819. 2.459,
11.961; B8 a ML > 51 R 0.125. —0.129, 3.61. 0.749. —0.529. 0.523.

Shatnawil' "5 H A% i 5 45 % (skewness index) S B4 1 i 16022 5. i P55 i B0 BOds 40 A o AR 1) 2
B AR A R FE R %, AT AT FR B AR O P 0 S R % U7, et e dfi e, et FE Al e RObsofE 2 o 11570
T'=uto M T'=u—o, I8 H b BRBIAE AR BRI, 1B/, Shatnawi " VAL T pto 75— AN BIAE, 1% BI1E bR
PR RE NI BB CRT BIHEFR ). T TS5 RARER T 56340 J5 (s, 5 Bk JUEE 430t 5 LU JR UG 5
P 7= A . A HR Bk HOk T EIUR, LB A K T=Exp(T).
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2017 4£, Gupta 55 A\ "N ] Shatnawil' "4 38 1 #0475/ PROMISE i 8 L 6 A~ CK )
{H. 5 Shatnawi J7i% U OUR ) 72E T-2EAT X SO AT, Gupta %5 A MO I A IR T 4518 0 T A 0 SR A, S ME—
— A SRAR TR B AR AR .

2018 4, Shatnawi N FH % B 7 108 52 T R BRI, 40 B0 50 LI ABE 254 157 ) {1 45 5 LA o T . 72k,
TEJRSE 0 BB A b B FH G SO 46 7520 B AL, B 2 (DR R Bt B 4 g — 00 A da: )%
KT B H G R (RS 2 0 th 5503 28, T A R 8 AR BRI 2K 0 v 45 288, 8 IR U 8 TR R 2. T
B 8553 IR HRAR BRI 8 A BRI ] AR, ARG, FERT B AT 5 AMLER A IR (R DU, @R Rl
K 348, C4.5 A1 JRip PRI KA EE TR, £ PROMISE ¥4l 5EH 10 N RAEMHIX 5 A 2588, S 41k
B, HAG A, 2R T BT 3 AR 0> e,

4.6.4 LT IKEORIKAF S INRRE

2016 4F, Kaur 2 A UM BT €0 IS8 200 (1) S0 S 00t o e . L JE 0 BT (1 450 T 00 ME 24—
B S E i A — ey 2N R O R E . ARG, TERDR SRR BT REEE S, B 3R K
AR BRI, 5, TE ARG A b0 b & 24 B (i ) T Aff P

Kaur J7 72 1) B BIE: Sk S S rp & B S K 6 0CHE (540 iR o A BB ORI, Tl I K-means 28
REAR A H A S b A B S R E; R, EER RN EE AR b, F R B S I AR A ORI 3 E AN T 22, DAY
EFNT7 22 2 FUE g BE = B4
4.6.5 K-means FJJjik

2017 4E, Meena 25 A "R Y K-means SRS 0E00 E P B ATHE 4 258 8 B, 3T SourceMeter T HLAE RN —
AWM B (LCOMS) fl 5 Mt B (CBO. CBOI. NII. NOI il RFC). ¥4 kI 5 ArgoUML 0.24, 0.28,
0.30 and 0.34 R4, 1ZJ7iEHE 3 .

(D) Gt i, e L, SN & FN A K-means Z2RE7A A M (centroid values). 715 4E K i
(cluster) X BV (1) e 28 /OB RN ARE AR (1 8 1t e (AL

(2) g BAE. EEEER I CEAE A B, VSRR R & RCAS ArgoUML 3 H FBIMH (k=2, 3, 4) HIHERT
PEYERESRFR. RIYE R B BT 1 e v 1R I8 — A 0 O A DA 5 2 1) dpe 25 1B

(3) BIMEA Rt X L8 A Y FH T 5 =y R RRCAS 1) ArgoUML 5t 3 3 4 A 25 12k
4.6.6 BRI L

2019 4, Algmase 25 A '"?1#E LOC. LCOM I CBO JiE & 142 H—Fh 561301 8 e K ARSI 10 [ 3 SR SHE S rfy
S SR B . FEAN IR B 2 AR b, e A o A () 23 288 B S AR ) 5l R A o . SR 518 56K, I HL
FHE T IHT [ 0T G2 (AR R i . 2R IS A AR e T AR AL /B 5 g B3 o 520 A1k T AR B (1) 7% (clusster) B
(class). 1  f K Ak (expectation maximization, EM) S8 AN BUHE 61 5 0 BL 45 B A N i 51 B8 A MR () 7% (25).
T EATLH A (B) Flis KAk (M) (PN =200 Bk KA SRR 23 1. 7E vt SO SR IR b, R e % 5
BT 2 B R AL THEAR IR, eI G b2 o0 A AR5, R BAR s K A FE SR SE S W LAY . i 7y A
AARFaE IF HAE BB M 5 2 AANTASALIN, #3575 BM Bk M & SRR, Algmase 25 A\ U210 BAME .

(1) K1 He 2 A\ U"532, 78 Weka "B ] CfsSubsetEval P-4t 4 252% (evaluator) F1 3T 48 5 Rk (greedy
stepwise search algorithm) M J5U4A 23 4 H Bt AT RAAE LR

(2) i H EM JEREE, KR AT 43 BL G 54 BE s M. EM Bk i A s A h A Sk (8. 4l
ARG YY) SR SRR R (). AR () RN — A BRI A iR 2.

(3) i b REST, W LM AT AT SE L 1) I vE AN RIS PR BB (. Algmase 558 AEHE b — BB &4
% (%) TR EEREI(EAR A (Y PRI B, EM SET UARYEH - B QAL ke e o2 8ios, i ar Ll
A Ha I .

