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Abstract

Prediction of Fault-prone modules in software is one of the most im-
portant areas in software engineering. Although much research has been done
so far, not so many studies on quantitative comparison of such Fault-prone
module prediction approaches have been done. One reason is the difficulty
of the comparison such as preparing the same condition and contexts for ex-
periments. We obtained the data of several OSS projects from a public data
repository. Using this data, we can conduct experiments with the same con-
dition and contexts.

For the comparison, we used three approaches for Fault-prone module
prediction: the Random Forests, the Fault-prone filtering, and Fault-prone
filtering with PMD. The Random Forests technique is one of the best machine
learning methods for Fault-prone module prediction. Fault-prone filtering and
Fault-prone filtering with PMD are our original approaches, which use text
information in the source code or the output of the PMD.

The result of comparison showed that our original approaches have
better prediction results than the Random Forest approach in many cases.
We also found that the data from specific projects make lower the prediction

accuracy in any prediction approaches.







2.1

2.2

2.3

3.1
3.2
3.3

3.4

®E 1
#im 2
V7 b7 A7 A% w7l (Random Forest) ... .. .. .. 2
211 MEEL 2
212 TATURL . 3
213 BRE .. 4
Fault-prone 7 4 )V Z ) ¥ 7 . 4
221 MRS . 4
2.2.2 Fault-prone 74 V¥ DFEEE 6
223 FEATYT 7
224 ATV 7
EN R 2 0 H L 72 Fault-prone 74 V8 V> 7 0oL, 8
231 B — PO .. 9
232 B —FMHTY —ILPMD . . ... ... ... 9
233 PMD M=) vy b .o 10
2.3.4 Fault-prone 74 V¥V v 7~OPMDOFMH . ... ... ... .. 12
LE B R RR 14
FEEXNR7O 27 b 14
EMGHRRE . 16
FEERFTIE 18
331 V7 b7 XY 7 A%\ FHl (Random Forest) . . . .. 19
3.3.2 Fault-prone 74 V¥V V7 . 19
3.3.3 ERAUFRENT Z )G L 72 Fault-prone 74 VZ ) 7 L. 20
= 20
3.4.1 AREOMERE ... 20
3.4.2 IEFIE 21
3.4.3 FRBIE L 21



3.4.4 WHEXK

3.4.5 [ f
4. EE

4.1 FPHEIFTHEORES .

42 7uP 7 bEO kg

5. ws
HE
& E ik

i

29
29
29

30

30

31



1. ¥#8

V7 b7 ORFEICE T, REBEZHBICAZNE R 213 EEY 2a—VITAR
BPWRATEZIEEFEHITONZVWI LRSS, 207D, W2IZ L THENITAA
HEFEHAL, WORS 22y 7 b7 =7 ZIT) FCEHELRHEHE k5.

ZDOIC, AEAZEARAZ ) BREY 2—)b (Fault-prone €2 2—)L) ZFHlT 2
ZEeBTENE, ABGZIRICMOERS 2 ENTE, V7 F 27 HFE D
Z2aALEBIMTEIENTELEEZONT VS, 2D, VAT Fault-prone
EV 2V Z2EVEETTHT 20 L 0 EIEL {IfTbRTW S

fEkDWZETIE, V7 P 72T DODARAGIEY 7 b7 27 OGO M S 1B L
TwaEREL, V7 Frvz270EMSI2Z2ERILLAX MY 7 RAZAHT 52 L1
EoT, FEHAZMET2ETVEMEL T, $TH Random Forest[1] I3 JE &
ICHEFH BN E TH Y, Fault-prone EL 2a— VO FHENICHAHTE 2 2 L2355
nTw 22,

XL, A4 IFHRL 27 70 —F £ LT Fault-prone 74 V¥ ) v 73] L)
Fik, KO, HINEGTY — L O H %R L 7 Fault-prone 7 4 V8 U > 27 [4, 5] &
ITFHEZREL TS, INSDFHERIEKRFELE Y, YV —Xa— FeiilyEr
V=R oNEEXE VST XA MEREHCTTHEZLIT).

L2L, 2OL)ICBEDMERTON TR RIC20b6T, 2o DFiE
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Code Size

A—FDY A RIBHT A V= Iy b, BHELZAY Y FREFEIZEVWAY Y FOKk
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PMD 226 o e EHE XS Y —RAa—FERKICE =27 it #T 2081 H
B, BEIGEY —RAa—=FOHETET4L 27 P )RR, BEOFHKNBEET 517
T, BEXAETH 2 ELTHELIN TV S,

COHRTTA4L 7 PYARRETESZETHOICHET S, 74127 FYRRIE
V=—RAa—=FOHRELTVLIHFTEZRLTVILEITTHD, BEXARETOHVS
NZHFEPHOON TG EHICHRICEYELLEZ2006THS, THSD
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MTHICAREARNEET20IEY —RAa—FItk>T#EI D, T4LZ LY LR
BRICKRICEBEEZ252206ThH 5.

