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Abstract

Potential defects in software can have serious consequences and can be detected in a timely man-
ner by using software defect prediction techniques. However, the problem of class imbalance and
high dimensional features in the software defect dataset can lead to a degradation of the model’s
prediction performance, so a cost-sensitive Boosting for Feature Selection (CSBFS) method for
software defect prediction with integrated feature selection is proposed. CSBFS method first em-
ploys a cost-sensitive feature selection algorithm. This algorithm first calculates the contribution
value of each feature to the prediction result, adjusts the contribution value according to the cost
of different error categories, and selects features with positive contribution as a feature subset,
which solves the problem of high-dimensional features. Next, this feature selection algorithm is
embedded into the Boosting algorithm, and a suitable feature subset is selected for each base
learner in each iteration of Boosting, thus increasing the diversity among base learners. In addi-
tion, the prediction effect is further improved by adjusting the weights of the wrong categories and
assigning higher weights to the first misclassified samples to alleviate the category imbalance
problem. Experiments are conducted on 20 public datasets with F-measure, Recall, AUC, G-mean,
etc. as evaluation indexes, and the experimental results validate the effectiveness of the CSBFS
method.
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1. 51§

XFF IR BAR UL, Pt e A nTSE AR — N AR ISR . BRI, A Hh T T 1 SR o P P
BT MEA BN, ERAF RSB, BT AREER, Wl BRI SEA A]Ek fth 5]
NG FRERSE . NIl BEAE AR AT ATEAT I, 4R B AR R B E . R SR RO AR
XA AT A A TR RN KR ER AT, D H 82 M0 SR AR A PR, PR R B0 R e
A REAFTEBR A MR T I

KA T (Software Defect Prediction, SDP)FIFH 77 st £ Il AL 2% 5 ) B 420 s ge v gy,
I3 ST TN AR R SR T A Sk 51N B S0 (U SCAF . AR ERSE) S A BRI IE & ToBRIE [ 1] HERfA 1 F00I 25 2R )
DA -SRI 02 B A 8 23 B I BE 0 o R SR TR A A2 ) 1 s, BTN AR S T
RARHIEAE, QIEARDE, MOARESHI P L S ARIEEES, MW REEE P BCE B 1
FRIAIIRAE . BE B EERER 0 AIIZRERMNNREE, EEAE RIS BRI B R iR %
S RN R TR A AL A A VA AR 2 P R

R ZHFAAE LR AT TP IR 0, DRGSR AR B 1 B e st o 2000 4 v R 8l PR AR AR it ot /D
TARGRFESN[2], T BRI AL FIUI IE HC B 5 22 (0 2 ) (AR e ) SE UK, T xof 5 2 R S (R )
ORI ZE o TS B 05 B SR 0 A AR S, %o SR S P TG i 3 B SR LG AR R P 2R B i o SRR SR T
DU TIIN &5 A B 5 R A, TR ES R 2 0 0 H R = A AR . FE A R A TIO S A  m
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REFMACR - BRI FER T, A AQH BB 51N SR A R ] AAT A DR S AN 1T 51 RS )
RSN R RAE (¥ 17 A [3]

BTSRRI A AR AR, WskIEERER RS, AR RS, RIgH & THSE, &
ANRIFH ] REAR HEAS R O R 2R L RME 2, S B4R BRI TR RRAE I 1o . o R TU A R 22 1 4540
Pa o AR R SR AR IR M, R B il T80k, I LA ISR, MITTAE R A L iz fe g
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Figure 1. Software defect prediction process
1. R ERPETIURAE

AR N DR 30 T g TR0 (1 7 v S B SR B % 2] (Deep Learning, DL). BEAL#%#k(Random
Forest, RF). ZFF A &1 (Support Vector Machines, SVM). iZ4&[a] JF(Logistic Regression, LR). A& JLH-Hf
(Naive Bayes, NB). 41755 (Ensemble Methods, EL)%5[5]. 4R IX 4 7 V7 T X b3 $2 3] (1) AR P47
R RAM AN o 4L AN TUARRRE S5 o] U AN Re 45 21 R 471 73 R a5 R .

