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Abstract: In software maintenance, changing modules which affect many other modules are intractable.
We defined a new metric, ImpactScale, which quantifies the scale of the change impact of a module to im-
prove the accuracy of fault prediction. Both product metrics and process metrics are required to predict
faults effectively in maintenance. However, process metrics cannot be always collected in practical situa-
tions. ImpactScale is designed to improve the accuracy of fault prediction by using only product metrics
under situations without process metrics. The change propagation model for ImpactScale is characterized by
probabilistic propagation and relation-sensitive propagation. To evaluate ImpactScale, we predicted faults
in two large enterprise systems using Poisson regression and the effort-aware models. The results showed
that adding ImpactScale to existing product metrics increased the number of detected faults at 10% effort by
over 50%. ImpactScale also improved the predicting model using existing product metrics and dependency

network measures.
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Fig. 2 Example of probabilistic propagation.
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Fig. 3 Example of relation-sensitive propagation.
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Fig. 5 Measured ImpactScale.
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S - FEBIRO=IRTH B, Ro 25D T — & 1205
B AT HEIEENICHVS NI ETH L. ET
WV OFRPFFHEIZIT AIC (FRibiGHhmHTE) [22) 2 H 7z,
AICIEET VOB TIET Y EAS (LE) ISHBEEKD
BICEBRFVTF 4 2L 0T, AIC /NS WITE
ETNVPRWZ LRI RMETH L. ETIVOFHALE L
LCA NI NAT—VEED 7D, T3 A 287 b A
T lVaEGHz8 DA N) Z ADTNTOMAEE (37 i
D, F72133%@0) 5, AICHR/NE LR AMEEERA
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Table 3 Performance improvement in binary classification.

x| YR 5 )L MET EF)VMETHS |18z &
Ty b RE | T [dmeEn| ¥ |emsep|dRLT
WA 0.148 | (0.029) | 0.168 | (0.031) | +0.020
DS1 |fHE#H | 0315 | (0.051) | 0392 | (0.048) | +0.077
Fl 0.200 | (0.033) | 0.234 | (0.034) | +0.034
A | 0139 | (0.030) | 0.162 | (0.033) | +0.023
DS2 | fHEHE| 0253 | (0.042) | 0334 | (0.057) | +0.081
Fl 0.177 | (0.029) | 0216 | (0.034) | +0.039
T 9Tl _EIE Wilcoxon OFF BIEM A E THE (P<0.001)

72, SEILGIEERT L 02, HPEREOWTRA2O
VIF (Variance Inflation Factor) 7510 L& 572 T
VXL 72 [23].

3.43 EFINFEFETFTXbH

KERBEIZBWT, £212HF724 287 P A — LU
MOBEAFA M) 7 A CTIRBETVEZEZE L2 0N
[€7VMET| TH5. FRICEBEFRA MY 7 AL A 287
NATr =V HbETREBETIVESEE LZLOD [£5
JV METHIS] TH 5. #H LT A Tld, BEEKDT 1L
ETHhNISWED ), BEKI 0 LSIEMELLLLT
PFeo 7o,

R, FANEY MIXFLTFlMlEf -7, TAMEY
FOKEY 2= VIIxt L, BWER y 2 OB 7%
LIXFDEV 2 - VEBEEY 22— VEGH L. DS1 &
DS2 D f & b FEERMBME 3.7%E 2.7%) 728, MIHE
1Z01&L7.

3.4.4 MEERE

FHREDFEM D 7280, KN F—v a v IZBWTES
# (Precision) & % (Recall) & Fl1fizHw5. TP
hEED ) LB S NEED ) L PR SN/ -EY 2 -V,
TN ZfEELR LB SNEER LETHSINLEY 2 —
VL, FP 2 biEn LBl SnbEEH ) L Fll S /E
Ya— V¥, FN 2[EEL ) LNl SnEEZR L L P
NiceETa—ViET 5L, #EFEITTP/(TP + FP) &
EFREIN, LOICHVEGRIEED ) LB THES R
BETV2—LVHIEEAL VW L2 ERT S, BHEIZ
TP/(TP + FN) L E5% SN, 1L.0IGEVEEFIZIZEALY
DEEENHRIHEND Z L 2 ERT 5. FLEILEARLH
HEOMEOEHRET, “MHORFTFY EHEFEOHK
EHHEROMHOTEONE) TERSND.