RICEB I N EEXAREREZ b= VI23#E T2, SNIFEITHREINTVS
7, BAXFEXYDXFEL T =2V Ica#T 5.
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3. EBRBER

AREFETIE, V7 F 727 XY 7 A% Pl (Random Forest), Fault-prone
74NF Yy IR, FENT % IS L 72 Fault-prone 7 4 V% Y ¥ 7D 3 DD Fik
TENZNREO 7Y 27 MR LARGPHZIT). 2L T, ZORREZHIEK
L CHFEZTMT 5.

31 REBRWKRIAIII b+

REBTIIRDT>D 7027 F2HHT 3,

e Apache Ant “*V(Ant)(version 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 1.6, 1.7) : Java 70 7 7 LD E )L F
Y =),

jEdit 7 2 (version 3.2, 4.0, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3) : Java TER SIS N T F A b T4 %

Apache Lucene ¥ (Lucene)(2.0, 2.2, 2.4) : EXRBEZ VP VD Java 74 7 7 V.

Apache POI % ¥ (POI)(version 1.5, 2.0, 2.5, 3.0) : Microsoft Office ® 7 7 4 )L D i
AHEET D Java 74 7 7V,

Apache Velocity * * (Velocity) (version 1.4, 1.5, 1.6): 7~ 7’L — b} Z v ¥ D Java
7477V,

Apache Xalan * 9 (Xalan)(version 2.4, 2.5, 2.6, 2.7) : XML Z i D JEX~ZH#17 2
XSLT 7’v & v ¥,

Apache Xerces 7 (Xerces)(version 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, init) : XML XZFH D8 — & & #ifE
2TV DDV T F 2Ty =Y

INsD7uyzy MTIFEBDN—2 a v DBSHEET 228, RFEBETIEZNG 2
ALTHVS, £70Y27 FOKEY —2a2—FEY 22— )LOEH%Z PROMISE[13]
DYRY PSR T 5,

PROMISE 2> 513X D X Y 7 AEHRZ WG T 2 2 £D3TE % [14).

( 1) :http://ant.apache.org/
(¥ 2) :http://jedit.org/

(¥ 3) :http://lucene.apache.org/
(1 4) : http://poi.apache.org/
(
(
(

¥ 5) :http://velocity.apache.org/
¥ 6) : http://xalan.apache.org/
1 7) http://xerces.apache.org/
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Weighted methods per class (WMC): %27 7 AD4 XY v FOEMEI DEFF
Depth of Inheritance Tree (DIT) : 7 7 2 ICEF 2 AL DHES

Number of Children (NOC) : 7 7 AE D {7 7 ZADEK

Coupling between object classes (CBO): ZNLZN D7 7 A LAEHL TV 5
7 7 ADEEE

Response for a Class (RFC): 7 7 AIZK L T L AfREZR X YV v F D&t
Lack of cohesion in methods(LCOM): @12 X % XV v F OAFE M (B EE
D RAN)

Afferent couplings (Ca) : Sy 7 —YWND 7 7 RIKET 230 r =257
7 ADH

Efferent couplings (Ce) : Ny 7 =Y HND 7 7 RAIKET 5y 7F =L ND Y
7 ADK

Number of Public Methods (NPM) : 7 7 & A L X)L %3 public & X V v F
DI

Lack of cohesion in methods (LCOM3) : & (3.1) TEI N5l (m:7 7 AN
DAYVYRFDE, a7 7 AND 74—V FEDE, w(A): 74—V FAZSRT
52XV v FOE)

Lines of Code (LOC) : 2 — F D17

Data Access Metric (DAM) : 7 7 ANDE 74— )L FHDOT7 72 AL X)L
23 private & protected D 7 4 — )L N D E| &

Measure of Aggregation (MOA): L —HWELZ LT T AD 74—V FDOH
Measure of Functional Abstraction (MFA) : 7 7 ANT7 7 & A A[fE & X
vy FHOMKS XYy FOflG

Cohesion Among Methods of Class (CAM) : 7 7 ZAND XV v F DEEHE
Inheritance Coupling (IC) : 7 7 ADHEAT 2 HL7 7 A D

Coupling Between Methods (CBM) : & TOMAE I L7z X Vv FOfEA L T
VLM G HERS NI XY Y FOH

Average Method Complexity (AMC) : 7 7 ZA®D a2 — FOED V-
McCabe’s cyclomatic complexity (CC) : fEER B HEE (RKFEER T CC D
KiE & GEfiFafEo 2 >2 v 3)

15



e Faulty : 7 7 AICEF N2 N7 DRE (KM TIIN T DETIE R, NTD
fzZzHCA27-0INT7OEKTfEi{LT %)

(iiu(z‘b)) —m
LCOM3 = > (3.1)