A2 \[6]42 1 T CSBst (Cost Sensitive Boosting) 57.i2:, 1% J7 72 F k- S ik (decision stump) {44 %,
B (R HE G 3%, MRS ZRad R rh 9 0= A2 28 — SRR FE AR B E,,  JFAE 7 SR 48 i A B U I fige >R FH
BB BN 1R 77 VR TR i R e SRS P TOUIIAS 52 o LA AR I BoRs 48 i [r) - Bk B2 S PRI B AR 25 48 v B P 2K 1)
F1R12, H T ARER S & 2 B BE A, 2 (AR BEAR B HERA R PRAIC . 22 5555 A\ [7]4 1 C-AdaBoost
BRI (R B B, A8 R0 [l VA T ) S e B e R AE 74, JREERR RN SR R P A C RS H A~
B RN 2, SRR T R RR O — E R B TRMERZERE, AT SEIL 1 SE 47 1)
SR . Guo FEN[8]HEH T RSMOTE Hik, T M4 RApE 23 (B A e/ B R AR, DA B A A R b T3
DU e R AN o3 AT I R, 385 s B 9 T 0 P DA b Mg R ANl I, (H PRI R A TG VR A 412
B R GRS T BT B AE AN 40 A, B S R EE AT RE AN UL G . DR T e AR i 400 S R PR
TRIRS P A ) 2. Lu 25 A [9]42 ) AEUB (Adaptive Ensemble Undersampling-Boost) 5.7 FH - &b BEAS -1l 2
ST, B RCRAEEE i (Ensemble of Undersampling, US)$ K. Real Adaboost. MU IR EAZ AT H
T NI FR R R AN S A, M T — MRS R R 2 M s IR R T AR AL I, T DU AR
RFRTHE AL I RN P RE, H [F g a7 B R B o RIS PHEE N [10]3R H T — M 2 J2 G R ER 1)
RSPt i B TR A (AJCC-Ram + XGBoost, XG-AJC),  FH T AbFH A S s T b AP K30 1) o0 28
o), AZREAUR A T 2 2RI R RS, BT I G AN O 43 i R P AN [R] R I R SRR SR AR
BEIREAS, FEN AR I FEAR AT T I R . S SRBRAE VLA, XA TN e E R I
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HEH

B LR [, AR SCHEH T — RS BORFIE IR B AR BUEK Boosting R A4S FE T 57 (Cost-Sensitive
Boosting for Feature Selection, CSBFS), fEfFEL 55 RS 2T PIANB B[Rl A AR U T %, R TRAS
S A B DB T VE RE ZE 1) IR . B — BT RRE IR £ 77, AR A AR 13 bR ok S AR
PRES BIRHE R DTIRE, IR B b A R TR DT RR R IEVE N I A R IE SR & o B RHIE IR FER N BB B
oINS BB IR R R A G R, DA s Tk ge, = AR S
() TR I 4 v - R A R 2R, DR FHINBUER SR B ) MR

2. XTI 1E
2.1 RINBURS=E

AU TT R — P EEN LA 2 f F T AR BEAN 7] 531 20 SR EHRA R A [F) O BOR [11] o #E VF 2 SEFR
o, NSRBI R T RE 2 BN RN R, B AR St (10 70 SR SR0E FT BE TCVR AR i /2 SEPRai sR o AR
TR 5 FEAN RIS AR, 3 BHLAS o ST AR R B o M MO AP L A2 — 2855Ik, dnig i [nl
JA(LR)FISZ A5 [ EAL(SVM), - T DU I B R A A SR 5 AN U o R 20 RO RE AR T 58 v
RORCEE, MTAEARRS Y I Z5rh BE AN OGTE IR Eedf iR . A1 2 Fros, LR AT SVM RN BUR T i IR £ 2 N5
P LA B R BT

