N MRS 35 % Chinese Journal of Applied Probability and Statistics
F1H 2019%2 A Feb., 2019, Vol. 35, No. 1, pp. 86-108
doi: 10.3969/j.issn.1001-4268.2019.01.007

BT BAIEE ARG TSR *
B FE AT THEE  ERE B

(LTE K2 EALSE B R AR SR, KR, 030006) (PR A=A 2R, KR, 030002)

OB (EWCIRR R T A R Al E S A R IR 2R E T LR T (RFE) LR TR A
(sum. avg. max. min) FIZERRHEEERZ, MG GRREGSETT% (0 AIC, BIC) #H L2
SE B, AN [ ORI I Y RO AR AR 22 AR, R AT AR 22, K fE B R %L MIC (maximal
information coefficient) f& Reshef %5 4] $ Hi ) 3 8 AN 6248 B 2 (A MI AR SRR FE 1) — Mbs, A
BT UL EE T I, ARSI T JR RIS SRR MIC 2R e AR AL, AT P ReAiE it
77 2 A e, B Ja A B A RA A A TRl AR, ARSI T NASA 1) KC1 362
RS, RE T m x 2 28 XRAER T BT - 50 R WAL 1 1 A 72 e 1) S 3 ME kAT A 06, AT P i
PP EFR K FPA. AAE. ARE. SEIG45 R 1) 2T MIC & HWRHEF 22 sum. avg. max
ZRIREERE, 5 AIC, BIC J5iEA MR M ZE 5, 2) WPRAIEMOE 4 H 5 AR A 2 BOt T mr Lo
o HLPERE; 3) XA AL R AT 8 R 7 A 5 R e el DA RIS R, AN
IEHFX N ave 5 max FEABNHIRHESE, 51— D7 IR0 R sum SR E BRI ESE, (SR A
BUF I AT AR L. SR A LIRS R AR 1T DAFH, sum. aveg. max = RGO B0 i B TR 2
FAEM, HIET MIC Frife i Ak m b ia rR AR A T 55 1.

KR MIC & POrFhFET; AR B ARt e AR x 2 58 IR TIE R B ¢-fa 6
FEDES: 0212

EX 5| AKEN: CUI J, LIU Y N, GUO X F, et al. Software defect prediction model based
on maximal information coefficient [J]. Chinese J Appl Probab Statist, 2019, 35(1): 86-108. (in
Chinese)

§1. 35| =

THEHVRAAT AL — A IR 177k, IR AT 235G 134l e oK (1
ERIIZ G e, A2 7 TSV LA S A2 AR B a2 K& AR dh AN RES%
Iy $ah. GESER, FET AN R, TR R ) R ORI 2 (1 ORTE.
AT B i P R, AR A R PR R 6 PO 3 B SR 7 11 2 B 1)l 2 — . % Ry B T Y
TR A TR AR BT BRI H BT g i B4 1) B A2 i A Y
R BRI R Eh 2 2, BRILZ b, TRk i SEAE T 310 RE % 5 LR
P b R R, SRR B BRI TN A AR TRE AT B AR SR R FR Wl IE AT 7 =

TEZRMERESTE (S 16BTJ034) #EH).
*JEHAIE#, E-mail: lijh@sxu.edu.cn.
A 2018 4E 4 A 12 HUkH, 2018 4E 10 A 25 HI R B4R,
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SHERAE R U T R BB 0 AR (AR A RN T B B T S
A 2501, 32 1o o TRDHE I3 S04 B o P 25 R

B e B T ) 5 S AUE 7 AT DA 39 %) Briand (1992). 78388 A A P2 Fh T R FE A,
BAFTT R A G s BRI it 45 SRR T MR R B RO AR DU A v B
B RAAEIT RS TN K TAE 7RG A T #E47, BN T R AU S 2 58 I 8] FF R
SRR 5 A AT e A 23 G i PR IR A 7 v 1 R e 80 B sk s R s T T SR I 4
Fr, I8 BT R BEHEIR 72 i 5 A B (8] SR R RN A S P, B B AT A 7 45 DR B B (1) 3
77 Eh. NN R TV 22 O b T T

A o T P A A A e B AR R B = SR B R B ATIR N, R i — LB
& (metrics) SRFAEPAT 7™ b 152 AR, S0 100 A ASEHR PR SR B PR 0 2 E AT Tt AR 4f Tt
ER, BAP T R AT LA BRETIT A I BT vh 45 5 S0 dR oes 1) oe RUR ASE e, DA
T S A A R BN HEBR B B, B2 v 3 7= i R BT B AN AT SRk, B U B, B B T e 8
5 B 0 O 0 T S A R ) R B T 3 T R I 2 R R R AR
b, R L AR AR A AR R B AR R T DO I R S A S
THR 3, AR ATEL WA ISR RS, A B R R AR A ia AT I R R AR B AR
FRAS BB, HCFR AR A P T RO R R R AR SR WA A Be RS, B T as
R R TN ) H RS2 35 B AT o A B R B 7 R i R e, DL, B D 3z 5
BATIT A WG . AR SO X 8 T 5 S PO R ALE

ARG T2 2] 3R 1 R F X S04 S e Tt it 9 A0 it 17 3 1 SR AR T v, R ek
RNV 2 )2 R0, WARA AT IR VA A R B AR A R S b TR AR AR, H
PERE W25 OB T Re e 5. — ORI, B2 T A RS T B R IE R 2, T8 IR R 1507
R R E A A v R 22, B b mT UM BT A AR tH A, 3 FH 32 B o B4, (Rl TF
TEZ TAAH B RBONE IR, T E o R Re R4 H B I A0 R, AR ME LA R % 4E. Reshef
Sl PR T AN AR B AR FEE () MIC JE & AS[F T AR KRB e B A B 2 i
FHORARFE, MIC AMYREE FE B A7 & (Al M Ze M AH DG OC &R, 6] LU 878 B 2 (A JE 2k R 250K
%, H MIC {8 A 5228 5 {2 R A5O3 e R 52 0t RIGE25 5 1 00 D540, 74> &) MILC
FE LI HS 4 A AT AT R 5 e T, MIC B IANAR . AR SCIE 2 A8 MIC XA BT, R0 3T
SREAECER T, Jaik £ 5 BT GBSO BRI MIC FIRHIE (FER ), XML £ 1) 2 3R
AR ABR TG, AR 5 T @A A0 A A B8 DL o fer i B X SR AIE, B R IAS
SR RAEIEA MWK RIRFE. O Bk 148 R AE 56 T AR IEREAT T 0d& 24 IR I3
e, fE 17 30 )5 O RHAE 5 SRR AR AR S I 4R, AR5 T X AR 4 5 BOARFAE SR HE AT 3 o)
537 (principal component analysis, f&#8 PCA), fx /& 2& T3 2 1) 3 5o 5y ba fn 6 — 10
AR, JEIE I Se e 546 S MRHIEE$E TV, @1 AIC, BIC, #EAT 1 PEREHIN EL.

KRN, B — 5 B 7R BRRE FEET HR SCRR A IR B
SRR 7T MIC R RRHEE RS 50T EEA G T BB b B A S 3]
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PARERL; B8 H AT E T R B RE LI m x 2 28 SUIRAIEJT B -1 50 BN T SERR
R SE R A R

§2. ERHFERBEATUM AR IR

VLAE R, A VF 2 = T 0L A o5 SR Y ) B o g TN AIE 98 I A P ) 2812 e o 7 0
PR B A AP, FEAH Logistic [ (LR). 42 EAR (CART). £tk
PEEDE (MLR). A L#HZMZ (ANN), BEHLARMA (RF). EFARIE (PRM). 1 5iE 1
(NBRM) 2. i Fi] i 804 46 K58 20 K NASA Al PROMISE i 28, F O SCHRtLR = &
Eoan, SCHER [5-13) 5. SEESCERISE IR, MEFE i, To0l M e S A AR AR 2 BEATLAR AR (LS
R [6]), ASCOCHR [7] B2 LGS 7 S B AR i 7V, H AR IX S R AT e R PR A 22

TERFAE & 7 T, R4 Khoshgoftaar %5 B 75 16 AN HHR 4 B0 LLALEE SR, Bl I RRAE
YR VAR B 21, Okutan Al Yildiz %) 76 9 4~ PROMISE 4 i L1y i 48 L k4T 5
55091 H R Bl A RAIHFFE N Lines of Code. Response for Class fllLack of Coding Quality.
EASE AN IR (RS RY L AS (] P 2 0 A 12 B8] R AR AIE 22 S 80K, AR Ae % 45 RO T B, o ik
T ANE R, AT 6E & 4 H HRFAE.

