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[FEE] B H BB TN ( cross project defect prediction, CPDP) & 7ESEBR BRI & , 5 AT Bk
T ) B AR E W] AR —ASEE s B sox I H B 2B R B s, T 2R AL B B S W
YIZREAE R L) e b TR AR | SR 8 i Ay o i PR E 1) — b - B, TR 5 | T R P MBI B 19 6 . SR T, T
XEANTRL A B ART E U ZRE0E ) 2 Bk B e O A T A MR, O T A DR AN (R, A SCHER T — R 36T IS
HUEE (Jensen-Shannon divergence ) FIAH X %5 B A4 25 00 H 55004-Hle [ F0000 3. 320032 i Sleal KR VR I H A0 H ARt H
ﬁﬁ'ﬁié%%ﬁ?ﬁ%*ﬁﬂ( Gaussian mixture model, GMM ) , Pl SR TR H AR E M AT A ki g
ZIANRY IS TR, HAK AR ARAR (Y 1S B Se RS B AR B S i IR0 B 5 PR, B& H AR BEAR A X HR
PRI E I ZRE I 277 3R, SR, FIF CPDP i Rl A- S A8 A g T ASE Y. 5@ 3o S 90 X LR W, AR SO0k
AN BB g 25 10T Bt 58 YA T () P R , ()Xo AN [7) A A 2 3 R A0 v 1 38 1 e
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A Cross Project Defect Prediction Method for

Source Project Training Data Selection

Gai Jinjing, Zheng Shang, Yu Hualong,Gao Shang
(School of Computer, Jiangsu University of Science and Technology ,Zhenjiang 212100, China)

Abstract: In real software development,a project which needs defect prediction is always new or without any historical
data. It is necessary to use training data from several projects and performs prediction on another one. Therefore, cross
project defect prediction( CPDP ) has become a means of software quality assurance and been studied by researchers.
However, the performance of prediction model can be directly affected by training data. In order to solve the problem,a
cross-project software defect prediction method based on Jensen-Shannon divergence and relative density is proposed in
this paper. Firstly,the Gaussian mixture model( GMM ) is applied to the source and target projects respectively,and then
the JS divergence between the target and all candidate projects is calculated by Monte Carlo method. Secondly,according
to the obtained JS divergence,the source project that is most similar to the target project is selected. Thirdly,the concept
of relative density is proposed to improve the training data quality of selected source project. Finally, some common
classifiers are used to build the prediction model. Experimental results show that the proposed method can not only
improve the performance of the prediction model,but also show high adaptability to different classifiers.

Key words: cross project, defect prediction, software quality, data selection, JS divergence, relative density, mixed

Gaussian model , Monte Carlo
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#5303 AR5 B0 ( cross project defect prediction , fij #X CPDP) & 78 544 & %) 38 1 HoAth 351 H 1
Ty S, AR R B AR P 2 0T b AT T, DTS 3 AT REAF 7 O TE 7 BB

UTAER R 22 AT 5T TR DT I0T I P b T 328 R S8 [m) A4y 25 10T H S5 T30 ( homogeneous
cross-project defect learning ) FISEAI ST H G T ( heterogeneous cross-project defect prediction ) ¥4 J7 1. H:
v AR A A IR0 E R E AR EAT A [R] 9 B2 5T, T e A 248 U5 H -5 H AR50 H BAT A W] ) B & e,
M EAE O, P50 B Z A A BE BRI A9 BE 0T, AR SCOULRFE0 (RIS #5 20 H s o o R 5.

Jureczko Fll Madeyski''' MRALFTFA AL ( code ownership) fEE , % & T 3 FORNEIZEA (Tl 5 SR AL 2
AR BIH X CPDP W RIATHE#EAT 1 20 . ABATRYBFoE 45 SR W1 | 5 000 B R4 7 B0 B 0000 174 46 5 F:
ANERAL.