BleE=Recall

Figure 2. Comparison before and after using cost-sensitive methods
E 2. ERRNERSERIEXEE

RAHERE AR BUR A T L0 [12], 7E 43 Z8 I A rpes R — A T 4RAE G, b e RFRAEAR
FLSE RT3 2 18] 1) 73 FA e e 1 fos, ATRoRTEE, SIZoRskbnds. ARTHEM “-7 &
AR, 47 FORIESG], C__(X) FARE R I(True Negatives, TN)II{RAT, C. , (X) F/RELEI(True
Positive, TP)HIfCH, C_, (x) K nfi 1L (False Positives, FP)II4E /R4, C,_(X) s fi %l (False
Negatives, FN) 155 704 o AR RERE S 17 7E 5 73 S AT E ™ A2 AN R s 2R

Table 1. Cost matrix

= 1 RINEER

Predictedtarget
Actualtarget - +

+
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2.2. ¥HEEREFESE

FHIEIE £ 48 R AR RHIE R ik £ — 3 40 e B ORI AE BB HRHE, H T B IZR[13]. FFEE
PRI H I RAE R RHAEZERE B [, CREDN o) e A FE I E S, DA i AP e PR A& AR
ISR R T o A B T00 5 F (R AR e B vk R B 2 3ok g =X (Filter) A 5% 20 (Wrapper). 1
3 fiR, i AERIE R B AR I G 2 AT AEREAT 3%, I8 WK AR 2 (R G T s e M1
S PEA R W RV A AIE ) B B o i 9 s VR AU AR RN 2, BRI T R SCR B s [14] A Uk
U3 58 DU AR 3 30 A P (5 R LA 2 SO AT, S AN W S T SRDP Ay S [ R AE 0 B B .
DR s ] DL R AE S H bR 2 [ A2, 58 REAERA A5 REAE 1) 35 B [15]. 10 B T 75 B2 kI 45
AL, BRI AR i e
2.3. Boosting EERF S

R S R — TR 5 21 v, R ARE R3S I EEE — e N E A G AR ) A, NI
B FII FFAERF 1 [16] - Boosting J7 @& R S T I —Fh, Gl I iR ARHB I ZRA5E Y, JE38 s o i AL,
TR R B SGyE THiR  RIFE A, dE T4 s A kRt . anlsl 4 PR, e WAt B AR AR A 4T
NUM, Hor M REEARSE. B8 A YA R A B CE R A ZR55 25 2] 8%, THE 22 S 2R %,
FEREIN 7 REARREATE T — kP M E. 58 P ERE RIS A NS48, BENEY
BB EIATINBUA S, TR — Ao ) 88 .

JRUE RIS A JRAEHFHEER &

AL BRI %

HEAH

BRAFHIETH BRARHET %

b

Figure 3. Workflow for filter and wrapper feature selection
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Figure 4. Boosting algorithm process
4. Boosting B RN IR
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3. CSBFS 3

B R £ 1A BB0UEE Boosting B ARk B TN Jy v 6 B2 e P AR 0 Rl ARHM U IR I FR 500
A BU ] Boosting 51k 1T HF TARESEB AR A F RS0 B AR, PRI i ZEAE R AR £ S AR K
PN B A AR U i, BE ks AN SR AL & o CSBFS 7k

3.1 RNBURRFHEEFEEE

N T A AR R AT R S R B R TR RIS AR OCRFAE, I ELOR R 5 BRI S A G FE v AR ALE, AR
SCHEH T — AN BUR R 35 55002 OV E R T SRR, @l v 5 & FEACRHE Y Shaplely {E[17]
W ERFIE L PR DTRk . B SRR BN BUBEAR, WP AR — 35, 88 R R AR EAR R X
0 A PR SE PR DU o 5 J o AR AAE (1) DT R AEAF DB 30/ E 9 P DURAE, e B35 rp R F3 2
FECIE [/ F VR AR B 28 (R AIE T 4R