3.4.5 #ER

R 3 12 100 [l FATAE R O K ERE R E O T i & 1
WE%RT. [€£7)VMET] & [€£7)V METHIS] Ok
ZNEFNOETNVTOMWRERE, [ISICE M E] 1322
DEFNVDE, D2F) A 287 b A7 — )V EFHEKICE
L7722 kB ETHD. Ehb, 487 P AT —
VOBENME 7~ % €y b TTRTOWREREZ A HZ M
L3 TWBEZ e g0s. ZOREITIRQL #EEMIC
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XHT 5.

FIlEDM ERAEETH o 2RV EHIZE E T 5T b
(DS1: 0.234, DS2: 0.216). BEEEHHIEN T & 25— 7%
BT TOBREFUTIRILLAONDHERTH L2, ZOF1
EVEHR L EOREERTH 5 0OFFUIHE L v, £ T,
REG TUEBEE T RIERE DS TR BT TR & 11 R
TELFETHLIHERET NV VR Z4T ) .

3.5 IHMEBETFIICELBFHE (RQL)
3.5.1 IHEEETINEMERE

LA, TV 2 - VOTAMNLERIIL2 S THEE
BEsE Pl O MERERFATI T H ZE T RS LEHInTw
% [21], [24], [25], [26]. BEE & HAEIIIHE D S 3] 72
O, BEH) ESHEEINDEY 2 — VIIHIEDK S W
WA, 728 Z1E Arisholm HIFEY 2 — VDT X L
EZDEY 2= VOBBITKELITHHIT 5 LG L T
5 [24]. FEBEORFTIE, FEEAT V2 - 3L DY
BERDEL L, BEEFNO THERIRMITEEEICE > T
DEELRELE LR >TETWA,

Fiom %z 5 F 2K AL, FUMEBE R I Mende
bR TRESNALTHEEET VAV, TH
EZEETNVTIE, MY A2 Raa(x) BDEZ 2= VDT A
FREZOBERMNITICHVONS. Rag(x) & #errors(z)
EVa— ) DEEYK, E@) 2TV a—) o 8GR
THee L7z& &, #errors(x)/E(z) EEFTSNA., 22T
EEFEIEZE 21, [26] & FARIZ E(z) & LT LOC % v
A. O, Raa(r) 3IEERLZZERT L. TEEE
ETFNTIE Raa(z) (Tabb, BERE) 2 FllL, £
Va—VEBEREORIETT A M FE/IIEELIT).
FHHEREZ RD 720121, B 6 I2FlRSN D THEN—
2B 7 M Fr— VSN L, MOEMBEIEE
B 7 FRMREZ R L TWa . ZOM#IEa A b ahE R
(cost-effectiveness curve) [24], F 7213 TEou B = i

= I
H AUC
q). 1
oI
1
o !
o < rddry,
H /
® H
x|
m O !
+* 1
1
1
N %
i — FHETL
g - - - - Z2FHhE
o X :

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
X TH

6 LHN—ARMY 7 T v—bL AUC, ddr Ofl
Fig. 6 Example of effort-based cumulative lift chart, AUC and
ddr.
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(effort-vs-PD curve) [25] &I(EI 5. X Bl Z AR AL T
BAEL, YHIIBESL L TIHTOBERIEEZEL TV
B, MO L EA ) L 5IE, Tl L) TR
BWIZEERBERL TS, B A E TR S % 51T,
FHPIEZEAE T VT LTERO TN ERRT. %4
TR &S NI, e T T b
BExRmLTBY, Mo FREZRL Tn 5.