1-m

£7UuP 2 FDEY 22— VB EFEILIIRT,

3.2 FHEIEE

AREFHTIIHEY 2— V25l L 72 /58, % 321289 X 9 I, True negative, False
positive, False negative, True positive D 4 D27 I 415, True negative IZ FFAlli D
B, Fault-prone TlE W & FHISI N, HOFEBIZAEADPEEFNTVLEVEY 2 —
DI L5, False positive 1213 5FAfli D F5 5, Fault-prone TH % & Pl I 417223,
EEBICEAELEDREEFN TR EY 2= VB3 HI N5, % L T False negative
l¥, Fault-prone TlIZz W& FHIS N, EECEAEGLIGEENTVAEEY 22—
VBRI NS, mFBIC True positive 12 1%, Fault-prone TH % & FHl I, HHOHE
BRICAREADRGEN TV AT 2a— LB HI N5,

AREBRTEIDADICHEINLEY 12— VDK E VT TFHloFMEE% 5

T2, SENE PO & U TIEZHE (Accuracy) , HHFE (Recall) , HEH
(Precision) , FifED 45% H\w 3%

IEZZE (Accuracy)

EE®R (Accuracy) &lF, BEE TV 2—VIIN LT, HEBEKAEAZELE Y 2— 1
% Fault-prone TH %, AELHZ & F R \VWEY 2— )L % Fault-prone TR W EIEL L F
WMcEBHEEZRT. LdoT, £320 MMz w2 & (32) D&k I ITE

HIND,
TN + FP
TN+ FP+FN+TP

Accuracy = (3.2)

COMEIZHVE T =Y DRI R EDHELZITPRTVWIEETH S, 20D, Z
DIEDATIEZ S L TOHER, EER, L wolibtfifilz2 0t T 5.

16



#x31 FE70Y7bDEYV21-ILE

AEAEHY | AEAGZRL | GFF
Ant 330 1227 | 1557
jEdit 302 1146 | 1448
Lucene 437 248 | 685
POI 706 655 | 1361
Velocity 366 224 | 590
Xalan 908 1399 | 2307
Xerces 336 334 | 670
&*3.2 HEBRERDHMH
T

Not Fault-prone

Fault-prone

FEH AHAZE&ELW

AEAZEE

True negative(TN)

False negative(FN)

False positive(FP)

True positive(TP)

17



BIEZE (Recall)

FHHFE (Recall) &1, EBICAELEZ2E& LT Y 2— )L % Fault-prone TH % £ Tl
TERLEEGEZRT. LEPoT, 320 NHMEE A2 &KX (33) D&k I ICER
INb,

TP

Recall = m (33)

COMEDREVEV) T ERERICHFETZ2ABADE2FHTE 222
bOT, FEWICHELFHMIERETS 5.

BEZE (Precision)

WA # (Precision) & 1%, Fault-prone TH % EFHL 72T 2— VDN, FHEEITA
LBEZEATOREY 2—VOEIGZRT, LE>T, Z32DNHDfEZV 2
ERBAYHDEIICERINS,

COEMEW E VS T I, EBICIEAEAS TR WS D% Fault-prone TH 5 &
Mo P E T HMEENFE I LEZRL, KRARZBED R VEY 2 — L2 FHX
2FMBMEZ 25 EICENSL, 20770, ZOMEAEAZRERT 20T R
AR ERTHEETHLLEVZ S,

TP

Precision = W (34)

F &8

HEELBEAEOPFMTFEE L LT (35) LEHRT 5.

P 2 x Recall x Precision (3.5)

Recall + Precision

HHEBLEAGRIIN L —FA 70BRICH S0, MEZRENICHW T 520
DFELELTCZID R fEZHW 3

3.3 EEAHE

EpoARXEL TR 7oy P TR AR Z2EHT S, 208 b e LTk
BHETOLNTOUAREATPHMOMETIZZDIZLEAENTFHMLZWVW 227+ D

18



WMEDHEHREH O TEHICHO TR I EBBIFOoNS, 20k, Ho 7o
Yz bRBREDEREZZHTEZLVREDO Y0 27 FTEANHT S I LN TE
ot KMETIEZDO L) ki EkoEEzZzZHTcERvw7uy=7 FTH Pl
DH[EEZR 7y =7 PR P A ZHw5 28 8T 5,
SFEZNZRICHE T 2 EBEOWRNZ DL NIRRT,

L31EiCRLAT2070Ycr 22N ENYHE L THELZIERT 5.

