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Table 1 Variables used in the analysis
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Table 2 Relationships between FP elements and other variables (New development)
- . EEE] PR ERR a—F47 T A b BA

T e T Y [k DRt T

EI it FHBIER$ -0.01 0.15 0.07 -0.08 -0.07 0.17 -0.14 0.30

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

5 36 421 389 54 93 95 89 57

EO it | tHBILREKL -0.01 0.00 -0.01 -0.08 0.04 -0.04 0.14 -0.18

p fE 96% 97% 81% 59% 69% 71% 20% 18%

1% 36 421 389 54 93 95 89 57

EQ b | tHBILREK -0.12 0.08 0.11 0.04 -0.06 0.11 -0.13 0.01

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

% 36 421 389 54 93 95 89 57

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

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

% 36 421 389 54 93 95 89 57

EIF (b | HHBILREL 0.03 -0.27 -0.12 -0.01 0.11 -0.08 0.09 -0.03

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

% 36 421 389 54 93 95 89 57

£ 3 FPOKER LKL OBEMR (PRTHFE)
Table 3 Relationships between FP elements and other variables (Enhancement)

% » — ERE] PR a—F47 T AR EEUN
e e T T TR THE  TRE
El It FEEAfR %K 0.02 -0.04 -0.07 0.34 -0.06 0.01 0.09 -0.38
p fE 87% 28% 9% 14% 49% 88% 26% 4%
Plasog 52 606 562 20 147 151 148 29
EO Lk 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% 2% 1%
Plaszg 52 606 562 20 147 151 148 29
EQ Lkt 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%
Plamq 52 606 562 20 147 151 148 29
ILF Lt FHEAfR %5 -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%
Plamq 52 606 562 20 147 151 148 29
EIF it FHEAfR % -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%
Plamq 52 606 562 20 147 151 148 29
BN FP L | FHESREK 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%
Plamq 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%
Plasg 52 606 562 20 147 151 148 29
Bk FP bt | FHEAfREL 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%
Plasg 52 606 562 20 147 151 148 29
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BB IL AR 7oA, —H o FP E5E & OREN
bIBLENWZD. D, FP DFEEEL THIET L O
BAEHE L THWDZ EIZED, BEICE > I THIREE
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Table 4  Relationships between FP elements and
categorical variables (New development)
; 7—% 77 v b s
e FuF PRy P =
EI it 0.37 0.41 0.21 0.37
EO tt 0.22 0.19 0.16 0.22
EQ kb 0.22 0.13 0.15 0.23
ILF tt 0.23 0.06 0.16 0.16
EIF Lt 0.36 0.24 0.18 0.35

# 5 FPOKEHREDTIUEKEOBF
CSSHES)

Table 5  Relationships between FP elements and

categorical variables (Enhancement)
T—% 77 vk

i 7 U F T r— A g =as
El kb 0.48 0.29 0.35 0.36
EO Lt 0.20 0.16 0.15 0.23
EQ tt 0.36 0.22 0.21 0.36
ILF Lt 0.34 0.18 0.15 0.22
EIF Ltk 0.40 0.22 0.29 0.31
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b LR & OFBIMRE DM HED 0.2 B2 Tz, V7
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ZEIFAHEATHD. B FP LET A N TRLENBADH
BThbHDIX, B FPEEAKREZ WS, A% FP /NS
S BDBIEDOTHDLHEBZZBND. TNOLORRELY, FFiC
Z5F FP HICBIL TiE, T A FIREOITEAML 0 I&T
ORREMERDH S .
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TRAFBAZE DA, TR & 452 2R OB DS FLI A T > o 72
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b, —HO FP ERILZRE, FFICBEENRL oo
ZDZ LD, FP OFKEFL L ¥ L OBFKRIE, PRED
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Y EBOBEITEERE LT oz Z b, FP O
KEFLEZNOO G BHORBRETDHZ Li3#L
WwWeEzohs.

EBIT, BN £ - Bk FP L& %EMICEERH 5
MEIMEMEND DHT2DIZ, TNOOMELERDZ. %
DOFER, THEN 035, 034, 0.18 Ligo7=. ZDOZ LM
5, BFEOEMTIIEENRZ Y, b v ) Ak
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# 6 Analogy {IECHWAT—XE > K
Table 6 Dataset used on the analogy based prediction

A TR T Y
P mip mip> miy mi
p2 mzy msz o my; T mz
Di miy mi o mj; mi
Dk Mg M2 T My T Ml
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Thod.

3. EWUE sim(p,, p)E T, 7ur=Z b p, OEED
REL VMM, 25t ET 5. REFZETE, RED VI
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Z e U7 B CME A %217 9 [12].
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A iek—nearestProjects
mg,,
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iek—nearestProjects
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amp(p,, p;) —medzan(

Z Z T median @iqjy%flﬁ%i\? L, My, my L7 1 /4
N po & pi DILBIRE DL R 27~
4.2 FRERE
FHIET N OREEFTMIEE & LT, AE, MRE (Magnitude
of Relative Error)[3], BRE (Balanced Relative Error)[8]? 3 -D
DIEDOEEIE & P ffiz vz, BRVEH O FAMEZ x,
THfEZ 2 T2 L&, TNENORIZIILTORIZ LD
kdohs.