Turhan®' K TIRZ R IHIIFSE 38 1 CPDP 1 fE A B AH 4 JE A LI T B R ((dataset shift) B
& A T B A TR AL S B AT 3 A AR T P SR D O 0 T IS0 ) O 9 R T A B O s
Zimmermann % 3 FIH 1Y 1R SCHR R BEFTAAT, 2R T 40 FOREIAIUE R SCHE 2ok THE I H [
AR, AT BT 5 R I8 B R P it 179851

FH T KA ASAE DG (4 5 15T E 5O A1 A1 T g 57 5 R BB A OO A L AR AR R M. o T 3 X — Bk ik, v 2 0
FANR LTS CPDP 55 Jo 5 i I 52 1 sl e Pk

Turhan 55" #2117 Burak 23 387, b T80 BN 248 5 F ARSI thsc il i RRCRE B, 3 th e ie i) K
AN BN GREE . MATAY S0 25 R, Burak 13 3835 BEAT SO = CPDP FER P RE. He 260 42
T — i B B A9 0 167592 TDS. 26— [ Be Al AT TAR 4k H ARG H B2 ST AY 20 A1 o AR IR e ik D 2 A 1
HRT K AMBEREIRITE 5 55 W BEMAT K A IR H Hhifi i Burak 33981558 Peters 538751 2k 18 5 B bx
T S5 A 1 S, 2R B AR S AR T MR A T I B 0k A TR A A T BE B e 5 E AR E
HRCA R HT K Mg e IR H | BEJS AR Peters a3 8L E— 20 16 AR G241

R T E R BT S0 3 R Y B 5 R, [ PN A 2 R T A 1 i I Bk B TN O R 1A G A
5%. Nam 35U & — R824 2] vk A8 2l AR JE T B AR IR H 5 B AR E RFAEAE L
HAATHE— 240 TCA 155 TCA-+RIRTHES I B o T 4 fg.

Zhao AV HE I T NN L UER , A58 2 M BRI LE AR TE H BRI E B8 14 f 45 b B R H 52
191, % BEREAS URITTE A E ARITE 753 LT IARL Ma 261 32 T —Fh 4 4 transfer naive Bayes( TNB) [
T Z e data gravitation (DG ) 53k XSRS T ACER IR, LA 55 A5 AH SC IR 5
SRJF R X LA 8 5 (1 PR RS A AN R Bayes 4328 2.

I, —SERioE R BT 78 H AR E s in— & e Bl pric 8, v REA B T4 & CPDP By HERE. Chen
TR TR (DTB) B H AR A 0B, RRERET DG Jy i i FL U505 F 4
AU, SR J5 I TrAdaboost' ™ £ 7 FUMIARAY 1 FH H AR H A5 FRAIE ) b 2 B X IR 50 04 7 J A

R RS B U 5 VA BE 22U T —E R BUR  ERATI A Ok R S ). BAAROR UG, BIE TR R
eI I AT ARG B[R] S A S A 2R )1 5 4 T A6 10 25 B S B3O i O DR AR TR
AR ST~ R — [vi) K 5 201 1 a5 00 50w A 1 K 7 ) A ik A

(1) WEE A £ BE A IS BB D SH 2-55 E ARSI H SR BRI | 2 -5 H e B HERR L ;

(2) £ HARDOE 9% BE X e o )R I0T H A TR 4%, 4 v PO RS Y ARG 2

(3) 33k SEYR UL | AR SO AN [R13 H U1 2588 R o3 28 IR £, B R B Pk .

