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Abstract: The low maintainability of program source code is an issue studied as code smell, evolvability
defect, or technical debt. Evaluation of such issues is usually automated by measuring code metrics and
interpreting the measured values by thresholds. An important action to make automatic evaluation precise
is customization of thresholds by machine learning with training-data. However, gathering training-data
of non-functional-defective structural issues needs manual inspection. Moreover, conventional methods to
derive thresholds do not always interpret redundancy and non-orthogonal relations (e.g., trade-off) among
metrics. Consequently, you might not obtain precise evaluation criteria even if you gather training-data in
exchange for time of busy experts. In this paper, we defined a practical framework to customize evaluation
criteria of the understandability of source code. In particular, we gathered a small amount of training-data
by experts’ manual inspection, and derive interpretation models and thresholds considering non-orthogonal
relations among metrics by a classification-tree learning. In the experiments with source code files of embed-
ded C++ systems developed by a company, we measured the F-measure, which indicating the accordance
of manual inspection and automatic evaluation, and then compared classification-tree learning algorithm
C5.0 with conventional methods (the percentile, Alves’ method, Bender’s method, and the ROC curve-based
method).
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Fig. 1 Example of a simple interpretation against two metrics.
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BEET
| mmnL pas e

[}ﬁ%%w"&@aﬁm

X4 5EARICEBBRET VO

Fig. 4 Example of an interpretation by Classification-Tree.
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Fig. 5 Overview of our framework.
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BOLGEIIIZOMBICRY ) 5. 728 ZITHEIZOW
TIE, Ho TV AHERED®E ) I — F L&) LT ie
EHRoPLENIE) LAV H L. T, HEAERKI—F
RFAPa—F, MVCIZBIFAarba—527 5 A%T
FFFMEEE I EV AR T VI E QAL N TS [42]. B
MAZBEHT2BOFE LT, hbna— FEFiste
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Metricl = Tl
Metricz = T2 = "B Ll"
] 4 Else S mEsY”
i T3 | Else

"""""% """"""""" 412

Wetric1

Metric2

Metric2 = T3 2 “fi#ExLl"
Else > HEESHY"

8 HIFIBERS IR B85 — >~
Fig. 8 Interpretation pattern: Stairs.

HEFET
‘FIMAL" b2 B EE

J “MEERY b Ls A

Metric2

hietric 1

9 CHIBIBESICZEM L& e B X8 —

Fig. 9 Interpretation pattern: Isolated area.

LCEHMldRIC L Vi ICT BT D, HillaodH %
HTCEDEIIIESTOVLIDPERATALZELTE L.
X 9 (FHBIEFRHFIEFRICRH U ABFH» HB/N% —
CERRT. RPTICHEEENZE DD 2 LTS
B, 2 L7-ENCES T A a— FORMYY, 20a 7
FAMIBWTERWZDDEDD, HBiliT—5DILTH
BT T THAEDLDTHLPIFEETRETH 5.
BEOWEE, BRETAPFE LI TF X Fofioy 7+
TITICE o THLTWRWENDH L (HFEHOENS
Hb).

3.3 ERFIEOFM

Tea OPHUARIFHIN G E T 5V 7 by 2 TERORE
WIS ICEATEETH A, AECIditlk % iR
L7202, FHliROEEN Y — A= K7 74 IVOBEE
BT 2 EETFIEZ FHHT 5.

3.3.1 Stepl) A>T F X MIRD VT b7z TEDER

o [HFHIERICBVWTa— FOHBEMEZEA L2V >

FEANEBEEL, FOaUTFFXFAMRRETLY T
Fy T (RyFv—2) EHAETS.

HOAARBLG A Y 74 GO B R Z ERICH Y
B - RS E LTV AHEETIE, EWwaryTFFA DY 7
MY 27 HEBEINRT L, XU Fv—T2HELR TV
EEZLND.

Z D Step THEEE L7z Fv—2I3FEH Lo 7%
AN EMRETL—HT, oar7x A ETIILT
C— IR SR, FD, s OFRLATEL L
7oA AR, W0 T ar g I v SEEET T r—
YAYRAAL YDV T I 2T TOAEET L LR
ETh. FOB, TV =33y KAL ORIz
WCE B AR ICHT S 5 b0 §5. ar T ¥
A b DR D E J D BARL & FHE IS DWW T AR D
METH 5.
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&2 GQM ETNVOH : Goal (HEE), Question (E[MH), Metrics (M%)
Table 2 GQM model: Goals, Questions, and Metrics.