4.6.7 KA SR e ) B B ELR 52 572 (software architecture tailored thresholds, SATT)
2016 4F, Aniche %5 AU H S SR B sz 0 B R AR 5 TV (SATT J5%). %5 SRR IAS[R] (1 3 45 4
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FEARCTE B 52 07 TR AR KA [A], JEE A — AN T 3R A4 28 45 4 B £ 1) o8 BRMEL. TEPIAN AN A R 251 (MVC Fil
Android) [¥] 400 Z N5 H N SATT J5% )5 kI, SATT W] LA G IRAR S8 7 75 476 1 ), s IS 70 R 204 R 1)
JE A AR T e A RS B R . Aniche 25 N UOU7E GitHub I T 120 4 Spring MVC Fil 301 4 Android
ARG, CAH SRR AT TR I3 AR vl B AR e 28015 B 26, Spring MVC J&2— Java HEZE, 2
ST RN A g Web N HIFE)F; Android A& —ANF & N HFRIFHER, RVFIT RN RTE Java i85 M8 Oy B3
RSN IFES. LA MVC Z#4EH Controller 285E X McCabe BI{E A, SATT J7ik KL T 8 2.

(1) O E & ERRIEIE R — 22 M R 48, W1 Spring MVC N HFEF.

(2) $EHCEER f1 (045 )& 4T Spring MVC, Controller 2846244 i @Controller 34TV F¢.

(3) TR JE EAE. VHEIEUEEE T 2D A, W McCabe, JoI8 BATIFEAAR Z 45 84 R4 F Qi

(4) Gevk . I PAT GRS, DA S A 8 (A 1) AL (A 2) Z [RD A RS R i TR 1 22 e
Aniche % AR BT AL I A AERE X 1) Wileoxon K561 CLfF 1) Delta i Hu4%.

(5) ST EET TR 56 45 L. A4 Romano 25 AU 23 FOR DA ROV AE. B D AN (RS, FCEUE N [-1, 1].
H|D[<0.147 I, TN (negligible effect); 24 0.147<<|D[<0.33 I}, F7R/NEEN (small effect); 24 0.33<<
|D|<0.474 B}, /R EERW (medium effect); 24|D|=0.474 B, F7s KN (large effect).

(6) THABE HL 2. P IRIT AR, ANOGVE T T2 25, vHE AT 20 LOC 15 4 AL EE R AT e 4
WS T2 T A — AR B VA — A ARAE BT A A SR 100%. B AEZEHES S T Controller ZEIFIATHAT
BN 10 7T, A A 100 47480, 02 A ALY 0.001.

(N ICARELE. 5 Alves HEFFEIEA, SERAFAN B AR &, TR FE TP

(8) Al B MBI 5 I 70% (H45) 80% (i) 1 90% (I &) 12 Hh S AR B A8 43 A E b
IrRBIH.

Aniche 2 N U SATT 75755 Alves HEIFIJ5, RILIESRE— 4200 R (1125 5 J0Ab A7 03 5B AS ] 1 B 4 4
A, Wik Alves HEFVE S IR Bl — LT B8 143 BIH, 1 SATT 777 A FH A 4015 B0 28 A ke X8
BAE, T H AT 0. 75 MVC F1 Android 2844 () N H, B SATT 751 1] BA v [l A& 48 7 v WP A AR 1 Tl i, G H:
Jo 24 B e b TR ) R S AL SR M SE AR RN IR Bk, Aniche 25 VOSSR 7R B HTAC RS R B VP4 T,
SonarQube (www.sonarqube.org) 1 PMD (pmd.github.io), X} 2825 Jill B 1 AT 47 & T 0 1F 280 [ AL .

4.6.8 DInH3 2 kA A (Bayesian hierarchical modelling for tailoring metric thresholds)

2018 4E, Ernst"'7E Aniche 25 A 1K) 120 4 Spring MVC $4fs S FH DU 7 2 Vs A 7 5k 00 72 J 5 BT 2%
i Aniche 25 N A 42 S A (global pooling). JEV-H (unpooled) I 434 (partial pooling) IX 3 A
R [T VAAEE TR AR 5 A 340 5 Wi i 22 (RMISE) B0 b ax S A% 70 [y v it 42

2 R A ARIEA BT B SCAE, FFAUA AN SR AR ([ VAR RY); VG 48RRI H AR A — AN ol
(AR, W] DA AN I B ) R S IE AR 2 R MR I A T 8, e R 2 B A vk R 2 Rl . B IR
AR v 1) 2 U T R AR SCAE, BRI A SR T AN T 3 ph T A O R S S 7 A7 (1, A gt
A RSO FEIAT T EAG OUFR W4, shrinkage). SU6G 25 SR B, 542 RILA JEAH LG, GRAMEGTR) 732
T ARSI T 5 7 ek 2> 22 1K 50%.

Aniche 5 N "V SATT B3R T Alves HEFF 7 iduf s BIE. Alves J5 1308 ek #4040t S8 B A7 0 H v adk
FTHEA RV, ARG TR BT 70%/80%/90% (HH 44/ i /AR 4 55 (R RV ) ARAR A SC A 8 . I RE, Ernst! Mt 38
SR I VAABIRKE B B B o LCBO (CBO S i [19°F-3) log {13 5) IEA i 1R 70%/80%/90%. 1% 5 124 2 14 1]
{ELERITR H AR 1 DA, 4 ) s 4 1 .

47 N £

AN B E OO B & BH B JC M 5 2] 770, IR 88 5 vk rh, DUy AU 19 B (B B A0 I Bk i e OO JE

By B 5 24, 1 Alves HE/F . Ferreira Jii%. Vale Jiik. WAL EBI{E J7 15 M Oliveira J7 7%, (HW A WA 04
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FEfEY . T Pickands-Balkema-de Haan 5 3RS RY . 0P Bk, SRS L. SATT Al UL 2 Ik SR 46
HoAt Jo B2 2 7 k.

TRV L 1) FBUAE 2 45 43 B B 2 A P it AN [) USRS 7K ST B e e 15 B3 AN R R e A 3.
A ATRAAE (1) BB 8 J735. 3 Bl IR a0 o B0 (E 5 1A R 34T Pickands-Balkema-de Haan 5& 21 (1 [ {H AR 7Y
BT A R 1S H TR 3 B s .

5 Hithisk

B T A MR AN TC B A S 7R E OO Bt B, 38 n DA HA AR 7 320 e OO0 BE s BIH. #lan, &K 9K
gl S HTPEBI{E (analytical threshold) A1 AN R4t BI(E A BT V44,
51 TRINNSEERESE

2012 4, Sanchez-Gonzalez %5 A WA Ay B () 52 St B0 46 RS2 ke KL, [ At 523 1 4 o2 7 3R e I A2 A
AT B AN AZIE T SRR L, TR ST RE R, B RE B A G, Lo BE R A AR S
H R FRPE (resilient); ‘& NIZE AT G, iE W 1 IF H G THAT.