AT R STRR o KB 73 5 170 2Rl i 22 T [l Vel B ety T AT A s AR A TR,
SCERH ARSI FEAR R B S5 4b, o0 Sl A Sk s b BRAR T DA AN 244 )
REVE, B WAKBEAY, 3X S IR 78N G AL (Rl VA R A, 3 SRk i, [l U3
2 o B (R BB, L o py o AR A P R B (B3R A BB A, T AN R AR
PR BAEE (0.11H), FAEMBUE MR R &5, BN AE 2 @ BE R, NG5
BN (F S B E). Koru A1 Lin " /] 7 KC1 22 1H 13, THRHE
MR FA ] (sum. avg. max. min) FIE KPR (38) FoREE, 3@ d 525035 A By
RREREBFIRGO 5, RS TN REA B, (E IR 1R AT AR IR S R E T BA
PRI RS, T Zhang 25 05) SR T 11 MR & 05 5%, 7R VRS [F) 3870 (0 B 1 e 1 70
DAY b EAT SR, S 2845 B AN [R] SE ARL IR B A 5 P SR 1P e e 4 I R FH IR 3R 5 77 =X
A

Ostrand %5 16 45 F 6 — X1 [a] Y3 N7 FR AR B [R5, Gao A1 Khoshgoftaar M 0 {
7SR ENE, A IR 94 2 MR, I8 R 2 SRR 22 SCRIE (RLT). AR
ECAL I8 A Tukey )2 B HCAHORPEAT T 207 HII 200 5 H BT SCEREGE R, i =i al =2
(5] S F A e B R . s b AR IR R AT DU R R E A DA AR R, HOT
ANFEET IR, TR W R R R A, HE AR SR B B, R U A S
fiti T 58 4] DLk B OABASRRAt v, (8 i TR R B 2% (I 20 AT 1 R ), SR
A SCH R, T EAANTHET AR 28 DL SR S P S, 75 2 T BUR R
SRAGTEANS SR, AR E B R . YR (] R o S I [ U R R ER S TR, (B S G
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TR 2. SEHH, —BJexT SR IA AR [EA, AL 2R M KT W, RS A77E
overdispersion, #7/77E, Fi3E— 5l FH £ — I [R] ) A

NG b, 503 R B T ] A ey AR R 1) AR SRR E R 07V,
a1 ATCI7, BICUS! AR T4 FH A BRSSO B 28, AN [i) 0 e B 3 380 R 0 25 S
K, AT BN BRI ] MR PR 22, 45 R A BB AN IE 2 i vl e 456 AR, BE AR 4R
B — Pl SR TE K 1A AR R AR B 7325 2) (8l VA o 2 A 2 SR A RRAE (1
max. avg. sum. min 34 R EEREURIHTRAIE), A8-2 0 Fh & % Bl )3 d s e B B M 12

DNk, AR SC DAFR SRR B2 2 TRRAE DK SRS R AR B4l SR A MIC R & TR RHE,
PR AE AHOE 2 AR O e, 2 S 8 P 8 o e 4, i J A P 2 R4 VA AR B T [ ) o
B, 3 — B MR 7o, A4S BB B AT I AT AR M. A R B G R B0 SR L T SR Y
m x 2 XIS F 3 t-K 56, HE/E NASA () KC1 KIS 2T A Bda 45 Lab4r 7525,

§3. EHT MIC HIHEHEREE
3.1 BN BHEKNY MIC B8

KT WA BENLAZ & AR P &, 8 LI 2 A K R 8L, Spearman #AH I (SRCC)
BAERS. KPR R, SRCC FEEZEWNNHNLAL & B KPR, M —&
FIAEZPEARIR S RIFAA &L BAG B R EEAA SN AR BRI E &, HAER
PRI, R B B AL AR &, X AR ) — AN, B A BAR RS

Reshef 25 [4 25 1 PIANBEHLAS & (1) MIC (maximal information coefficient) J¥ &, #fi J&
T EAR BRI, xS A BRI B E T4t ARSI EEE. MIC /] DL & 2
KA K FR, MIC £ T PIANBENAS & n ASIIME R THR, Hog i iR T

B EMAFENL A ERWIE D« (X,Y), 2 2 —y P50 Bt TN ks AT 15 2oE 42
D A B S EEN NS G, XA D A B RS S ] DO R EAE B AN
PR NS BAS B AR, BT A REMAR th i R EAS B, FHUE — ALl A5 2] MIC.

X1 SEWEE XY 8 n AMRRAE D, HLZA B EH MIC Z X H

GgﬁwKX@%WGD

MIC(X,Y | D) = . 1
CX. YD) (x,g%%%iB In min(z, y) (1)

KB, Qz,y) RAADM Az xy I —ENEEE, X(G),Y(G) RTETHE Qz,y) HE
BT &, [(X(G),Y(G) FTHEEEE, B ARAREE, Reshef 4 4 23 H B = n0F.
MICH 40 T 4 5 :
PR 0<MIC < 1, W X 5 Y MEMSZE, H4 MIC(X,Y) = 0; MIC A % R,
I MIC(X,Y) = MIC(Y, X)
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YHAERY, X Y = f(X) B, MIC(X,Y) = 1, et/ it, X T NG 0E s
HORRMHZ &, DRI REOC R AR, MIC F{EARAZE 1;

TR B X AT B B g(X) A2, MIC A28, Bl MIC(X,Y) = MIC(g(X),Y);

M MIC KI5 AT RAE H, S5HI9% R B EE MIC Fafe ki, B MIC AN 32 5515 [ 52,
ARG R EEN 5 52 S 5 A R

Reshef 25 4 I8 45 H T MIC FE &M B E KK, 1A, MIC(Y, X) IAFIZ KAl LA N A
WY, X ZBAAAE R E FAICOS R, MG 7 guit ki r) MIC In FHYE %,

3.2 EHT MIC H%FIEEE

M EIR 3 Hr i, MIC FE& 7 /NS & 2 8] 1) Sy — IR AR OC &L R, S8BT
M EAG B RERG R R, FIFEA LR MIC JERoRis AR,

Xu % W] SRF MIC HEAT 7 B AR B, T 1000 Sa vt SRR A0 A 43 28 R AE 8 Y (0, 1) 8] Y
MIC, SRJG W IR FHEFE AT p (p = |m/Inm), m NFTARHE) NRFAE. X R0 7 155 1 Bk
RAET p B E SR Z M4, WIHEEERIENK p = [m/Inm] BB, p KITE LT R ME % g
Wi BRARFAE AR TE T (A SR B 58 1), AR FRATIIN 9 B A R e F300 () R A SE AR AN b e 4
BRARFAE, NZAEH] MIC F 2 25 1 00 i)l FHE R € p; 5 4h, Xu N2 B —
G AR B AHIRA T MIC HiE A TR S 8 s A ik, BRltk, A4S MIC i
ATRAEIL R R AR BRI T

1) B HEAEMFE o M N AR R Y (X Bt 2 NUMDEFECTS) I8/ MIC 1H;

2) £ MIC FE 2 ) 535 A 50 1 Ik FHE R, G H MIC (2, Y) KT I FHE 1 B A R AE

3.3 MIC $HEERE 77 7AE1E B TR SRIETUN 4R

1) G RHIEIE R 732, 40 AIC. BIC, A& DAMULSR R ECn7& 5 00 B Ar ek 4, SRR/
PIRFIESE & TERHER Z 150, —M¥H Forward (or Backward) Stepwise ] 5000 512,
B AR RN (k) RRAE, B0 MGk I RHAIE 2 Bk H A e 50O n e PR R RHAE, (EAE
VPR AT b Bkt DAY AT 00 G 155 2 () 5% 22 5 00 18 SRR AAE HP 1) B K PR AH DG (AR
DR, A5 M 12 R AR 5 SR B IO R TR AR R 2 M O G 2R, IR WT RE A FIE PR AEASE TR 4.

