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5y, MEREHIBROE > 2 TN E BN FP, A% FP, HiBk FP
ELTCEBEIEND.
BERDTRTIX, 25D FP OFKBEHELIBN FP 72 &2
AL E LCTHWLND Z &3 7l, FEXEEAH L
7% FP ORDPHHERE LTHWLND Z LN o
7o, —HOWTIX, FP OKBEREZHALEE LTHW,
THRBED V2] FP O TRl (—HOEEDLEHNTE
RO FP SN HEET 5) [SUTAWZGE ORI 217
STWA. 12720, 260 FP OKEHRLIBI FP 72 &)
V7 hvxzTTuvzs FOE, AN, Sl oR
EREL TN, £, TAL2THTIHAICEEL
SETDIHRNDDONE D ML, THETHIICHHE S
NTI otz

AIFGETIL, FP OB EROME, = A N, Mille St
TOLEEBEEENICONT L EHIC, ZNDOEFRALHK
ELTHWEBE O TR E OWER RIZOWTEHMET 5.
ik, Y7bhover7uley FORRETRELT
DG EORAEROEINE IET 5 Z L BARFRDO T — 1
ThHD. DT TIXISBSG T—4 &~ b &EHAV, o E
UCRIaER, AN, BIREERESLE FP OKEHRLEL
DOEEE SN T 5. 0%, FRMICES FRGEE A
W, KREaH, BRZE L, BAFE LHIOTRIAZITY, FP 0%
BERREEDHAEEE L THWEBEONREFMT 5.
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Tnvzl hOTF—FEy MEHWZ. ISBSG X 20 # H
DY 7 Ny =T RRBEEND 3026 hOTaV s FOT
—HZENELTEY, £HE7 a7 MTOWT 99 FEDZE
BN EINTNDE (VU —29 DPE) . HEOLENL
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Table 1 Variables used in the analysis

¥ B3l

Rty i FOBLBRZE/FBR IS, PRSFBE%E
FP BB, R FP
KR ek V7 N =T Mtk O K BaEk
T¥ BE%E T4k (EHALHF )
TH) PR IR 2 B < B T4
FHE TRk A T T

FRER TREL TR E 3% TR T3
a—F 4 TR a—F 4 U TR T
FA N T AN TR TE
AT O TH-RR T

T EicE, HHIAEER S

T—%T 7 F v AH v RTay, CSE
ARV NN AA LT L—A, PC72E
B Sk C/C++/C#, Visual Basic 72 &
EI k. EI-FP

EO Lt EO+FP

EQ Ltk EQ-=FP

ILF Lt ILF=FP

EIF kb EIF-FP

BN FP f B0 FP<FP

5 FP bk 75§ FP+FP

HIF% FP Lt Bk FP+FP

YRS R Kt $x -+ FP

AEFENE FP+ T3k

R 7 o FP~ T8

IXEDLT— X EHH LT

o T—HWHEFHEN A E/IXB

e FP (Function Point) FHHIOFHEA A £721X B

e FP EHHIFED IFPUG

o THOHMMENHEF —LOHRELTND (M2

FBF9 D TH e & &5 A TN

FRESME, ISBSG T —# # AW T LEAR b W ORFE
1T>TW5% Lokan H[6]DF —XHitH&Mt25EC LT

W, AN, MWIHNCH T D FP O EHRORELE T
T 572, RS, AN, BRREELERL, ot
LOEKE L. £72, FP DR EDERZ N D EHIT A~
THIRICZWE T TR WEEI, WE, =2 K~ #ENC
WHETHENEL, FPOKEFRE FP THIo 72, ERT
EREEER L. FEBOERER 1ITRT. HEBRED
EEIZRBOT, N DI T T VT OV TR (28
BUEDFLEE SN TN RN &) & LTH- T

BB L RSB T, MENKRES R0, |
FHER TN L THRET VEER LY afrEinizy 3
5T EMB. KT HBFERN TR L THOTE1T S
(FFRRZITH B & e LTz). 7o), 2% FP, HIkk FP
IZDOWTIE, REFBB TO RIS, FHEBOLE X
BINFP 28 100%E 72 5.