Goal Question Metrics

T 7 AINWVHAL A MY 7 ADFH

FUN T 7 ANVNTERSINTWSLEZDE. Number of Function definitions D,

G a— 25
AURSE I 2/
nThh, B%E

Ql:774NVD
BB OmI3HY)

ELOC

T 7 ANVADT— FiTH%, WHEEFTO FERUNOIT 2R L 20582720 D
THh, WBEINLDIXET, T A2 MT, FELOADIT, EHES O ARDITE
7 T& 4. Executable LOC D%,

HIZ & o TRRSE
= M_O R N AveDN | 7 7 A VHNOR%D DN OFFfE. Average of DN D,
UHENZ L. Q2 BH DL ~ oy
B 5 o MaxDN | 7 7 A VADEED DN Oz kfli. Maximum of DN O,
7 AveCC | 7 74 VADEED CC OFIHfE. Average of CC DR,
’ MaxCC | 7 74 VHDOREED CC O KfE. Maximum of CC DR,

g1 ALY —AI—FKA M) 7R

Table 1 Basic metrics of the source code.

AR A |

LOC A= FT7 7 ANOIHE, T2 Y MIREITLEDT
¥z 72H . Lines Of Code DI,
DN HBHBIZOWT, ZOHHI 7O —D A A DRSS DR
Kii. * A bDH 5 EF &AL DI if, for, while,
do, switch Zfil L TW A& & 9 4. Depth of
Nest D,
cc HHEBIONVT, ZoH A rua~vT 1 v 7
J& [50]. R THIE 7 0 —ofEof+1] &
7% . Cyclomatic Complexity DI,

F 72, 0SS (Open Source Software) & E¥EPY 7 b«
T LTS L ORHHD A M) 7 A THATA R BN H
b EDHEDH B0 [43], 0SS ENRXVF I =T IZHDD
Bald, FELTHREESERETH L.
3.3.2 Step2) J1— FFHEID GQM EFIVDEHE

o PRATUEDEHM FiES, RTF LORMED Y — 4 - 7

YU yEEBEICLT, HIAVTFAMIBWT
I— FEFHIi T 2BOBmE X M) 7 AR ERTS.

I— K& ED L) IZFHMET 5 22 1d, Goal-Question-Metric
(GQM) EFNVTEFKT D L5002\ [44]. BRI
&, T2 = F»500 23 <, HABEIZE > TRTEDS
W2 k| ZHE (Goal) &L, ERAEKICOWTHEENY
M (Question) %7k}, FEMICNIET 2720 DOHE T
(Metrics) #EFT 5. 72k 21E, 79X (774)) »F
HOEBEPRETE 20D, LW EMzZRITZS,

— Metricy . 7 7 A VHNOEEEZR.

— Metricy . 7 7 4 IVD I — FI7H.
Loz A MY 7 ARSI TR GQM E7 VTl
M TIRERL TV ARVWDT, Koo a s 5% 2
MIFHATAHZERFRTEL, Ble LT, e A WL
TEZELZEBN A NI 722K 112, GQM ETF V%
K2R

FRH 9 % Question % Metrics DEFEE L T BRI,
V7 by T B A O EBEHAE R [45), FERIMERFEO 5
B (10], T—FRAX VDI — 2 [46], [47], BEFFO GQM

© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

ETI 48], 49) EDBEII R L. TN OAFRAYHHL A

WIS RGEBEEA M) 7 AZEITNTVDLIDOT, REW

BADBZIT BRI ZEHE L 72 WIHH 28l L T A

T AXTRETHD.

