LR S|
2016 “ELEL KA CHINESE JOURNAL OF COMPUTERS 20160nline

— TR [ 4K fH- R PER T B ] 2= IR AR Y
FHEEIFIESR

NEF KR BKRDY, X, hEE

DR TR H R B 5SS, 005 IS0 210023)
M HRY HEHBESHARA, L5 B5 210023)
SEEMk THENURRE SEORYEE, 1137 Ml 226019)

B OE BTSSR R TSR SR T LR R N BT AR SR R AR . (H AR
FErp, R P AR AT SR T b e AR L R B P RE P AR A o EARBIE TN DA A R AR £ 77 VA e A A B RE kAT Ty
e, AEAEIFATE R, ARDEHEFEN R SR BT, S0 BTty 28 B R BRI £ 775 9 T ikt
W, BRATTHR A r] 7 B R IE R AESE FECS. BAMAORYL, B EBIRIIT, HRn Rt 70 B i 2 B H 1%
B JE BT = RN R R S e R A 5 SR, AR CARE— A 3k Y 5 SR (R RFAIE » A2 SEAIERTE 7T A, DA Eclipse AT NASA
SESBRIUH PRI R o B S B — AR FHE FAE BT ERAR T O A BT R, R P N AR M 7 AR I M P SR AR DL e 7
Bk . il 5 SR RHE IR BT R T LR, SRIE T FECS REZEARME, BRICZ AL, JEILIR AN TRV ENZE ., FFIEE
LA 2 M 7 SR AR SR TN P REAORZMA, N EEAT R FECS it 747 5.

KB A BTELRAE; BFSRBE TN RAEERE; MRARZRES; R

PEZESES TP311

A Noise Tolerable Feature Selection Framework
for Software Defect Prediction

LIU Wang-Shu”?, CHEN Xiang”®, GU Qing”?, LIU Shu-Long®?, CHEN Dao-Xu»?

Y(state Key Laboratory for Novel Software Technology, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, China)
2(Department of Computer Science and Technology, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, China)

3(School of Computer Science and Technology, Nantong University, Nantong 226019, China)

Abstract Software defect prediction constructs a software defect prediction model based on the mining of
software historical repositories. Then it uses the trained model to predict potential defect-proneness program
modules. However noises are inevitable when labeling or measuring the software entities. Although some
researchers have investigated the noise tolerance of existing feature selection methods, few studies focus on
proposing new feature selection methods with a certain noise tolerance. To solve this issue, we propose a novel
framework FECS (FEature Clustering with Selection strategies). In particular, FECS first cluster original features
into specified number of clusters based on cluster analysis. Then it selects a most typical feature from each
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cluster based on our proposed three heuristic feature selection strategies. During empirical studies, we choose
real-world software projects, such as Eclipse and NASA. We first perform a set of data preprocessing steps to
improve the quality of these datasets. We then inject class level and feature level noises simultaneously to imitate
noisy datasets. After using classical feature selection methods as the baseline, we confirm the effectiveness of
FECS and provide a guideline of using FECS after analyzing the effects of varying either percentage of selected

features or the noise injection rates, and different noise types.
Key words Software quality assurance; Software defect prediction; Feature selection; Noise tolerable ability;
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kel % 86 145 60 (41.37%)
ke3 JiiE 39 458 43 (9.39%)
ke JiiE 43 125 61 (48.80%)
mc2 PR 39 161 52 (32.30%)
mw1 PR 37 403 31 (7.69%)
pcl B 37 1107 76 (6.87%)
pc3 B 37 1563 160 (10.24%)
pc4 Bk 37 1458 178 (12.21%)
pcs B 39 17186 516 (3.00%)
41 HEE

ASCHERE TR B SRR E O 5 ok it
TG T, B4R E Eclipse i H 1 =44
AR EH NASA I H 1) 10 NMdE4E . HA Eclipse i

