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Abstract: To learn from past software development projects, this paper proposes a method to extract a small set of typical software
projects from a given (possibly large) software project data set. The method assumes a situation where a project manager wants to

refer to a minimum set of past projects for the purpose of software development effort estimation.
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_ID Language Hardware Duration KSLOC AdiFP EffortMM
1 1 1 17 2536 12171 287.0
2 1 2 7 405 507.3 825
3 1 3 15 4500 23068  1107.3
4 1 1 18 2144 788.5 86.9
5 1 2 13 4499 13376 336.3
6 1 4 5 50.0 4213 84.0
7 2 4 5 430 99.9 232
8 1 2 11 200.0 993.0 130.3
9 1 1 14 2890  15929]) [ 1160 ]

Cm 1 1 5 39.0 240.0 72.0 >

11 1 1 13 2542  1611.0] ( 2587 )
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# 2. fit-fit & fit-test DFARIFEZE D=

fitfit fittest fiffit—fittest
99 0.288 0.288 0.000
58 0.284 0.284 0.000
o7 0.280 0.280 0.000
56 0.278 0.276 0.002
55 0.277 0.271 0.006
54 0.278 0.267 0.011
53 0.274 0.262 0.013
52 0.272 0.260 0.012
51 0.261 0.258 0.003
50 0.258 0.257 0.001
49 0.259 0.256 0.003

#£3. HIBRENZ7 v Y =7 M(fit-test 1)
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59 588 0 9520
37 92 0 840
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