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Table 4 Relationships between outliers and estimation accuracy on multiple regression analysis (FP, 10%, 100%)
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Table 6 Relationships between outliers and estimation accuracy on analogy based estimation (effort, 10%, 50%)
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Table 7 Relationships between outliers and estimation accuracy on analogy based estimation (effort, 10%, 100%)

74wk F AR AE AE MRE MRE BRE BRE
T —X T —X ) A ) Hh g fiE 2] R

SR IEDY iUz -395.67 -342.97 -14.26% -8.23% -12.93% -8.07%
SR IViEZRL SIS Y -410.08 -102.81 2.26% -1.11% -3.71% -1.99%
SR IEDY SIS Y -738.22 -393.27 -10.59% -8.55% -13.95% -10.66%

L7z dE, Y7 =7 BRI T8I (e | - 2R
NCREAIND) 2B ELIZGEA, AN (TH) OEZEN
5%LL EAFIET DL, FIREMIRTAZ/RDVAT NI T
IRV ICE FAEMEELIZT2OTHD.

51 ERFEATICHTENNEDZE

BRMZERICANEZMRAT-IES

SMUEDOFEE Y 10% DA (R 3), AFELVIEEN
BRI L TV AATUVEDORRE D 50% D54
(3 2)ThH, 74T —RIHEHY, TANT —X2|Z
S AUE72 LT MRE Y2#4)& BRE 478 5% 0L _EEA L C

W, TAo T —H, TANT —H [l FIZAN T UESHTZ L,

BRE {1373 10%, BRE H1 A% 5% L FHEALL Tz,
Fo T, AANEDOEEITIL TEHTEXRNEVZD.

WIRDFERTIZHDHN, 74T —&, TANT —X
W I UE DY DS D BAEL VR E N bK< 2o
THEY, AVEOREEIZBDST, BRE )& BRE Hk
fE23-5%% 2 CTHALL Tz,

BRBEERICHANEEZMZ-EBE

BRI AELVREENELL THDLO0, THIC
I EZINZ 7556 JOIEHRE E DK T 2MED 72, S
EOEIA%E 10%, SMUEOREEE 100%IC L7854 (F
4), MRE, BRE O£ 3TAMifiiC 5%% #ix 2 EALIZ72h -
7=, 12120, ANEOEIEZ 20%ICLT-356 (3¢ 5) 1345
FEAAE OB AbiT-. $5IZ BRE SEHR, EoT—
22y MIAMVIEDFIET D% A28V TH 5%LL B
{fEL Tz,

ZDIEND, FP OFENKENT oy =73 IED
DARYLT — 2 IZ 2 E N TWBEE, AUEIZER

120

THULIERHLN, NIVEDOEIED 10%, FiUEDOFE
FEDY 100%FEE CThHHeHIX, HEVIEDO L E
L2 THhENENR 5.

HH A EZ INZ 72356 TlE, 749 bhT —X
WZANAEDRBHY, DT AT — XA EDRHDE, T
ARNT —ZZHNFUED 2O REE BE TR EE DR T AKX
75\071 AN EE INZ T2, T4 hT —X

\ZZEDINAERBHIE, T AT —XIZBITF B/ ED
AT R ORI Z U E B Qo

5.2. FEMEICESCKRBLYICE TN NEDEZE

BRZEBICHNEZMR-EE

SAUEDOEIE DS 10%, SMUEDOFREEDY 100% D% &
(F 7)), AFELVBENRRKEURFLTERY, 74vbT —
IR L, TANT — XA TUEH DG A EBRE,
MRE, BRE D& hJefins 5%LL ERELL T e, 72
721, AMUEDOEIE D 10%, SAFVEDOFEE D 50% 0D
H(F 6), 74y T —XIHMVEDY, TANT —ZIZ
SEZRL DA A FRE, MRE, BRE O L i3
5%LL EEALL TUWedoTe.

