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Figure 2 Iterative Learning Process
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Figure 6 Influence Analysis of Features

6. FAKEA TDERE

6.1 SREEPIE
TahH AT DEEIZH N N—=RU 2T a R — R b e R
412, VY7 =T ariR—3 bR 5177

© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

#z4 N—RyzT7ar R —FRh
Table 4 Hardware Components
AEY CPU GPU a7
64 GB | i-Core i7 8700K | NVIDIA GTX1080Ti | 3584

#£5 V7MNI TR — RN
Table 5 Software Components

b N e O VR —R NG | N—=Var
0S Ubuntu 18.04
ES R Python 3.6.4
wEYEH 7 —ALU—27  |Chainer 4.2.0
BRGSO AL ChainerUI 0.2.0
T —H NI — ) pandas 0.20.3
k7L =AU —2 Dash 0.30.0
TIGTT —HR—2A Neo4j 3.4.7

62 FAMIALATOT—XTUF%
RREFEETM T DD EE LT o AT DT —F T
IF¥HM 7 ITRT. BESaw AT —F ¥RE T ot
A, No—= T =T ANT —Z DR, [e]FEHET LD
R, [ EET VO, [g]FHET VI ITTDER, (1]
FRETNTTTOHHNCRT HMEE T, BEkLT.

T F=—4n#EToExX i

TamE |14 REETILI ST
Python(95 LOC, |\ DA &S TAER |
Pandas 1 !

FUSH LY
T —% (Excel)

ETLDEE
Python(128 LOC,
Chainer’

FL—=2TT—5¢
FAMT—EDER
Python(12 LOC)

v
ETIICEDTFHE ;1| RAELRE I”|
Python(60 LOC,

Chainer) B
T3

AR ELALREDRT
(Chainer UI)

FHERET—F v DAERIE
Python(183 LOC, Dash;

T TUNIAT DT —XT I TF ¥
Figure 7 Prototype Architecture

(1) THAETEER

B LT — 2 & HET VO ANTI(74—F %)L T
Wi HALERA Python & Pandas & FVCEE3EL HE KL 7.
(2 FEETNVERTuEA

MNo—=u T =BT ANT — 2D, T L OFE LB
% Python & Chainer[16]% FAVWCHEIEL HEMLL7-.
() ET AT mEA

FHIFE RO A% Python & Dash & AV C32EL A @Mk
L7z, E7z, AR AL ALRAZE I KD RE R o " ik &
ChainerUI[16]% iV CTiTo7-.
4) FBETNTITTOEREDH T A

FUHET NVINOFEEET NI T AT HNBRE AR LT
TT7 kT AUV EEE LT, RS EEIX Python, 757
T =K~ — ¥ Neodj & AV 7=,

175



VINIITIUIZT) v IO VRI Y A 2019
IPSJ/SIGSE Software Engineering Symposium (SES2019)

63 7O rEA TOET
1) TXUHET o

k3 %5 A TiX, BExcel TIESNIZAVTF T —Hh
DEB L TzesvIER DT — 4% HNT 74— F ¥ IV EARK
T5.
2) BrYEEHET AR T oA

TA—F ¥ XTI ET Ve DB YT — b — =
TT =B ETANT =R EEST D, Ne—=u T — &, R
TV, BEFIVEBNPSETNADEELZL, FBHET L
TIT DD DFERET VT —ZLEET — &k
T 5.
() EFNFHIIT mER

FEEFINET AN —ZE A NTETF LA T REITV,

WA ET — 2Tl T —2 & AT 5. JIFERZEEN
{LRRZZ D E B FRIC BT AHEE % Chainer UL 12X > TRIAAL
T5. TV T =2 TR T =R EERICHWS T —F
¥ DAL &AL 7L — AU —2 Dash 12k TITo7-.
4) FEHEFTNAITITT7OAERESH T A

FHRETNT —BEIT7T =2 —ZNeodj ILIHALEE
TFNTTT AR B, AR LB T T LT T35 Neodj
DTV FFETHD Cypher ZHWTHHIZM TR T — 2% 4H
MU 5.

7. HEBEBERtEOY TS A~0ER LFEH

HE IS CTOW BT 2T — X DR OET
MU R FELZEA L. BB 1 BOEEE|IC
BAEHD 10 FEEEHIN, ITHEEECOEZER) 1L A #hEEE
FABR L OSBRI SN, O AITIARLTWA.