2) — &I R B A AR BBUK. 140, NASA 19 KC1 8] 95035 45 b (1 Bl NUM-
DEFECTS 5% & %FE maxNUM_OPERATORS 2 [a], M 1 FR4R 3 F H 3 AR A 1.
MK REE BN 0.380764, XF AL EH M In(x + 1) 2B, 152 E RECH 0.538815,
W B AH AR B0 SR FH 1 A2 AR SRR, AR, S ASEISS FRAT T AN R TE A A 2 A 4. T Tl flH
QAR B, PR MIC = 0.47221, 1€ 0.01 /KPR A2 525 1), A06E 58 -+ 5 B 2 (1 A 4K
KZ. B, H MIC Rk REAE S & F T 5 2% B 3k B R 5, MILC 2 585 U AT B 10 Ry
ORI AZ R
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MIC=0.47221

NUMDEFECTS
60 80 100
| | |

40
1

20
1

o o
O§o% oo, Q a
o & & oo @
[=3 hmﬁo o Ooo oo
T T T T I T I I
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700

maxNUM_OPERATORS

1 maxNUM_OPERATORS 5 NUMDEFECTS &S &l

3.4 4HIEMEXRTH

A A ERPRFAE AT AR 7 T ZNINN W 5 7€

1) AEREEECS REAMRAE 2 MRS B, R R SRFIE o RO LEAL L,
giit LR LA o M7 EARGSE, BRI, MO0 ZR8E IR IR AL, X AR TR (67—
IR YA R A2 A A .

2) AT Ry B, MIC RAEIEH T A BT R BEEME 2, 5 Y AR
YEONTEMR, WA H AR B A B oS &, RIUL, 3@ H 2+ MIC (RHMEIE A 2L S 1
B MFFAE. W] % ERTUARFAL, BB INRFAE 22 18] AR O A%, S4B i oy Tl 5 7 1
] B OCH UF ORI AR, AR, 1 JaREVS AR IR R X A IR kS 6 F 2 sl B, (Eeh T3
Jl g FUORHRFAIE 22 18] (R 2 AR 5 ) AAT R E, it AR 2 PEAR OR R BCRANE.

Ik, FATTHE S Xt T Rk A P R ok A, B BIXS I RFAE o A2 e

@ (2)

& —1

L , a#0, ae(0,2];

f(:m{ # (0,2
In(z;), a=0.

EF a 1§ of = argmax p(f(z;),InY).

S p(f (), nY) NEBIE IR f(z0) 5 InY (AR, WALEA e R
Bel) 20 5 InY BOKAREFRITZMEA DG, IITTAELS o Z IR ZR AR SCPERG 5, IXFERE T 22
PSR A Re AR REAH 2 5 InY (IMAR Y) B R 8 EZ R H RN
FAFIAR IR AR T Fo sk Y BN UG 5 R AR A,
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LA, FATE o € (0,2] FEUE X 3% 0.05 [8]KE %A 40 ME (0.05, 0.1, 0.15, ...,
1.95, 2), A XL In2;, & 41 A X 41 MEAFIERUER 2 5 InY Z A R ER
KRHE a.

§4. ERHFERBEFUNAYEIYIFREY

BIAT AP o FRUN (1 ] VA 2R R S — AN R SR B SRR AN B G — AR SO
& 2NN SO 2, R e SCA R o B A 2802 B A /N R ST B R
K. e, FETH R SRR R, 2R A SO R H 2R S R R & AN T R SO R T
B, R TR S R AR (R P B0 BRI ), AR J7 V2SO AT 18 SR B 2 IR
RS A 73 A I BEATL AR B, 5 S8 S A 7 V2 S AN (R B9S2 A2 IR AT A 73 A 1R B
BLAZ &, 2R Ja B 2R SO B A ke A He o I M VERA 73 Al BT, fIR5E S ~ Poisson()),
Y; ~ Bernoulli(p), i = 1,2,...,5, i.id., WEEHLIEE

Yy £ i Y; ~ Poisson(Ap),
i=1
H Var (Y) < Var (9).
LY NBAFSREE (MNARE), 2 = (21,22, .., 2p)" NEAZE. HIARR R,
Y |z ~ Poisson(u), E(Y |z)=p, 3)
LINK : Inpy = z"3.

B I (] AR Y S AR (Bl v AR ORI, AR SR T el R Y ) —ARGE Y |2 1Y)
FAFIHESET pe, T e RABENAE, HRMABZMER 1 M5 704, WY |2 fk A5 550
(negative binomial, fij 54 NB), B4 Z T4 A /& BHIAAA 70 A0 500 5 40 A MR & A5,
BRI, i€ Y |z, ePoisson(ue), € ~ Gamma(6, 0), X H 0 H5341 KRS B2 B 24, N
Y|z ~NB(r,p). Hidu=r(1—p)/p, 0= 1/r, WM E(Y |2) = pu, Var (Y |x) = u + 0p.

e EIYE Y ity

{YxNNB(r,p), E(Y|z)=p, Var(Y|x)=pu+0u? @

LINK : In(u) = 275.

ZKHET 0 WHCONEREESE. M 0 &IET 0 B, SieT LR Fiaia BRI,
YN EEPE e T EVETIE S S -FiA

By IR AR R IR AR, 40 Var (Y | z) = p+ Op 1 NB1, 3% BB G2 2 800
R A ) NB2 # 7,
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4.1 RESHHMET
=30 (NB2) [ R K S Hl vt — R AR Bt T, Hoxar S Bl ok e B0

PN o 0 exp(z;3) 1 .
L(B;0) = Z; {?Jz In [1+0exp(m}6)] - gln[l + 0 exp(z; 8)]

—Hnl“(yi + %) —InT(y; +1) —lnF(%)}.

AR R HAFH) mass G glm.nb(), {8 F1N 7 200 426 28, 5 00% H
ANREUEL. AT fE A glm(-, family = negative.binomial(f)), Sbi} 0 B F LK E. HiXE
family = Poisson #ft & HFA[F 4.

4.2 HESHHNFRLERE

XTHUEE S 4 0 P LA T RAS SR Ho : 0 =0 vs Hy : 0 > 0, 5 AREIEZAR AR B, W B3%
A PR R ARE. T TS B8 R 1 SCRiR [20].

SRR S G? = —2(Lpo — Lnpz2) ~ x2(1). B3 RAHBLRE. 2 G2 > x?_,,(1)
I, WUFE 28 SR AR BE M e 52 - 3B i, YONRE S8 0 K%, TR I 24 R 4 — 33 =] ).
XH Lpo RoERA AR EALIR B0 EL, Lo F7m 50— I0E] A R0 B AR BB AL, X7 o, (1)
Fom A1) A 1 — 20 08 VR, IXAMRIG S 7RI 250 EEAT

4.3 EBWP

F 5 (principal component analysis, &K PCA) J77AREM A R 2 BRFFIE 2 18] 1 AH
N, P IO A A P 14 .

10 Xpxp AHOFRAE BB THHRE, WD, X, TR Z AR 5 RHE f(2), @ =
L,2,...,p Rk, HE 7 Abbrith, X B p NFTIEFFERANEL 12 Zoxk = XoxpUpxk N
Bk ADNFERT (k< D), UnsrZkxk HNESHFE, Spwp AR AR, HIGE NRHERFIFF 7.