3.3.3 Step3) FAVAEINICL B X M) T ZETE

e GQM EFNTERZLA M) 7 AZMET S, W%
RN FT =7 IZEINEKE)—AT—F 774
VET 5. HIEY — IV OREREIZM D 7% v,

BAREIE LT, REWNL Y — AT — FEgWFENY — LT
& % Understand OB % 343, Understand 13D 7
075375 (C/Cr+, C#, Java ) X nLTH
D, IR A rax T 4y JHEMERIETRTH L.
ARNY 7 ZEMIZTCSV 77 A Ve LTHITE S, &
72, APTZHWIEHE A MY 7 ZAOWEDAHETH 5.

B, WY -V EFHET AT, SEEo 2 b
) 7 ADWEARRIER T RETH 5. /2L 21, Integer
L String EDOT) I T4 T TASHZ B, WERTA T
FZVD7 TABER DD, WRHTHRAMAFREROEZ S
PR DIGENH L. 2, TR a7 000
B Wo 727 7 A VERTER L CRE T REZR X b
7 ANZONTYH, BHHOWE Y — VRSN TW DY
EODHALTORRITEETRETH 5.

3.3.4 Stepd) LE 1 —R7 7 1 ILD:EIR

o RUFX—=U L LV T NI LTHENL DY —A
I—=F77AVEHHL, RO Stepd THOLF A/¥—
MIEBLE2—D%ET 5.

Ry FR—IBEOLE 2 — 138 L, RoNHFpT
BT — 2 205 ENPENE L L. TOMML, B
FICEoTERAS VA FETHIF A= T 0L
LWV ZIZ[10], €D L) BT F Z8— MTIIfEAL D
BHEFLLTVI[36] 5 TH 5.

MHETREX 77 A LOHIZONTIEW L DD H A
&% . Rahaman S IIHEM»ORIEN & L L TEMEKD
5% 5 20% & 2% L T\ % [51]. F 7z, Fontana 51 100
HHRETH 2= FAX VO FEIZBWTEH TH - 72

*3 Understand: http://www.scitools.com/
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EHELTWA [34]. 100 & W) Bl —RAKE WA, K
BBV 7 by = 7 CRIEEL 7 7 A Vst s i Tw
LA H AL, ERFEMN LI L TV E LW, 77,
RUFFEDEBFRERZRIHIT S L, 22 MO T — 5
THBELEATY, 80/83—k 2 ¥ AV X 1) BB HE)
FHili &2 BT & 72,

MBS RET 7 ANDONEIEIHNAY A AL BT
B, EO XD BTk &0 ERN % i ARE OB 2%
FTHMEHS LTI R, 200, Bl sEL LT
FISSHLREATEN RS 2 e T A b L L7z, BARBIILIT
DEBYVTH L., BHEOFMIISHOPETH 5.

o WEEBMTIL, 774NV % T V¥ LITERT 5.

e Fontana H OHFZETIL [34], BEEY — )V (iPlasma %)
2 &) MEER OB AR AAL., S5, AFT
LU o —TREARRICR D L) I2T v oIk L 72,

o KIFFETIE, WIIMEDHLAK B, (R ORFERR
LTV 720D EE o TV AEHD Y 7 F o x
TYATLAERRFE L, LT, AFCTLE2—T
R B BIRT A0, ST L a7 ANE R
HMLTWEH T AT ATEREE L, &fzlS, #i
Ty DIEFIEABIORY 2R S5 2 L2 BN
L, MDD AT E G WETZ FRESEATWAS &
MESNLEY TV AT 2B AR L 72,

3.3.5 Step5) TXRX/X— MILBLE1—DEM

e GQM E TNV D% Question #F = v 7 A MHEH &
LT, 77 ANEIZFAN— LY 2L—T 5,

e % Question [22WT, §7 74 NIT &I “MEHY”
A SR LY OWT R EET 5.

IFAN—PELTIEI Y FF A MRS L7220
HEREHEBS I SAEDLW. MED7 74V % NED
Question TL ¥ 2 —F 25451218, MATNHIOT—7)L
ERERE L CRETAI LIRS,

MEOF M ZEICHR Y 7517 5 2 & 25 L W E12E,
ARG % S 8BV HOPEWIRL) 2T, 5B
2100 A ETHRAL T Lv, LY 2 —RICHBIIC
ICEITE S,

3.3.6 Step6) NFEAFZICLZHENETILEBMEDEH

o DHARFETNITYALIZEY, A M) 7 AHEBD
JEFRE T RS 5.

e %% Question |ZDWT, FNEIHVACERT 5.