H % 52 7] LA Promise JE 0 R #3545, 17 NASA
T H R4 AT LA MDP $dE 3R E . A iX
LRI AS O AT, HEYET 2 T A T
0 Al 681012)

TR AR D BRSNS, RSO0 R
WBIREPAT TN EEE UG EE: (L BERAT
A EBUE B R HUE 5 A R RFE s (2) TR 5k
R RFR RN 2 AR PR, A SCAL B ) —
AN ZICA R, R ERAT TR SRR OK T 0 (iR
Pric A BRBAAR IR, AR bR 10 24 TG Bk i A5
e, (3) #JE K Hulse 1 Khoshgoftaar #7211 )7
VRO RAR ) FE A B A7 A S R AT B A R S 451
I FR A, FRAT MR B TS B HE AN
AFAE M 75 i e
42 MEEFEN

KL EBEHEHFRR B, 52k
PRl A C-Noise MIRFEME A F-Noise, T HIHKIE X
WE:

TEN 3. KIrME (C-Noise) . 4%t (1)
S CRIFEFPREEL) AEAERPRET IR, TUFR1Z M
FEORRARE S

ENX 4. FRfEMEE (F-Noise) . 4¥E4E T
S P R AE A B AR Bl B R R, AR
LR YRR 75

TE SR TN SR A R v, X P g
woFIN I, Rk, ARSCAEME RS i I A 25 pE

7 C-Noise f1 F-Noise, Fifid4&E REFERIEANK
WA s 2, R 2 SR T R NI AR

(1) XFF C-Noise WV N, 4 FE AL B
#instaR R~ EEE T

TS E . SR E T BT S bR (R
AR FE A RCE SO BBA PR D, BT .
(2) XFFHfEME = F-Noise FITEN, {7 3¢
RS20 (0 i TR 5 (Gaussian noise).  HAKSK
Ui, FRREEALIE R — A2, AR5 B REALIERIZ S

w X #insta> 524,

IR — R AR A NuRBEHL
AOWOE %A o= R R, Hoh, b

g? = (max —mi, max 1 min 75 F7R P L

PIEZ R VB A B R E R ME. it fE o &
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=1 w X #instances X #featik.

FEME R MBUMEBE L, AXZ% T Herzig

S NE A E B BSR4 T 33.8% K0
SRS R, R, EASCIeH, X C-Noise

A F-Noise fIB: A Z P E N 33.8%. 4, Hidf

£ cml AL 505 NSBIAT 37 ANMEFE. EME R
BN 33.8%[KITE LT, 170 NSl i 2K bR o bk f %
6315 MEHEERE S A s i S . £ RQ3 H,

AR RE— L W A FEME S 2 X FECS fEGREE

TSR P B b 52 .

WA REER IR, RSO ISR F R
HENEER, FEER AL B A . X
Folt 24 5 AT DA B M LU 2 R N R 7S RIS % P RRAE
TR REIR S, AN BB AP L VP FECS &1
e IR AL P A5 e e
43 TENIEHR

ASCR AR ENFE AR AUCPIAT RLAPR
WHRHEIE R IE MR . Hoh AUC FR bR R &
BRI T MGG, M0 RLA FR bR R B Ar e s 5
e, BERYTO 1 R R AR E B

AUC (area under ROC curve) P8%:T ROC i
L SR VP AN [ SR T A5 25 1) T 14 g - Bk ROC
T 2R PR S0 00 SRR IO, Z2 55 58 T ARIIRI 23
KEME. /£ ROC Mg, WAL R tpr (true
positive rate) {&, HAALFRF7R fpr (false positive rate)
B, WE—AN0REUE, HI8EEAE R tor {E
Fl fpr 4 CRIXE R AL FR 28 B —ANARR ) o BT AT
ALK SRR R R X AR X R ROC HiZk.
I AUC A5 It ()2 ROC ik R AR, HH
HIEEZ[0,1], HEHL T 1, MARFEX N 5258
PEREERLT - AUC FoAmit 5 i F T B A P4 ]
B EEEERY, T AUC $8FRCEIRZ RN
53T IS e e T AL TR ek g 1280,