XM, Saraiva 25 A\ BHF 2019 4EFHY—Fhfe B Bt i, 25 F5 SRR E S (FlE) 15 5B I R 4807 i
L P A 30 3ok T R AR TR SR AR A R e S i NSRS T AR, D B BN S AR R SR A DG AR (RIVE S0) W4t sZ
F. 2RI T e B A 8 1R 5t IR (context factor), F+ H15 BRI IZ HHE & (fuzzy logic concept) 157
FE, BRI B EAN (crisp value) FEBLFL N MRS 115 B, (linguistic variable).

Marinescu 7 H T /N8 G SEHEI, FH T SRR ST BRI B TG B (1 75 L X SR A E B HEAT 40T
TZHAE N 5 ST WA S AR S ik e ) 3L 5 (marginal) FTX 8] (interval). 221 5o € AE ) s S RN 7 1), B Fi
S PR A b PR S BR. IX ) gt B U s Sk fe<AE 20 F1 30 2 (8] [ X ] . Saraiva 25 A M fi] Marinescu "
R BRI 3 2K, IRl I R G ok 8 .

Saraiva 25 NPT 3 AR 5 UL LIFRLK A H L3 (B LK), AT RS i . A
I3 BT T BRI R P KR 45 HH R S5 DR 38, T S8 0O 7 il A 5 A O e B SRR R AT . A P B A QR 285 55 22 R A
AT CAPAT T LB IINER, F ik fEEOE T AR P LK = S AT 457 7 . AARB 7 35 26 (crisp value) [EUH VS
FEI7E [0, 100%]. FT LA RE 85% B KA/ i, AHI, 4RI 35 %0 50% B, WA RN 2 R AT %7 dh. T SRS I {E
8 SLPSRIESE th 3 AN R EDDIRIG IR AL B BIMERAE e AR {5 TTAL.

(1) BIHZRAE (threshold characterization). il I TR I AH I 5% 8 35 FH g E 2 R SRARAE BIME. 1%, 8 % &= 113G
S (semantics scale). 3 4 A A /R FFEPIFP AL, Qi 3 5 A bR A AT 2 55 2 (W A R A P4 Bz,
SEFILE. FR, BB R AT SR X W), A BHEA AN SRR HigherThan(®) 1 LowerThan(©), i, © IR
ZHAH. X IAIMEE XN Between(a, f), H25AN T HigherThan(a) /\ LowerThan(B), o K B 4353 5 T BR B8 A0 _L B 3
H. SRJ5, WU 5K 7 (context factor). T 5t A 743 P AP IS 88y A 7 AN 5 (R . 48, b FARAG 78 56 e B et
GNP BT Z AN H DG B 2 15 5 PR 3R, 10 A B8 56 RO B A A (1035 T U 2 i/ DRI 35 B i, IR PR 35 4%
FOF BE M TR AR RN HE R,

(2) BIfHEAE (threshold modeling). FHT-1% /7 VAL T-BURIE 48 (WM&, 75 Z2Ks BB AR 0 5 UL & (linguistic
variable), 1 H ARERA L35 5 I SRl B0 A) 1 AR 5. 2D BR (1) w8 (1) 18 S T s 380 8 SCAR B (R AR TR 2. 41
A5 35 6 I A SR S AL TE SO B RS {0, AN L AL D BRI 32 B H AR S B W BT BU(E (crisp
value) 4 N BORIE S ARE. N TEENZHN, FEE X — AR A 6 Bl W s, 45 & 10 5B, €507
DAL Z-B4. Sigmoid ZYEY S BUME NS % R4l # R IAIBIMHE, TR LGB =M. BRBSFI AR EL. )5, B
FIH 200 H 2560k 8 i (what-if) 37 5¢, BLER ARATTEC B — 20 B 20(E, RICKS 7T RE 10 208 s 244 w]
AR TE. 1K LB I A IS H ¥ MR, T2 DSk B2 )% (verbal scale). Bifi Ji, TRRFIX 26 13k &2 AR Renooij 55
TR D) e B . AT DA —Fh STk (41 Akima Cubic Spline) K55 5 WAEAS A E 145 H A SR & F113E 24

1%
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AR, B, B 5T DU E M AT 45 SR o A, IR R S R T AR B, S, e AR B A — B
b, HH IV AT E 3% 5R.

(3) BI{E VPl (threshold evaluation). 5 HAl & FKIRBN WL REH —FF, WIIE —DNEKAE. %GR+, HIET
BB R PR SR AT 3By APP A ABE TS Sy bt B e v AR 100 ()75 S5t e HE S BOR VRS BIE. dn SR (1) 45 SR s
Frdl A —30, WIRTRe 23 I 3 b S I AME 00 0 1] PR T FIASE 28 5 2 gk g, R 2 =1 R BIAR, P i H (1)
T PR BB A A AR 55 2308 80%; F AR /A2 25 £y B R 10; SRIGET BME A 5.

52 StERERERE

2006 4£, Fernandez % N "V i JF 42 4 55 B2 20 7 75 e USSP SR ME B B SCOM (sensitive class cohesion
metric) B R BIE. BUR IR N SRV & SCOM 2 A 77 100 2 [A] AR AR S0 5 T o0 s B Lo AL v 6
FEUF.

WHEANKH B (A, Ay, ANRTTEM,, My,..., M} B L RIRAELS B TT 1 My, FIRTER AR, W a /A sk
W1 JE 1 I . DR AN 4E A A8 S A K AT BE Y FE Y (cardinality, 454 70 Z AN 2 B 1EEU0 S AME, W% 779
IERSRE C; ; WX (29) B, AR — X7 ih AU — AN IER, WEE R C;  AXh e RHE R 1.