71 BWAOBM

HEEE Y (LT, BV LI ORESHTIE, ¢
e, Bk & R TROEUIE ATV, F2, 2l —var i
EEEHL TSSO TEEHMAEZEL T, &5,
BV OEEE T T D70 IIE, RIS AIEENLE, B
W72 E DB S ERIRRI G DO REL W o T i BRZE [ 0
SRR EBERZ I T20LERHY, BV O RS ETE
PRI HIEIREETHD. Bl oWrie L CIERk R T hH
BDIEIEHED IR, DOIEBNI DR EVHFBE R BV T —
LKL CT b AT EBAL, R EOF L Y ks
P35,

72 BRAXE

14 BREIZHEEHINTW D VO A OT — X%t
LCHREFERZEMALE. By o/ _2—r OE#EKR LT,
AR DR LZEEE — DRI IMTHRETHY, MR
LI OE o RTOGAETHD. BV RRIATHIETE
KM E L TOZRUVIRIETHY, ¥y NI AT 2
LCNBZEERT. %k 325500, B 11 =, W 6
BHREDOZTNZEIN 4 _F—rD4EFH 68 HOT —4 & M A
L7z,

© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

7.3 FIERE

TP RF ARSI TWS BETEOBRESMT — 2 FEHALE,
R, BL v o T RE— I8 MR ET D O
K EEE PR 2T V24T HRIEE L CRIER T
L7z K 8 ICARRICRIT AR E4 R~ # G5
FEET N EE YV FEET VLS.

RiEEH e (BRMAE @Z, F5A/D1h)

{iﬂ#;’&%ﬁ: Yl
AL mmE

T4—F X RIRLAR) |

8 R E
Figure 8 Problem Context

7.4 {(RERERE

U AR T — DT 4 — T EL T T R& T —
AOEERETD. BIEROHEIE 6 HO7—F v, M
WOWAIIRIELZIE 2 OB SO ERGERGHAT-H 12
D7 ¢+ —F vt T DI ZR E LIz,
75 74 —F v EREt
751 EEMT— 259

AF 7D PEEAL BN LD T 4 —F Y EH D L7 D HE
Y EEDT —2 & ik Lz, i kL5 — 213t
TEEDKIFUITINV A TERVDOTEME TS, AL LIZRER,
EBE M, BV BRIADT =y ML > TR EE
DN RIRDZERIEA LT, LIzn-oTC, 2T VD4R
IREBER(RT ), B (T oy ), BERET ), B
Ty ND 4 RE—UTHERTLIENEY) THLE IR, B
BRI LIL, BEHORBEZEER —ORYBITIHAETH
D, B LT O 'Y DITHIEGA THD. B ORIENR
FTATHDEIT R IKFERAHEL TRLTREEL R ED
ZLEIRL, Uy b THALIT B ITKIFE M B LT IR EE R
7.
152 TF—R9LVOVT

T — B ORI EATOD S FEIE O F KA AT A
T AEDITRKMEMEUNE IV T LT, B3R E
TR N TDHT —28%E % 6 (TR T.

x6 bV FEEETNVOMNT =44
Figure 6 # of Outputs of Sensor Learning Model

SO [ms] | 7 —# %
IV THI(AET —4) | min max
0.15 37.95 253
VAR (=R 7.35 10.35 20
IV 7 (BER) 7.35 14.85 50
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753 74 —F vi#ER

TV OBETALE T — &S E K & M TR B
BRI DEHEESND 74— T v &L, ETALDOASET
B7A4—F XTIV EUTHEM L. (FRLTe 7 —F v
ML OJEMEE SR 71T 23— (cor) &t H (cen )T H D
PEEZRLTND.

KT 74—F ¥~ O @k
Table 7 Properties of Feature Vector

[ERE313 fH#20
ESNLE, B | EEALE (cor), BANLE (cor.), RIFFETD
N, KIFE | EE(cor), b TFH(cor), KF-FH(cor),
TOEE, k| SLiE(cen.), BAfLE (cen.), RIFETOH
TH, KFEA | S(cen.), £ T fA(cen.), K Ffh(cen.)