X 6 IARFCTHMT 2 2 DOMUREREICOWTHFHBIL
TwhA. [AUC] (Area Under the effort-vs-PD Curve) 1%
THoHR RO T EEIS O R % BT 5 [25]. AUC
A TOFEHREEZELTBY, AUCHLOMUTO®
ERREICEG IV, FHIMEENEVW L ERT L. —
75, AUC 2505 Bita 2 Z N T % 51, ZOFRlIcEE
172w, [ddr] (defect detection rate) 1dfEEMHERTH
% [21]. AFTix [ddr 2] BETHD 2%I2BW TR L
7o ER L ERT A, RFTIRMAIRIC TEDSEE L TH
D, COREREEZEDEZIE [10%D0THE L Ea—
THLLEENZITOBELXRETEL0? | 2 EORMWICE
BEZAZENTEL., B Adr 2 35T HITERE % 0%k
T4, BAAIEICIE 2 & LT 20% %2 V5D DXH 575,
KB AT 2B 2 EERM A S 20%ERETE
L7200, KEETIEddrig D%z ddrag £V DEMRT L. B
L ddrigp #280.1 L h/hsirnig, NS X 2G5 nw 2
LEBEKT .

3.5.2 K7V ARMMERV-EERE T

W BT O 72 0 L E A EHUE AT T L 2 B
FUMETIVSBLEELE L., KFETIE, K7V IFET
V7] 2R 5. BTV ARETFIVIIHERERD A v
YRNTFMIC—RICHVSONEET NV TH Y, BERLEE
KTV VBRI ERFRE AL T LICL RN D
EEFHOSFHETHLNTWS [6], [28). K7V vElE
EF VORI —HIIITRATEINS.

y = exp(bizy + boxg + -+ + bo)

TWIEYRARE b ZHEET 72O II R EEEZ V5.
HWZEH y (0<y) BEFOHEOMHEL BRI NL. H
MZEEL NS 0 B e O CHRAEB L 7272 b IE g T
HhH., BEZTHUNTL2003RE% 1.0 ICEELLE 7
+ v FHlog(LOC) Z#METHIFICLLTO & B Y Nz T
B kv,

y = exp(b1z1 + bawo + - - - + bp + log(LOC))

* 7ty NEOBFEL DD ST, log(LOC) % iz
BTz B Z LD THA.
3.5.3 ETFIER, EFILFEEETXb
REEFVORRB L, EFVOFEE T A ML 34H
EEERICAT DN G, ERIL, BERZEFICEEHVS
EDRTH 5D,
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Fig. 7 Effort-aware comparison between models with/without ImpactScale.

x4 BEEFELLIBEEEETVICBTLRET UM L

Table 4 Performance improvement in fault density prediction and effort-aware-model.

MERE £V DSI-MET |E5/V DSI-METHS| IS |z & PEBE E£7 /L DS2-MET €7 /L DS2-METHIS| sz &
RE | ¥ [mem®| 78 |@emn| 2RL RE | ¥ [mem®| 78 |eems| 28k
AUC 0.635 | (0.027) | 0.680 | (0.027) | +0.045 AUC 0.669 | (0.025) | 0714 | (0.025) | +0.045
ddry, 0.186 | (0.042) | 0.296 | (0.051) | 1.60f% ddry, 0.225 | (0.047) | 0343 | (0.046) | 1.53f%
ddra 0.325 | (0.043) | 0470 | (0.055) | 1.45f% ddrs 0.374 | (0.053) | 0518 | (0.051) | 1.39%

AUC O L[ 130.984.