1 HDGHEE
1.1 JS#E

JS WU AR IS HE B , & KL BUE ) —Fp 28 FE . Kullback-Leibler divergence ( KL ﬁflﬁ{ 14] )Xffr\ﬁﬂ*ﬁﬁ"kﬁ ,
5 BB (5 B3 45, KL SRR P AL Q 2251 AEX FRIERY EE &L BUAMERL T, P FRoREHR 1
B, Q FRBAE B /A AL B P IS, IR 4 B i KL HUE (1)

P(x)
Q(x)’

(1)
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P(x) _

P(x)
M T KL A BA R, B KL(PLIQ) #KL(Q1IP) A T f#dix Nl A AHEH T Jensen-Shannon

divergence (JS HIUEE ) I VE AR BE S 1938 bR, BLA TR0 P A Q 3 IS Bl A =X (2) .

JS(PI IQ)=;KL[PI IP+Q]+;KL(QI |P;Qj. (2)

0.

AP, P(x)>0,0(x)>0, HMAE log

2
FETTHE S BOR AR T AT T 5840 R UK D7k (Monte Carlo) | 5845 1% 152 — Rl R R UL BE AL
SRR TT I XTI ARSI BE B R W R P O BEALYE. I a(3) PR .

DuPHQ)= 1 3 o p(x) /a(x)—D(PLIQ). (3)

ANIAT KL R, JS B IS L= [0, 1] AR O, AR R 1. AR ELEE T KL X ARBLURE B0 351 B
HERA 1. [ HOS PRt RE LR B S T . DRI ASBIE SR AR D JS HSORE Al AT B 30 AR
R JS HICRE B2, W00 H A 53 A A s BSoAH 1.

1.2 HEAXEE

Zeat JS WO B 5 HARIR H 43040 S AR LAY TR I B 575 22X LI ZRical e ¢, D (E b g i A 7. —
FRORANE, 5 BERG B 0 HE g — D UNZAEAS O ME AR5 B, DAMR P ORI B i b DX 0 ) BA A R A R A )
RIS Sy AR TE AR R 25 18] i | BRAG AR 1 0 AR 238 2 B8 2 Ay PRI X 1), B0 BORE X451 25 2
JEAIE A . PRI AR SCR AT T — ol S AR 4225 88 0 55 19 D7 k| BV 1 $2 BB B W I e A AR
TR PER HO P0G ZR  FRATTRRIX T Sz e Lo 510G 28 104 B DA AH RS 2 .

R T AFEMIXNS R AR T 53T K 5l S8R % BEA 112 ( K-nearest neighbors-based probability
density estimation, KNN-PDE""7") MBI SE s . 1 Ry —Fh AF 2 B0 5 288 i i1 77 9% , KNN-PDE 8 1 il 4 4
YNGR K el SBIR 2SRl 22 4k % 2025 (] vh B 32 85 B2 40 A . 5 I R S ] A 5 i 38 3 G 95 R
M KNN-PDE ZR75 (1925 5] DI AL S S5030 SE Pl 30 25 B O A PRI, AR SO H AR X 285 B SR o R T
K S5 SR A AR X 2 i

B — AR N AR T BRG]« BB WS K DB TN ZRIAE S 4. H
o dy R A w, %5 BE BRI, [RTERE, FRATT M TC 10 M P Bl B A (B AR 0 12t IR AT 3 B X, Rt
AT LHAWE DAL B S E PR Y 5k, (B, 0 v 2 B S (R R B, T Ay IS I 285 B 592 497 48 L A1
FOMEL, FRATTRDRE dF et BIE 1/dY . X B FRATH0M — MEA ) K Siln SR 2 A EIRIPR 2  HAR R B . AN
MEE AT B Z [R]RAR R B BT 2 18] KO AREE B A L BIC R U . ana =X (4) P .

ldi
vkl (4)

AR TEAINT 2 BE T b K (B8R T F Y. 25 K BRI, DUAR MR I A A DS A AR X
O3 A K AERR, DI 2 H A A 55 AR AR 114 DX 0 i 25 AR A5 SR AN 3, T 30K S /D 1 2 BB 0 B el A
M, TGS K RS R (.