ARS8 1) 3 Lo ANk B B R A RAATTIR FOR € &, (HDTER AU 2 A s R
ANFHIEAE FE B A 15 5 LISk E, A2 MRS ) Rl fe M B (RSO H I
F R N A R B R TN ASE Y 2 SR FH R B TOOI R R RE AR AR (AR SCH FPA) 7E 4R Fi
KKk

KRR 3 x 238 XIAIE PY SRk 3 k. W46, k IR R AL 58 S 80G THE R
— A XIGAE b, UAESEE k, AREZAG TS E. k e SEA S 8 1A %
JE MR, AE Rl —2H A8 XIS 25 5 SO0 R — 280 103 1& B (adaptive). A, AKSCREL
TWH 3 x 2 ZXIUETT R, F—HHT k WL#E, 58 - HH TR SHAN T DU R
XTRE R A 0s. IXFEMR > T X HAR Y “adaptive”, {8145 25 B RT3 B3 0.
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§5. PEIREVMHREXTIR) m x 2 RNEIEFR -1

TEARTC 4.2 ARG FE AL ES, S EEHE I 2R L3005 450 B fsf ) By w6 > A5 24
UG IS AR FA (RS AN BE CRUE TI0I PRI 042 S0 o 0000 B 9 26 0000 () A 2R, 75 EEAE MK
£ B WA AR TN () SO EH T A SR N R B B — AR LU DS, DRI, SR N
R i A R A8 IR I 7 9. TSR 28 ISR, 5 B S ) 2 2 B A REFR AR 1) BRI
Ji E bt

i D RWHRERN, XKAGHMNG R EMRTR 252 S0 M RE. 50
SR g TIU () R EB 43 SRk R, SR A 2 28T 5 4 (10 9) 198 XERIE R Se itk 3%, (HIE4n
Wang 25 U H S@H T 5 31 (10 31) 28 XRAUERI G R30Sk i, IR, ok 6 i)
7 ZAG TR E 5 RNZE MR AR BB, SR 5 RIS RS A AR HE 1S B, X4
A R IL S B R NG B 2R Nk, Wang 25 P2 04 1R I RORERL M B
X LU PR ¢~ 56 A7 A 1) I 8, i R BB R BB TE UK e x 2 58 SUBRIE T BF -4 30 5 V2.
PR ARG UF 12 56 2 AH T LU DR ST A 3, o DAS BB A AE 458, R m =3
NBIARASTETEEAN A, 3 x 2 28 IR ZBEN K B 5 52 D R 70 ORI 4 £, 2R JEAEEL
PR NI ZRER, B R AR, HEAT 2 9728 IR, XAEARIAH G LA 3 4, &
LSt 3 41 2 758 XIRAIE (M AR 4 #7538 IAIE), AT LA 3] 6 N4 5L, Wang %5 22 45 i
T—AETE T m x 2 28 XUk i IE WA B 8 U0 7 5%, AR R TR ARG T Z kT, 4R,
Wang %5 PUFTEA ] 3 x 2 258 XHGAIE ¢-K 56 [ SR T LAY J8 AR B F) P ASE 7R 1 g EL AL e x 2
A IR ST 5T t-Aar e, faj PRk R

SN IR AL B KAIERIVFNFEAR s pp, 10 0= p, — oy PAMER
PERE %, AWiRE p, FHEL (baseline) H2AY FPERE.

JifB s Ho = p < 0; #4588 Hy:p > 0.

id p MAEERSE D _EIEE « R4 1) 2 3748 BEAS T R

a= @Y+, i=12,00m,

LB X 2 2 SRR g m U 2 B R T, N = 30 i/, R
=1
Rt St 29,

DI=)

Touxz = & ~ Co - t(2m — 1). (5)

K 52— (2m) 13 3 (B0 — )2 9 7 (07 MRS 22, = /(2 4 1)@m= 1)

i=1k=1
(AR B 6K 3 5 Ay 5 28],
SCHR (23] TEA T oo IEAURM B HHEER 2m — 1B ¢-9346. 24 i > Cpy -6 - t(2m — 1)
i, AR L R, B2 B, X 1, (2m — 1) N A o B K. 8 AT IHE
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Fa/NR m L3, 25, BRI ISR R m. 45 B —ANBOR ISR 8 (et m = 12),
YR 5 1k, FTSRAT I AR, 0T SEa A 1R K m AOEER, W2 SCHR [23] T iRiR.

S H

1) e MIC. AIC 1 BIC HREE B 2 Rk,

2) RAFAE AR AR e B 0 R 3

3) RHE R T2 B3 3 B S5 BB 523 A, BT B0 A ARt 2

4) WRFR AL ) SRS AR AT DL B SR T Y P e 7

SIS 7E NASA ) KC1 K2 AR (F:47 2 — D RARHERIE) L.

6.1 ERHERPATIUNAY I BEE B4R

1) P4 R ZE (AAE)

B SR B TN AT, K S 4 R 22 (average absolute error, AAE) 1E A B A Fi il
TIEHAT VT B — M 845, AAE 10K € X

EX 2

AAE = ;|yz‘—37i|, (6)

By RREMNERGTNE, y; KA ERE, n R TEHRNEKE.

M A AT LU i SR AR A A5 R 1) F 0 4 R < BB A Z2 0, A 21 AAE BN,
398 158 B S b TR0 77V N S 5 U AH 22 /0N, T A Ay, Ul B 1 X SR 7 vk
RIRCR LT

2) “FIFXTIRZE (ARE)

SERIFRT IR Z (average relative error, ARE) 52 — AN H SR PP [R1 V=45 28 Fi ) 2k SR
(RFEFR. B AE N 1R 22, A B SR RN B 2 TA) Y 22 FE RN B0 S B () B AR, P35 AE X iR 22,
LA AE n I AT 2 PR AR R 22 IR R 2 J5 B SR SF- 3 E. AR VT R AL B Tt 7 35 1) 2 R
I, o 2P A 3R 22, 0 H 5 SR

EX 3

S|

1 n
ARE = —
n

Yi — Vi
yi + 11 9
NRFLITUEY, wRNEESELZEZ MW EER/N, ELENKERA, 52 HHET
RERMN, EIREERT ZREN AN TN E R, B, CHRFHEHIRES
=B A EPE.
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3) FPA
FPA SEBR FSZRT m B (T R ) e it IR BN (I HE 5145 BITRT m )
U0 R P R B B o S o S SR e LD R S8, AT o AN BETR TN PR R P o S s 4 114 B A5

S ®)
— g, 8
N i—k—m+1

ni FETEREEL i BUSEBRBRIEEL, n N kMU IBRIEEE , kOB
FPA 5 SUN:
EX 4

FPA = f} ni. (9)

m—+1

HM?

1 1
kaZin i,
FPA & — /N B FUN 6k I B89 U7 & R el 1 B8 B B 454, RO BB IRUF 5 52 I 64 G 2K
B 7 — B, AR AL B TR B BE AT, FPA AL 2 TN AR A M4 Bl A AT

6.2 SCIGEE

AT s KR T PROMISE “F & ER KC1 $#i 45, 7l WAL http: //openscience.
us/repo/defect/ H T %K.

KC1 j& NASA M2EF 8 CHEh RGR I EE T RS, &7 RGMHH C++ E5%
Bl. 2005 4F 5 H, PROMISE A Afi 1§ RGUHRIEER 4., # AT 0P s i i w7t
Ytk KC1 B 2109 MEEHEIBRIEES (1, 0 HRRSREKA ), BRI
21 DMEFSACRYRAE, W E 21 DRI, G5 5 MARKARIATE (LOC) fatx, sk
AT ATHATARIATHL DOERATEL T8 SERAIEATHG 3 4> McCabe B 2%J%
fEwEAR; 12 4> Halstead & & FE4R; 1 N H4L (branch-count) fefr. 2T ik 21 ME4
R SRR IR L BRI T Al g LA 7R (1 S AT 7.