C4.5 RHNOSFARFE 7V T X L 3EHO KBRS
CBWTEEBI RSN TV S, RFETIRIHEESE
RCEEINTVES C5.0 7TIVITY XL%EFW7,

N D Question 73 % B 5121E, N HOFRE T IV %
WERT Db, ZOHNTIE, 4D Question &
CICHET A X M) 7 AOEBEREEE LoD, iRk
ETFIVEMETE L, BFETIE, BHED Question & F
TPWPZRBERITEZE L T iy, Z OHIROEN Rk

© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

IOV TIRAHOBEEE L7zw,

3.3.7 Step7) ZLUMDER

o IVTFAMIFFLVWHEESCHEAEHE LR,
WET NV DL HEEFHERT 5.

o LLIAATELVWNEDYE, LLEiD Step 206 DX
DiE LA 5.

AVTFAMGELVHEECHEERELZRLALT L
T, BT L7 — 2 IE TN WERERD &0 72iE s
T& 5% [30], [31]. HEHGREY C/RERD B 5 ifkam w5 7201
i, UTO200EENERETH L EEAITEZT-.

— VEREFREE © O — FOHEREMEAZF A N—- DL Ea—
MR —FLTwrEAVIERLEIN TRV EL
R E LIC .,

— WAL ERET IV (GFEAK) 2T FAMOE TR T
b, FFEEZEM IO T AET— 5 L OMICERIE
[ERRINE: A P N

VEREFRIZ 12 DO \W T, Precision, Recall, Ffi (F1 &
bIFIEN ) %% “HED N OT 7 A VEREEE R L
TEHHET 2. AU FHEOFELE ) LIOWTIEHHE L #
EREWEHELZZNL = P 70O TH 5720, B
FEHREATH IS U CHMT 5. 728 21X, HHEIMEL
THOBMEEIEH AL, MEMEPTOBLIENLISH 510h
DK L 728 PHN CIRIEE R . —H T, HEEN
= THBEEEPRCGAIL, BEEP ORI 7%
Wb DIz, BREESECEENS.

HALICDOWTIE, & LA REWICEL A M) 2
A2 T %6, 6 269 DX ) RHAERTE 5.
CORIZA M) 7 AMEBOFAR ZERQT, HRETIV
CRMEONEIN R T F A PO EDORRIITL L %
WhEER T ABICHIH T 5. FERTNED BARML & 55,
SRS 3 DU EOGE ORI RR UL T DWW T
FAROMETH 5. #alHNTERE R (2B T contour [
R ggplot2 /¥ v 7 — T D geom_tile BI¥r % v iLiE, H
BEHEc B 5 “FIED D & HER LY OBERYED 4
TR A ELETE S,

T/, ik LREEHAS ) FihomiERKRICL D,
BT — & DR AME O EEYGE 125 L T B 0 & ffERR
THILLMEMOBICIIEHTH L. b L, g (FHES)
DFEDNS WVIGEITIE, BT — & VR ASI0 4 B 2 i
MELTnEZ e, BMPEEDTF 2 —= 0 7T A2—%
PAEYTHHZ EEPHBE L TEROND. FIHEDY
G, BT — 5 2R Ll € b & SN 4 GG 2EME O 4
I —ZDFETHLURMELD D, AT — & DIERIC
BWToOBlEZ BT L2 H0ERTH L REEND 5.

4. EBAHE
4.1 BE
Fa OB ADOERMEE T 5 72012, 2 FIHO IR
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&3 NTV—IHBEOEY (CH+ D ARIEERTHIM)
Table 3 Descriptive numbers of our initial benchmark. (C++

parts are mainly used in this study).

VI b =T C SEkDI> C++Dsr
(YAT7L8) | 774V #HLOC | 774V  #LOC
Sysl 79 24,956 502 154,004
Sys2 86 28,272 586 181,163
Sys3 81 42,237 319 47,938
&t 246 95,465 1,407 383,105

TRQ1 25 RQ3 ICHLY HLAT.

e RQL: A DHHMAMIZLY, EHAYLEMILIEZES
nabn?

o RQ2: VEOHEMT—5 % AN ELZETY, 58
AR LD GER O BMEE T 1002 TR 20 S
HHEZEHNTE 250 ?

e RQ3: %Hili7T— % 0L, HEIEHMIORBEIC L) P8
THH?