76 EUYEBETILOER

FEETNVOHREER 8 ITRT. epoch LITETDT —H%
B HIA B FEE § DI DEB R ToHD. AfaTlE, &2TOH
HIZFT 200 epoch TR T DT LEMRLIZ. Ny T HAX
1X, 1 RIOARTA=HEEDTDIZEDIATe T — 2 A RL T
5. it 7 v Y X AIZIE MomentumSGD (Stochastic
Gradient Descent)Z£¢F L7=. MomentumSGD & |3 51 &) F
B PRI MR A BN 228128 C, KD REE BT
HIEMBHFCED BT NVIVALTHD. ASIEHBEN
JB ~DIEMEAL B EUCIZ — R IV B TWAY 7B A R B
RV Lo, HARBIZIZY 7B AN O M E 8 HE
EMNTHUENSLOTITEEER W, FH %
(Learning Rate)&1d, AEEIZIBWT 1 HOEAOEHTEN
EETNVHROELEEACSELDERET DA 73—3F R
—ZThd. —RKINTFEOETITGL THASEHZENE
FLV. AfG TILFE REOYMMEL 0.01 &L, epoch A34r%
HZTZRHIRIIED 0.1 5 THD 0.001 EEHT DI LI

K8 ETNVRKIE
Table 8 Model Configuration

epoch 200
PRyFHPAR 4
S W=D VN MomentumSGD

TEMEAL B %L TUEANEE, T
R 0.01, 0.001(epoch>150)
ASIED 7 —K %% 50
B —RK 50
HIE D/ —R K 30

77 T4—FrOEESH

B LB OBAD 4 SOLEERT 4—F ¥ OELD
SEHEACRE, TR, )9 LIX 10 1TRT. BAOVHZE
{ERITT7 4 —F Y OEBOREIZETIEDDL, MNLOHEL
ETANRBROEE N RT T 4—F LT ETE. |
B (5-10 epoch) & fE#%(25-30 epoch) Tt —2 %7~ epoch
BICENDD. TIUTEEEE (S H)L0b B (10 EYyo AT~
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A —=F YN EL, EH OET VRN ST=Z LR N T D
ESND.

YO ETFANEO RS EEOREICREIEETD
ZEIFMETETCWER, T =200 E FANT 4 —F r& LT
WERNKENZ LB DML I LA IO TThS.
THIE, RRUTHEM B LA T 4 —F v DB 0 A
ThHIEERBLTND.
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9 EHDNEEIEACR(EHK)
Figure 9 Mean Rate of Change of Weights (Direct Wave)

WS s — R 25 — EFM(tr5)

10 EADFEZAL R (HHK)
Figure 10 Mean Rate of Change of Weights (Indirect Wave)

7.8 REBREEOFMAE

FEAT B L L Tl(4) D It SRR A B H LAIRRR 22 LA
{LRAEAFH L7z, niI AT —2%K, fildi% B O AT x st
THETNOHT), yI%id B DA\ Tkt 28T — 20
SO BIE AR T,

1 n
MSE = ;;(fi—yi)z @

7.9 TR E DT

TV FEHET VORI AT—ER 9 \RT. MO
BE, B VOB B I — T OFT —FREEN TRV
DRHDLOTHEBE LB FEFR S — 2 Hs 5 277>
B, FHm T IEIC L7358 T L OGRS B & R AT
L7ZAERER 11 X 12 1R T. 4 F =2 OFIER =L AL
FRFELHIT 150 epoch (T TURL TRY, —EDKEETET
IALFRIRE CH DI LA ERLT-.
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£ 9 BT —
Table 9 Patterns of Recognition
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Figure 11 Training Err. and Generalization Err. (Direct Wave)
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Figure 12 Training Err. and Generalization Err. (Indirect Wave)

£ 10 7L VU TR OIS, PULRRZE(EHE)
Table 10 Training Err. and Generalization Err. of before and
after Cleansing (Direct Wave)

NE— 1 EREEROME FZA ZER
TV TR | AR 0.0028 0.0049
(&7 —%) Pk 0.0034 0.0321
TV TR AR 0.0015 0.0046
bR E 0.0027 0.0461

K11 ZLor P TR OIS, ERR ()
Table 11 Training Err. and Generalization Err. of before and
after Cleansing (Indirect Wave)