PROMISE 2 A 158 =4 KC1 Hdla R 8 145 D RMBREE N EL, 42605 94 M
PRRAE. 145 MR H R KC1 ##E4ER 2109 MEHE S (max. min. sum. avg) MiK; 7 94
AR, o 84 MU /S H1 )5 KC1 HE A A 21 AMURSRFE 73 542 18 4 M A F RS
BURE TR AN, RERIKET KC1 Hiladin 94 MFET, 4 10 MHEJH C&K
JEEH) 10 DNEFR. C&K 2 I )0 SRR 7 Wt FH fe )™ 2 (128 J2 T Y i A AR 52

AR SLIGAS FH Rt 2 XN 2R R T KC1 Bl g, 28R EA 95 1M1, 94 ML (HAE),
—/NE N AR (BREEEL), 145 17 R TR RRRH RS, 72 KC1 Hudis 8 Sika Mo — 1
[, SRR Y 550 1 AREE, DSBS RO Bk A0 0 IONTA AR [m] AR

1) FHEFE

X KC1 Bl A SCER 3 19 IJ7E, THE MIC BEATRHEGE S, Bkt 1 52 MR,
5 TR TR R ] ATC 3 1 58 MRFAE, F BIC £ H T 40 AMRFHIE. WR & 1
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Hl B, S BT RSB RBE RIS TR

#*1 1 KC1 E&FFXIED|HHSE

sumLOC_TOTAL Vv 4 0.45
avgLOC_TOTAL V4 In
maxLOC_TOTAL Vv v V4 0.35
minLOC_TOTAL v 2

sumNUM_UNIQUE_OPERANDS v v v 0.5
avgNUM_UNIQUE_OPERANDS v i 0.6
maxNUM_UNIQUE_OPERANDS v i Vi 0.65

minNUM_UNIQUE_OPERANDS

sumNUM_OPERANDS v v 0.45
avgNUM_OPERANDS v Vv In

maxNUM_OPERANDS V4 0.45
minNUM_OPERANDS v v 1.95

sumHALSTEAD_PROG_TIME v v v 0.35
avgHALSTEAD_PROG_TIME v In
maxHALSTEAD_PROG_TIME v v v 0.25

minHALSTEAD_PROG_TIME

sumHALSTEAD_LENGTH v v v 0.45
avgHALSTEAD_LENGTH v i v 0.45
maxHALSTEAD_LENGTH v 0.4
minHALSTEAD_LENGTH v v 0.05
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®1 7 KC1 ERFRERIMFFE ()

sumHALSTEAD_EFFORT v v v 0.35
avgHALSTEAD_EFFORT v 0.25
maxHALSTEAD _EFFORT v v v 0.25
minHALSTEAD_EFFORT v 2

sumHALSTEAD_CONTENT v 0.55
avgHALSTEAD_CONTENT v 0.7
maxHALSTEAD_CONTENT v v 0.55

minHALSTEAD_CONTENT

sumESSENTIAL_COMPLEXITY v V4 A 0.4
avgESSENTIAL_COMPLEXITY 4 Vv 0.05
maxESSENTIAL_COMPLEXITY Vv 0.05

minESSENTIAL_COMPLEXITY

sumCYCLOMATIC_COMPLEXITY v v 0.4
avgCYCLOMATIC_COMPLEXITY v v v 0.05
maxCYCLOMATIC_COMPLEXITY v v In

minCYCLOMATIC_COMPLEXITY

sumLOC_CODE_AND_COMMENT Vv Vv 0.05
avgLOC_CODE_AND_COMMENT Vv 4 0.05
maxLOC_CODE_AND_COMMENT
minLOC_CODE_AND_COMMENT
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®1 7 KC1 ERFRERIMFFE ()

sumLOC_BLANK v 0.4
avgLOC_BLANK v v v 0.15
maxLOC_BLANK v v v 0.4

minLOC_BLANK

N MIC I #45 R AT 704

o MIC FEA FikF )2 77 kTG BISRIRHMIE, T AIC &3 1 JLF A KT K2 M 1)
FHAIE;
R FESRAE S NI ARIBATH (5 1) McCabe (3 1Y) Halstead (12 4N 7044
(1A W1 il MIC &2 52 MHIET A tH, RARZHH—AFRHE COU-
PLING BETWEEN_OBJECTS, Hi& =2 H C++ H LR EERRZ L5
SIS ISR, BRAFE “S R4S 474 (LOC_.CODE_AND_COMMEN-
T)” Ak, H 20 MERFH SRR, £ R 4 PRGN, 20 1 FERE T
P2 AR VRHIE S R B A AR Y. EE A R R AT E min JEE R URHIE#R I A Bk ik
B, X5 EWEHFA. S8, AIC 5 BIC HUEEIK LT A K2 H FIRFE, 4 FhR A8
A A ILH].

o MIC Rk =Fh IS HAAIHFFAE, 1M AIC. BIC i3 FLBAL;
M T S RATEN, 4 AR IS BEN B 21 AME G f S AU AR f5 77 4 84 A
“HIRFE”. F MIC & 211 ave FEBRHIE 184, sum 1) 17 4, max 1) 16 4>, min
#1004 Bk, M MIC B =F R A0 avg. max A1 sum X 6 e T & 2= F H.
AIC 1 BIC i 21 ) SR 5 R A A5 L AGAE L.

2) FHAIE AR IR AL
KA 3.3 THITNEBAT R AL H, M =0 5 InY (5O R REOR I E B3
Bty o SR, RPEEANRFACMS 700 1 AR, DUE RSO B . A1 o € (0, 2] AUEX
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[f]4% 0.05 [A]F& 53N 40 AME (0.05,0.1,0.15, . ..,1.95,2) LK Ina;, MK 41 AME AR EUE 1S
I R B RRIAE o, BATIER o 1E£ 1 5 3 4.

3) ERAT ALk

S EHE KC1 Myt —4H 3 x 2 38 XWIGAE, XF k= 1,2,3,...,52 B3 T PCA HGk
FEATIOIARE AL, JEHAE 6 4 1) FPA fabn-F-3ME &R 1) k AR Y 1) 3 o AN 4.

4) LIRS R 5 M

R RN IR B SR S BT R @R A R S RN B, DAL, 1R 3 AR
AN T — R 3 x 2 A8 XERAIE, T AE MR R, FRATT HE KC1 B iE —
M 3 x 2 B EY) 43, W E I L ANk, TERRH ISR ISR, 7EMRER ks
PG R 2.

PAFE 2 f 285 RSEHE m x 2 38 XIRIEFF 51 t-knier, S B 5 58 — A7 I B4R RA B A 2
HET (p HY/NT 0.05), EIHAL SR 2 [M%AE 5% 25, B L MIC i%& H R E R
BB R AR, HE—2, WK 2 W LLE H, RHRFAEASE A 22 B b i) & Mg
fabs EIESE. WNIEAR AAE BB R/DIIREET BIC it 1) 40 ANFRHE A e (1) 3 553
IR AR S AAE = 4.244; \$8¥F8 ARE &, SN SEET MIC & H 1) 52 M
TE A ¥ 1 5 B A FA Bl VAR RS S ARE = 1.489. M FPA f8¥r%E, S KT MIC
1% ) 52 AMREAEAN SR e (1) 3 Bl J3 f — IR H FPA = 0.796. £54 & 165 KA,
BT MIC i th 1 52 AR B BB i T AR AR Y.