I—=F A M) 7 AMEBEZFAN=FILALALE2—D
MR, BRSO CHHALAR Y 7 by = T A M
L LT, 3FTHM L7z Stepl 25 Steps T THEJiT 5
Z & TR/

FEB% 1 TIX, Step6 & Step7 ZFfE9T 5 Z & T RQ1 IZHL
NHLATZ.

FBR 2 TlE, BEEHFEOMREL T 5 2 & TRQ2
25 RQ3ICHEUDHLAZ, i L72BESE I T o &
BN THAL., BT — 2R WFEIIOWTE, /75—
LUy A NVEEE Alves i FlV 7z, b ) #EH = v
HTFPICDOWTIE, Bender #: (WY 27 4 v 7 [\JGN—
2), ROC H#EE, C5.0 7NV TY X L% Hwiz.

I

42 F—Z+tvy b

I— FHEFHMEON S 2> 7 F X b e LT, /IMMAEE
OSBRI ORMAARY 7 by 2 THOME T T v b
7+ — & LTRERIICEHSE - RFLTVDY 7 b 27T
V=R (CH++) BEAL., FLT, 2T FAPOF
ELT—EDRYMDND D LEZ SN D EEOFRFERIC
BULEEEENTL3MEHOY 7 h7 =7 (Sysl, Sys2,
Sys3) Ny Fv =27 L GEAZ., INHHEIZONWT
BRI ICF LD BB, 320V T7 b 2T71EC/CH+
TEHSHEMEENTVRY, 77 A VESEOBLE AT
CH+DFH85% (1407/1653) & K&\,

4.3 GQM €7

LA THFARNTRIH) GQM ET IV %2 EFRT 5B
12X, A OBEDOWERRETH S GQM ET IV 2 TE L
L7248, [52]. A MU 27 ADKEEIX 7 7 4 VHALICH 2,
BFHED ) HLOFFIZT— FOSH ) LT R 31
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R FT— IRk

Subl~Sub3 Sys2 || Sys3

Hehi LFEE
W=z > R A ),

Alvesi® @

10 NYF v — 7L FEERIC BT AR T

Fig. 10 Benchmark organization and usage in our experi-

PEARFERT
LT XC5.0,

Bender i, @

ments.

HHLTHEED Question & X M) 7 2% L, —#%
Az 7z, KIFFETIEL YO 2 D0 Question & Z 4112
BT A A M) 7 A% ER & L CRMIFEE % F206 L7z,

e QL: 77 MIWDEBORZIFEYITHZI L ? 2
DDA MY 7 AEBEEMNITF. 77 A VN DOBEKE
#H (FUN) &7 7 A VNOFETH GO 3 — N1k
(ELOC) THh 5. X ¥ MrR2fT% 4T LOC Tl
%, INSEBITSELOC % & ) EFwEET
AN AELTERALZ. $£72, FUN 7 Q1 O3
EHELTIMALDIE, 77 A VOEBORY S DO
B9 % =3 Z28— b OBEERN 2 BT % G AL HE 12
KX X )b Lz Thb, & 21E, TIPS
W7 7 A VT O IEREATE I E S N T VWIS T
5, &5HVIIEKEREDS  TUITEY R IF R
HETLEVSTBESH Y ) 5.

e Q2: (771 IVAD) BHONEIF BT L VH?
42D A MY 7 A BEMIT72. 204 DB OH
M7O—ICTAH 200X N) 7 A%EFLEZLDT
HY, AANES (DN) LA 70<T 1 v 7 EHEE
(CC) D7 7 A VHAOFHE (AveDN, AveCC) -
AME (MaxDN, MaxCC) T&5. DN IZAA LD
RETHY, CCUETAru~T 1 v 7R [50] T
H5.