2 MER L7 oofEZNETNEHCTHGMNADO 70 Y27 b &2 2T NG
fiid 5. (#l: Ant OFEEF %2 H 72 84E 1% jEdit, Lucene, POI, Velocity, Xalan,
Xerces Z 7l 5% . )

RICEKETFEIT EDEBORNIZOWTHIT 5,

331 YI7b9xz7XKMY Y R%ZAWEFE (Random Forest)

Random Forest D %4712 1k R E5& @ randomForest /Sy 7 —Y %2 w5, Ak
T27F =%y MCF31HiTRLAZA MY 7 ZAFE%ZH %, Random Forest 13 Z O
LR T I T v LRV FIETH 5720, EEZ2EITT 2 - IR
BED S, Xo7T, 100MOFTDOVEZHN5 L ET 5,

3.3.2 Fault-prone Z1ILZ IV T

2.2 fili TRz 7TV X LIZHES T Fault-prone 7 4 V¥ Y v 7% 7T 5,

1. SQLite3 Z HHWCHEFH 70 27 PO T = R=—ZAP5L2THOY —ZAa—F
EV 21—V ROAEAERZIET 3.

2. KEY2a— V% b= VIZHEIT 5.

3.EL 'Y 2a— D5 b= vl LT, FEHABREICHEICAES
5,

4. M 7aY =7 b EAROFIECIMH 7027 POES 2 —VE F—7
N aET B,

5 fE L -2 H O CRHEH 7a P27 o =7 v &2 5.

(i 8) : http://www.r-project.org/
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3.3.3 E#MBITZEEALf Fault-prone 70 ILZ UV

Fault-prone 7 4 V% V) v 7D ELTFIEIC PMD 2Hi AT 5.,

1. SQLite3 Z HHWCHEMH 702 PO T —F R=Ap6L2TDY —RAa—F
EV 2V ROAREAEERZGT 5.

2. Ny —RAa—FEZ2— I L TPMD 2T L, BHEX%2E35.

3. MOoNTEE X2 234> TRED LT 2T YLD, BEEXAREKED
HREBRLUILBICEAXT T =27 Y IZ3#T 5.

4. FESNLEGLD 6 b=7 2l LT, ARAGHE®REIICHEFICAES
5,

5. PEHALFAKROFHCHMIH 7027 b OY —Aa—FEY2— 106 EH
XERBL =27 v Ica#ET 5.

6. fERRLZFFELZHOWTRHIH 7vy =7 b oBoncEEXD =7 v &iE
fiid 5.

3. EERHER

341 =ZEOHERA

FEEAS R & LT, 33O E U ICEKETHMFEICI>TIrb 2 PHlD IEEH
(Accuracy) , FFHIZE (Recall) , #&H (Precision) MO Fi % Z N Z4URT.
MBI, FAHEEIC W TR T I ey 27 FOHAGLE D FYEZ kT
%, IEEFICEHT % L, Random Forest 23D 2 Fik L LR TEWEZ R L T 5,
Fault-prone 7 4 V%V » 7 (FP 74 V% ) v 7)) & PMD % Hl\» % Fault-prone 7 £ )V
ZY v 7 (PMD-FP 74L&V v 7)) IZABREDRE R TH 2 DM 722 PMD-FP 7 4
WE Y TR CIEZRLTwS, HERICEHT % & PMD-FP 74 L5 U ¥ 7%
— &\ iE% /R L, Random Forest 25 —&HE Wz R L TWw 5, #AFE T, Random
Forest 23— HE WEZ R L TWwW3, FP 74 V%) ¥ 7L PMD-FP 74 V%Y v 7k
FFE DR R Z R L 72hS, I PMD-FP 74 V% ) v 73 E Wiz L7, )l
WCBILTIZFP 74V % Y ¥ & PMD-FP 7 4 V% ) ~ 2 %3 Random Forest & O %
HMOWEZR L, fETIEHZDPMD-FP 74 V8 ) v 73— FEEEZ R L 7%,
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3.42 IEEZ=

fiRzZEEMIc 2, FFEERICEHTT % £, Random Forest TIE##H I Ant 2 1]
WC jEdit 2 7R L 72354, jEdit THE L Ant Z 5 L 25t ey 7 b
DilAGOE LR TEOEREBE N Z Lo, FP74V5 Y ¥ 7 TR,
Xerces AV TEE L 7254, jEdit 2 3l § 2 LR WEDE S 7z, £ 7, Lucene T
E L Ant Z 5l L 22 5 A D EMEL %2> TWwb, PMD-FP 74 V% Y ¥ 7 Clk FP
7 4ANF ) v EFRRRIC Xerces LA TEEE L T jEdit Z2 il § % R WEDR S
7o, £72, Xerces THHEH T % & Lucene 2 ilHli L 72 5B IS D EWEIF SN T 5,

