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HE22 ATZER Z& s E28H2 st ZZHEQ HOIH CHol 2310 M= J2L
ES M ZZHEN= &2 &8 dOolEIF QICH Ol nX-ZZHE A2E = Jgs 888 = U
Ct. Ol HR0NE USKH AZEY N ZZ2ME [HOIHE AIZ20I0 uX-ZZ2ME HE =52 <8 &0l
&t &(Transfer Learning) J|EHS2 & &06t0 HIWSHCH J|&E &0l && JI® =2 TCA, Burak Filter, DBSCAN
FilterE2 AFSSICH el ZE S 2SS AMSE [ HE M0 digh ot 2& IAEAE HIEO|
20tk S46ICH SHE ZE 2 S DBSCAN Filter £= TCA J|82 0I2& [ Burak Filter 2Ct
=2 s 852 20I0, €2 2& olAHA g 2448 £ Ulls S BOICH 0l2s A7 &
2 NSx SOHCA, a7 AZEQN Z=MEN e SNl Z22 £33 25 88 Ng A
o2 JIHECH
1. N8 DBSCAN Filter=2 AI&8Lt. 2% 22 == Balanced Random
ATEQN ZE =0 e E2 2E:2 =R s Forest2 AI80ot] Z& O REQ DS QlAHIN L= 24
ZZME W OoHZ st HgEC0 28 s HI20l CHol =&8Ch SHE HAE S S DBSCAN Filter,
240l =& 22 HOIHZ &3 s 8501 =Ch= TCAE 0l &0l &5 JIEg0l =2 W= &St FIR(File
g ol0l & LAMUCHL. otXIgt MZ2 ZNEEZS Inspection Reduction)t LIR(LOC Inspection Reduction)0| =Cle=
Neote E=2, s&5S |8 I)1 oIt 0] 20 Z& A2 2olth
fs=2 & = 8lth &0l & JlgpRE 2SE=ZM
CPDP(Cross-Project Defect Prediction)[3]= &'& OIOIEH &2 2, &
O2s sodel dgoz HX WESE S AUCH4Y]. LerEol CPDP= 28 AL AZNAM LLBSHXR0 F3S 21
OOICIOlE T2 ZZ2HE(LA Mo ZZRE) H0IEHE QUCHT7L[8]. AUAEA Heie CPDPOl ol sisE RLES
2800 REg R=otl 0IE HEotH &M (e &MOlgte It LerEQol HHOIH ER AAAEAQL FALSH
CHe E2RE) AE=S MZEct= A0ICH AN QAEAD RQAZ SIESIEE HEISHCH9]-[12]. Turhan et
Broy[5]7} =& & 240 OEH IsI AZEQNH= al.[10]0] HIQtSt Burak Filter= R2cl&E HelE JIEL= Bt
o atel =0 40%E AUHISHCH NSX AZEQH= = dioleel 2 QlAEAN st WXt ZZME HOIHNAM k
1,0002F JHSl LOC(Lines of Code)S E&& = QUCH 0l el 2E 0IR2 ML Kawata et al.2] =20M AISEH
MAHUAM HAEE 2E Y S Y00 ZE s DBSCAN Filter &2 EI2, WXt ZT2HE [H0IEE Z2&56IH
N T2 MAN =S F= =F0ICH DBSCAN2Z &t? ZAHE &1 1 SHAH HUHAH 2t&A
0l =22 Altinger et al[6]0] HAISt NSX AZEAN Qe OIOIHE «eistCt Nam et al[13]2 TCA[9] ZHES
LIZMEWM 22 2A2E FA HE HO0IEHE AIESHC CPDPY A3z AHEZIML. TCA=s 24 IZZNEEZ
CPDPE 112{otH OIE <ol &0l &5 JIHSE Hlu &8st HE5tE A, AAQ B2 ZT2MEQS| 2RI} I 3%
£ ZE oAmA L= HE0W ol =48ttt JIE &0l & 32t(Shared Latent Space)0il =& OHZstC 2 AFRNN=
&& JI# =02l TCA(Transfer Component Analysis)?t Burak Filter, 2ted A9l YUHE0l TCASH Burak Filter, DBSCAN FilterE
MESIHCEL XSI AZEYN Z=2MEWM ZE os=2
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Altinger et al.2| CIOIEAS JIBtRE2 HARIL D QUCHS],
[14]-[16].