RO Question & X bV 7 ZOFEIZOWTIZE 1 &

F 2R,

44 IFXN—PMILBLEL1—DRER
WRIAVTFFAINDY T NI 2 THOT =277 F %I
WL, 10FE LOREREREFEOLF 28— 1 412
Iha—-Flrva—%2FE mEL. TOB, XVyF3x—270
TRTDTFANELFAN— FPL 2 —F 52 L I35
LWz, 3D 7 A5 4 (Subl, Sub2, Sub3) % L
Va—xge LTERELZ. FTLELTPNEERIL
TWALY TV AT AR L2, RIZ, #EiT— 5 DIE
BIEABDFY Z RS E2Z L2 EML, MEDDH A
& W E T & ARG ATWS EEENLY T AT
LR 3MEEE L7z, FEIC, K10 ISRTEH1L, ¥
TV AT LTI Sysl DARNP S DRE L o 72,
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K4 VTVRTLOPWEL TF A= ML D LY 2 — RO
Table 4 Descriptive numbers of subsystems and results of the

manual inspection.

o)) Q1 Q2
TV ATL | T ANV RLOC | MEDY  MEDDY
Subl 57 13952 17 14
Sub2 31 6926 11 11
Sub3 55 8875 32 20
&3 143 29753 60 45

LE2—DRERIZOWTIITR 4 12F & D72. % Question
IZOWCHIED ) LHESNE T 74 VT TFHUTTH Y,
Q1 Tl 42% (60/143), Q2 TIL 31% (45/143) TH - 7.

HB, F40%DT7 7 ANDED ) Lo TWBD, 4
DL E2—Tlda— FOFENEE EOME R ST
BY, ZOFMEIIREETT OV T N = T OFREEN A
BAEDL SEFEBICEER L TRV EIZEE LTI LW,

F72, TEANR—FE12ODT 7 A NI EKSE T
TLEa—LTHEY, RyFv—2r41k (1,4071H) ®)
H 43D 7 7 A NDL ¥ 2 — 2138 8 B Ao 72

4.5 FHlE%E

RIFFROEERTIE, HBOBMEEFEE LT 5720
OV Y L CFEx V. $77, EB2 O%Md
DB BT, &0 FE 2 98T D 72912 Precision &
Recall & w72,

FEQOHEDOEIZIE, 77 AUH “HMEHN” THDHZ
Ealptte B L CEIME L.

FEDMEEIZ (0.0, 1.0] TH D, 112350 T EHERED =
WZ k%57, FlEld Precision & Recall DA TH
%75, Precision (A5 ED A 7% &% FK L, Recall I21BFEE
DA% &% FT . BRTEE, T% A 85— bAY “RIEL LY
(Beth) EHELTVRIZE20b 5T, HEFHE TR
EHHELTCLES DO ERT L. BIEMEE, =X A
= M DPEEHIE L TV BIZd b 58, HEEEMT
R EBHE L CLE - b DR ERT 5. Bt b
BN ENEBEHMH O ) 22305, —fRKIZAWIZH
L— RN+ 7OBRIZH A Z EDHMLENTEY, RAEIC
Lo THRAMICTHMTAONPEET LnE ENTWVAS.

4.6 EEB1DFIE

3 FTHHH L 72 Step6 & Step7 ZFEfi L 72, Step6 Tld,
WMEMRMISFER O C50 /8y 7 —JI2& D, QL& Q2%
NENDOFHMH O HRZHESE L 72, Step? TIE, MEL
T EAROHNFEIIOWTHBEHLE 342 EL 5 ATk
L7z, 72, WEL720%AR T Sys2 & Sys3 ZafHifi L,
ZFORERIZOVTIHEEDHEEPS 74— KNy 7 %

157-.
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4.7 FR20OTFY 1L EFIE

FBR2 TIREI, #hEid Y FE 2 LBEEN T

a7z, A<, 7T —49 2000512138z 5

NEEWFEEINE Y =7y PELTHEEMT— 7 2 Hwiw

Fed e Lz, B BEELTFHE T 55

TH5h. C5.0 UADTHETIZ 22 HioH 1 THWLE

KNTA M) 7 ADFIRET IV 2 /L 72,

o HfiT—% EHVAVEEEL TS =ty L
%%, Alves 1.

o Hliid Y FH % H\v 4 BEEH T | Bender %, ROC
M, SEAEE 7 VT X4 C5.0.