RE— 1 R ORZE K74 PESD
TV | IR E 0.0018 0.0020
(&7 —4) AL 0.0030 0.0024
gLt | IR E 0.0010 0.0015
PAbiAZE 0.0023 0.0024
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8. BE

8.1 REETILYSIICLBEEDETIVE

AR CIRELEFEEH I I7ET MITT7ETILOHTHER
BEEN OB\ T o T 477V TERTHILIZEST,
NI T — Ao DL =a—T NV Ry T —7
DO EFEBREERICTEXD. 72V IOY T 7T 7 %280
HUAR LT3 L CRELE-FEET A S 7528080
HEIZZRY, FEET VG OMRIDBHIFF CEDH. AR CIRE
LIe BT NI T7 L FE DT NGITEE OMBIR B
FHEET MLOMTZ/2 FIELLTERT 26D ThHS.

82 BEETNISODNMERERE I0ER

FEHETNITT L CRELEEE I BEE DT 4 —F
YITEEDE, T4 —F ¥ BIRORAED FTBEIZ /2D, TERDORAT
PERRE RO AR T T —F 2L S KRR A2 EL T\
TA—F ¥R E AR ATRRITRD.

BT, T4 —F X TS EFEH 7 m ALY H
Z—EOKETHIE A EEICRDEHFTESL. ZhitdsT, 7
4 —FxRFHEENE AWK E T e R Lo T
JERRRY 7y =T L RS S 7o LR ik 7
DTENWFFTES.

83 RTF—4~DHERAIC &k B EE & B LM
(1) EENIRNT A —F ¥ DR E

RS I OB &M S WO PEE RN R DK
SHEEET — 2k LT, PRI U TR 350 SCRLAY
RIA—F X R EARE THHI LA MR LT
(2 FHETNLORHEIEE

BELZT4—F vinb— EORE THREET N A AR
HECHOLIEELMR LI, 74— F XY OB 2 T5Z81C
FoT, FELIZZ4—F X EHICET LT HIENATRET
»5.

84 KfTHREDLER

FEATAIRE[T, 81 CIXET VD IHE R b DN LD D7
4—=F Y DEBEZSTL TS, LL, A7 1—Fvick
STIRHREE BN W T — T YO ERH L. AfTik
FBEFNTFT LTOTFT ORI E ST IC L > T
BHBPRNT 4 —F v E R E L. LL, BELE g NS
W 4 —F v DRRBFNEE M) AL o TODDEIDDHE I
ERRRS FE D AT £ A b B CEBICEEMZR M L BT 20 5.
F7-, PCA (Principal Component Analysis)[18]<°> Autoencoder
(1872 LIk > TR ITHIBAEIT VY, 74 —F ¥ 21555 ELHD
B, EOT74—F X MNEELROPHHATOILERH LA TIX
FANDZLIRTERL,

9. SHORE

SHOBEILLTD 3 K ThD.

(1) FRFRKSEE Lo Ll syt okt

FENPENT A —F Y EL TR ELTE T 4 —F v 3 2E T
SUTEBNT D DONBE T DO RHKEE NS DS 2T
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T2.
Q) T RT AT T T DR ETED LT T T RO
ARTIEAL W2 WT — 2 &2 AW Hi - 21 H 05y
Wramatd 5.
() T —%, thoEEEF L ~DiE M
T—TINT —Z LSO T — & LRk R0 B A A
1728 O LM RS O FE £ T NV~ a5,

10. £¥&®

AR CIEFEEETNBEEFEET NI TFTT7ELTET L
bL7 4 —F % DFE D)) 3T 5Lk oFEE
FNTFT ECORBRFEIC ISR E T ot A LD T
BT VARG IEERRR L. 2R BB E 5257 4—F
DEEELENE AWK E  nt AL~ T, BITHBEE S
FRMRT T a—FICLLFEET VERICEIT DL Ko
FOAKIR L S8 T aE ADO R A FTHEIC /2D, TR T TR
HEL AT AOBIR TR AN T = T RIS S m ke 2 LR
RTLHR T av R —T 7 a—F LU CHIFTE5.

2 E
ARG AT T DI T=0, 47 — 5% TR GETE bk

REtET Y — OB EG 5. £z, ARAFJEiL JSPS
ABFE JP18K11251 OBk &2 T 7-HDTT.
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