0, if ,N1;=0
{ card(l;N1;)
min(card(l;), card(l}))’

M —X N S 2 SRR, E AT R B A A 4 T T OKALER. (R, TR JEAE o, = (card(L; U 1)) /a )1
BT, SCOM = [2/mm=D1y ' D" €1, Hoh, KM 10 R HUL T R LA 40— A
TR A BT, HOH PSR (0 TR A SCOM B R O 362 FEL [0, 1]. MEAFFIEHA AL B PELE, SCOM
fH4 0, RoRBEA W, WA AR TG B R, SCOM iR 1, /R4 2 (full cohesion).

Fernandez %5 A A} %5 5 14 (singular points) (IERSHESTLE HY T WA ARFE SCOM JE B AE R4S 8. K8 A AT
AR THE I T IR T4 RO A FEAN S (K5 (clusters). Fernandez 25 A 45 1 BAT — MRS SCOM & f /M
AT E2 D AR SCOM 1 it KA IO il Mr 2235 3K

(1) B —ANERIZE SCOM J¥ B F/IME. W52 m AN JTiER a ANEYE. 24 a=3 1 a=4 I}, Fernandez %5 A ¥
N m=2 FFUf 1) 22— B0 5 05U VAN R, o P SR T A (R TR (B R S) AT SR MR AE S S=a-t+r. B
S(m,a) = (1/2)[1 +int[(m—1)/all- [Mod[(m— 1)/a] + m—1]. P78 EGAHFRHER Va i, 2 B3R/ NMUCER
T a; . Ik, SCOM iy > [2/m(m—1)a)S (m,a) = SCOM ink . Fernandez %5 N M SCOMipinx #h SCOM i U511
B /ME. UFEAKB) SCOM<SCOM g B, WA & BA —AMETTHE 45, Fernandez 56 NI\ & 2D H A
1%, I E A 4y MR/ TN R 2R

(2) BAMIANERIZE SCOM Bt NE. UMK EA WA AM AL T8 7 L1 %R, T ELSEL H SCoM
FE R B . TS T, %28 SCOM AKX P RDH m — 1 AL A1, % SCOM AP R L
(m=1)(m=2)12 DAL EIRIE C;; B 1.4 DR a — 1 DEPEMIHRZR G — M%) U — AL,
HRXAMED A A S RN T R IEN, 2 R KRR T o, =(a — D/a. B, RAEPNMRRZE (6
T m ANTTER a AN JEYE) SCOM [E B 55 KAE N SCOM oy, = (a—1)(m —2)/ma . SCOMy, FEALII 73 AT AT T2
—ANEIAFAE.

Fernandez % A\ HE— NI H R AEAN R EEOP M 180h 12 Rl— AP g RO B 3, 75 7E a=3 Fl
m=12 I}, SCOM_ ;. 1HH 0.13, SCOMy,,, 1A 0.56. 8] 13 7R SCOM JE Tt I 4% TSLAY. B 5 h £ AR AE FHASAHAS
JEVEFEE WA, MR X DR 4. AR, HAEIT A B 2 NIRRT A SCOM ik A0l 2.
Fernandez % A\ “HA K SCOM Ji & BE 7] % F& B F 4E SCOM ik 5 1 2 18], Q0 S mf AGRAIE S op B — AN, )
SCOM FEHARRHAE SCOMypax 5 1 Z 1), 1K 28500 S 1A B ARBAE MO8 B PRI B A 2811 77 7250001 8 1 4
53 ZNERGERNBERNETTE

2020 4, Shatnawi'"*ZE Liu %5 AU SCHR A B 45 8 bl (1 o0 7 25804 T AR, 2 BULAR [ F ) 100 52 e A 1

Cij= (29)

otherwise
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T ARG 2 S R e, AT LUAS YRR B 0 — BB R X 8 by idk o 2 S e o i iod e KA e /N PG URRE
Tt R REM [B] A X LU PP AR TSR AL A B .

Num clusters =2 Clusters=1

L

I T

0 SCOM,,, SCOM,, SCOM,,,, 1
K13 SCOM J& SAL TG 4% B2y

X T AN HCRE A A — PPl AU (s KRB Bls e ) T et o S BUSHE AP, 4 i, Shatnawi L
— X PEAL AR R R R B AL, T (RO, R e PR B (TR R12E, A ). BT A X i s BUBk (B3 [l 28)=al(a+c);
5 ME=d/(d+b); K =al(atb), HoH1, a (TP)s b (FP)~ ¢ (FN)~ d (TN) 53 Wi e I B E Gl BOER] . B
R BB, BEA BRI A (I R IE B (1), SRJFMRKBAR 8 FhoJy ik DAER 3 5 £ 3.

(1) Kappa {ti# KA T30 Kappa |32 B F T B2 7 SIS 2 2 ) B — B2k (interrater agreement). %44
ik BH (1), FIARHE A 2 (30)-2A K (32) TH5F H Kappa 830, HIEIEHE X [-1, 1]. BAERLE CREAUR, Shat-
nawil' T LR 450K F 0. Kappa $55UE 0 0 FRn BER K 51, 1T Kappa {50 1 2750845 i B R0 B B 5031
RI5E TR PRI, Stk B (RN 1% 1 5% 81 (observed agreement) 51421 (chance agreement) 25 545k
()i e [ 18, B I8 199 {Ei=max {Kappa(?)} .

K, ® observed agreement — chance agreement 30)
appa(t) =
pp 1 —chance agreement

observed agreement = (a+d)/n (31)
chance agreement = (@+c)a+b) + brdictd) /n,(n=a+b+c+d) 32)
n n

(2) MaxSpSe. [7] I fz AL BBUE R Tk 0532177, #8 ROC Bk B vh, by 77 A stk AR S v [ g, A
SRR B Kl PR RO, AT LU I PR IR 028 (FP R FN) B B/ MU AS s A 3545 ik, Shatnawil! 148
REAMGEE A (0) 10 RS (), BRUEE () e/ MAL AR LB b, et R A, AT DRI AR R S 1
[R]85 K, BB [ {H =max {min(specificity(t), sensitivity(t))}.

(3) Youden #5 % "5 SUBPE A4S S0k 2 Mg K AL J7 2. Shatnawil P1F SL4AF ANk B K Youden $53:
YI(f)=sensitivity(f)+specificity(f)—1. 55 MaxSpSe A [A], Youden F5 50 2 A5 % BIE P (BUSHE, S8 55 1) SR —
Xf. B I B (i =max { YI(?)}.