MK 3 ERE, ESEMEL T RHEMEIE deviance Hb 1 — WA ) KIR £, Ui A
B TR AR P A ROR AR B T AR K I AR IR 1 G2 B2, BLHBUE S 4L
0 > 0, IXLeJE MYIZREE ARG (1) A B SR 15 B B — I Bl VAR 2R B2 4

SR A A SR o U ASE 25 B %7 122 MRS 28 ) Tl £ P8R LU SRS B PR PR R, IR 2 IS5 IR
7 IR VA ASE R T P B A S L YA R RV RS B G I 5 B UL R A LA T
(. 5 S0 LIRS BG4 o B AR 53, 7 5CRR SRR TR0 1) 2 F mT e U A IR JRATT 7
G0y 2 TR A R AR, B IOAIE 5 ISR S A R AR L X A A FRATT A UK £
P— W, — B — R E0E, EE 2K, HEH m x 2 28 UIRAFE T B4 HE 7
TR AL

MF 4 Fis PCA B4R, B—E A0 FEH sum BRI R EFHER T, RN R
B 7 SRFIX MR AR EE RS T, AR = =T E 2l avg Ml max 1
IR BRI 4 ik, oAt 32 Bl AR MEE HH HC DR 7060 3L R, JRATTHE = 3, BT e R
S, FEOER] 9 AN EKS, HIGIEMRE 4 2 9 BT L.

M 5 AT LAE Y, FHIES R BB G, L FPA NERARI T R AN 58 2 A, 7
AT e J5 493 3 B PR A R AT AR MR B S, BB — AN TR N max Al avg A FHIE L [RIE
IR 58 AN AT sum ZEGR-IE 1 R 1

TR KC1 & B A R 25 SR i 40, ol LTS



1 R, S5 BT RS R B B e T AR 101
F 2 KC1 #HiEE &SRB MEE
- A FEAR AAE ARE FPA
WO MR R B e MR R
Bz 23.682 26.113 10.372 10.517 0.637 0.729
HMIC HfAEE (5.056) (5.022) (5.370) (5.595) (0.089) (0.026)
prita k: EN 4.529 4.486 1.706 1.489 0.783 0.789
52 MHE AR (0.555) (0.464) (0.346) (0.300) (0.034) (0.035)
(k=1) (k=2) (k=9) (k=10) (k=09 (k=2)
i HAICK 4.615 4.531 1.848 1.683 0.794 0.792
/@EE 1% R ?;’?@JTE (0.499) (0.452) (0.758) (0.377) (0.033) (0.039)
(PO) 58 MEFHIE (k=12) (k=13) (k=13) (k=14 (k=12) (k=4)
H BIC* FIEON 4.576 4.336 1.943 1.639 0.780 0.790
wHE (0.511) (0.488) (0.280) (0.257) (0.048) (0.038)
40 MFE A (k=2) (k= 2) (k=1) (k=2) (k = 10) (k=2)
ok et 4.614 4.480 1.731 1.643 0.780 0.793
)ﬂf\;;f %;f@]; (0.638) (0.659) (0.667) (0.354) (0.039) (0.038)
(k=2) (k=2) (k=13) (k=2) (k=13) (k=4)
) MIC 4.766 4.342 1.637 1.552 0.796 0.789
S FE (1.106) (0.757) (0.250) (0.270) (0.032) (0.033)
52 M ZWEE (k=1) (k= 8) (k=5) (k=7 (k=9) (k=2)
(0 =1.274) (§=2.188) (0 = 1.762)(6 = 2.118) (9 = 2.242) (6 = 1.624)
[ ATCH 4.753 4.394 1.688 1.692 0.794 0.791
. TR (0.934) (0.483) (0.558) (0.312) (0.033) (0.038)
. L —mEE S (k=1) (k=4) (k=13) (k=12) (k=12) (k=4)
i T 58 ANMERAE
e (60 =1.265) (§=1.726) (8 =2.480) (6 =2.271) (§=2.390) (6 = 1.726)
(NB2) FIBICF . 5.059 4.244 1.918 1.627 0.783 0.791
il Fa (1.326) (0.521) (0.416) (0.302) (0.043) (0.040)
40 ZHEE S (k=1) (k=2) (k=1) (k=2) (k=10) (k=2)
(60 =1.262) (0 =1.611) ( = 1.262) (6 =1.611) (§ =2.451) (6 =1.611)
4.695 4.366 1.748 1.700 0.780 0.795
438 86* E@iaft  (0.929) (0.544) (0.768) (0.328) (0.037) (0.037)
AMHE ZIEE S (k=1) (k=3) (k=13) (k=14 (k=16) (k=4)

(6 =1.267) (0 = 1.694) (§ =2.551) (6 =2.495) (0 = 3.820) (8 = 1.715)

*YE: 1) AIC 1) 58, BIC ¥ 40 AMRFAIEAE BLVARA [N Y ), Dy 78 T EUAAE B — I VAT BTk

2) KC1 #4594 M@k, #kk 8

ANHE, BT 86 ME k.

1) i sum. avg. max J-E 11T 2 1 5B A7 A0S AL 00 Fo000 14 e 00 52 10 2 . 3
[1): R 6 F i, L MIC & H 1) 52 ANMRHIE I s AR Y 04 Baseline, £EIX MR Hh 2o 28
—F By, RIS Baseline L, 7E Trywo B0 NERA B35 255 (BR T NB2 ) AAE
fabr). Ul BHPRANEE — B R ERBA TS A B E R 0. MAAERHEA RIS T T, 5
— R RS B A sum RBLE T FERFAE MU R, 2 — 3 X M max fil avg 2K
B XU R EGRHE (sum. avg, max) XF P VEBE R 5202 2 25 1, AR RAG K
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*®3 HESHNKE

eps6H o st s G2
A deviance £t —Ti[A] )4 deviance G?
AR 366.136 67.981 298.155%
MIC 52 AN
WA 301.360 63.989 237.371*
AR 371.750 68.068 303.682*
AAE AIC 58 MHAE
AR 295.861 63.955 231.906*
AN 369.994 68.179 301.815%
BIC 40 MEFIE
WA 306.935 63.916 243.019*
AR e 265.552 63.096 202.456*
MIC 52 AN
WA e 238.766 63.011 175.755%*
AR e 200.602 60.210 140.392%*
ARE AIC 58 MHAE
WA 221.305 60.913 160.392*
AN 369.994 68.179 301.815%
BIC 40 MFIE
WA 306.935 63.916 243.019*
AR 224.070 61.798 162.272*
MIC 52 AMEFIE
AT e 301.360 63.989 237.371%
AR 206.129 61.117 145.012%
FPA AIC 58 MHAE
WA 287.981 63.967 224.013*
AN 212.635 62.008 150.627%*
BIC 40 MFIE
WA 306.936 63.916 243.019*

e Frh F URAE 1% BE KT RE.

SXoF AN [ AR 2 R 1) R A A 25 S 1.

2) BRI PTRRREVE I U AR 4 AT LA HSR, XF 52 MMRRIEA MO #e mT LIS 2] 9 AN 3=
FAy, DR B A e (T AR R AR W, S — AN AT sum BRI EF, B EE
sum R A FAE RS, 2B TN avg BRI, BIEZ N aveg BEBM
FFOE R 3RS, 58 = AT RN max SRR 7, B E N max RAEBXMRHIE 3RS, H
SR AW AD 6 AT W B ERUSAE, RUFiiRe. 3R 5 7T LUE H, R E4d Rk As
Wela, FMANELN 2 A, 7 H e 1515 2P AS 7 o] iR PR i, 55— AT i
BN max 1 avg #5200 RRAE L [FAE FH 00 B8 7, BRI 22\ max Fl avg TG MRFIESE
AT B AAERN sum BT, B EE sum B AR RE 3RS