AUC O E[Ri#130.977.
T3 _TO ) EiE Wilcoxon OFF S IENL I & TA7 E (P<0.001)

3.5.4 #ER

X7 &5 412100 O REEREZRT. Hd, RO
MOBHMDA 87 N AT =V LOTTVOWREE
#7 (DSI-MET/DS2-MET). HWEMDKMFRAA > /3
MR —=VdH ) OETFVOWREEYEKT (DS-METHIS/
DS2-MET+IS). i O ik & HidE 4125 5 ddryg
& ddryy DEEN TH A, DS1 & DS2 DT, HTIE
£ 7V METHIS @ i3 € 70 MET O fifg % 12133
TOHFHFATLER Y, XTIETRTOWIERE T METHIS
LB S, 512, ddryg DM LIXEZETH H. ORI,
ERAETRD 10%D0 TEIZBWT, MHETE 5EERIC
15 BEOMESBOENL I L EERT L. ZOREL T2,
RQl # BEMIILFHFT 5.

3.6 *v hT—UVRELOER (RQ2)

Zimmermann & Nagappan 5&, V— ¥Vt v b7 —
7N (SNA) ZARAEZ 5 71247\, BEETFMICHM L
72 [12]. 15 oWz LB [29], [30], [B1] &, * v b —
I REOHEEERZRLIZ. £ X7 b A7r—VIdMEATE 7 5
7 LTl e NG 720, FOHEMEEMERT 572912 RQ2
ERRDULEN D 5.

RQ2 (B#) : A X7 AT —VEBAFEOTAST 7k
AN REXy NI REZHDLEZDDOITMAAZ
CIIEEFAMEEN ESESNE D ?
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I 9T EiE Wilcoxon OFF HIER# E CTH E(P<0.001)

3.6.1 SNAODOxy NT7—URE

Ay NI =2 REZ LAY NI — 27 OffA 7 b FRET DR
BETHA. Zimmermann 558 DAy VT =7 RE%R
UCINet v —)V [32] # IVTIEE L, EETM A T 72, f#
MEhizty VT =27 REORERY A &SI [12]
E[33] 2RO L. RECIIEEFNZE [12], [29], [30], [31]
LR U< UCINet # FHVy, A > 287 M A7 — )VOHEIEIZH
W7z DS1 DARAEZ 7 71Tk LTy MU — 7 REE &2 U
L7z. DS2 DA 5 712 UCINet 25K 2 5 B % 8 2 T
WA 72, AEOFTIE DS DAz RGE L7z,
3.6.2 EERAOEFEASH

RETORT Y VBRI & I CTREERE T %17
v, TEEEET VR Z4T) . 204, #HB
LRN% < (60 L b)) LEIEHITET SN w0, B
PEZE & MBI EB T (PCA) [34] % V5. PCA X
TR EERAT 700K LFETHD. $XTOE
A EEZR T B 720, ERE HBEKE L TH W5 [R
SHT TS EIGEOMBEIZIA L v, ZoMaEiEE
A3 G AT I NS

3.6.3 EFILEIR, EFNFEBETX b

UTD4250FEFVEHE L.

e MET X MY ZADSRALREET IV

o METHIS HEfEA MY ZAEA 287 FAT — L5

T AhIREETIV
e MET+SNA BiffA MY Z Rty b T —27 REH
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LhbREETIV
e MET+SNA+IS PBEEA MY Z R, v NT—27 R,
ARG NAT = VbR bRKBETIV

BZREIZBWT, 4DDFFVLIT LI, AN 7 AL
LR R L PCA 2 W CERGICERT L,
DL, BREEGHKI%E TOERSERT VY ¥ HIES
MroFEEE LTl A, il Sz 0BT
fiilx MET T 6.0, MET+IS T 7.0, MET4+SNA T 27.8,
MET+4+SNA+IS T28.8 TH -7z, 7 A MFIHIT 3.5 &
MLTH5.

3.6.4 #ER

X 8 1%, MiRrWEETFT VI TRLEZLDTHAS.
4 20FFMIZ420FMETVERL, TRENOME
BE AUC & ddrig PSSR TV 4. ERFANIFEHD
BEIMCLZETVORERLTBY, fFanHyidh
A AUC DI E, T2%ddryg PR EEZFELTWS. 72& 2
&, KE (a) 1 &4 /87 M AT — )V & ETIV MET 2B
L, FilllREss AUC T 0.054 [k, ddryg T0.074 M. EL
722l EERLTWD, 2T 346, 3.5 HOMEICES
5. REIN(b) i3y M-I REORRERL, BFO
SNA % WV 72ifE DG RICELST 5.