2 W5k

SCEE LRI H B s 2N BT g, I E 34 1Y
ARRLE AR B2 ), SR JS HIORE RAT IR H 4, H
VAR AT HE 3 731 2 B o, e R A CPDP o1 @S(S“T)’JS“IT””’JS“"’T@
e G LI el

AR BRI FHE SR AT VA HA S ) LI 1 F0 1. ﬁifﬁf’i/l\lﬂﬁiﬁiﬁﬂ

AL I H 4R
(SnSz 5'..1Sn)

FArIiH

2.1 BUIEFRAEWL

o SRR | VI PEREST
ARSCAF ] Z-Score HRifEAL 7 3R AL BB, Z-Score TR H H L (F-measure)
FRUEAE T 5 UL B 5 A B 7 s 3 A AN R E1 BRIER
ﬁ%}%’%{ *tj"] lﬁjgig& 7Z.-Score ﬁ:}.{ﬁﬁﬁ—} H_/‘ii Fig.1 Research framework

— 112 —



S An, A — M I b T A4 PRI FL N SRR 05 vk

ZOTETH A R R A w FIREZE o, X *1 HRAE
By AT AR EAL AL B, Z-Score B iEAL 7 1) 2 AT Table 1 Research method
FRn=(5) . TR — RS I G I 0 VI et v
X WA TERSELS,,S,, .S, | MERSE T
Z = ( 5 ) A
o i . F-measure
22 EFISHBEMENEHRTE AR 1R A IEIE A E BRI Z R IS BUE [ JS(S,,T),

JS(8y,T) -+, JS(S,,T) |
AR 2 BB TR 1 AR BN IS TR, NN E R E S,
AR 3R R H PR REA AR B IR T R

AR SCAE g PRI H S48 Z-Score ARUEfLAL B
ZJa, K AT IS B B A, SR 5E IR I H
€. A

BRSO A, JS O REB A gy R IORTIRER
Sy i E"J*ﬁﬂifg ’ L JS e /INE B A0 R 3. L , & RS R CPDP iy R 43 5 a X i IR B A7 DI 25
TR B A TR E 5 AR E S B é:ﬁ ?ﬁfﬂﬁﬁﬁiﬂﬂﬁiﬂﬁj)ﬂﬂ B AR B JE 1T M GRS IE , FRA5AH
B IS B AR H i iy i H .

BRI 2 Fias. &0, Bk I B A2 B bron H 4351305 1R A5 11 ( Gaussian mixture model ,
GMM) V'S B HY . S IR A B ] DUE VR K S B SR R 2 A5 1 A AR Y 5 K A AR AR R IR A B
MBR AL 2 (hidden variable ). — R UL, — N RS RN R] DU FATATHE R o040 | X LA FH = iR A 7 2 (A
A i oA A AR I BB B D R R B AR AR LR O SR R I A 3 T A e T H A R H bR
TH B JS HUEE, Hodh JS(S,, T) /R A R4 ¢ Akt H 5 B AR HiH8AF 1 1% 1S 8UE(E ; IFmad g
JrAs IS BUE B RN, BG5S BARTE IS B SN TEDE | RIS 2 H oA Yk H .

Fz2 BFEImMBBEFRE

Table 2 Source project selection

GMM= | GMM, ,GMMy, , ---,GMM, , GMM, |

HIE 2 MRPEA(1) (2) (3) ,HEIIABIE CMM B JS HUE 1S=1JS(S,,T) ,JS(S,,T) ,--,JS(S,,T) |
AW 3. Pkt S H AR H B9 IS HUE B/NOME, B S B AR E A0 S A IR E K e S,

2.3 ETHENEENEREDRBHEEE

P 5 IR I EATY AL 5 /0 B W 7 BB AR A e H SRR S e O A RCR. S T
HI I ZRACE | AR S I AR 85 s e 2H 31) v 4> S 401 1) el B | A7 b A BRI | i v V1T B 2 ol
B BRI AR AR 3 K.