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3. 32 ¢d / PD
A ZZHEEO HE == <A CPDPE ALESEHCHL LIR (LOC Inspection Reduction). LIRS & A& Hl W aH0]
SHXIDH, AAQL Ef2A Z2HEZE HOIEHA 2ZIF 2D s RES AIBot0 oAEA & [, S2st PrD(Predictive
=20, OIE dH&3t)l RHA &0l & JIgsS &t Defectiveness)S =£456tJ| o ZEHE LOC2 BISO0ICH
A2TEQN HEZ FZ0l st HA0F 228 TrE2101 ol LI(LOC Inspection)= & LOCOI CHoHA olAEME & LoCe
CHoHA ZIA-EI00 B A3tE MESHH BRI Z2MEE M2lst HI£0/0 LIRS CtS1t 20l H2|SHCh: LIR = (PrD - LI) / PrD
DZNES2 AA ZZHEZ B = F M2 2HEDAN
AESICH A0l S&ES Sofl B ZZHEQ e 42 AESH
HOIEHZ o= 4= s&6th. 222 Balanced Random HOIEHAl2 H1d 220 M JtKQ2 Z=MEW|AN ==&
ForestE AtEotl E2 ZZMEQN ol Z&=2 0l=otn 38 AZTEQN HEH HZ(LOC, McCabe, Halstead)=O0l
Ol0ll TSt DE OlAEHM 24 HIES =& 246t ZEL 0 QUACH AEES Python3.7 SZH0A XIEHSHCE
: H1. Project A, K, LOl CHSH OIOIH &2
Source Transfer - Decfre(:isl;ferg]iztcit)n Project A K L
Project H source data Leammg training data Model # of Files 1,908 2’515 2,891
A # of Bug 77 112 61
Target target data o
Project [ e S Prediction 43RQL: Ol Bt Jl¥ HiD AE 2D
L oe = == =
2E MOl &5 JIYY 4ds=2 JIEBZMEAH S
81, 2 3y AD|(Effect Size)S O0|&oll E448 Z It Cohen’s f= 1.0140]Ch.
Ol 042CH IJI0 g0l ACksE 2 2 = YD U
4. &8 & 21 JIEE WEHE £ UCL H200H L % ASO0l Project ADb
41 A E=2 Ef2l CIOIHY &2 TCA JI¥ES AMEE [ ROC-AUCIH
RQl Wit £ZEF0/S WA ZeXE Z&b G504 079282 & =2 455 200 Project LS| F2, LK £
S EE d5& 20/= H0/ &5 J/gE PR T2HEJ} AA HOIEHO0ID TCA JIEE 0128 @M 0962
- Hp 2E HO0I &5 JIH9 8501 SAGHC Hdsg 2oICh ®Hl ASNAMe EZU2ZE= DBSCAN Filter
- Ha 8O0l 515 J18 20l 452 ROIIE RUCH €S 0128 O 2 0= 452 20l 2AS 2 4 UCL
TCA2| Xt& & 5, Burak Filter2| 0|2 %= 3, DBSCAN Filter=
1022 AEsHH. 2% 2Z=Z= Balanced Random ForestS H2. 2 MOl &z JIg0l CHEt nX-ZZ2RE Zg s 22
ANE5IH 278s ZdA 2HE U2 ol 2 RE s HD
AEY MIEZ Rz AH-MEZSH 29 2E2S Burak DBSCAN
ZHECL CIOIEAS 2REE 2AAZ XD Yoo= Source Target TCA Filter Filter
0l0 gt 45 T2 ROC-AUCE ALZEHCH Ol ROC Project Project ROC-AUC
=& oteioll oiESle HEOIK 2 =2 PD(Probability of KL 0.7312 0.66 0.6854
Detection) dt  PF(Probability of False Alarm)2 & & & C}. K A 0.7928 0.6785 0.6774
RQY DA.TSHME ZE o= DHYA HZF FC OIAHM L 0.5613 0.5434 0.6985
Lo é}i(;/i/;—ﬁz‘;éﬁ/g; 7@3@;? - 0" AL 0.607 0.7892 0.7729
_ He DS MOl & JHO| DE olAmA L2t A A K 0.6944 0.7218 0.759
- L 0.7463 0.7154 0.7268
22 S AtotCh
He ®O| 8% Jlg 20| RS QAHA Lof 24 AK 056 | 04784 | 08058
HISol X019 QUCH A L 0.9156 0.509 0.917
M= 20l OEH BE  QAmMAN E LS K 08662 | 06127 | 09515
AABHEX 2OICH Y M QIABMAN HDGHO! 0HL} Mean 0.764 0.634 0.777
2A8t=X LIEHWD| 918 &&= FIR2E LIROICH17].
FIR (File Inspection Reduction). FIRS & ME4 ) H|W5HH 44RQ2: D= AAEA Z4& =F 20
= RS AIR5I0 QIABM & [, SU3H PD(Probability H30lAM= FIRZt LIROI Chst olAmA A =FH ZUE
of Detection)2 24510 UH ZHE QAAHA & [IY 29| S0HECH RQIHM A5 HEIF =2 44 HOIHE AtESHY
HISOIC} FI(File Inspection)= XM IHUO CHGH QIAEM & = XHGIRACE Project L2l BS DBSCAN FilterE 0188 &2
I 29 H|80/2 FIRS 0/9F 20| &2} FIR = (PD - FI) oHYE 91.4%, LOCE 33.6%22 1AM LS| 2408 =
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