RQ2 #5720, KHI (d) L&H (e) IKFEHT 5. &
EN (d) 170V MET+SNA 124 > /827 s A7 — )V %38
THLIEDHEETHAZLEEZRL TS, A 8
MR =Sty N7 — 7 RELIER, 5 MERRFHE
FeBHEATVALILEEZERL TS, KH (e) 1314 >3y
FAT =Nty I =IO RELORETH D, ddry 28
BEIMLTWA I ERSA %7 P A — VS TEUCIRY 28
HHEZICAY PT=IRELYIEHOBHEZFO LW
Z2Ah. =), AUC AL TWD Z &2 5 THICERAS
HWHEETIE FIEEIE TR 25w b, winic
® &, A7 PAT I VHEIAS 726 TR IRE O =
3ty P =7 REDQEEGEMHIZE HH EICLHL, Ch
EFMETVORRESEE V) T TRELRFE L RS,
PLEns, S Sy 7 b 2 7H 1 Y AT LTI B9,

(a) +IS MET+IS (c) +SNA
+0.054 AUC: 0.673 +0.025
+0.074 +0.013*

ddr,: 0.266

MET ™ () ~SNAHS MET-+SNA+S
AUC: 0.619 P —0.009 AUC: 0.698
ddr,: 0.192 b 10.026% ddry: 0.279

MET+SNA
AUC: 0.684
ddr,: 0.240

(d) +IS
+0.014
+0.039

+0.065
+0.048

FTRT O _E &K T IEWilcoxonDFF SNER R E THE
(*: P<0.05, **: P<0.01, f&F: P<0.001)

8 AYNU AT =&ty b7 —2o REOHEETIVILE
Fig. 8 Hierarchical model comparison between ImpactScale

and network measures.
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RQ2 T ARG ONTZ. v bT =7 REEICD
WTIIBERFEDFE T E 51T 5.

4., EE

RETIE, 12787 N AT = VD ICEEFIICES
LTWAENEID, 2BTHRZIA V87 NAT—VOE
FEDSZYPIZDONTELET L.

4.1 BEFINDOEFS

I3, AT NAT=VEMOXN) 7R EDERE
FARE. DSLIZDOWTD, F2DX N 7 ABOALEY T <
> DNENAHBIRE 25 5 1R Y. HHEAY 0.5 Ll b o
ERFTRLTWE, L2 7 N2 — VIl 2 +1) 2
2 & OABEAREB DM E D72 22725 0.38 TH Y W & H I
v, CoORIEIDS2 THHETHo72. Fv FT—7
REWCELTIE, 422827 b A7 =) OMBREIX 722
72220060 THY, MT7ITRLAMECEST SIS
WA, SRUEA 27 P AT =AM X R ) 7 R kI
M7, DF VMDA ) Z ZADTRE L VEEEELR LT
Whkwnz b,

KIZ, DSIT, KA M) 7 A& B 1EHERT Y VG
THREEFRE T 217 o 7288 (100 \HFY) K 9 o T
BN=2BFE) 7 M Fr— NPT OERTHDL, 4237
F AT = VPHLD A R 1) 7 Z1E AUC 70.5 & %% ko %
FEEE, ddrg 13 0.1 BIETH O FRAER GO 123t
L, 42X%7 M AT = VIZHMTEWTFRIMEREZ 58 L C

£5 AMN)ZAMORAET = v ONEMAHERE
Table 5 Spearman rank correlation coefficients between met-

rics.