FAHIHT & LT, FP ORI & KRR, AN, B
WER L EOBEESH L. ERREHITHE, D s
Ll oo T — X WEIIFHIB IS 421 1, LRSFEHREDY 606
HThb. B, Tty hOBEBICIIRBENE F
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naCnizi=, MRS EOFFERICHVWEND T —#
OHENL, BTk TR R >TWA.

Kbadk, Tk, TH (BE, =X b, ) 2EMEK
ELTTFHTDEICYH, BRlEZ L CEREIT 1. Z DR,
HIWESR L O AEEIC RGN EEND TRy = b
B L7 (VA RTARE). ZD070, FHREEOFMT
X, UTFOHEOT—42 %AW,

o RMGECTH GHEBA%E) <19 #F

o RMGECTH (FRSFPHAE) 43 1

o THITH CHHIBAZE) : 251 #F

o THITHMI (FRSFBHAE) :359 14

o XTI GHHLBAZE) :270

o TETHl (FRSFBHZE) : 364 1

3. FPOREFRLETHOBEE

3.1 HE

FP OXERNME, 2 AN, N5 2 2885 5T
L7DIZ, KMaFE, EEM, BRIHEE & FP OF RO
B Z 50 L7z, £72, FP OH D EZRDLRNEH VLA,
BEOTENEL 2D BIZIXEI AT ay=r O
G, TANTEPEL 257 E) LIKEL, FP DK KL
NETROLMRICEZDEBIZONTHLOMLE. Zhb
L OBERTRVG S, FP 0K RS TR IERAMG V£
THOPAEHE L THWS Z LiIZXY, ETLVORMDL
DEEENEELAREND L. FTROTED ZEDL VI,
B Z 1L CHR[4] 72 £ THT b T 5.

EBiC, ¥MIZL-oT FP OFEHLITRY BNH D (i
ZIFEMEOLZE EINS N E) ZEHREL, (ML o
BfRE oM Lz, T, FP O H B EED RN E W
G, FEOHBESHEN/EIIND BFIZXEINZNTr Y s
7 b O, COBOL BN#EIFho3Way) LEL, B

SRl L FP OFEELEOBBREST L. Zhb
DOEH L OB MVES, Fl X & o BEN RV
A, EENZHEEINTONIE FP OFER T TFRET LD
FAZEE L L THW A REMENMEW D, ERNTESN T
W WS, ERA BT OBAEKRE L THNnD Z &R
TX5.

FP ORI & BIREDOEL L OO IR S 2 5[~
D8%h, AMEORBEZBT 57 DI AT <~ - OJIELHE
BIfREZ W e, FP DR BRI EAFRE & OB HE 2 FH~
DA (BFMRE L FIRE O EHOMR X & 3K
T) EHAWE. RBEERLOMIBEITX 05 1 THY AN
BOFEBIT/ NS Wz, FABOFHEERC A #L72 O
ToTWR, 2 BT~ L DI, BRI TEAILT
ST EIT T,

3.2 RMRE, L£EtE, BAREE LS ORER

PORBRE OGA DR MEE, ML, BIRBE L FP 0%

WRILOFHBEGREER 2 1R T. R 3IIRTFHBOLAED
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Table 2 Relationships between FP elements and other variables (New development)