(4) SpEqualSe (FBUBIE-H5 5 MEAH A5 (¥ 7 12!, ORI ARy Sk 22 S5 1) 20 i Jge /. e A LU 1 L L A1
BTG AT B RO A5 SRR A8 ) B R 2R P N, T A e P AT P S I R 2 ) ) Tt 799 AR A ) I
KB R, W T TR L AT B . f N 22 R R N T RE R D B Rl R 2R S AR R, iR ik ) =
min{|sensitivity(t)—specificity(t)|}.

(5) 21" ROCO1 [l ¥y 77 7L "™, 15 ROC i £ e o, ok B0 I 1) s B0 26 Al (0, 1) i PO E g ded. LR gt
AR ROCO1(H=(1-specificity(ty-0) +(sensitivity(H)—-1)". Z& LI AT (0, 1) 53563 A, Bellmiz Al b is i,
A DU KRR L B /DB R 338, ik, FARIE B (i =min {ROCO1(2)}

(6) PrecisionEqRecall. & % R 44 17158 22 5 () A (1 35 /MG 7™, 1207 3 PR A 759 5 8 R0 44 T S 02k 38 3 K,
O IR P AN A [ 2 e I A e /N R B R R R ] R B U A N PrecisionEqRecall(t)=
|Precision(f)-Recall(r)|. #i 1, %1% B {=min{PrecisionEqRecall(t)}.

(7) 3T Precision-Recall {17775 ™. 7 Precision-Recall & (PR11) T, 5% B {E %N RS 2045 F AR (1, 1) A4
(RE B B . JLEE B oS AR R PR11(6)=(Precision(t)—1)*+(Recall(t)-1)’. Precision-Recall BH(# (1, 1) B 2FTH %>
S [ 70 P I e [ 4328 . TR, R AR o {1 312 Rt PR S 8 /N P s TR A0 A 4005 o {1 2 28 B AR e . B3
{li=min{PR11(z)}.
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(8) F P At e RAL TG 1. F RSB K 1 R 42 [l 2 R A2 85 781 HBUEAE [0, 1], F B AEBoK, RS AN
ARt d5 R, Hooxt (1) 93 8 AR, F O R A 2N F(o)=[a/Precision()+(1—a)/Recall()]”". 24 0=0.5 I}, R 7E
R M 4 AR m S 0L T F oA B8R 5. hitk, Shatnawi™ e AR A o B 0.5. 7% B fH=max {PR11(¢)}.

FEIX 8 Bl {152 /7 1% I, Shatnawil' " ] PROMISE ##i 4 0h 11 AN R %8 1 6 A CK 2 7 s T (.
DIT 1 NOC [ AR A/ ol sz F B, 48 11 NI E BN 8 g il 5 AN R 88 AN BIME. th T H 807
T AR B AR AE 22 A O LA SR AE S, AT oh S — P v 7 e R A (S5 T AnvE = bR LU )G, RILA
5 PPN A R R EERI T 4 i CK F i FAR S REUBK, U MaxSpSe. SpEqualSe 1 ROCO1 & 3 Fft 5748
FERBUE N, I IX 3 RV E N RE I EARAE IR KRR Bk AR R, AR AT TR OSN3 Bl ik 0O
FER BRI, IFERE 11 ASRG0 145 B BE A B0 9 1% B = B A B AR
54 /v £

AT NE RIS AT B 2 R G A 570X 3 A A 00 FE AW FALAR SCRF T, R Tl
fRfiR R B

(1) BRI LR D EE, JoIE DI H R EARE I, 74D OO JiE & BIE I 2 U vE N BT AN A

(2) X HrPEBE A —FP AN OO B £ B Bt 58 S Al Eaff e BIE 7 vE.

(3) Z RGBME P EUT A FE— AN A & PR BME. IRk, g 52 20T 708 1 AL,

6 H{ETEMBEITE

AT RAE 00 JE R BIAf E RFR P, (P S AL B A e LR PPAL 2> 280k RE R A S 6 B 4.
6.1 HEMEIE

AR HR SCER T 00 S A IS TR, 38 7 5Rix s TR AR, JFRE . BEME ik
Wk

#*7 OO0 P PIE#E S H TR

I THARK R VL6 2 1% o4 41k
2014%F  RTTool Oliveira A\ ¥ OliveiraJj % (FHXT B{H) aserg.labsoft.dcc.ufmg.br/rttool/
20144F  CTTool Foucault® A HF BT (B804 %K) se.labri.fr/data/articles/thresholds/
s FFik, Ferreira/jik. Oliveira/jiti, ,
2016%E  TDTool  Veado%F AP AlvesHHFFik Fer\rlzllrgjj {(jf iveira /74 labsoft.dcc.ufmg.br/doku.php?id=about:tdtool

2014 4, Oliveira 25 A\ PR A—RPE T RLEE F 31 52 A0 B T H RTTool. £ A (24) T, & Penalty,
W Min 8RB 90%, RIFESS 52 B RLE v, 270 AT 90% I &R G080 B S i we vt B 7E A3 (25) wh, w8
Penalty, T M W15 Tail 53075000 90. BB R H R4 KR T RER AR S R MEKME 90 M
i L. Oliveira 25 A\ PULE Tempero! i R 106 N FR 4 L, N RTTool T H#t4 1 FAN-OUT. LOC.
NOA FI NOM iX 4 4~ OO S 5 [FIAH S BIE 5514 [80%, 151+ [75%, 222] [80%, 8] Fil [80%, 17].