HEAZEHICHNEEZMA-BE

BRRNZFHM R EE O 2 K EEALL TR Tz
(& 8, & 9). SMUEDEIED 20%D4 (FF 9) I
VT, MRE, BRE D )& Sfl2’ 5%LL B L5
ZENTRINoT. Ko T, LEAMABDIC Analogy 54 H
WA E, BRI NVERE ENTWTH, HED
WEREZEE L2 THRNEE LS.

SEA



# 8 Analogy iEIZH1T5, A FUIEE RAFED VRS OBIfR (FP, 10%, 100%)

2015 in

Table 8 Relationships between outliers and estimation accuracy on analogy based estimation (FP, 10%, 100%)

EECAN T A AE AE MRE MRE BRE BRE

F—y Ty Ty i I S Y
SIUEDHY SERL 7.98 10.59 0.99% 0.49% 0.86% 0.43%
SAUEZRL A UEHY -38.52 -9.64 -1.18% -0.89% -0.78% 0.40%
A EHY A IUEHY -32.39 32.21 -0.15% -0.91% 0.05% 0.64%

7% 9 Analogy iEICEIT5, FMUEE RAED VIEE O A% (FP, 20%, 100%)
Table 9 Relationships between outliers and estimation accuracy on analogy based estimation (FP, 20%, 100%)
EESA F AN AE AE MRE MRE BRE BRE
F—4 F—4 T R T Hh gl I Hh g Al
ANEBHD SAUEL -16.57 3.15 0.99% -1.02% 0.41% -0.88%
SAUEZL S -75.97 -55.83 -4.10% -1.71% -3.20% -2.18%
SAEHY SAEHD -69.30 -77.98 -1.99% -2.24% -2.03% -3.13%
5.3. EEFAOTEHALEICEICRBELY LD LE 54. BR

HOZE A NEEZ N Z 1258128V, BB
Hr& Analogy VEALLEGT5&, RAELOREEOBARIZ,
HUF M DIZINKEDN ST, R T4 b T —HET
ART —HIZHMUER G ENDHEE D ENRKEN ST,
B 21X, SAEDORREEN 50%D 84, Analogy 75Tl
MRE, BRE D F-¥)&H A A 5%LL FHEALL T viedo
7273, EEFSHT T 5%, EEALL Tz,

Analogy IEDIEHI NS, T ANT — IO FTUBER & E T
We BB OB NSWATREMED B D, S EOREE
23100% C7 v b7 —ZIZHMUED 7256, BRE -1
EOEALIZ-3.71%THY, EEFHHTOFRILELGELD
K E OB/ NS0T, 12720, EOEBRFE R THLE
RO THHEETIINZ RN, fiiwz T3 720
ZiX, A%EIORDGITDLETHD.

FA A B AR N Z 7285 A 2BV T, Analogy
EOIFHBEFEUF AT LS RFEL VI E DK T3/ h&
NroTz. Analogy VED S, SRTUBEDEIG A3 20% D555
\ZBWTH, MRE, BRE O] & H {3 5% L1 FHAL
T BNz o7,

ZNHORERD D, E\ERHT LD Analogy {EDIED
P NED B L Z W e EZ2HND. 127120, 74
Y NF =R T ANT = ZIIAFUED & EA TR T
7 VAL EREST DS, Analogy EDIED S EENE Sy
Hr&od RAEL R E M MEA -T2, Analogy iED HEHEE T
LD BFEG VR DMK - 7272012, FMEIZEHES
AV =1 A NN e N/ Ny e N =1 L oY 2 VA NP N ==
THULENRDD.
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EEAE R, V7N =T OB TEDIDITIEH]
T AREDIZOWNWTELET S, Y7 =T BI3 LD R
FELVETNVEEET DR, Y7 N =TT %y
MZE FENDDIUB DR B ZRET HT-0121%, LT D 2
DD FIEDGD.

o« T —HEBEYNMIIVENEENRNIDIZ, T—

A EHA R QMR A TERELICAT.

o« HIUEEEBZONDT —HEBRETS.