3.3 BHIR=E

RICHBERICEHT % L, £ TOTEICE W TRt 2 W THEE L SEaIEn
iz /" LT\ %, F#IZ Random Forest TIXIEH ICR W EZ /R L TWw 5, #iC PMD-FP
TANEZ) Y TIdfhD 2 FiEE RS EEDER T2 A 54T %, Random Forest
Tl Ant ZEZEFH AT WG A S IEF ITEVEIR S Lz, Z od T jEdit Z 3l
LGaidfh E R THE W Z R L T332, flio 7a P2 b 2¥EHICH
TGRS ERELTFREIZ2MEZRL TS, %7, Velocity T%#H L T Ant %
L L 25 A bR EEZ R L T3, FP 74107 U ¥ 7 TlE, 100 % & \» 9 il
ZRLFEL TV BTN C RS54 5, Lucene THE L 254 &K IER ICE W
fiz/R L Twa, L2L, Xerces THHE L T jEdit Z i L 72 8556 13 fth & HREF L <
RS 5 7z, £ 72, Lucene IO THE L 72356, Xerces Z 7l § % & R\ il
ZRLTWS, PMD-FP 74 V%Y v 7T, 100% LWVoii REZ R L T3
DIFZH VD, RENIZLEL TRWEZR L TWwb, 72 L, Xerces % %% H 2 Ffi
WA IR Z BB S N, BRI E T L 25813 IR 5 ITR il 23
5T,

3.4 BEX

RIGEHARICEHT 2., ZOMIIFHHEERLE L —-FA 70K ICH S DT, &ffF
P LT, FRBIER DMK D > 7 fE AT X80 I 23R <, BB DY & 2> - 7o f A 13 il 23K
WIHB 2SFE AL S, 2 TOFEICE VT Ant & jEdit 2 3/l L 72356 138V 2
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L TWw3, Random Forest TIZFFIZ Velocity T2H L T jEdit Z 374l L 72 8554 13K
WiEZ R L TWw5, 72, jEdit T¥® L T Lucene & Velocity % §ili L 7 54012 i i
fED 100 % ZFldk L T\WwWb, FP 74 L% v 7 L PMD-FP 74 V%Y v 7 id T
A S 10 5 R I I RR R 70 i 13 e A AL 72 o

3.45 F &

%I FifEIc % H$ % . Random Forest TiZ, Ant X% jEdit THE L 2854 12K
WIEDMR S L7z, FRICEdt THEEH LG AEFELIBEVEZ AL TWS, XL
Ant THEEH L ZEATY, jEdt 23l L 28543 HICKERETFTIRAs 1T, &L
% jEdit Z @i L 7z Cld —FHWEZ R L TW5, FP 745 Y v 7 & PMD-FP
74NF Yy 7T, Ant XIF jEdit 2 8Hfi L 725 & IR EZ R L TWw5, FP 74
WE )Y 7 TIEFRIC Xerces THE L jEdit % 37l L 72 54 1 IEH ISR W E2E 5 1
7o, F7z, jEdit THE L AGA, Ant 25 L 258 2RO TR TEWEZ R L T
WAL IS Ant Z EEffi L 7285 A1 jEdit THEE L 2D O —-F R WEEZR L TV 5,
PMD-FP 7 4 V%V ¥ 7 Tl¥, Xerces THEHL LA, KOfEZRL T35,
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< 3.3 Random Forest M 1IE & (Accuracy)

1IEZ 3 (Accuracy) | #FAf
Ant jEdit  Lucene POI Velocity Xalan Xerces | ‘I-¥
ZE | Ant - 0.8106 0.4914 0.5120  0.4405 0.5044 0.6273 | 0.5644
jEdit 0.7998 - 0.4426 0.4928  0.4296 0.4680 0.6049 | 0.5396
Lucene 0.4393 0.4371 - 0.6407  0.5875 0.5631 0.5543 | 0.5370
POI 0.5994 0.5614  0.6250 - 0.5365 0.5486 0.5677 | 0.5731
Velocity 0.5301 0.4363 0.5757 0.5073 - 0.4926 0.5707 | 0.5188
Xalan 0.5728 0.4496 0.6012 0.6369  0.5349 - 0.5998 | 0.5659
Xerces 0.4161 0.3846  0.6209 0.5644  0.5899 0.5137 - 1 0.5149
P4y 0.5596 0.5133 0.5595 0.5590  0.5198 0.5151 0.5874 | 0.5448
#& 3.4 Random Forest D BIRE (Recall)
R (Recall) | 3FAiff
Ant jEdit  Lucene POI Velocity Xalan Xerces | ‘-3
ZHE | Ant - 0.4225 0.1029 0.0751  0.0447 0.1387 0.1206 | 0.1507
jEdit 0.0765 - 0.0048 0.0124  0.0068 0.0317 0.0121 | 0.0240
Lucene | 0.9134 0.9262 - 0.8275  0.6590 0.7372 0.5509 | 0.7690
POI 0.8386 0.8070 0.5171 - 0.3909 0.5112 0.4523 | 0.5862
Velocity | 0.5833 0.5095 0.7616 0.6724 - 0.4212 0.4584 | 0.5677
Xalan 0.8585 0.8890 0.6446 0.8069  0.5167 - 0.4771 | 0.6988
Xerces 0.8454 0.8970 0.7425 0.7399  0.7425 0.6734 -1 0.7735
=) 0.6859 0.7419 0.4623 0.5224  0.3934 0.4189 0.3452 | 0.5100
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3.5 Random Forest M i & Z (Precision)