o . FhE BfFER  =—FT4rr TAEb HA

L LR P TR TR TR LRl TR

El kb FEEARREKL -0.01 0.15 0.07 -0.08 -0.07 0.17 -0.14 0.30

p & 98% 0% 17% 55% 53% 11% 18% 2%

5% 36 421 389 54 93 95 89 57

EO kb FEEASREKL -0.01 0.00 -0.01 -0.08 0.04 -0.04 0.14 -0.18

pfE 96% 97% 81% 59% 69% 71% 20% 18%

%5 36 421 389 54 93 95 89 57

EQ kb FEEARREKL -0.12 0.08 0.11 0.04 -0.06 0.11 -0.13 0.01

p & 48% 9% 3% 76% 58% 29% 22% 97%

% 36 421 389 54 93 95 89 57

ILF b | FHBIERHK -0.09 0.15 0.12 -0.06 -0.09 -0.03 0.01 0.00

p & 61% 0% 2% 67% 41% 79% 90% 99%

% 36 421 389 54 93 95 89 57

EIF tb | fHEAMREL 0.03 -0.27 -0.12 -0.01 0.11 -0.08 0.09 -0.03

p & 86% 0% 2% 96% 29% 42% 41% 85%

% 36 421 389 54 93 95 89 57

£ 3 FPOBER LKL OBR (RTHFE)
Table 3 Relationships between FP elements and other variables (Enhancement)

" , e | ATHED O EfEER =T 4rr TAL EIN
KM LR PASE THRE TR TR TR TR
EI kb FEEAfR 5K 0.02 -0.04 -0.07 0.34 -0.06 0.01 0.09 -0.38
p & 87% 28% 9% 14% 49% 88% 26% 4%
Jlasg 52 606 562 20 147 151 148 29
EO tk FHBER S -0.20 0.02 0.05 -0.39 0.05 -0.03 -0.03 0.49
p & 15% 63% 21% 9% 57% 68% 72% 1%
Jlasg 52 606 562 20 147 151 148 29
EQ kt FHBER S 0.34 -0.13 0.17 0.36 -0.19 0.12 0.11 -0.39
p & 1% 0% 0% 11% 2% 14% 16% 4%
Jlasg 52 606 562 20 147 151 148 29
ILF kb FEEAfR 5K -0.16 0.14 0.04 0.43 0.07 -0.10 0.08 0.30
p & 26% 0% 37% 6% 39% 22% 31% 12%
Jlasg 52 606 562 20 147 151 148 29
EIF kb FH AR5 -0.01 0.03 0.11 -0.36 -0.08 0.16 -0.16 -0.01
p & 92% 53% 1% 12% 36% 5% 5% 96%
Jlasg 52 606 562 20 147 151 148 29
BN EP b | FHESMR %K 0.07 -0.06 -0.11 -0.58 -0.02 0.15 -0.33 0.48
p & 62% 12% 1% 1% 77% 6% 0% 1%
Jlasg 52 606 562 20 147 151 148 29
JEW FP b | FHESMR %K -0.10 0.06 0.09 0.56 -0.01 -0.14 0.34 -0.40
p & 49% 15% 3% 1% 87% 8% 0% 3%
{455 52 606 562 20 147 151 148 29
HilBs FP Lb | FHESFR %X 0.10 0.02 0.15 0.36 0.14 -0.01 0.00 -0.25
p & 47% 64% 0% 12% 9% 87% 97% 19%
{455 52 606 562 20 147 151 148 29

BRI CTH 5. MHBERBOIMETHED 02 ZBA TWDE NYET D WRENDNH 5.

BEKRETRY. FHEBEROSE, EIF & EEEOHEE
FREDF, MEXHEA 0.2 22 Tz, RFEBREOLE,
EO L, EQ bt & K%k D HBEMRE OMEXHEDS 0.2 Z#8 2 T
Wie. F, RFBROGEOAFHIS LB, EBE,
HiBR FP bk & RMAER, EpEME, BRRHE & OMBRE S/
Shote. T72bb, &, AN, WL FP EHE LD
BRI I REAIZTR < 2208, —HBD FP B2 & OBIE S A
bhbEWnWxsd., Zoh, FP O EFZ2 THET L O
HERE LCTHWDZ L2k, HAICE > U THRE
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33 FIELRLDOMR

VT U TREOEKTROLERLE, FP OFAEFEL O
Bt &R 2, R 3T, RTBBOBE, 5B TR
LEATREEO T — 2 M o TR I e~ TRz A
ol Enh, TRHDOT—XIIHRY RNH D (FE
DR DO BN SIWESNT-T =2 ThH D) AREER S 5.
F T, RSFBEOEAICHOWTIE, kiR 2 >OTRHIT
SrRrRtgat & L.