AE =[5 ®
MRE = ‘x x‘ (6)
X
(3-x) x) Cs0 -

BRE =4 " )

ENENOEEOMHEN/ NS WVIFYE, THRBENEW &
BoRT. EIEPIIZIE MRE WIEWRE L OMXERETH D L
W2 5. 12720, MREITIBRFRICKL, 7N TF R
FEMIC 72 D &V O BIER S S . (TRIEAS 0 2L Eo) R
LY OHE, MREIIRKTS LT bwy (Bl 2
FEHMEA 1000, RAED VES 0 DA, MREIX 1 £ 72 5).
TR TR, WMRTH &L THEZNT R LFE
i BH5HE[9]1 T 5 BRE Z B L TRl 5.
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5. P RI¥EEEEEAE

FEERTIT R, BRI T, Ti%EBMZEE L Lz, FP
DEBEROTRREEICH T 2R EMHND L7201, LU
D4 DOFAELOMAADEIZE Y THREITo 7

a. FP, W7 T VEHK BARSHERL), FPOFEHRE

b. FP, BT I VUEHK
FP D7
FP, FP O HF (FP OXER & N7 IV EH O
BELTHWS LHEE)

FHBFIIZY) =TT Ty MEEREAL, %Eﬂﬁ%ﬁ
EEM L. B — 2RO TRHIOEEIT 4, T
%,Iﬁ@?ww%QiSkbt.&k,%%l%@%ﬂ
WZDWTIESCHER[ 772 £ TfThbii TV b

FRFEREE 71277, 42 HTRR72XL 512, BRED
EHE S PREICEICER L, TR NORE %K
FORT.

REGECTH: BRI SRS OGS, SHE FP, 4
73U B OB A O ORE (b) IS S Ll E 2 o 72
BRSEFEBI AN HAR DOEE, BRE EHMEIZFRIAZL L FP O &
ERWZr—2 (¢) BE bK<, BRE W RAEIX FP, FP ©
KBRERANTZr—2 (d) DibEIoT2. ZhHORER
No, KO TR OEE, FP OFEE L THALEE LT
HAWsZ &Ik, BENEED LTS TLENZR.
72720, 2 mMTRLIEE DI, K THIZAW-T—4
e ARV ) ,F%@%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@éﬁ@ﬂﬁ,é%
DN NLETHS.

THIFH: BRI RTFOHA, FP, FP OFERZH
HEHE LTHWS E (d), BRE OE¥IE L PRI ik b
IhNEL Ip o T, BAFFERIA I OBE T H REKIC, FP, FP
DHRBEHEARALEE LTHWS L (d), 0Tk
NE< o,

ITHEREDL Y : FARERNSHHOSE, FP, 47 A VA
¥, FP OFEFELEBIALLEE L THWS & (a), BRE DY
VIl & PN R b/ hE < e ot BIRREBINRTFOSEE
THREEEIZ, FP, 7 Y AH, FP DX EFELZHALE L
LCTHWS E (a), HEEMTRRENEL 2o7

EERFER LY, HEMECX 2 TRIZRAVWDGS, A
BIZ FP OEHEEEHHZ LIZLY, THE THO AN
BELCIITHRBENSELZ ERYFEcCEs V5.

B REM R RITE M T B0, @)D amp(p,, p)DFtHE
FFIZ FP O # % AW T 356 (— 972 amp(p,, p) DREE ITIE)
FP DEFEHN2WIEE (ko THIHE) &L T,
FTHEEENMEN -T2, ZDZ 25, FP O ERITEB O
Y= FORE GEEEFR) CEHEIRRH 720
T2 <, amp(p,, p)DFHEIZLEN RN & o T2 /I REMED &
D.
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F 7 DAEHOMARE W L TR & OB
Table 7 Relationships between prediction accuracy and combinations of explanatory variables
HA9Z % | PHFERA] WA AE VI AE PHME  MRE VfE  MRE PRAE  BRE V¥E  BRE TR{E

a 6.8 3.0 148% 74% 205% 138%
. b 5.9 23 142% 85% 214% 113%
Py c 5.4 33 141% 73% 280% 153%
o R d 7.1 2.6 220% 73% 264% 85%
G a 7.7 6.4 341% 73% 375% 154%
4 b 8.6 5.9 372% 115% 402% 179%
& c 5.7 45 170% 81% 195% 1%
d 5.0 3.5 175% 75% 224% 108%
a 43 2.2 113% 61% 141% 70%
(R b 5.9 2.3 203% 52% 224% 69%
O 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%
P b 6.8 32 111% 51% 125% 71%
7 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%
ey b 2789 1060 199% 58% 225% 75%
o c 2605 1329 174% 66% 230% 109%
TH d 2578 1362 175% 64% 220% 103%
a 3182 1521 145% 52% 186% 69%
L 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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