i 52 (Precision) | #Aiff
Ant jEdit  Lucene POI Velocity Xalan Xerces | “}+#5

ZE | Ant - 04503  0.9039 0.7418  0.7035 0.7359 0.6790 | 0.7024
jEdit 0.6328 - 1.0000 0.9338  1.0000 0.7652 0.7164 | 0.8413
Lucene 0.2582 (0.2258 - 0.6106  0.6359 0.5770 0.4510 | 0.4597
POI 0.3208 0.2565  0.7348 - 0.6639 0.5999 0.4565 | 0.5054
Velocity 0.2392 0.1557 0.5947 0.5152 - 0.5434 0.4606 | 0.4181
Xalan 0.3086 0.2248 0.6438 0.6106  0.6128 - 0.4971 | 0.4829
Xerces 0.2406 0.2064 0.6391 0.5568  0.6192 0.5427 -1 0.4675
P4y 0.3334 0.2533 0.7527 0.6615  0.7059 0.6274 0.5434 | 0.5539

# 3.6 Random Forest D F, {E

Fy B aT-ff
Ant jEdit  Lucene POI Velocity Xalan Xerces | ‘-3

ZHE | Ant - 0.4360 0.1848 0.1363  0.0841 0.2334 0.2049 | 0.2132
jEdit 0.1364 - 0.0096 0.0244  0.0135 0.0608 0.0238 | 0.0448
Lucene | 0.4026 0.3631 - 0.7027  0.6473 0.6474 0.4959 | 0.5432
POI 0.4641 0.3893  0.6070 - 0.4921 0.5520 0.4544 | 0.4931
Velocity | 0.3393 0.2385 0.6679 0.5834 - 0.4745 0.4595 | 0.4605
Xalan 0.4540 0.3588 0.6442 0.6951  0.5607 - 0.4869 | 0.5333
Xerces | 0.3746 0.3356 0.6869 0.6355  0.6753 0.6010 - 1 0.5515
=) 0.3618 0.3535 0.4667 0.4629  0.4121 0.4282 0.3542 | 0.4057
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& 3.7 Fault-prone 71 L5 ') > J DIEEZ (Accuracy)

1IEZ 3 (Accuracy) | #FAf
Ant jEdit  Lucene POI Velocity Xalan Xerces | ‘I-¥
ZE | Ant - 0.2113 0.6380 0.5445  0.6203 0.4586 0.4119 | 0.4808
jEdit 0.6821 - 0.5124 0.5026 0.4424 0.6290 0.4448 | 0.5355
Lucene 0.2119 0.2086 - 0.5195  0.6119 0.4170 0.5015 | 0.4117
POI 0.5260 0.2251  0.6394 - 0.6186 0.5813 0.4284 | 0.5031
Velocity 0.5010 0.2189 0.6409 0.6716 - 0.5813 0.3955 | 0.5015
Xalan 0.3597 0.2093 0.6380 0.5790  0.6203 - 0.3940 | 0.4667
Xerces 0.3012 0.5925 0.5547 0.4578 0.6441 0.4135 -1 0.4940
P4y 0.4303 0.2776  0.6039 0.5458  0.5929 0.5134 0.4294 | 0.4848
&% 3.8 Fault-prone 71 JL7 Y > J DEBEIRE (Recall)
R (Recall) | 3FAiff
Ant jEdit  Lucene POI Velocity Xalan Xerces | ‘-3
ZHE | Ant - 1.0000 1.0000 0.9674  0.9973 0.9780 0.6696 | 0.9354
jEdit 0.6667 - 0.3501 0.1926  0.1475 0.3811 0.2619 | 0.3333
Lucene | 1.0000 1.0000 - 1.0000  0.9836 0.9978 1.0000 | 0.9969
POI 0.5121 1.0000  1.0000 - 0.9973 0.4868 0.1667 | 0.6938
Velocity | 0.7939 1.0000 0.9657 0.7691 - 0.7544 0.3869 | 0.7783
Xalan 0.9364 1.0000 1.0000 0.9476  1.0000 - 0.5060 | 0.8983
Xerces 0.8212 0.2086 0.5904 0.6402  0.7760 0.8965 - | 0.6555
V-1 0.7884 0.8681 0.8177 0.7528  0.8169 0.7491 0.4985 | 0.7559
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& 3.9 Fault-prone 71 L7 ') > J DEE I (Precision)