1) THERHETTRRE

f# ] Shaplely {2 K FE B4 AEST TS5 RO TTmREE, X TREANMFAE, K HAE AR FRFAE T T 3434
BROTERAE N, 3 BZAFAER) Shapley 15 :

¢ =Zng\{Xi}W(valx(S u{xi})—valx(S)) @

n!
Jurft gy S5 ME I Shapley {1, S R x ST REIE T8 X & 1SR HIREASE 01 (x,, %, ..., %, } »
S[I{n—|S|-1)!
n%%ﬁ%ﬁoUﬂ%p—l%%ﬁ%%swﬂﬁomMQ%E%E%%SL%ﬁﬂﬁM,ﬂu%m

FAR

val, (8) = [ T (x)dP, s - Ey (T (x)) @)
SOp T () R x 0B, Ey (T () BT, [T ()P, AR TAHE T4 S SRR T %
WHY -

()R KA Shapley fi g & —MEBSH, VRIS, FOMEUE. FERFZHHEH TR
YA TE ISR, SO A TR, T TR S T SE . T R Shapley %A A
B, Ko NS AN A e, TR SR S WU B [-11] 210, 43 E)5 Lk Shapley f
¢ IR T B T ORI ORI

of _ph

b; 3)

2) 5INRINEUR T E
MF 1A C, (X)) R — R BRI, C, (X) 58 R RN, EHIEEE
TRERRARN BN 1, T AR AN KT 1, BARRE S BRE GLT E o AN BUBOT T B AT L
R A S
1 ¥, =h(x)
cost, =4e “~* 'y —1and h(x)=0 (4)
e y —0and h(x)=1

= ¢, xCost, (®)
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Hodry, RFIBRME, h(x) FRFBBITIE, cost, FRFEAR x AN AEE R EL. X T4 K IEFIMFEAR,
yi =h(x),» HAEIER) o ERFAL . W T8 —REAFEA, y, =1land h(x)=0, e FIHEHIVNTE,
HAR AR R, D AR IE R o 5. XS T55 —REE D FEA, y, =0and h(x)=1, e [FEH[A
FEANT %, (HET 58 R MR N T 28—, BRI BAFIE I o (B> B> T35 —2K. ZZaH)8 L
R =REIL,  H A B BBUETR 9 — 1k Shapley {H ¢, -

3) ATRHILEFE

FEIEFERFAEZ AT, it 255 R AE T B B STk G 00, AR R ok HO ik, b m
NFEARRLS R, TR o N5 | NMRFILAE 2 AT 20058 R A R R TR

lm
@, :Ezj:ﬂi,j (6)

AR PR H A G RS TN o7 R de K HIARFAE, R EEAR 3 (6) SR A5 RO ARFAIE D AR 52 328 4% e 28 RO RFAIE
FRAEEFER) TN, RS PRI 2 A2 1E 1) TR ORI N B R R IR TR R o, & HI R B pIr
KRFFIERES .

R:{a)i|a)ie{a)l,a)z,---,a)n},a) >0} @)

3.2. RINERM Boosting B3%

N T BB X T 55— K K HAR L, 4 BURT 3\ Boosting B3 it %5
SRR P SO A A TR, (AT — A 5] S e B TP AT O RE A . X T2 — AV 508, 4
wﬁﬁﬁxmﬂﬁﬂm@mmqmwzﬁwﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%%ﬁzn=zyxammhnum,#mﬁ