WMC | MaxVG| Section | Calls | Fan-in | Fan-out IS
LOC 0.90 0.71 0.80 0.69 -0.26 0.66 0.18
WMC - 0.88 0.59 0.51 -0.13 0.48 0.11
MaxVG - - 0.35 0.34 -0.05 0.32 0.04
Section - - - 0.78 -0.33 0.79 0.31
Calls - - - - -0.32 0.94 0.33
Fan-in - - - - - -0.32 0.17
Fan-out - - - - - - 0.38

Metrics | AUC ddryy

o
@

Loc | 0591 | 0.137
— WMC | 0.586 | 0.107

— WwmC MaxVG | 0.578 | 0.073
— MaxVG

AR EE
o
o
%‘%

0.4 —sections || | Sections | 0.596 | 0.156
j/ —cals Calls | 0.579 | 0.173
02 — Fan-in
% — Fan-out Fan-in | 0.549 | 0.139
-=1S
0 Fan-out | 0.580 | 0.162
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 IS 0.654 | 0.242

AR TH (RELOC)

9 1 ZHFEERE THORR
Fig. 9 Results of fault density prediction with single metric.
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Fig. 10 Effect of considering distant nodes.

.__m_a

Wb, koT, £ 87 DA —VIE DS IZBWCREET
IR HFG LTWA E VRS, DS2 AT - 7-.
RQL & RQ2 I A5 R E AT S, K 1IEARREIZ
BWTHHLWR 5,

B (B1E) @ B hEeEsbLcA M) 7 21
KB 7 by 27 2B TREFHOMRZH ESE5
ZLENTES.

4.2 AN FNZAT=ILDEEDE LM

ZITIE, A V80 M AT —IVOERDPE Y E D
A, A N7 P AT —VOEREBLEE, FRUH
LF MRS &) 2 b 2 20 % ddryg & EHEICRIR .
¥, A2 757 LTy TN EIR ) — FEE
BThIEDERENRDL. A 287 N AT — VIZRIREE
FRICIVFEEINL, Z20720, FREEROEEC FIR% %
JCTZEDERZZL S, FUC L 5 FlEROZLE TN
4. X 10 1Z DS1, DS2 I22W T, 3.5 ik~ 7- 4 >3
MR =V ) OREE TV F I CHESE FIRIEE (R
WCHIE 2 BT B EH AR 724 v 87 b AA — )V TEHi L 72
FHIVERE ddryy itlh) T 5. EHR ERESD 1 % 518,
A 287 N A — )VidEF L Fan-in & Fan-out OFNZIZIT
EEL W7o, LIRFEE2T1 Cddry B HoRETNIE, =
[/ — REERETLIEIZERDTLGWI EZhA, LL,
KT, DS1 CiEEEE s T, DS2 TI3EEE3 £ C, ddryg
AL CTBY, ®EE/ — FOEBICESZELH L b
ERLTWS, F7o, ZEIRELREHES Y7 by 27
TEIRELZERRLTWAS, 7272, DS1, DS2 & b2
FREFEEZ 0128 5T ddryg ICRERBEEG 2 W
Enn, LIRFEEEIZHEICHICRECENIT I VE VR B,
KA, BRI 2 9 e | # LAAA T Z L ICEHEN D
L0EFRL. ® 11 O NFRFOE TV METHIS (3,
35 MRz A V87 NATF =V EEATRRBETIV, £
FIMET 34 o837 VA — Va2 & hWigRETFTILT
b, EFIL NoCut (I v Mv— %K TERIKER
R AT S &) EREBERIA VT P AT — V&
GURBETFVCTH L. =ZFEO ddry 2T L E, F
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Fig. 11 Effect of relation-sensitive propagation.

)V NoCut (ZE TV MET IZxf L &b ThInkimEL
NHHEhW. XoT, By MV—LDRWERIZIZE
DBV EWVZ D, WV, By MV IVOFTENA
YORT MAT =V EREELOMEEYEO LI LN TEL
W25, ddragg & AUCIZ2OWTH 10 & 11 & [[kED
HRPR SN,

MRELT, 2 EARRF{ICBTZYRE VR 5.

RE% 2 (FB1B) @ =R 2 D BIARIRAF I 72 e e % 5D 0%
KET VAL, IEMELARIEEL T — LT P RSV
JERT DD ) & 7 B DI 53 % TRIMERE & 0.