i 52 (Precision) | #Aiff

Ant jEdit  Lucene POI Velocity Xalan Xerces | “}+#5
ZE | Ant - 0.2091 0.6380 0.5336  0.6207 0.4195 0.4429 | 0.4773
jEdit 0.3636 - 07537 0.5597  0.7606 0.5406 0.4151 | 0.5655
Lucene 0.2119 0.2086 - 0.5191  0.6175 0.4028 0.5015 | 0.4102
POI 0.2265 0.2121 0.6389 - 0.6197 0.4692 0.3522 | 0.4198
Velocity 0.2698 0.2107 0.6462 0.6566 - 04797 0.3951 | 0.4430
Xalan 0.2405 0.2087 0.6380 0.5552  0.6203 - 0.4146 | 0.4462
Xerces 0.2085 0.1522 0.6719 0.4829  0.6893 0.3927 -1 0.4329
P4y 0.2535 0.2002 0.6644 0.5512  0.65647 0.4508 0.4202 | 0.4564
#%3.10 Fault-prone 7L YT D F &
Fy B ATl
Ant jEdit  Lucene POI Velocity Xalan Xerces | ‘-3
ZHE | Ant - 03459 0.7790 0.6878  0.7652 0.5871 0.5332 | 0.6164
jEdit 0.4706 - 04781 0.2866  0.2471 0.4470 0.3212 | 0.3751
Lucene | 0.3498 0.3451 - 0.6834  0.7587 0.5740 0.6680 | 0.5632
POI 0.3141 0.3499 0.7797 - 0.7644 04778 0.2263 | 0.4854
Velocity | 0.4028 0.3481 0.7743 0.7084 - 0.5865 0.3910 | 0.5352
Xalan 0.3827 0.3453 0.7790 0.7002  0.7657 - 0.4558 | 0.5714
Xerces | 0.3325 0.1760 0.6285 0.5505  0.7301 0.5461 - | 0.4940
=) 0.3754 0.3184 0.7031 0.6028  0.6719 0.5364 0.4326 | 0.5201
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#*3.11 PMD ZHW/Fault-prone 71 JL% J > J DIEEZEE (Accuracy)

IEZ 3 (Accuracy) | aFif
Ant jEdit  Lucene POI Velocity Xalan Xerces | *F-#

Z# | Ant - 0.2749  0.6599 0.5922  0.6203 0.4781 0.5239 | 0.5249
jEdit 0.4258 - 0.6161 0.6165  0.6051 0.4950 0.4642 | 0.5371
Lucene 0.3487 0.2666 - 0.6098  0.6186 0.4530 0.5239 | 0.4701
POI 0.3346  0.2604  0.6686 - 0.6119 0.4478 0.5090 | 0.4720
Velocity 0.3847 0.3246  0.6190 0.5165 - 0.5020 0.5045 | 0.4752
Xalan 0.3610 0.2928 0.6657 0.6062  0.6271 - 0.4672 | 0.5033
Xerces 0.5845 0.5504 0.4219 0.4372  0.4441 0.5323 - 1 0.4951
T 0.4066 0.3283 0.6085 0.5631  0.5879 0.4847 0.4988 | 0.4968

#&3.12 PMD ZH W Fault-prone 7 1 IL5 ') > J D BIRZE (Recall)

TR (Recall) | #F

fill

Ant jEdit  Lucene POI Velocity Xalan Xerces | -3
ZHE | Ant - 0.9934 09382 0.9632  0.9098 0.9615 0.7887 | 0.9258
jEdit 0.8848 - 0.7094 0.8669  0.6639 0.6971 0.5536 | 0.7293
Lucene | 0.9545 0.9007 - 09476  0.8825 0.9306 0.7798 | 0.8993
POI 0.9545 0.9106 0.9359 - 0.8634 0.9471 0.7798 | 0.8986
Velocity | 0.9182 0.9272 0.8879 0.7805 - 0.9361 0.7054 | 0.8592
Xalan 0.9697 0.9768 0.9359 0.9688  0.9016 - 0.6756 | 0.9048
Xerces 0.3818 0.4768 0.3364 0.1530  0.3962 0.6597 - 1 0.4006
=) 0.8439 0.8642 0.7906 0.7800  0.7696 0.8554 0.7138 | 0.8025
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#*3.13 PMD ZHW/cFault-prone Z1ILZ VUV T DES

= (Precision)