4, ARG 2.2 IR G A AR 10 N IR IHHE BN EAR 55 K DRI AR
PR JAFAN 2 B s 5 J | MR AR 0 25 B2 AT S MR | [N 58 B {HL p ( percent ) B 4% 38 BURE URE A
VERINRSE. | 3 W LIE S8 K F p BYBE M e BRI 2R Bt &, SO e R 2L s i ihie i~ 2
B

%3 ETIEMIIGRELE
Table 3 Training data selection of the source project
FE T AEXT 2 RE Y PRI H A B R
HA VI H SR LE S,
B e OB S,
HIE 1.5k S, BFEARNEL BN N
R 2 AR REAS B K A Om AR AR RS ARAF AR 25 B JE AR ARG A/ NI B A A R A 52 451 14 T

AR 3 AR RREA  BUE VI RGE LAY p(percent) , it p Sy BAREA BT 43 1L
AR 4K G R R IR LR S,

2.4 13 5T E AR R Be T AR B
N T UER AT 3 A, FATT 3 SR CPDP v FH i 73 R dw 2 B mH (LR) | DU (NB) 32
R AL(SVM) (K SEAS (KNN) YIZRFAEREL, 3115 AR E LSRR, X545 2 1) CPDP P REMEAT X H
I3
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3 Seububur
3.1 HEES5TEMIERR
3.1.1 #H%EE
R RBESE K H Jureczko F1 Madeyski' ™ W 5 () PROMISE JE Ay TR IR I0 H |, H 2 2845 2 W
TEET H B BT, £ 4 R TR FAG B 0 H 2R 00 H A S50 fskiE %,

%<4 PROMISE ¥iE&
Table 4 PROMISE data sets

RN it A S ER el il RER S it A BRI el %
ant 1.7 745 22.3 prop 6 660 10.0
camel 1.6 965 19.5 tomcat 6.0 858 9.0
jedit 4.3 492 2.2 velocity 1.6 229 34.1
lucene 2.4 340 59.7 xerces 1.4 588 74.3
poi 3.0 1077 63.6

3.1.2 FH3EAF

TERAF S B BN b | A R PEA 48 A5 e B 4 PP Ak Tt 45 2R | SO 28 AR5 S i S AR T
Hr4abs.

ARG P LA 0E: — A 2R ), 2R A Sl ) A 1 TE A9, T B R Ay S A, U4 S 481 4
KB AT RESS IR BILAS 4 RGO SR A BRI 0 SN A BEZS  RIEIE S (true positive, TP ) ;55
PR A TR SS B R AT 2 A B IEZE, BIVE IE ] (false positive , FP) 5 S Sk TG Bk FA S 85 1E 1 4328 Ry TC B
25, BPEL M5 ( true negative , TN) 5 SEBR K47 SR A A 1R 73 250 TCHFE S, RIS 5] (false negative ,FN). #EA
TR IRE R Z R PR B —FRER& =0, FH n 47 n SRR NFOR 03k 5 FR.

MR _FiR A, SCEE R ] F-measure /5 A HF *s REER
SYHIVEM e R BARFSA T . Table 5 Confusion matrix
Precision : IEfi 7328 \EREAS (1 52514 H 5 4302 o IS
I IEREA B S B E R B AR TARHR
TP A BT EIEBI(TP) B (FN)
Precision = TP+FP (6) Tl AR B IE B (FP) A (TN)
Recall ; IEAfi 532 R IEFEAS (4 SE 4L B -5 Fr A3 IEREAS SEAF1%5 B B L.
TP
Recall = . (7)
TP+FN
F-measure ; XG0 B LG MR 254 i i, f (DR | R BBy
2% PrecisionXRecall
F-measure= — . (8)
Precision+Recall

32 XWIEESIHRER

AN T HRAA I ER SO T HA s 2, Fe A T7E PROMISE $0¥E4E b5 3 09 5 101 H Bl 700 5 vk
DA 1 5 W FE 28 AT T X .