PR OLGA, BA TR & Bl L OMERHEA 0.2 % 4
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# 4 FPOKEHRLE DT IV AL OME
(CHTABA%)

Table4  Relationships between FP elements and
categorical variables (New development)
; 7—% 77 v b e
e >y T e PAYE =5
El kb 0.37 0.41 0.21 0.37
EO kb 0.22 0.19 0.16 0.22
EQ it 0.22 0.13 0.15 0.23
ILF kb 0.23 0.06 0.16 0.16
EIF tt 0.36 0.24 0.18 0.35

£ 5 FPORERLNT IV EKE OBER
(PRSFBAJE)

Table 5  Relationships between FP elements and

categorical variables (Enhancement)
7 —% AN

SR g oAl S
El tt 0.48 0.29 0.35 0.36
EO Lt 0.20 0.16 0.15 0.23
EQ it 0.36 0.22 0.21 0.36
ILF tt 0.34 0.18 0.15 0.22
EIF Lk 0.40 0.22 0.29 0.31

T\, REFBRFEOYA, BANFP L, ZR FP e T X
b LREEL & DR BRI DAEHED 0.2 ZE A Tz, Y7
N =T OEENZWES, TA N TREROEESHEMNT S
ZEIIAHEATHD. B FP LET A N TRRIEBEADO
BIThsOIX, B FPEEAKREZ WS, A FP A/ S
X BDBIOTHDLHEZZBND. ZNUOLORERLD, KRl
Z5W FP HEICBALTIE, T A FITREOTERES V&L
ORREMENRD B .

34 EHTIVEHEOBER

FP OXHERLE ¥R DR T Y B L OB %
£ 4, R SITRT. K 4T, £ 5 ITRTHED
BAETHD. ML 03 2B THWHHEEZ KT TRT.
TRAFBASE DA, AR & 4B 0O BEE AN BRI TR D o 7
FOMOHT IV BT, FHBRE, RFRBEORE &
b, —HO FP BERILZRE, FFICBEENRL o,
IO END, FP OK BRI L¥EME OBRIT, TRED
MEXTHDEVRD. £, FPOKERLLEZOMDO AT
Y EHOBEII A E L TR R olc 2l D, FP O
FEFELEZNOO () EHORZRLT LT LT L
WwWEEZLHND.

EBIT, BhN - ZEFH - Bk FP bbb ¥MICEENRH 5
MEIMEHENDDHT=DIZ, ZNoOFMELERDZ. %
DOFER, ZhZh 035, 034, 018 L7pof=. ZDZ M
D, BEOEMTIIETENL Y, Eiddn &) ke
PEEEL< RnEBZLLND.
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# 6 Analogy i CTHWAT —&tE > b
Table 6 Dataset used on the analogy based prediction

A=V T =T
P my mj2 my; my
D2 mzp mz2 T my; o my
Di mi; mi; mj; o mij;
y43 My M2 C My o My

4. YI2boz770ozH +FA

4.1 BRI FREE

ERAICTR Y =7 PORSE (BWE, W, =28 %
TRF D 720Iz, HEUFHHT & BRI EES < FHITIER
IRKHWDHN TV D, AT TR E LTHREZR
AT 5. DEETIE, EEEICE-S < TR B W TR
T5 (LEABLVICHWD Z L &AFRE LTHAT D).

FuYx s MEABPEICHE S THREMB Y (Analogy )
1, FHIS—AHEFE (Case Based Reasoning; CBR) (ZHE5
W= RAED Y FIETH D, CBRIZA THFED /3B THFE S
NTEZRMEBR D= DIFETH Y, Shepperd H[10]23
CBR 27 b =770y bOBBEIERELYIC
WHTHZ L Z2E L. CBR T, EahiBEOR
Blodha s, RIEZ MR L2 WEHREOES L EE L= b 0
ML, ZoffikI7iE%EEA T 5. CBR O L 255 %
JE TERLL 7 R L iR kA R o T D) &
WO HLDOTHBDH. Analogy ETIE, FUT Aoy =V b

(BAF RO G TR 7 EORER BV e T = 7
M, TE D AWVICREE RS THAHH EWIHREL,
e Y7 hOTHICESWTCHSE T o Y22 FOT
¥EREL 5.

