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Table 2 Relationships between outliers and estimation accuracy on multiple regression analysis (effort, 10%, 50%)
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Table 3 Relationships between outliers and estimation accuracy on multiple regression analysis (effort, 10%, 100%)
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Table 4 Relationships between outliers and estimation accuracy on multiple regression analysis (FP, 10%, 100%)
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Table 6 Relationships between outliers and estimation accuracy on analogy based estimation (effort, 10%, 50%)
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Table 7 Relationships between outliers and estimation accuracy on analogy based estimation (effort, 10%, 100%)
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Table 8 Relationships between outliers and estimation accuracy on analogy based estimation (FP, 10%, 100%)
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Table 9 Relationships between outliers and estimation accuracy on analogy based estimation (FP, 20%, 100%)
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