4.3 —RIEDEHDEES

KEITIE, RIEORECEFMmAL R ZIL < — b3 B2
MEERLZE, WEITREZLEHITH. A V87 A
T )VOEFRIISHEIEETH L. LiTwvz, xRS
AT LR EFETH S COBOL IIMBEFE & 13ifiEDL /8T
FANbRRD0, REEOfEHRYZ0F TMOSEIZ
KT BIIIEEBEEST L. 728 21, ARETIREETRO
B & [Tar77a] (BEEY) L L722s, oFiETIE
EEFRH O BAIIEBOBEBN S %57 TAR Y — AT 7
ANTHDLIEDNSNESL), T2, RV AT HITEE
RV AT LOEBIET DS, — WAL 72113 B o FHiE
DY AT LDOFlbLELE 5.

AFOFHMTIX, 4 27827 P AT — VDI IR 72
ANV AT DELT N, WRSFET TV =7 MEI
STECTHNEMHEDOL L DL 7V 7 MERIA MY 7 A8
HY[35], TNOLDEFIIA VN7 VAT —VEMZT-Z
D) ZCEBRPDANIRAEZET L. T/, TOERR
)27 ADERRLT X DIRILTA %7 N AT — IV DEFZED
HAHy, EOTOEARXNY) 7 ATH L EDREDORERL
%09 B PIERFM T 2 DSEBREVIEETH 5.

F72, ISOMEICIZT— VT T 7% SAKERAR ORI
PLETH D, b LI L2 EROBE KT UL, 1>~
87 b A — v OREAE I R P E  EELIRO L Z
Vo A 28T b AT = VIZEREET R 2 O THIHEE L 10
LB Cld v e i S s 05, ARClkmddod %z
V COBOL St TEMPNTY AT L 2 i iR L +52 &
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TZOMEEBDIET 2720, S ORE|IZOWTIIFREN
Thb.

5. BEME

VI NI 2T OIA—-REZOEBRLLLEY T MY o
THEEA MY 7 A [2] OEEAFO D D121 Fan-in, Fan-out,
LCOM, CBO[35] 2% 5. ZhoIMKAES T 7 DR/ —
FEIOBEEN ZEROAETERT 5D D 57205, Ko
FEICIE 7T 7 LR =g 2 — B EE I R
B Dol XoT, EE/ — FOERERE
HNCHLAAND A R 7 AFEREVZ D,

LKHERIZET A 0L A A ) 7 2 FRETR 0%
BELCTHRTH D A, [6], [7]. 4 /52 PAT—LHZ
NOEDOTaRZ A MY 7 A LI OREEEHR T H LT
EASE . Cataldo & [11] (ZZEH & & SRFLAYRE G RIFRSH
HAZHMSL T oW SR ER EAHESH 5 2 L i L
7o, BRI AR E A V87 b A — VIR ERR L
BN E o B EER DD, 4 7 P AT — )b
DEHEEA M) 7 ALM ThHLH LS NG.

Geiger H 33— M7 0 —» LR AR OMICH 2
BEOMBEYEH L LHE L/ [36]. a—Fruo—rida—
VT T TRTF = IMAFDATIETRTERIRT A LT
Envizo, MmN AEROT TR A V87 NAT —
VTHRT A2 L IETE RV, a—Fr7u—C0RE 4
YR NART = VDOW R T T TN BT EEIESTHD
(722 21E, IHLVER S £ 7 CLONE %3800, 20 X9 7%
TEHOBINC X ) FHREDN LICFS T 5 5105 5.