Analogy {EIZ X2 THAFEL Y TIE, £ 6 ISR T kxI1T
FlckEnNdT—4ty b2 AHELTHWDS., K, p;
FiFHOTe Y=Y FERL, myldTaY =7 kp®Dj
FRHOERAERT. T7obb, 137w y=s b, JINE
BERLTNWD, ZZITp, ZRAMLOIIBROT Y 27 b,
Ma % My, DZFES VAL T 5. Analogy 1EIC & 2 TE RAE
H0IE, LLFOFIEIZHES TIThbihls.

1. AWCERDEEROMBLEF—T 5. RFRTIIE
Homy OERACS B my ZHHET DB, LLFoR
ZAWT, BEOMIERE, IIICHiZ 5.

, m,.j—mm(mj)
m[j:

()

max (mj )— min (mj)

Z 2T, max(m) & min(mj)li%ﬂ%\‘ﬂj%‘éﬁ@?éﬁ@
WK, BMEEZERT. ZOFRFIER, HigkE: A
T LRI VBN D FED 1 2 THH[11].

2. REbORITw s b op, LTS b op,
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& OFEE sim(p,, p)ERDD. p, & pi DR OEK %
WHETDH 2007 MVEERRL, X7 MDD d
AOaYA AW TEBELFHET S, AL Xt
STuVl b p, O TaT s b p & OFEPE
Sim(pg, p) % IR L - TRHET 5.

> oty —avg (' o', —ave (') (2)

JeM, M,
: :
> (m U7“Vg(m /))
jeM, M,

T
IITM, EMITENENRT 0T 2T b p, & op CTRE
Hlshie CRRED) ZHOEGERL, avg(m’ )L
FBOEHOVEEEERT . sim(p,, p)DIEIKIL[-1, 1]
Thbd.

3. FEBUE sim(p,, p)EANT, 7=l b p, OEKD
REL VM, Z5HET 5. RBFZETHE, RED D
HERIC, YrYzs FOBBERMIET 5 amp(p,, p)
e U7 B CME L) 51T 9 [12].

> (my, xamp(p,, p;)xsim(p, p,))

A iek—nearestProjects (3 )
m, =

‘ > sim(p,.p;)

iek—nearestProjects

sim (p p

My “
Z 2T median \FHREEER L, my, mild7my =7
b po & pi DIBIRE DL 2R

42 FHEBRE

FHIET N ORE ML & LT, AE, MRE (Magnitude

of Relative Error)[3], BRE (Balanced Relative Error)[8]? 3 D

DIHEDOEEIE & P fliZ A7z, BRVEHE O ERIE % x,

THfEZ 2 & 32L&, ENENORIEIZLLTORIZLY

kdohs.

amp (p,.p,) = median (—

AE =[x~ 4] )
MRE = ©
X
M’)’e_x> (7)
BRE =4 % 4
2 i ox<0
N x < )

FNTNOEBEOEN/ NS NITE, FRESENEWN &
ZoRT. ERKPIIZIE MRE W XSERNE & OMXFEAETH D L
Wz 5. =L, MREIXIBRTHNCK L, 7o /NT R
P72 D L WO RIED S 5. (TR 0 2L Eo) @A
LY OHE, MREIIRKTS LTy by (B2
%mmﬁlmoﬁ%%@mﬂO@%éAMEilkﬁé)
F ZCAMZE T, BT EED TRl E ST R K EE
ﬁfbh%MT%émw%ﬁﬁbfﬁﬁfa
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5. FRIERE R

FERCII KM, BR%E TH, TE BMZEKE Lz, FP
DEFEFZROTHREEICK T 2R 21D H0IC, LT
D 4 DDOFALEBOMABE LTI FREITo

a. FP, W7V FARSHERL), FPOLESRE
b. FP, BT VLK

c. FPOH
d. FP, FP DK EHF (FP O/KEZ 42 7 3V EBHORK
KL LTHWS LHFE)

FRFFICIXV—T U7y MEEZBEHL, %E%%Wﬂﬂ‘éﬁf
EREH UL, EHE —2BUE KRR O FRIOSHAT 4, T
%,Iﬁ@?w®%éiskbt.ﬁk,%%l%@?@
[ZOWTIESCHR[7] 72 & TIThh TV 5.,

FHEERZE 7IORT. 428 CTd~/7=L 92, BRED
EHE L FREICERCER L, TS RNOHEE KR
FORT.