2014 4F, Foucault 25 A\ B HHEEE T B R S0 & BIE A T H CTTool (contextual metric thresholds tool). i% T
H@ 57 4E Harmony (—41 Java #iff) 1)3&4E L, Harmony & — N FFRCEARSI ST &, B FE RIS IR 2 T
B9k, 156\ GitHub FIEBEHE 200 /7 4-BEHLIH ; 48 /583 Harmony #3411 Java X2 L BT
fiti £ MariaDB/MySQL ¥ B+ S /5l R 15 S VM SLBIME, tH Harmony 28T -5 H B As 4 0 BRI b (i 3 ]
BRI

2016 4, Veado % A\ MI7E Vale 25 N "PILL# Alves HE#ik . Ferreira 759 H1 Oliveira J7 i3t -, N VSD T
O B T T R (R HE SR B DL CSV SOk sUAE it AEURIERE 1, N TDTool T8 T, SZELSCHk
M Alves HEFFVE . Ferreira J77%. Oliveira J7 iR Vale J5 il o B M. IX L5 vE4R% 18 00 B (KB AT
(M) BHEHFAE. Veado 25 A g TDTool TUNFH T [ i TR B 147 i 4 S — S8 T Java REE.
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6.2 ThIEHR

VEA FR AR R P 15 v ROk I B AR 2 —. ST AN ) s (RS 28 vk, WA A P 22 A 2 Y F e b (L.
P 5 S EAT PN, AR AN R PR R A 82 A 28 B (B A B AU T PRAN HE AR

#* 8 Fih 16 B OO S & BIE K 73 2K Pk ReFabr, BERFMFRFRARYE R 4 HIRWEFERE TP, FP. TN Hl FN X 4 Pl
DTy 3 DUl TS o /N Wi v e ey SR g T

#* 8 PFH OO0 FERBIME ) 73 R REFR PRI

AREEIELI LR RN GaEIES
[9,68,80,81,91,99,103,107,108,110~112,114,131,135,136,

Precision (%
recision (Kt ) TP/(TP+FP) 138-143,146]
8,9,68,80,81,91,92,96,99,103,107,108,110-115,131,135,136
R Zl % [ 77777777 s > ’ ’ ’ > H
ecall (4 18]%) TP/(TP+FN) 138-143,146]
FPR (R 1E411 %) FP/(FP+TN) [7.92,105,121]
FNR (iU 1511 %) FN/(FN+TP) [7,105,121]
TNR (L1 5) TN/(FP+TN) [8,113,115]
Accuracy (HEWIZ) (TP+TN)/(TP+FP+FN+TN) [8,9,103,106,131,140,141,143]
Error rate (5 ¢%) (FN+FP)/((TP+FP+FN+TN) [105,121]
F-measure (FJ& ) 2 X Precision X Recall [9,68,81,91,93,96,97,99,107,110-112,131,136,138,140,141,143]
Precision + Recall
MCC (MatthewsHl 3% 2 %0) I TNGP Y [97,107]

(T P+FPYTP+FN)YIN+FPY\TN+FN)

Balance ("I {H) 1= (0= pf)2+(1 = pd)? [92]

G-mean (GHJH) VT PITP+ EN)X(TN/(TN+FP)) [7,11,86,87,115,126,127,130,131]
AUC Area under the ROC curve [8,77,91,105,115,118,122,123,125—-128,144]
RRA (RoI#HZ& T EL ) The ratio of relevant areas [106]

(1) Precision (R J8). TETRIN A A SRBAACTS L (n2BBEEEE) i, 4 2 /b Lol AT B L IE 51 B B AR DG,

(2) Recall (BB1Z). 12T L5 8 BAFE DS AR EL T, A 2 /> L] (AT SR L0 A T oy L5 BB A K.

(3) Accuracy (EMfER). TEFTA K53 845 ek, IERA 2> 2 ARRD B (05 IE A 23 D 5 R B A G 0 LE 1 43 A 5 i
FETE IR IR ACRL ) (A7 ARG P 1) L 451,

(4) Error rate ($50%5%). 70T K53 2845 B, #5R- MADH (RLIEHT IR 3 4 55 BRIEAH SR 40 D L5 6k
B eI AR B & B AR R i LU B, ‘& %6 T 1-Accuracy.

(5) FPR (RIFIZ). 705 S TR AR Y b, 45 2 /b Lol AR BBl 85 TR 4 L5 e e AH G

(6) FNR (TR 128). 721945 5 6k BA AR DS AR e, 5 22 /0 LU (AR AL e g i T o L5 80 B3 K.

(7) TNR (L RBIZ). 1A SEE TR AR S b, 45 2 /0 Lol AR Bl 1E R TR 4 L5 6l b 6%

(8) F-measure (F [ 1) K55 3 R R AEAE, H T REWHZEE VRN 73 2845 1.

(9) MCC (Matthews AH2¢ 2 %0). BLEAI 5 TN 7048 FEZ IR ARG R 2L

(10) AUC. ROC £k T 55 A bt [ B2 1) THI AR,

(11) Balance (F{fif{H). 1 %22 ROC 14k -— 5 (of, pd) 55 (0, 1) MIERAREE.

(12) G-mean (G ¥JH). 13712855 B 51 28 1) JLAT P34 .

(13) RRA (Rol AT AR L), AT ROC #h£k (8 Rol AL Rol (K ETHFZ EE.

ik FEFRH, Error rate (iR %). FPR (fBIEHIZ) il FNR (B B13) iX 3 NMEtr 50 8L e b HoAthg
P38 5 43 S e BT L.

PERLERSF ) AT, Sl B TR AR 20 5l A7 A SO AS P b, T8RS AN REAS H R I M RE VR AR SR ATk BE VPN kst
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X R 2 S IR T 2 AR, T HAR B BRSO, T, A T SRG T IE PR SRE (A AN
TC A AR B 5 S0, AR A7 RS SO AT, 8 Sk PR A R bR U, i ROC gk, 3 8 PRl 7 R bx
(1-7), HNEE—T7 I 2 2ebEfg; JRTH 6 Ph¥abn (8-13), B T4 &t S tE e dabr. BARSEAPEIRIRE R T 24
VAN S B R A T PP PR s M, R SRR P P A5 22 IR 2 13 [ 28, A 28 e SCHRAEFH I, SR )5 R M BE AN F RS 6,
SR 23 FEA 18 R SCERAE L. AL, SRR A T AR R DS A PR Fiahs, 4 ERUTL R[] SCighoxt i) — 4 b
ZPRIE, U1 Recall (A 012) XFRA TPR (B IEBIZ). Sensitivity (BUZENE). pd (probability of detection rate, Aol
HE#); FPR (UIEH#) SLFR pf (probability of false alarms, iR 3); TNR (3L 15 MFR specificity (55 51E), &%
T (1-FPR); F-measure (F [¥5) XF¥ Fl-score ¢ iAF1F3({H.
6.3 SLEHIRE

H 1T, OO0 B & B E W T Uk A A 2 W8 WU T HATE T AN 1) Se e B 4. 300 T 4R 7E 00 Bt
H A AT AR, 38 1, B OO B BB TGl A QAL B f 2 OO0 JE it AR SR [ N 2 —. A ik, 00
JE£ R TR S5k B AT 5T S P Bt SR T AR B OO B BB ATE 5T 4.