F72, 10 WRT X )0, BEERFECS U CUT

DT—5% AN L7

o HfiT—5 EHVLRWFETIE, XrFv—7 i
HEONWTHEZ DL 2 LB —FTH L7280, 1407
WD CH+7 7 ANDRAN) ZAT—=5 % ATJE L7,

o Hfid ) FEHEMLFFLETIE, TFAN=FMILSD
LE2—0xf5E L7z 143D C++7 7 A VD X b
Vo AT—5 LT 5 % AJ1E L7

ZLT, #hid ) FrEEAVLFEIIO WL, 2he

M, DTO 3 50HAITOERE 100 [#E YKL, FHHE

rRERRE L7,

o B 1) 143 MO T— % 206 7218 (50%) % T~
FLERLCHERERE L, ROV ETANT—4 &
T 5.

o HUI2) FEMBMAS S H I 0% % T ¥ ¥ AFEIRL T
EBHCS, FORE, n OfEIX 10 225150, 5 4 A
T100 FTENGET S,

o HHI3Z) MHI3 DT ¥ & 28E TILIEL & AL
LD EEFNE L ICHEST S, F8 T — 5 IZIEH)
PABIO T LA L W12, 16 & &%
BCAHMMEDOERSTER WD, ST LEER L
[EAcR

F72, N—t 7 AV, Alves ik, Bender T,

VAT DORESEMEL TERET D7 BOERETEL S

NABMENE DL, F0720, KL TIRUTO X )12k

RLTENRENZXGT 5.

o W=ty AINEBDGIEIZ10 75—t FEfEEL
725 DT P10 &KL T 5.

o Alves EDTIEIZ 10 /85—t~ FEIBEL-DDIE AL0
LEKLT 5.

e Bender {05 15412 0.10 82 L 72 D1 B10 & &t
T 5.

5. EERFER

5.1 EER 1 DER
5.1.1 Step6 DFER
RSN 5HARE RO THHIL L72R R AR 12 &
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LHEARPLPae? B EhZFIE T
G L oveon || [N PERL 6z w

X “rAfEEY" oTvI “RAREH Y " bR W

11 12 X 13 DJLB
Fig. 11 Legend of Figs. 12 and 13.

180 -
o100 -
@}
1
N 50__
0-r g g . g g
] 5 10 15 20 25

FUN

12 Q1 2DV THESE L 7200 AR 2 W HiAL L 728t X
Fig. 12 Visualization of the Classification-tree for Q1.

B0 -
4]
o 40-
b
m
=0-
A T e S ]
0-1 ; g g g g
] 2 4 5] a 10

MaxDn

13 Q2 (2D THBEE L7250 4HR & TTARAL L 7oA X
Fig. 13 Visualization of the Classification-tree for Q2.

X 13 ISR L7z, F£72, SOOI BITE 71Ty MEIK
EERAOEREZR 11 2R L2, TOy PoRIRIEE
T7ANDIFAIN—MNIIALE2—DfFREELTE
D, “X7 & “O” 28 “M@EH 1" & “MER L HHKT 5.
F72, BRBEHIMOMMRET VERLTBY, %»
JRAL LRI S D7 L “REL L A BT 5.
RESE L 20 HARD T F A P R—Z2DEBUILTOHNE &
oz,
o Q1) 77 ANVDIH) BEBWRETE LV ?
If(FUN < 6)
IF(ELOC < 19): [ L
ELSE : M b
Else
IF(ELOC < 71): [z L
ELSE : M b
o Q2) 7 7 A NVHNDOBEEMIHEHEST v ?
IF(MaxCC < 7): [H#7% L
ELSE : M b
Q1 OEARIZ FUN & ELOC DIEE A 7 BEFR I 12 R
#5250k % -7, FUNOfEIZE LT, ELOC Tld 2
DOBMEDH T SN TWS. Q2 DA TIE MaxCC
DHEFAVELN, D 32D A 1) 7 ZZEIENT.
5.1.2 Step7 DiER
Ql & Q2 DHFARDHEIZOWTRIFIHYSE 34 (Hbii
T IERETIE ) ERIREA N 24T L, £
DN —EDFUMNNH D 2 EZMERLZ. QL & Q2D
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