RLA (relative loss of accuracy) CI7¢ g ¥
£ b, AT A [R] B TN AR 2R (1 S 1 B 453 R
. 5ICEEIARRE, 30+ RLA E %R AUC
R RAEDL, A ZUER %R (accuracy) MK
fEit. Bk, RLA $RFRHHHHEARE:

AUC, - AUC,,
RLA, = ,OAUC - 4)
0

EAR @), AGRIR x% Mg s (REALHE
C-Noise X fiFE F-Noise) #yFE NJEHI AUC 18, 1
RN EBHR ARG FE N I AUC 15 .

4.4 SLIGURTS

T VEAE FECS HEZRRIA RN, ASCHET 3.3
FTI 3 PPN, SEIL T 3 PRI RRAE R T
Hrh FECS_FR J7VETERFIEE BRI B S A 3emg 1,
FECS_MR J7 VA {# H 5%hE 2, 1 FECS_LE J7 & 1% H
Helg 3. FF HIEHL 3 P&t i 4 IEIE BBV (IG,
CFS A1 Consist) {EAX L ik, BRibz 4h, dikHF
T ALL JiiEAENXT I, %07 iR AME R
ERTTE (BRI A RRIE) . TR a7,
WREL T ANER DL (NB) AR SR (C4.5) 1E NSk
B TR AL M i o P 3 SR AR SCSE G i B B
RHESREE

BIEEE S

FECS_FR

FECS_MR

FECS_LE

CFS YLk

3 EINALEAIEZEE
NPT A SR TIOIASE 2R (1) 1 B, FRATTSR A 10X 10
P22 X AF 77 S0 Bkt 10 4758 XHE
(10-fold cross validation) &Pt 732 77 AE K
— PP . B EEEER N 10 4y, iR
HA i 9 i E RN GRS, Tl 1 A AR IR
FREFREEE R DA ORREAS S A0 s —
O, HBABUX A IEAT &R E. Tk
G B B Hh S VR o 2 SR R, R SEE6 TR RAT]
BB E A 10 $r28 HGAE 10 ¥, FRPATRTE L
AR T SN LAT L 1808 FIRESAIE T VERR A
10X 10 #728 X IET7 2o
441 ZIRHEEEITENH
WICHRE T ISt 7% 1G. CFS. Consist
AALL. Bkt 1G B Mg dor A
2 R TR IR R 0 HE P 5092 CFS RHIEIE £ 712

L

WiEtk

.

IG
ALL
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321 &) 15} 2% R T AL 5 2 1) 1A 2R 55 85 DA S 45 41E
WL A AR A G2, ] Best-First 482 5Kmg k5
R 2 O IR AE A O (4R iE T+ 45 Consist
TP E R F R AR MEIE T, T
LI RO A1 0 R — 8 ALL J7
TEAMBURFAESE B, 15 FH i AR R AR B S A R A 7 T
MR, 0 b =Fh FECS $-AEIEE 7iE, AR
RALSEILT 7 FhOTE.

EJTESHEUE B E b, BRATIRIE R I859%%
B, K S AR A P AR B

o llog, Hrbon FUREUARHES. XM SHIR

HIEH T 1G JriE A S ) FECS J732:. 1 CFS
A Consist J7 VAR AN BEAG B 32 1) Fr ikt ()R A1 2
(32331 fo T B 2 00 Y S 6 VS OB AR B .
RQ3 1, Aok — 04 FECS Piride th R4k
bl A5 o A 7R M 4 1) S o