ARG 77 7% ETHA M) 2 APBENTE T
5. Inoue H1&, V7 b7 73R =2 hOF G
77 %TNVATHEBEETIVERLTIET, T yR—%
YMOFABOERE L RO LT K=K bT v (37
EREL TS, RS, BRI D RESEL 2
W7 T 7 %R L TRFLEOH TR F 155 R RA
Y PERFLTWS [38]. RTFRA v MEEHEEL S Z 7
R TR T B I A Xy N AT — L EdET 598,
A7 P AT — VIFERIKTFEN R EREEAL TN
CEDHERTHD. BEBERPHERNIRE 2 L) IRE
DTN, ZEOTFMZAT) ETIVOMIEDL H 5 (18], [19].
Tsantalis 5 DE 7V [19] 3EHFEEZHNTEY 22—
DEFHREZFNT S, COFEFNVIL, FEEIWRICE
% b ORI 7 b DO DHETEHRE ANHAE-2 5 LEH
BB, A=) T 4 IZHRENH 5.

v NI =7 REEDME A X > TEETFHERD L
T 5 M DWTIE Zimmermann b OFES [12] Dk, Tk
Gl & v CGERDMTh LT 5 [29], [30], [31]. Tosun
CUPLIREGN: VAN N WA IR P O
R L, ABETRARZAVNEE TR 2 v E
FH L7, FRGHIIC L) SHOFALED» S BRI N5
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[EHG ] BARIZE o TRRDPEE LV &V ) REZRD.
—Ji, A VNI MNAT—=VIZE DX M) 7 ATHY) HH
b, BELMHENH ), BRIESH L VRIS, £
72, Ay NI =2 RETET— 2 GF 72 & & BEIC KT
ELWDS, A X7 b AT — VIZBERIKEDR R E KA S
CEIZED Ay NI RETRIRZ ZWVEEERTR
CEPTE, BEFUEREOS S 2 LM LA WEEICL .

6. F&&b

KEETIE, BERRORE SHRBEY 7 by 2 7128
HEEFEDOER D1 OTHA EMREL T, HEBELREZE
b L7zA MY 7 A [ A 2287 b A7 —)V] (ImpactScale,
IS) ZEFH L7z, A VX0 b A7 — VARIE N DA #E % HEsR
AR, BIRRMKAER 2 e RIRFR 24T ) ET IV E WD Z
EEREME L, KBV 7 by 27 T BIER R Tl
ECE, HEMNRMBRITREE VIO WEEKR 5.

2ODKBBREY AT LEWNEETHERICLY, 1
YOXT AT =V EBEETFRHETVISGENT A2 ETTH
PEREASA B3 5 0%, WA - I - FLE L TEERE
EFND 2 OOMUETHEAM L /2. THEEET VI, BE
ETFUMENTED 2= WIHELR THREERETH L) 5E
B8l TR 2 5Hii 5 L Th b, $RXTDE
ficBNWT, £ 27 VA7 —=VEELTFIETIVIE, &
FRVET VIR TEEFREREDS E WV &V ) R
Bons. 2218, A7 A= VEBEOTOY
7 RNAR) 7 AGEMNT A2 LT, 10%HELHICBNT
50% Ll EOBEERIBBOME LRI N, £, BT
Ty NARN) AL Ay V= REZHDE T
FMETFTIIZESIA 287 DA — VBNl 72854
2 FMERE O EATRERE S iz, DLEOKRIE, BFED
L DA N) T ADBHY RE, HATHELWA M) 7 A
(A7 FATr—] 2ERTHIEDOHEMMEEZRLT
w5,

TAFTTIE, 1057 PAT = VEHOEETNC
LHMEERYERLCBY, &2 1EDIEEDOEHIT
1, PHIEESBEN EMOEY 2 — VIZED L THEMTPE
D120 BB THTL2—%iLzE A, Fbi:
) DREEZREDSBERED Y AT LB WT, 8 DK
AT A ENTE, PRV IHTEMN R THiEE %3
LA ENTE.

SO Y LTIE, Java & EMSFECORREOFIEE
1o ebis, A8 VA= VOREE LTERSR
TWAB LT, SWEHILOERZ LI O IGH &5
LTWCTFETHA.

HEE AWREZEDDL ) A TEREPS LEmr W2
W KORF DA B _#d%, WTFadEsdz, LTV 7
Y 7 TR O XV NGEIRICE CEHT 4. Ak
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