%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬂim:%mﬁ;%}

R /7155 Adaboost [18]J5EMAIR],  ANAZ AMERE T R B BUE BB, ARAE A HE R B
FEARE, BEEHITHEN TR,

D, (X, y)exp(—cost, B, Y, f, (X))
Z

D,.; (X, y) NEF E I BIEACE, WSRO T —cost, B, y,, T, (X, ) TR BURHO AR ALE, FREK
F) cost, ZEM (4 AT, AR R MR REA SR 1) 0 = AN BT 2, 4 H R A iR B IR R
FEAR S S8 T SRERRFEACRI 22 R IEAEA, TIAE T — R AR i X = AN BN R 2 2 8. 140
WIZRTEPITA [R5 21 858 IR 4IRS (0) K T A 852 T SRR IO — N5 » 2R 8% B2 IR IR R AL 99 27 3] 48
FT AL S RAE 455 BR 2 sign() 75 3 e & B Tl 245 21

G(x)=sign( X1 5,1, (%)) ©)

Doa(xy)= ©)

3.3. CSBFS AA3EseIf

CSBFS Hf 2.1 WAL SR FEM 2.2 PSRRI FIA A, KA BUR AR IE L £ SR R 3
EMSE . BR335SR AT IR LR B 50, IR B BOE & AT 955 ) A IR T AR LR
HIMERE, CSBFS kMt in e 5 fron. T3 89% 85 M RE i, HE B th & A A,
DAL AR AR 5% T DABR 1o 4% 59 2 ST AR IO B AR, e R B O R [ T L fE . CSBFS A A R e 8
AE IS B AEAFAE R 3 S PN BE, DABD 28— R SREER I 7 A, S Tk e
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Figure 5. CSBFS algorithm process
[ 5. CSBFS 7534712

4. STIGHFER
4.1. BIEEE N

A SCfdH Shepperd 45 A [191%F NASAMDP 6 F %45 5215 Bk J5 1] CleanNASA #4545 . D’Ambros %5 A
[20]45 5 1) AEEEM 445 A1 Wu 25 A\ 211U 4E 1) ReLink ¥ 4 4t = MR A AT 356 . 2L CleanNASA
Fif % CM1. JM1. KC1. KC3. MC1. MC2. MW1. PC1. PC2. PC3. PC4. PC5 3t 12 ME#E4E, B
FEa2E 5 LL AR 2.31%, fimily 27.57%, RAPEILRE N . AEEEM A& EQ. JDT. LC. ML,
PDE 3t 5 MRS, RrEHcE oy 21 4>, SRFESE & HEER ARy 8.26%, 5 39.81%. ReLink F1 417 Apache.
Safe. Zxing3 ML, FHEHCE A 26 1, GREESE L HLRAKY 29.57%, fmiA 50.52%, K547 LLEL
P, BESERIVEANE BWEE 2 R,

4.2. SKWRE

AIAE R 2 1 3 ARIRERISE 20 N AR LTI, KA 5 58 30E, 347 10 RSEEHCTF I .
1L RandomForest. DecisionTree. AdaBoost . CAdaboost Al CSBst 77 A AXf ELSLge, X & S 1 45
BTG o FREHUR R AR IR 7 C, _ (X) REATSE56,  DARRFEARAN R0 B ot 5000 225 2R 1y s A B ARAA R
B L P 000 280 SR A A

Table 2. Dataset information

F2 BEERER

RGeS R LRRE RS R FE LR BRI EE (%)
cMm1 i 37 327 42 12.84
M1 R 21 7782 1672 21.49
KC1 Ekd 21 1183 314 26.54
KC3 iR 39 194 36 18.56
MC1 AR 38 1988 46 231
MC2 iR 39 125 44 35.20
MW1 EaR 37 253 27 10.67
PC1 EiE 37 705 61 8.65
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Continued
PC2 BRI 36 745 16 2.15
PC3 BRI 37 1077 134 12.44
PC4 % 37 1287 177 13.75
PC5 Eep e 38 1711 471 27.53
EQ % 61 324 129 39.81
DT 2% 61 997 206 20.66
LC ES 61 691 64 9.26
ML ES 61 1862 245 13.16
PDE % 61 1497 209 13.96
Apache iy 26 194 98 50.52
Safe s 26 56 22 39.29
Zxing s 26 399 118 29.57