72120, L2 oD HiEEEMICE A Le<Ed, 372
OOT — 2 EREINEE T AT AN RN B E 70,
SIEZ FERITBRELIZDTHZ L2 LRV EGEE T, 4+
AUVIE DR D R | 2 K ELIRBAR W ATREME S D . T2k
AW T =2y MZBWTE, Bl IEBR RO
HMEIZ 50%DFRZENE FITNDT—ADS 10%TFTEL
726 T, 22 (BRE SEX7RE) 2% 50%LL EZ5 k3%
mE Lol I RAED VS E N LT Lo e
[EvAV oY

AWFZED S FEFIL L >DF — By e W72
THY, 5HBESIMOT —Z By b CRIBED EBREZIT,
EROGHEMEEZ EOLNENDS. T2, SMUEORRE
EATHOZEICEY ALV BTt B SN D720, SMUE
ZBRET DM RGN DT T, 72720, B
FHRGIZBWTT — & IUE, 1T 5882, s
EIZ X U TR I RIS T2 L BT LT LS E <y
AIREME DD,

2B, Y7 2T THEABLYOMIEIZEB VT,
Desharnais 7 — # [ K< H W H 4L T 0 [6][13],

SEA



Desharnais 7 —% 1 27211 & HW TR Z1T> TV D HF
FELTEAE T B[6]. ABFTED EBRFE AW I — A0
HZEITSERTHDN, T —Z v N ChIkED FEERE
1ToT-BATH, SVED THREL VRS E 555
BRIEFIIREWRE, RG22 5 P RE ML
RWEEZ2DND. 72720, APUBEOFEEE L EIA 03 A
LRI E O EA 5.2 57> (BRE “EXIMEDMT%
EALT 2001, T —F By NI RARDEEZ NS
b, SHBESIIHOT —F 2y MIBWTRERD A
ATV, BRI ORRE T T 2 L E R B 5.

6. BEEZE

Seo H[11]1%, Y7y =7 BA%E TA AAEHVIFIZ LTS
EEHWZBREEE k-means 5% W -Br L% H
THIEEREL, BEUFHHT, =a—F LRy T —7,
AT RN — I ZNE UL D R VRIS
EbRZVEZE AL, SMUERREONREZ DO TND.
727120, RFFEO IO ERIAMUEZ BN 5L
IFAToTHELT, SMUEDRRE, SMUEDEIA L LR
FEL VRS LD BIRITBASNIZL TR,

Shepperd H[12]i%, F[AF 5 Hr LB LI FES<A
FELV72E OB O R FIEOVEREE TG+ 5720
2, MBS S B2 R o7 — 2 'y M BRI
AL, STV TS, Shepperd St 2%
ANEZINZ TOD0, SMUEDIFAET 27 —Z &b
R DIRETILTELT, KWFFEDLITEE OB
DOAMUBE DR BA T T 52 LI13 T TUVRL .

7. EHYIC

AW TIE, TEAELICB W TANER S 25
WEBIZOWTHLNZT 572012, T —FyMasin
B4 EBRENBINL T a1 T, /38 T, ShuE
DOHEE, SMEDOREE, SMUEDFTET D254, i
EOEIET DT — 2By hd 4 DSBS THRELY
FEZFML 7. TERMELYFEEL T, HERHT
CHLIMEIC SR HIEER AL 2O/ R,
BRI NE N B EN T ThH, AMUEDOE A A
10% T, A IUEDOTREDR 100%DHE, HEVHENK
XN LR E N T-. E, BRI E S A
L HEDOBE, TANT =2 NERE ENTHTH,
PRSI B2 S N SN RTREME D3 D Z Do T,

L% OB, SHIIT =Xy MO T LI,
SIEDEI GO E 2 IS FITE LS T
FEBRTDHILITIY, TR ROGBEMELZEDLHZETH
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B, BT, —HRIZIR BT\ IPAISEC UL T
T =2y 5], LERBELYET VOFECT/L<H
WD ISBSG 7 — 4 &y MNAl e E % W ClREED R
TV, $EROEHEME SO IMNERDD.

BE RO L, SRR A BRI SEA Bh E
(L C.iE%E B 25330090) (2L A8 R A T 7-.
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