9GO0 8 PO IR TR IA, AR FR

(1)DTB"™ 753 . 28 HART H ol /0 B ARic 5, R4 CPDP AYZCR.

(2) TrAdaboost' "' J53k A EEFMAR Y | ) H BRI H A4 FRECEE A bR 28 S0 X B A T F Al

(3)TNB" )53 .38 13 data gravitation ( DG ) J7 3E XHE R IR A7 A T 13 | 9% J5 FH AU SR 18 2 I 10 VR K00
PR DL 443 25 28

(4) TCA+"1 Ik BB S A 4T i, (LA PR B 300 15 500 0 1 390

(5)NN filter"* J532 . 38 s M BRIE B 4RI H Feals 408 A URII H £k sk X P8I0 H s 15 17 0 k.

(6) KMM "™ Jyik . J& KMM-MCW H i 22220 B8 fif F MMD /MR 5550 A, B AR IR 22 53 ) Bt
WER AT, AR YRR A A A .
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(7) KMM-MCW ! 53k« 2243 A T (MCW's ) 2% S BRI AT H vh 24~ 43t IS £ 4.

(8) HELL Ty 1  AMBUT AR e 3, B TR I H N ZRBR AT H AR50 H B

Hpr TrAdaboost ,TCA+ KMM Hl KMM-MCW  F#E AR i B SCRE SR 58 2. DTB \TNB 1 NN
DB AR 2R SCEE D7 L TR A . (AR AR, DR (1) ~ (7) B U2 A A M 02685 O T AF L
BRSO SR )y A R84 RSP o0 2. IRl SCRRAE 0T IS HUE M F op B S5 TR
AR 5. HAERI A B Bt B b K= {[ VN/47,[ VN/21,[ VNT,[2/NT,[4/N T} ,p LA
FEASEE 10% MU IS, N T SAFRALSEL, R T AR (Grid Search) 75 K E S LA K Fl p B8
4. XS EE RN 6 K.

%6 &EFEM F-measure ZRILE

Table 6 F-measure comparison of various methods

s VNSRS KMM-MCW DTB TrAdaboost TNB TCA NN KMM Baseline
ant 0.34 0.421 0.394 0.396 0.407 0.394 0.37 0.413 0.345
camel 0.377 0.284 0.295 0.304 0.26 0.263 0.26 0.288 0.242
jedit 0.036 0.072 0.043 0.048 0.044 0.049 0.05 0.057 0.087
lucene 0.648 0.645 0.6 0.647 0.625 0.571 0.597 0.597 0.389
poi 0.662 0.726 0.753 0.754 0.738 0.639 0.679 0.72 0.403
synapsel 0.536 0.465 0.462 0.465 0.388 0.451 0.458 0.448 0.398
tomeat 0.217 0.213 0.208 0.205 0.188 0.198 0.18 0.196 0.203
velocity 0.547 0.452 0.438 0.438 0.39 0.427 0.414 0.435 0.343
Xerces 0.823 0.802 0.805 0.811 0.86 0.583 0.666 0.786 0.432
YA 0.465 0.453 0.444 0.452 0.433 0.397 0.408 0.438 0.316

BRAT L 12 S 2 A AR SCR BIE T B 5 125 BRI 4 12 AN [] 43 26 an A R S AR  7E:2 4B I H (LR) |
DU (NB) SZHFIAREHL(SVM) (K—JT 4B (KNN) 3% JLFR CPDP Hrd L7328 # EALML T X He iy 9256, Hok
RN 7 K.