3) SHRFE A e LA AR e B A AR 2 FTLLE H: BR T JE T ATC HZAR 35 10 32 1 o
B I A AR ARE 486540, 2885 (1 AAE. ARE $8 bR 18 245 Kk 2 B AK T A iAs 46
I IE, 2 /MR FPA $845 m T AMBCE B 14E, VF 2 B8R e bn A e, Uil
SHRFEMUE R G ER ). FERTHEMRHMES R R InY 2 [MENEELERR, A
RFIEI R R AL o 48 KFR /N T 1, JE48 7 A Ja BRRAE - BUE R o E, Mgt
TR SRR, R RHE R EUMEE g 1, 772N T, ABRRIE A5 32 o O 9
AR 2 A, AV SO AT, PERSIENS A P T HLE IR e, X Ut AR R A AL
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FT4 FH 52 MHEMERSD (FHMTHR) BIEEFR 9 MEFEHE

Hy1 Hr2 W¥3 W54 B¥s5 BFye A7 Hr8 KF9
sumLOC_TOTAL 0.322 0.275 0.105 0.105 0.076 0.184 -0.054 0.000
sumLOC_EXECUTABLE 0.345 0.209 0.098 0.108 0.062 0.165 -0.060 -0.045
maxHALSTEAD_VOLUME 0.353 0334 JOBARN 0.102 0.027 0.035 0.049 0.019 0.030
avgHALSTEAD VOLUME 0.290 | 0.851 0.388 0.130 -0.041 0.067 0.064 0.034 0.080
maxNUM_OPERANDS 0.361  0.409 0.113 0.046 0.038 0.070 0.072 0.041
maxHALSTEAD LENGTH 0.352 0.411 0.113 0.075 0.037 0.059 0.043 0.025
maxNUM_OPERATORS 0.353  0.408 0.112 0.092 0.037 0.049 0.029 0.017
sumHALSTEAD DIFFICULTY  [JBHl 0.159 0218 0014 0053 0.045 0.018 0.112 0.000
maxLOC_TOTAL 0.319 0497 JOIBN 0.050 0.170 0.060 0.269 -0.014 0.120
sumHALSTEAD_LENGTH BOBBON 0268 0.262 0.066 0.013 0.043 0.051 0.014 0.026
avgHALSTEAD_LENGTH 0.303 0.858 0.357 0.155 0.004 0.082 0.067 0.051 0.039
maxHALSTEAD _ERROR_EST 0.352 0.385 JOALY 0.103 0.027 0.036 0.048 0.019 0.030
sumNUM_UNIQUE-OPERANDS  [JB 0.244 0220 0169 0.040 0.048 0.079 0.065 0.033
maxHALSTEAD_CONTENT 0.318 0.366 0.567 0.576 0.173 -0.013 0.013 0.002 0.100
avgHALSTEAD_ERROR_EST 0.289 0.852 0.385 0.120 -0.039 0.076 0.063 0.035 0.079
sumHALSTEAD_VOLUME ISR 0292 0271 0.049 -0.026 0.036 0.040 0.007 0.060
maxLOC_EXECUTABLE 0.352 0.470 JOWABY 0.049 0.184 0.043 0.184 0.005 0.020
avgLOC_TOTAL 0.218 0.872 0.267 0.091 0.082 0.164 0.180 -0.041 0.115
sumHALSTEAD_EFFORT 0.253 0.287 -0.085 -0.137 0.011 -0.050 0.043 0.127
sumHALSTEAD_PROG_TIME . 0.253 0.287 -0.085 -0.137 0.011 -0.050 0.043 0.127
avgNUM_OPERATORS 0.298 0.863 0.356 0.140 0.025 0.083 0.057 0.039 0.019
maxNUM_UNIQUE.OPERANDS ~ 0.328 0.461 J008] 0.305 0.102 0.030 0.055 0.162 0.129
sumNUM_OPERATORS OB 0267 0272 0.060 0.028 0.044 0.053 0.004 0.009
maxLOC_BLANK 0.515 0.484 0.350 0.017 0.082 -0.007 0.159 0.116 0.538
maxHALSTEAD_EFFORT 0.402  0.300 -0.082 -0.110 0.026 0.018 0.038 0.005
maxHALSTEAD _PROG_TIME 0.402  0.300 .—0.082 20.110 0.026 0.018 0.038 0.005
avgNUM_UNIQUE_.OPERANDS ~ 0.283 | 0.831 0.271 0.319 0.008 0.108 0.090 0.125 0.036
sumHALSTEAD_ERROREST  [JBl 0.205 0271 0.047 -0.027 0.038 0.041 0.006 0.059
avgHALSTEAD_EFFORT 0.274 0.747 0.516 -0.078 -0.179 -0.009 0.018 0.074 0.156
avgHALSTEAD_PROG_TIME 0.274 0.747 0.516 -0.078 -0.179 -0.009 0.018 0.074 0.156
avgHALSTEAD_DIFFICULTY 0.364 0.814 0.293 0.054 0.081 0.104 0.059 0.254 -0.053
sumHALSTEAD_CONTENT BOSEON 0173 0221 0284 0140 0.049 0119 0.043 -0.058
avgBRANCH_COUNT 0.265 0.878 0.320 -0.124 0.138 0.028 0.015 -0.006 -0.007
sumNUM_UNIQUE.OPERATORS [JBl8B 0.100 0.216 0.083 0.117 0.050 0.054 0.162 -0.033
maxHALSTEAD DIFFICULTY 0361 0.465 06140 -0.013 0.219 0.026 0.087 0.411 0.069
avgHALSTEAD_CONTENT 0.260 | 0.749 0.211 0.493 0.084 0.073 0.095 0.081 -0.066
avgLOC_EXECUTABLE 0.224 0.893 0.295 0.109 0.105 0.106 0.124 0.006 0.028
sumDESIGN_COMPLEXITY 0.237 0.301 0.005 0.156 0.046 0.064 -0.013 -0.059
sumBRANCH_COUNT .0.270 0.263 -0.055 0.066 0.029 0.024 0.018 0.018
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x4 FA 52 MIEMERS (RHTHR) HINEREER 9 MREFHE (&)
aveCYCLOMATIC_.COMPLEXITY 0.268 0.878 0.317 -0.122 0.145 0.031 0.019 -0.016 -0.007
sumCYCLOMATIC,COMPLEXITY- 0.233 0.264 -0.026 0.094 0.030 0.033 0.033 0.008

avgDESIGN_COMPLEXITY 0.243 0.868 0.311 -0.087 0.218 0.065 -0.006 -0.072 -0.044
sumLOC_BLANK - 0.320 0.119 0.048 -0.015 0.001 0.053 0.017 0.311
avgNUM_UNIQUE_OPERATORS 0.333 0.770 0.222 0.170 0.123 0.112 0.070 0.349 -0.109
avgLOC_BLANK 0.268 0.755 0.169 0.084 0.040 0.052 0.164 -0.011 0.480

COUPLING_BETWEEN_OBJECTS 0.257 0.476 0.298 0.155 0.646 0.093 0.121 0.190 0.052
sumESSENTIAL_COMPLEXITY - 0.203 0.223 -0.029 0.053 -0.007 -0.029 0.093 0.076
maxNUM_UNIQUE_OPERATORS  0.225 0.537 0.492 0.055 0.238 0.044 0.082 0.556 0.103

avgHALSTEAD_LEVEL -0.156 -0.302 -0.073 -0.016 -0.040 -0.930 -0.012 -0.022 -0.006
avgESSENTIAL_COMPLEXITY 0.238 0.815 0.282 -0.240 -0.012 -0.114 -0.018 0.004 0.075
maxBRANCH_COUNT 0.378 0.466 [0.715 -0.123 0.229 0.001 0.122 0.039 -0.027
maxLOC_COMMENTS 0.244 0.395 0.351 0.036 0.077 0.015 0.787 0.055 0.085

4) BT MIC FRAFE £ 7 VL I AR M BE B4 TR bs AAE IR, S/t
T BIC i HH 1) 40 MFFAEMCR e (4 3 5o 51 I RABEAY AAE = 4.244. M3EHR ARE |
&, B/NMUREET MIC EH 1 52 ANMFRAEMCR (1 3 e sr vafa B AR, ARE = 1.489. A
FPA $845%E, SRR T MIC ik H (1 52 ANRFAE A AR e (1) 32 B 43 97— 300 [m] YA 7
H FPA = 0.796. G IR, = ANMERRH, SBAFPEREET MIC & H 1 52 MR
fEf S I A AL, AR, MGt i R X R, BT MIC A, 55T AIC,
BIC DA% 86 /MRFAEMIE Y () M RESS A B3 2 57, (H 2 Dla bn A8 U T FHABBRY ) 256>
Ui, AT LA HBEF MIC 3% H R AE A2 A T 34 1.