442 R

AL RE T IR M) 7 S T7 18 R A ik
ToO AR Y . DU B 5 3k HR A 2R DDy (Naive
Bayes, NB) PZ#Igiuhsgipf iy c45%), 5
HoAh DU B 7 ¥ AN ], A ER DU 3 B AR A R AR 2
(B 25 A AT . ROFESEFRAf 2 B OL S, FRAE AR
Z [AJAH B ST . CA.5 TE A U S 1) I 2 FR AR 4 4
E S G 28 2R PR K IARHAE 1T AT 0 2, [
A5 B T 1R IR I A . NB 4328 23 Al
CA.5 4y A% A& B b T A3 b N FH s )2 B 0 2R
SEPl, ARSCHET Weka Bt ELSZEL T NB A C4.5

DK, IERABIKS Y.
LIRAVSHAONTIE

NT % AR 3 NI ), AT
T YRR A TN S (R 4R BT FECS AL AR
TEIEPE LTINS . 5, SHER AR N g,
WM % FECS 1EMe s $idin 4 L ERe. &5, dt—2
T 9 R 7 A N R RDARRAE S B LU A9 FECSS 14 e 1) 52
M

NT BB A AR I RE 2 R, BAT]
Siit T AN EE R Y Win/Draw/Loss 15 8., BAksk
Ve ¥R Avs J7E B’ Y Win/Draw/Loss 15 84
FHE=Mf: Win. Draw Al Loss. X =/ME 75l #oR
Hik AT STMET LB MEYRELE. ¢
S, ALL JiEREREN vk BT, DLAESR
PEDU S v >R L B AP AR S 5 5 2

AT MRS LR R EE, A
T Friedman #5628%6%7) Eriedman #36 i A\ [ Hi 2
N k-1 BRI AR, FHIEB R 2 A7 IR PR
HAGIEREMEZE R BAREL, W RIS 25
B p AN CBIZNF 0.05), MIANRBBEA
FRAL, BISAN A AR R EES . WK
BT AR 2 S, WIAT DU 5 2246
367 1R — 25 4K R g v A At 5 AN ]

5

F2 EEANREF, ETAMYARNAEFIEEIES AR AUC &
HETF RN Hi5HKE (NB) T JEWEE (C45)
BiEse FECS FECS_ FECS_ FECS_ FECS_ FECS_
ALL IG CFS  Consist ALL IG CFS Consist

_FR MR LE FR MR LE
Eclipse20  .791 788 799 800 798 795 741 671 745 692 701 758 748 736
Eclipse2.1  .745 758 745 760 768 764 755 590 700 712 628 738 736 723
Eclipse3.0  .762 762 755 769 783 770 774 637 732 704 671 748 728 635
cmil 750 764 757 500 769 726 768 528 540 548 500 558 502 488
kel 788 792 791 790 793 792 790 660 725 697 692 707 718 729
ke3 808 766 797 795 821 822 813 567 586 606 611 752 750 660
kcd 757 764 751 744 770 744 759 775 726 754 765 726 744 .800
mc2 709 647 646 654 656 648 654 636 577 578 589 606 559 624
mwl 744 777 780 772 784 781 815 556 558 570 602 605 562 560
pcl 746 739 4 743 780 772 768 650 649 677 672 674 697 653
pc3 773 791 788 729 796 787 778 635 536 584 566 558 634 602
pc4 836 828 814 832 834 825 827 760 854 852 771 870 773 789
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pcs 928 .943 871 935 944 .930 932 733 .890 .850 821 852 .901 874
SPEME .780 778 172 .756 792 781 783 .646 678 679 661 704 .696 683
W/D/L 715  5/7  6/0/7  11/0/2  9/0/4 10/0/3 9/0/4 10/0/3 9/0/4 10/0/3 9/0/4 9/0/4

51 RQl: 7EF NMEAERIFIFECSHEBER AT

WG 4.4 75, AURESLIE A 7 E# % T 10X
10 Fr38 XIGUE 7300 3 2 45 1 3 T Hifh 4 2851
ANFRFHE I 3R 7 VELE 13 MRS L1 AUC {13
8, HpZElRET NB /K8, HAilRET Ca5
R, EEANBIEE L, B R, Fp
BIGHAT, £ATRPEME, AT ALL
BONVEIEEE Y Win/Draw/Loss 4iit1E B..