i A2 (Precision) | #Aiff
Ant jEdit  Lucene POI Velocity Xalan Xerces | *F-#)
Z# | Ant - 0.2226  0.6656 0.5624  0.6355 0.4275 0.5166 | 0.5050
jEdit 0.2544 - 0.6951 0.5885  0.6884 0.4156 0.4709 | 0.5188
Lucene 0.2397 0.2086 - 0.5752  0.6396 0.4134 0.5168 | 0.4322
POI 0.2358 0.2085 0.6727 - 0.6384 0.4123 0.5068 | 0.4457
Velocity 0.2455 0.2265  0.6467 0.5228 - 0.4379 0.5043 | 0.4306
Xalan 0.2452  0.2248 0.6705 0.5710  0.6420 - 0.4779 | 0.4719
Xerces 0.2214 0.2261 0.5810 0.3913  0.5754 0.4375 - | 0.4055
T 0.2403 0.2195 0.6553 0.5352  0.6365 0.4240 0.4989 | 0.4585
#3.14 PMD ZFA\W7: Fault-prone 7«14 IL7 V27D F, (&
I Al
Ant jEdit  Lucene POI Velocity Xalan Xerces | -3
ZHE | Ant - 0.3636  0.7787 0.7102  0.7483 0.5919 0.6243 | 0.6362
jEdit 0.3951 - 0.7022 0.7010  0.6759 0.5208 0.5089 | 0.5840
Lucene | 0.3832 0.3387 - 0.7159  0.7417 0.5725 0.6216 | 0.5623
POI 0.3782 0.3393  0.7828 - 0.7340 0.5745 0.6143 | 0.5705
Velocity | 0.3875  0.3641  0.7483 0.6261 - 0.5967 0.5881 | 0.5518
Xalan 0.3914 0.3656 0.7813 0.7185  0.7500 - 0.5598 | 0.5944
Xerces | 0.2803 0.3067 0.4261 0.2200  0.4693 0.5261 -10.3714
=) 0.3693 0.3463 0.7032 0.6153  0.6865 0.5637 0.5862 | 0.5529

28



4, ER

4.1 TFRIFEDLEE

ZITREBRICBWTE s EFHEEIZ O WT, PHTEMTOYEEE NS, £
3.6,7£3.10, B X UF£3.14 25, I d FEDE D> 72 F1EH3 PMD % A\ 72 Fault-prone
TANZ )Y I THoR I EDBbID

% 7z, Fault-prone 74 V¥ VY ¥ 7 L ZDIRATH % PMD % H \» 7z Fault-prone 7 4
NE YT, HEENEEICE R HRVMERI NG, JnE, FEPRE
ENYUYE YR [7) THBMS N ABERTHD, WHT 270227 Db
TOHOEREAPEL 2N E2ENTTVS

SROFEEIE, 12070y FafkzEEIE, Fokllo7vey=s b
L TPHFEBEZIT>TWS, HENRE PRI 2D %00 23 <,
R SCH o BRI % §FAfi L C Pl % Fault-prone 7 4 V¥ ) ¥ 7123 A H] 72 FEBR
ThdEBbNLY, PRI L T Fault-prone 7 4 V% U ¥ 7 O FHlHE S I < 2
ot ZOFEHA S, Fault-prone 74 V2 Y v ZkSEHBREOZLICH L TR
NWARALFTHDHIEDVHERTE S,

42 7AYxV NEOLEK

FEEFE R THIBRT W 323, jEdit Z¢E R E L CHMH L, Fi%% Random Forest
ELGAICTPIRBESIRE CELT 20RPBEIN TS, £/, jEdit 2z 7l
WNRELGEALGETOHHERLHEERDOUMBRE R 2HLBHERINS,.
DI-®, JEdit IZBWTINESI N X LMY 7 2ADEBMO 70y =7 P 6R 607k
bDIHAR, REAMHAZRICTZ2HDRELHEEING, &£7uyz7 M ols
N7 —2 okt 2L T, MlCRELAZHRAT 2L TE Lo
7o 72 ®, jEdit DR EDITIESBOMEL L THES.
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5. #a=

KX TRELEDY 7 b7 27 AREFHUMFETOTFUFRDOE NI OVWTOE
Krefr). FRIcHY, BABGEET—2 YR MY TSN T —% 2oulg,
Wilcle 7 =22 2B MNT 5 2 & CTHEDTFEZRA—DOFEMATHEHITT S 2 LITK
Lz, WRFERTHHLZZDIZ3>DOAEATHFIETH S,

e Random Forest Fik
e Fault-prone 7 4 V% ) ¥ 7 Fik
e PMD % H\> 7z Fault-prone 7 4 V% V) ¥ 7 Fik

INSDFHERBFIANELTEZLDIEY 7P 72T7DEY2—LTHLZHDD, F
T2 XMV 7RG8R, KERTE, o 7vey=27 20T, 7udx
7 PR A PR ZHEBL 72, kD), FELE7e Y27 FOEVI TR
WED X)L EZ RIT T2 L 7.

KO KER, PMD % H\» 7 Fault-prone 7 4 V% U ¥ 7 FE IR B &\
FIEZERT 2 LRI N, F, 7Pzl FOREICKZ b DL LT,
—fo7Tar = bz - FHNCHAIA S % &, i Random Forest ¥ 12 & W C Pl
ENEANT 2R E2MAL .

o BE

AW7E 2T I ICH 72D, WFZEHREDBE LTI % L8, AfmLOERICE
2%C, BTOHTIELTIHEZIHE £ L7, REMRLABFIKREEHEZRRIC
JECHALHBH L B3, RIaXCHBEICHVBELAMS 2L HIEE £ L, KAH
WL HLREER, HEEAE, IIRKRER, HNER, REEHE, 2445
ZHEUTEFDILA EROTLFKER KMNTE CEHHEL £
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