K OFIHT OO FE i B WU ¥ 2 FF ] B S 0 a5 B, ARG B R Ee b . P I B S . A0
KEEE S T BRI HEAE . 3X Le e S i WS RIS T AT A A — L 15 ERA R 1

9 00 J i AR sl s VA K Bl ST

Pt T H S L E THAE ShBaARAE? B g 11
Menzies A" Java/C/CH++ Class 20 7 [7,8,92,96,121,127]  promise.site.uottawa.ca/SERepository/
Menzies® A" Java/C/C++ Class 215 e [7,97,106] zenodo.org/communities/seacraft
Jureckzo% N ava/C/C++ Class 33 H [9,10,93,110-113,121, openscience.us/repo (unavailable)
128,138-140]
Tempero%s A" Java Class 112 Ja [94,132,134,137] qualitascorpus.com
OliveiraZ§ A© Java Class 79 ¥ [95] aserg.labsoft.dcc.ufimg.br/software/
Vale A" Java/C/CH Class/Method/ 64 I [114] labsoft.dcc.ufmg.br/doku.php?id:%20ab
Project out:spl_list
D'Ambros A Java Class 1 [7,77,121,123] bug.inf.usi.ch/download.php
Mausa%§ A" Java Class 17 [87,130] www.seiplab.riteh.uniri.hr/?pageid=834
Mo% N\ Java/C/C++ File 38 G [74] www.cs.drexel.edu/~rm859/DL.php

() BAR G R 28 e B AR 72 e R B W T, — 7 AR5 6 S B A 2505 B, B T8/ DA RS e B 1y b
1, ANEL B Sl e b 25 £ R B 2 L R T o G M v E R B, A Tempero 25 A UK Qualitas T8k} |
Oliveira 25 A Pl Vale 26 N UM 5. 55— 7 1, AS[RIRF 938 (0 5008 S e Sl R A7 AE — 52 (0 D 2, 0302 K )
—ARRE P B AR R B SR R AR

() Bl et b. BAR OB 2 MEIRAE, K2 B9 & 24 h T A BIER 4k 8 00 & &= [,
1 Jureckzo %5 A UVF1 Menzies % A M2 RS 4. X {504 P [ — B 48 10 B (R0 o )y vk LR, AHABAA AR HL At 2k
Pt AR AR 7870 ) T 8 e 5 2 A R SE L, 1 ELEAN N B b OO J 5t B ELIR A5 4 ) sl B T U 2 e, L3z Ak R
TR 2 S B (IR SE.

(3) BARARIE T 5 MR T Java. BFFUE SO A 48R 2 R S P S0 T H 2 i Java PR, FAbES R I
i SRANT D> A R AL R B0 bk, SR ADoK 5 T . AN 5 7E 0 B T A b A & B B0 S, 00 B
BB AR 25 5, AUAAE—FPiE 5 R HfSE A OO JEE B I AN g T 421 F 20 SLALTE 5 TR H F. 0 BeranieZs AU
W4k Java. CH++. C# A1 Python 35 H _E & & &8, N Ferreira 25 A UV 30 58 4 FhiE = 00H b 8 B1E, 755
R I CountLineCode /5 HBIME M KF/NME 4 Rl 5 405 & C# . C++. Java F1 Python.

64 N 25

AT B E T H . VPl 2P R e AR RS 56 450 3 AN ZEA 28 T OO0 B B A 8 7 V25 A ST

S I TH AT A = R IR
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(1) B B %€ T2 RTTool. CTTool Al TDTool 342 8 F JC B 2 2] Jriifi s OO FERMIME. #ez A I
B2 5 VA T BRI TR, XA 58 o 0 R o gV I A A

(2) BLA OO Je R BIMER 7T - BV H o3 8 MR, 40K 2 0 70 e/ TAE S B am vk R VEAN, 1X 5 B0 A 1 Bl e
TF 7 1 L A2 S 2 FH 1 7 5K

(3) IAT B P B e 1) T Java 155, H R 2800704 b T Bl B 46 1, B & B iFo s i
HHE) A H Al H Hoda g L

7 HERETEE

MIRA STk KR, OO J5 5 B {EL A 2 J5 VR AR ST I CL & AR U5 IR Bk, AR 1M, BRA I 2 AR AE Tl A
FEAT I N, TR A B M LA AL S B B T R R4 i R 5 SR AT MR L 2 AL iR A S
PEPUAN A BERA 24 OO0 Bt B (e AT (VI S THT I DA Bkl

(1) BSEE. I OO JE &= B A 7k R K (K 2 Al 3) FRaT LA H, 00 & B i i FE a2
LA VAT B RS 560 gk B (bR M T 5, A7 6 B2 ) VR RUE B 2 2 )5 vk 4% A BMEAR AR G — . B bt
SV T T U R o S TR T 88 N 5 B0 B 00 A B SR 45 R R . I T 9 P AN D B0 038 BT T B B AR
oy USTIGIOTAOS 108 OIS B6I47] ) 22 MR 57 2 5 A 45 B 7 VAR 8 AR S, T B0 DR B VP L e s TOUIU 4 ot i ke
/W5 B ) B R B AR (57952801000 834 S8 00 i B IR AR BE AT 5 T2 A A 36, U3 0 W ) {1 1
R RS R A AT P R AR B R R R 15 A B AR AN A, A s BME R AT, GV R 4R M OO0
B PR3 A TR, T DIT AF7E 2 4S8 J&5 1) B 1.