MIERE NB E NS0T, I AUC “FI{E
£, 3 FECS J7ik 5l T Hrf ikmimr =4 .
Hrh, FECS_FR FEMRIERLF . AN, FATHK
BURFEE R T VR T A— @ X AT s S 40 2
Bihn, EXFESE me2 M pcd b, ALL JikrkfeE
BT oAl RRAE 3% 4% 77325 . . Win/Draw/Loss f1JE 5,
3 F FECS HiE(E 13 MR wifF T 10 Ik, H
H FECS_FR #if5 8 {R. 7E5 VIl IEAE ALL J771
XPEeH, FECS ikt #mZ il . 44T Friedman
K56 5 1 p {48 0.0288, k3515 B &% 7 i 2 1]
FIERENZES.

kPR CA5 1E 25880, M AUC “THME f
5%, 3 # FECS JiixEAnIH HE 7 ar—=%4. H,
5% FECS_FR JiEHIRIARLf. 1 FECS_MR flI
FECS_LE #HIZMLl. ALL 773 R AERHRE S me2 A
pc3 RIS, (HFI4T0 5 2 G I vE iR 2
M Win/Draw/Loss fif£%&, 3 FECS J7VAfE 13
LT AR T 11 Ik, Hrh FECS_FR mfd 7 K.
TESVFNEEE ALL J7vERxtterf, BT g IR e
Borik, MAFE FECS ik, #R&mEib. Ba,
AT Friedman K56 f5 1 p {9 0.0435, Ff— k1 BA
FNTNEZ AR R E 2 5.

W BRI 45 1e: (1) FECS
JNEEE N AT R4 b, PERRAR T HARRRE
EREEE, X TAE28, X PR e (R s
Famg. (2) 7£ 3 7 FECS J7¥%H, FECS_FR J7i%MH
SR PERE BT -

®3 FEENRER, ETEMSLFNOTEFHELES AR AUCE (w = 33.5%)

FTHAR #4258 (NBD FTRFEW Iy 2EE (C45)
BIpE FECS FECS_ FECS_ FECS. FECS_ FECS_
ALL IG CFs Consist ALL 1G CFS Consist

_FR MR LE FR MR LE
Eclipse20 749 739 794 778 744 735 742 604 587 592 626 657 621 630
Eclipse2.1  .732 714 722 700 742 727 720 571 556 554 553 609 578 571
Eclipse3.0 731  .697 755 747 720 715 742 598 591 625 628 624 616 599
cmi 632 588 500 493 633 607 612 499 504 502 505 544 500 461
kel 743 712 632 .600 683 660 681 557 573 554 563 587 610 623
ke3 707 718 555 521 700 724 690 546 502 509 500 567 585 540
kcd 664 648 558 518 736 716 684 549 564 530 538 636 568 599
mc2 613 582 500 518 576 597 553 526 517 513 514 581 547 579
mwl 679 692 523 531 742 728 738 500 525 509 498 565 560 540
pcl 572 .609 525 516 635 594 643 504 530 500 503 540 544 552
pc3 661 706 542 521 747 712 721 508 515 511 516 544 553 558
pc4 726 753 633 531 753 754 750 561 569 537 547 630 604 600
pcs 915 923 837 927 932 926 929 637 605 587 629 652 623 607
P M 702699 621 608 719 707 708 551 549 540 548 608 578 583
W/DIL 6/0/7  2/0/11  3/0/10  8/0/5  7/0/6 7/0/6 7/0/6 4/0/9 5/0/8  13/0/0  12/0/1  9/1/3
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52 RQ2: 7EENMEFEGHIFECSIERESTHT