§7. REESRE

T B T i S A A B SR B T AR TP ARFAE 22 R AR IR) DG R A%, T A% St ARSIk
PEAT B B REAE B2 P AR I 22 1 10 R, K SC S R A Reshef %5 M) MIC JEE 55 M A 2 HFAE
L Y MIC BOR IR IERESE, F O BT i R AR REAT 13 24 1R AL e, AR R AL 4t
Ja B AR AR REAT 2 R 0 M, B i 2 A5 2 0 32 B S R AN 4 U] VAR S 2
R, BT MIC RIEEFETT 145 2 K B H B PR BEs 4 T 4e % T AIC. BIC J5i%, H
BB TR, SR MRS B avg M max REHEARFLSE, —
A IS BLE] sum R AL, AEHER ARG REFRal f@rett. 20, AT
HA R AR (Lo, 70 2550 Xk BE 2 S R EH, FIREZAHNEEHEA; 7
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H¥ 1 H¥ 2
sumLOC_TOTAL 0.484 0.846
sumLOC_EXECUTABLE 0.577 0.799
maxHALSTEAD_VOLUME 0.522
avgHALSTEAD_VOLUME 0.405
maxNUM_OPERANDS 0.53
maxHALSTEAD_LENGTH 0.521
maxNUM_OPERATORS 0.514
sumHALSTEAD_DIFFICULTY 0.415 0.895
maxLOC_TOTAL 0818 0.485
sumHALSTEAD_LENGTH 0.508 0.855
avgHALSTEAD_LENGTH 0.416
maxHALSTEAD _ERROR_EST - 0.518
sumNUM_UNIQUE_.OPERANDS 0.434 0.887
maxHALSTEAD_CONTENT 0.547
avgHALSTEAD _ERROR_EST - 0.406
sumHALSTEAD_VOLUME 0.545 0.827
maxLOC_EXECUTABLE 0.499
sumHALSTEAD_EFFORT 0.727
sumHALSTEAD_PROG_TIME . 0.727
avgNUM_OPERATORS 0.411
maxNUM_UNIQUE_OPERANDS - 0.529
sumNUM_OPERATORS 0.506 0.856
maxLOC_BLANK 0.487
maxHALSTEAD_EFFORT 0.503
maxHALSTEAD_PROG_TIME 0.503
avgNUM_UNIQUE_OPERANDS 0.422
sumHALSTEAD_ERROR_EST 0.561 0.816
avgHALSTEAD_EFFORT 0.385
avgHALSTEAD_PROG_TIME 0.38
avgHALSTEAD_DIFFICULTY 0.444
sumHALSTEAD_CONTENT 0.327 0.919
avgBRANCH_.COUNT 0819 0.343
sumNUM_UNIQUE_OPERATORS 0.312 0.929
maxHALSTEAD_DIFFICULTY 0.513
avgHALSTEAD_CONTENT 0.44
avgLOC_EXECUTABLE 0.364
sumDESIGN_COMPLEXITY 0.894
sumBRANCH_COUNT 0.496 0.846
avgCYCLOMATIC_.COMPLEXITY o8t 0.343
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sumCYCLOMATIC_COMPLEXITY 0.437 0.882
avgDESIGN_COMPLEXITY 0.34
sumLOC_BLANK 0.576 0.743
avgNUM_UNIQUE_OPERATORS 0.457
avgLOC_BLANK 0.383
COUPLING_BETWEEN_OBJECTS 0.5
sumESSENTIAL_COMPLEXITY 0.342 0.905
maxNUM_UNIQUE_OPERATORS 0.404
avgHALSTEAD _LEVEL -0.41 -0.251
avgESSENTIAL_COMPLEXITY 0.318
maxBRANCH_COUNT 0.471
maxLOC_COMMENTS 0.45
& 6 KC1 HIEE EFHERNE—E M2 HIER
L AAE ARE FPA
PR FERR
AR e A e NG AL e A4 AL e
A i;;ff E%IIEIC) 4.529 4.486 1.706 1.489 0.783 0.789
" 1% i i (Baselgne‘)“ (0.555) (0.464) (0.346) (0.300) (0.034) (0.035)
(PO) 52 MEFIE (MIC)
NN 5.702 5.666 2.663 2.561 0.529 0.668
A (0.482) (0.468) (0.113) (0.212) (0.101) (0.063)

5 Baseline Z 7M1 Tyx2:2.301 T3x2:2.700 T3x2:2.889 T3x2:2.358 Tyx2:-2.343 Tyx2:-3.119
m x 2 CV -k p:0.027  p:0.021  p:0.017  p:0.032 p:0.026 p:0.008
52 AMRFAIE (MIC)

4.766 4.342 1.637 1.552 0.796 0.789
IR i 3 53 $ T

BB (Baseline) (1.106) (0.757) (0.250) (0.270) (0.032) (0.033)
(NB2) 52 ANMRFHIE (MIC)

FETNN 5.809 5.784 2.738 2.749 0.561 0.668

(0.494) (0.433) (0.231) (0.4186) (0.077) (0.063)

M B — TR )
5 Baseline Z7# M T3x2:0.729 T3x2:1.675 T3%x2:3.334 T5x2:2.365 T3x2:-3.038 Tyx2:-3.041
m x 2 CV t-f&%; p:0.249 p:0.077 p:0.010 p:0.032 p:0.014 :0.009

T BRI 0.05 TR, AAE f865 T, I BB, 5 A8 L B8 — 3l iR
M2, IFFEEEIN m P BRI B0A 2058, HERT R T 3 x 2 945
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Software Defect Prediction Model Based on Maximal

Information Coefficient

CUI Jun  LIU Yana
(School of Computer Information and Technology, Shanzi University, Taiyuan, 030006, China)

GUO Xinfeng ~ WANG Ruibo LI Jihong
(School of Software Engineering, Shanzi University, Taiyuan, 030002, China)

Abstract: In software defect prediction with a regression model, too many metrics extracted from static
code and aggregated (sum, avg, max, min) from methods into classes can be candidate features, and the
classical feature selection methods, such as AIC, BIC, should be processed at a given model. As a result,
the selected feature sets are significantly different for various models without a reasonable interpretation.
Maximal information coefficient (MIC) presented by Reshef et al. [l is a novel method to measure the
degree of the interdependence between two continuous variables, and an available computing method is
also given based on the observations. This paper firstly use the MIC between defect counts and each
feature to select features, and then conduct the power transformation on the selected features, and finally
build up the principal component Poisson and negative binomial regression model. All experiments are
conducted on KC1 data set in NASA repository on the level of class. The block-regularized m x 2
cross-validated sequential t-test is employed to test the difference of performance of two models. The
performance measures of a model in this paper are FPA, AAE, ARE. The experimental results show that
1) the aggregated features, such as sum, avg, max, are selected by MIC except min, which are significantly
different from AIC, BIC; 2) the power transformation to the features can improve the performance for
majority of models; 3) after PCA and factorial analysis, two clear factors are obtained in the model. One
corresponds to the aggregated features via avg and max, and the other corresponds to the aggregated
features with sum. Therefore, the model owns a reasonable interpretation. Conclusively, the aggregated
features with sum, avg, max are significantly effective for software defect prediction, and the regression
model based on the selected features by MIC has some advantages.

Keywords: MIC; software defect prediction; Possion regression; negative binomial regression; block-
regularized m X 2 cross-validated sequential ¢-test
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