(2) ZALTE. sEmz APE 2 () B RS, T A MR R TR (1R 1 foR), X815 —
SERE R AFAE S B S, W LCOM F74E A0 5 Fh P02 S phy ) — B s SUAN 35010, A 742 8 12 o {0 ff
2 )5 (RN R IR 22, (2) DR AR R /D, AR BLAT 22N Bt S T4 2 (e 9 o), 1EK 2 B i
B 58 7 AT AE SR R ZEAR A AR T H b 34T 5206 B AIE . X ST H $s ok 22 BO 1 Java 1 5 T & . H T BIAY
58 7 AR ME AT HABE Z TR I RS AR, RN, f T/ D 7E AN RRE 3 Al B 00 T, 880 T &% @ 77 25230
AT 2 R

(3) e ME. WERfTE > AP TH: 1) BIE A E VEMYE. BUE PRI B 2] 5 0F T 20 28, ik 4
B ) B T3 VA AN W AR 7R B R B A AR B A IR B b, R R R g2 B TR e &
T IR, (875 B PR T 50 5 R S s ) R B (i B S A 2) MR (0 Se B B 4. e 00 JiE
w2 R TOU P B 1 TE MR . 6 T MBS ) TR R, KB R AR R B R S v A 2 S R {1 U A TR R
AR VA U0, e B i v e v 7 B R T, R AR BB R R G A R B ol B B v A S T )
— AR B A R S B R BB L. O T AHIE OO JE R BIE B LA IE, BT T S A S SE IR R L

(4) SEAYE. BT, OO Bt BIE M E A 1EM AT 20 ZF0, (HIGRIESLIGTF A BE 2, 2 75 TRESEE )iz
NFH. BT S LA S D W BB AR AE AN B B B . MERRPERZ AL AR I BRI R 4b, o — A B R R X
Y87y L RE B PR AL 25 TT 3 g DU A 8 B 5 VAN S 26 P OO0 FE e R, 7E2E = SE kb, TF RN DL s ZEAN 4 X 4
TTIERA S B IR IFEE T I 00 B & BH, St/ IhREsR K (W B 3 00 B & s Fai 5 77 s ki A L i il
Ky (A A S TR

EF X OO S w7t (3 (A 5 5 ¥ MF 0 A8 I I 14D 1) ALK R, BT T I R . 7 v BT S 6 T R g (1 N FH A
g5 T DL L T AT BeRs 2 A HE— R N B BB 7 ).

(1) REFERLE. A4S OO JE i A AR FIYE AT OO & 5 1 {E A 38 L FRRLYS PR 5 T M 4% —J7 T, IEEE (PR A5
T TR P4 52 1 TEEE Std 1061-1998 (IEEE 5 it B 7 vk bl ) U000z ST — AN o 8 et P e
B 0 A R R 5 B T A AT R TS A T AR S PR o R HE AT 58 s 2 R
WA TAE. 55— 1, SE4E0) OO B wt BIE iff s i F2, 3= B0 4% [ {EL A o 0 o {ELASL 56 50 43 7 LA e i FE Y
PRI PRI A W ARHE, R i R s . (R, BR300 S S E 78 B A A I e R ATAE
BRI F b 00 B BB SG, W B K B2 I i X
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(2) JEBIE. OO B i BIE A 58 J7 1 AT - B FG W J7 1. —J51H, OO B it BIE M B AR 2 ik m LAG I
BLER 2% 2 i eidb oy B R 7, 871 OO B i BIETE MR AR B2y 2k Rg; o —J5 T, TR YuZ A I 1, mT LA
RS2 BTG W iR SR A 5 88 TS, 15 H I 284 B wT LA T N G 8cdls LA R 3R 1 R 4. oo
Mt (meta-analysis)!"* 5 i Bk B T — R 7 BATEGT RIS, A4 [ 58 RN A BENLRN T 0. 24700, s eg
BN AFE, BEE. U ERFAR LRGSR E T T L.

(3) IR IS TR PRk 22 n) b, —/NIITSE 5 D@ B AT VAT R e L S IR AT 5. X TS
PRI T, — T A TR VI AR B AR . B R e B IA (S R BRI R S e R EHERTE. D9 OO B = (i
SE JT IR TSR T 2 HER 4R, T B0 R S G S T R I E DL RS ANSUSI I E, RIS H A R ERNZ f
PE. T35 THI A BB R 27 1 S8 U AR FH L e/ S B P ) M AT R 6 1) S 0 1, 4 T S e 25 SR O M .
I, FTRERFE R RS, BT A ILSETT R 5, ORI E .

(@) BENF. 0 T 4 OO & 5 b (i N 1 S A, — AN R 5 ) 2 $R g 45 5 T HAE N AT e 5
R A5 b, OO FE i BE PN AR BB 2 OO FE ft il i Wil 2 N A 2 —. [AlFE, OO B i BIMH v LA B 1 H
PENF] . PSS S N DR N T, Wit OO Bt B {H A i 51 A X Se s 1 H B2 A S At o) ge s
KISz TR, WUATEAR TR B3 BT RN AR IT R R385, IR BN AR = S A,

8 LRI

AR, 25T OO0 FE& BIE A F 6k B T 7595 th T R TH R AR & A S8 003, b OO0 FER Bk
TR R I T A . A T [ 58 OO JoE 5 A 5 () A7 B AN JE M A 2 0 D i K i, i) 24 i o Ak
1T T REBEANE G5 I AT OB SO, AN SO S T %A I 1) S ZE IR T AR AT BEMIIETT s R R
PER ST

G, ARG T 00 R BB i R 60 4% B (R R AR AT B A 6. LR, H A 21 T A A ] ) A
T g AR VEAL 7 iR ROC #7710 4 2 AT I 2% 50 T i R Ty A E PR (1) P 20 (4 (FE 0 2 100%
TEPERAERRAE) BIELRAE TR BRI TG B 2% STk, UL KK TE it BE T s 24 A4 EBRE T
PLEOTVE. SR)G, R T BMER € TR 43P R b 0 52 00 s 5 55 B (ELAF 2 (KRR DRI 58 AR s, ARSCARIE
by Atk HERGTERISEIE 4 AR A5 T AU I ) 35 2 )BT E G PR TR T BERIBIE S 1.
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