B TR P T 2 — A A R, DR RT DU 3 B BVRIA AR B R kP T 45 5L, Hoh TN
(True negative) F /R TG 6k I H UM E B IRE AR, TP (True positive) e /A Sl BT IEAf AL A B &
FP (False positive)7 7~ Jo sk B (H Fi A B Fa AL AR 20, FN (False negative) & 7 A Sk e (L FI0II A T B e
PIREAS KR . AR VR A A R v] DATH SR B PR 4R b A 1 26 (Precision) . A [E1 2 (Recall) . iR Z(FPR).
F1 5 %((F-measure). G ¥J{H(G-mean). A Precision & A5 R FUI A R S IR A A 22 /0 B0 IE A i
R, tHEARN:

. P
Precision=
TP+ FP
Recall, tHAYfi TPR, xR Tl A ¥ R FE R A o5 BT A S b shBaAE A tu g, tHE AR :
Recall = ™
TP+ FN
FPR RN o B/ FEAFE A B B R MO U A SR FE A BT S b, A =08 :
FPR = FP
FP+TN

F-measure £Zx 5% 18 TR ME B2, BUETEHEZ 0 2] 1, BoEar 1, RoRBEAERIREANH
R 2 (A AT | R4 8P4, BAPERe iy, HEARON:
Precison x Recall
Precison + Recall

G-mean & —FiE A A AR, [ 5 RE ke A0 T B S A TN A% /7, BUE G 0 %1 1, G-mean
EMEET 1, RORBBILEERIA IR TCEE IS BT A D #0AR A . S F AP R4, G-mean fE =%
AL A RO R T A2, TR A A

G —mean = +/Precision x Recall

AUC ForfBIEANF B BCE T TPR 5 FPR Z Al AR . BUAETEHE: 0.5 #] 1. 24 AUC %7 0.5
i, R RESE A T BEALAE I . AUC BRI 1, FRIANBEAUN IR 200 47 2000 1 53 2K Be 77 et

ASZIG A Python 155, FFRIAEE A PyCharm2023, {3 1I#/E 24t 8 Windows10, CPU 24 AMD
Ryzen 5 5600 6-Core Processor 3.50 GHz, 47N 16GB.

Fl=2x
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Table 3. Confusion matrix
%= 3. BB

Predicted target

Actual target

+

TN(True negative)
FN(False negative)

+

FP(False positive)
TP(True positive)

4.3. R

43.1. SRR

ARICHF 20 AFHE AL A R TR E AT S50, A Alidsk R EATM F1. Recall. AUC. G-mean %5
VA RRAR. W5 4 Fos, O 6 FREUEAYLE 20 AN ECE AR B TUNZE SR FLAE, SEERSE AR, AU
1) CSBFS J5vATE4a K 2 KA n 48 1 il & SR A L oAt 5 ANy A s i FLAE, HUTE 2 MR 4R
NI B R IS T B B FLAERI T, 16 4 NMUESE I FLE S EGE TN IER. 78 PC2
g b, Tz AR & LR 2.15%, BT SR 1 MR R R LUK, BEMLAR MRS FLE
BRAKE 0, XRWIHX TSR IEEA TN SR N E, 1 CSBFS FZAHBCT Hodth kA7 — @R i 4
J5. #£ KC3. MW1. PC1 ¥(#E4Erh, CSBFS Sy AH XS T ot 520322 4 ve P2 E e 1 o

Table 4. F1 of 6 algorithms on 20 datasets
4.6 MEEE 20 NMIBE LM FLE

CM1
JM1
KC1
KC3
MC1
MC2
MW1
PC1
PC2
PC3
PC4
PC5
EQ
DT
LC
ML
PDE
Apache
Safe
Zxing

