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Comparisons of NN-Filter and Project Selection

SOUSUKE AMASAKI ™! and Kazuya KawaTafl

Cross-company defect prediction studies proposed two types of data selection methods:

module-selection and project-selection methods.

owever, they have not been compared in

detail in terms of predictive performance. In the workshop, we would like to discuss a way to
selecting project data for better cross-company defect prediction.
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=% TIANE ARAOHA (%)
ant-1.3 125 16
arc 234 11
camel-1.0 339 3
ivy-1.1 111 57
jedit-3.2 272 33
log4j-1.0 135 25
lucene-2.0 195 46
poi-1.5 237 59
redaktor 176 15
synapse-1.0 157 10
tomcat 858 8
velocity-1.4 196 75
xalan-2.4 723 15
xerces-1.2 440 16
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