REaET R BRI BSRTF OGS, AN FP, &
T 2 Y B OMAE DE O (b) ISR LI E 2 7.
BARFEBINH I OEE, BRE FYIEITHAZEEL FP O &
RO —2 (¢) B bi&<. BRE FRAHIX FP, FP ®
KBERERANTZr—2 () BEbEIPoTZ. b ORR
Mo, KMpEO TR OEE, FP O EFEEBALSE LT
HAWBEZEICLY, BENREED LFLTLHENZIR.
72720, 2 ETRLIEEDIE, KK THIZHW 2T —%
e ARV ! ,F%@ﬁﬁ@%ﬁbétbmm,éE
RABDMBUETHD.

THITHI: BARFERI2AMEF OB S, FP, FP OFEF &
HEHE LTHWS E (d), BRE OE¥IE L FR{Ei ik b
IhNEL Ipo T, BAREERINFHH OGS T HRIERIZ, FP, FP
DHEBEHEARALKE LTHWD L (d), iRm0k
NEL otz

THAMEL Y BRI HEOLS, FP, 47 I VE
5, FP OFEFE DAL E L THWA & (a), BRE DY
Bl L FREN R BN E L oo, BRI BMRSTF OB A
THRERIZ, FP, 77 T U EH, FP O/ EELZHHALL L
LCTHWS E (a), HEMTRRENEL 2o

EBRFER LY, HEMIC X2 THZAVDIEE, SAE
BIZ FP OBEFEEEHDHZ LIZLY, THE THO RN
BMLTIETREENSEL Z NG TEEE0E 5.

R BREMRAE RITEMT 508, K@D amp(p,, p)DitHE
REIZ FP D 7% AW GG (— R BI72 amp(p,, p) DM FIE),
FP OEHEE MW Wihe (ko FRITE) LHRL T,
FHIKEEDME o7, 2D Lb, FP OFBEHITEL O
TrYxs FOREE GEEEHER) ICXEBIRR D oTZD
Tix72 <, amp(py, p)DFHFEISEN RN B > 12 ATREMER H
2.
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K 1 SHEBOMAEDE & THKE & ORG
Table 7 Relationships between prediction accuracy and combinations of explanatory variables
HAIZ % | PHFERLA] A AEPYIE AETR{E MREVXfE  MRE PORAE  BREVIE  BRE TR{E

a 6.8 3.0 148% 74% 205% 138%
e b 59 2.3 142% 85% 214% 113%
R c 5.4 33 141% 73% 280% 153%
" d 7.1 2.6 220% 73% 264% 85%
NG a 7.7 6.4 341% 73% 375% 154%
i b 8.6 59 372% 115% 402% 179%
w1 c 5.7 4.5 170% 81% 195% 111%
d 5.0 3.5 175% 75% 224% 108%
a 4.3 2.2 113% 61% 141% 70%
ey b 59 23 203% 52% 224% 69%
c 34 2.0 82% 54% 207% 99%
T d 2.9 1.8 87% 45% 109% 62%
’ a 6.0 3.0 100% 50% 115% 66%
i b 6.8 3.2 111% 51% 125% 71%
» c 4.8 2.8 75% 53% 150% 88%
d 4.3 2.6 85% 50% 102% 71%
a 2156 941 140% 54% 174% 79%
Ry b 2789 1060 199% 58% 225% 75%
o c 2605 1329 174% 66% 230% 109%
¥ d 2578 1362 175% 64% 220% 103%
a 3182 1521 145% 52% 186% 69%
i b 3684 1685 173% 53% 198% 70%
» c 3967 2056 157% 68% 261% 134%
d 3435 2067 189% 69% 231% 118%
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