RF
0.14
0.28
0.41
0.14
0.25
0.47
0.23
0.31
0.00
0.19
0.55
0.49
0.74
0.59
0.35
0.32
0.31
0.74
0.61
0.42

DT
0.25
0.33
0.39
0.32
0.36
0.50
0.24
0.34
0.06
0.32
0.53
0.48
0.64
0.55
0.35
0.34
0.30
0.66
0.59
0.41

AdaBoost

0.27
0.33
0.39
0.40
0.37
0.50
0.27
0.33
0.06
0.31
0.52
0.49
0.64
0.54
0.34
0.35
0.30
0.68
0.62
0.44

CadaBoost
0.29
0.35
0.39
0.35
0.40
0.49
0.24
0.36
0.05
0.22
0.49
0.49
0.66
0.54
0.38
0.33
0.34
0.62
0.55
0.30

CSBst

0.3
0.34
0.43
0.35
0.18

0.5

0.3
0.36

0.1
0.36
0.53
0.53
0.69

0.6
0.31
0.44
0.38
0.72
0.63
0.49

CSBFS
0.36
0.41
0.43
0.45
0.41
0.52
0.32
0.41

0.1
0.37
0.58
0.53
0.69
0.64
0.38
0.45
0.39
0.71
0.66
0.53

6. 7.8 M HIJER T 6 FhEETE 20 4 B R Recall. AUC Fl G-mean. M & 6 H1a] LI H CSBFS
TEA R 2 AR 1 Recall #AL T 5 ANH%, XKW CSBFS Sy2AH Lb oA 56t D B84 5
AT R, RHERFERFEARTE UK. 14 7 Ron AR IR ] CSBFS HA/E 2 8l 4 b LL M B
AUC Fabn 5 5, BB ILTEA R 2R B T #BRE AT RUHb [X 43 SRIE A1 G HR E FIAE AR, CSBFS B2 4
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Figure 6. Recall of 6 algorithms on 20 datasets
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Figure 7. AUC of 6 algorithms on 20 datasets
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Figure 8. G-mean of 6 algorithms on 20 datasets
[ 8. 6 MEIETE 20 MRS £HY G-mean

B PR AT AR T AN RS, CSBFS HATE R 2 B R L& THE M fabr#B e T H A . &
ML AT X e R4 4 3 7)) & MC2. EQ. Apache. Safe. Zxing, 1% £6 %4 42 i BRI o5 b 73 73 /2 35.2%.39.81%.
50.52%-. 39.29%. 29.57%, #iA2 LECFEEdE. Mk n %1 CSBFS Syk7e Pyt i mii sk 5 1
A AEVE X RIAN K, TAEASPEEE FAH A B2 B BRI 4TSGR CSBFS B IE A T A P4
P T .

DOI: 10.12677/sea.2023.126096 985 B TR S N


https://doi.org/10.12677/sea.2023.126096

S,

43.2. BRFESEERYR M

N T ERFT CSBFS BIETEANRIGREFA &7 LR 1 TR G, K B 2 1 R BE 15 LE A B AT TRV AR i A 222 1l B
B9 BT ZR I, LR ALBR BRI (5 B, NARRR S-SR bR (1B .l P AT B A R o LG i AN T4 7t
TR AL M RE R B 2 3R T o FEBRIA 7 LA IO AS A PR RESR T FE R R, 8RB o LUAE 20%2 Jo MRk
PETHER LBCFAS, Btk v] 1 CSBFS S 7E TN BR A & b T 200610 208 #8251 7 25

—— G-mean
0.7 | AUC
—— Recall

06l — F1

05
% 04 |
03 1
02

0.1+

0.0

0 10 20 30 40 50

L2 EARR ATV

Figure 9. Performance of CSBFS algorithm under different defect proportions
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Figure 10. The impact of different cost factors on prediction results
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