F=7 AESERBT AT EIKBH F-measure ZERELE

Table 7 F-measure comparison under different classifiers

B AR5 i -KNN KNN AT H-NB NB AR H-SVM SVM
ant 0.36 0.31 0.326 0.477 0.331 0.422
camel 0.196 0.249 0.378 0.295 0.36 0.304
jedit 0.052 0.046 0.033 0.074 0.026 0.042
lucene 0.16 0.403 0.695 0.48 0.606 0.576
poi 0.436 0.392 0.814 0.405 0.785 0.601
synapsel 0.521 0.384 0.485 0.487 0.522 0.56
tomeat 0.222 0.223 0.247 0.33 0.24 0.264
velocity 0.514 0.364 0.545 0.36 0.534 0.461
xerces 0.794 0.432 0.789 0.436 0.787 0.601
YA 0.362 0.312 0.479 0.372 0.466 0.426

MG 6 GER AT LU B, 5 HABT A HE , A SOT I e A e R U R8s 12 R 2800 H A e 1)
F-measure , HAEALE R A B i T HABTT 5. SEBR A RARW] A S5 VA RS 75 foe IR B i M) IS H 475 0
AR IS HIURE VR X 25 BE R 5 R I R Al A OISR | HRAH R O PERE.

MR T WTLUR B AR Sr 2R 45 G A SO R ARG R M AR A T 3T, BLAE R 2800 H 4 = Ft
PERE. SEEREREM] AR SCTILRES G N T CPDP Fhig FHAYZ» 2, I i B R fE.

4 BRI

Tk s K S EL K A p (percent) . A8 SCFEEARYEAEA BB, K (HANIEREE . K= ([ /N/47,
[WNZ2T,TVNT,[ 2N, TA/N T Hr N OREA KR | T p (B 378 SEHUREA s o], HE A (0.1~
0.9) Kl id Grid search 77k E A4 & .

K 2 s TASEIH ) K Al p 44, FIN Y F-measure 43451500, H1 B 2 AT 0, FRATTRE W AR Hi Fe I A0
F-measure $X 2| 51G 1S54 5
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(b) camell.6

(d) lucene2.4

(e) poi3.0

0.650
0.625 0.50
£ 0.600
£ 0575 0.45
£ 0.550 g
0.525 g 040
0.500 £ 035

0.035

50.70.8 09

050
0.4
0.1 0203 percent

() jedit4.3

0.7 09
05

v 20 0.3 percent

1O 5701

(f) synapsel.2

g 0.9
0.8
607

s 0.5 1o 78" 3025 0~ 0.5
1'(()),5 0102 030'49@@6“‘ K 2'01-5100.5 00‘10,20-30‘4@;06“‘
(g) tomcat (h) velocity1.6 (i) xercesl.4
2 AR K # p A H F-measure
Fig.2 F-measure under different K and p
WE 3 R, SCEH#E— e T K Fl p TEARIRIEL p—

PEgE AT 32548 F F-measure {E A fBAE ML, DU 0.8 — ETI;IN
xerces M, B HH 25 5L R, XY F-measure {E 15 2| i 5 oo T
B RSB L0 K A p AL AR 503
B B2 AT R I R, £ 0
2ok Bt , HAENEE N CPDP HRas 2 I 4322k, ol

4,
5 &5k *

AR SC 5 — %k — 14 [ Ay 5 20T 1 ke o F903000 e T AT
F¢, FEE PRI I 2R 80 e A IR R, 2 10 B T
JS HICRE FIURF DX 2 J3E 1) i 30 1 ke o TR0 5 12 207 VR
SEFIH IS (Jensen-Shannon divergence ) U £ #:5 H

4 0.5 0.6 0.7 08 09

0
01 0203 7 rcent

B 3 xerces N[ 4> 2 28H) F-measure

Fig.3 F-measure of xerces under different classifiers

BRI F AR B PRIT 5 U, 4 2 T AR 8 A9 I H B e #8050k s e, >R AT CPDP A LY 7326
oM T A I T HART H BEAT IR UE. SCU 4 SRR W], 7E e KRR IR H A9 B0 T, AR T 6 A
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