T EZ RQ2, ASCIZHR 4.2 5 1) HE
#£7F N\ F-Noise Il C-Noise iX 351 7 . #R3E Herzig
25 NP L, KRR R o $5H 33.8%. Xt T
S A5 R, X BAFH AUC Al RLA SR BT EA
R o
5.2.1 AUC a5 #r

3 WoR TIEMEEENG, TR AUC
ERF5ME. 5382 2800, R AildT NB 43K
&, BT CA5 . (RIS L, K
g kAT it e KPR JE AT, 56— 172 FI1E,
5 AT A LN ALL 7 9 VIR AER) Win/Draw/Loss
GitEE.

kR NB 1728850, A AUC ~FIME
[E%, 3 M FECS JiEIEHE ifls T AT =4 . 1E 3 Fl
JriE, FECS_FR VIARI &R LT . Bl RWIEA R
AR BIEAMEE ST, FECS Jrik#RIL
B, JF B 1 B T H AR PR A RS . ALL J7
ERBEHE, IF BAH L AR R B R A BN
AP o R A BESE kel M me2 b, ALL %

P o XU B FA 2R 37 R AR e 7S B R AR A
FE IR R, DRI et BT P RE ) R IR IR £ 7V =2
HYHER . M Win/Draw/Loss fiEE, #5175
1 ALL J7iEIXT e b, 3 Ff FECS RHEIL 5 71240
R, MAsh 3 M MEHEIRE LA
flnpt. 447 Friedman f:56#) p B2y 0.0011 Gz
T 0.05), UGS IEZ S A B EEER
Mk CA5 ME N RARNT, M AUC “FIME
FE%, 3 FECS JiiAMcoR S0 i 2518 R FF— 2L,
FECS_FR iSRRI IR 4T Rtz Ak, HHXS T HiAth 3
Pl 2 SRR AE & #5977, ALL J7ik7E AUC HI
Win/Draw/Loss F#SFRILER . 755 vHIIZE#E ALL
I, Win/Draw/Loss 45 5$4Es2 T FECS
HABENH, FECS fE4H8 13 M LI T
ALL 773, 4T Friedman #3611 p 18~ 1.55-E06
(/T 0.05), BRI VLI B B ZE R .

F4 EFANRER, ETHEMSLAF[HNFEFHEEESEMRAE (w=33.8%)
HETHEINME 2K (NBD T PSR4 KE (C45)
BiEse FECS FECS_ FECS_ FECS_ FECS_ FECS_
ALL IG CFS Consist ALL IG CFS Consist
_FR MR LE FR MR LE
Eclipse2.0  .053  .062 .006 028 .068 076 -.001 .099 212 144 107 133 169 143
Eclipse2.1  .017  .058 031 079 034 048 .046 032 205 222 119 174 215 211
Eclipse3.0  .041  .085 .001 029 .080 071 042 061 193 113 .063 166 154 .056
cmil 157 230 340 015 177 164 203 .056 .066 .083 -.010 .024 .004 .055
kel 057 101 201 240 138 166 137 155 210 205 186 169 150 146
ke3 125 .063 304 345 148 119 152 038 143 161 182 246 220 182
kcd 123 152 257 304 044 .038 .099 292 223 297 296 125 236 251
mc2 135 .100 226 209 122 078 154 173 .104 112 127 041 022 072
mwil 088 110 330 312 054 067 .095 101 .060 108 173 .065 .004 .036
pcl 233 176 292 306 186 231 163 224 183 261 251 199 220 155
pc3 144 107 312 285 061 .096 074 200 .038 124 .088 024 128 073
pc4 132 .090 222 362 .097 .086 .093 262 334 370 291 275 218 239
pcs 014 021 .039 .008 013 .004 .003 131 320 309 234 235 308 306
P4 101 .104 197 194 .094 .096 .097 140 176 193 162 144 158 148
W/DIL 5/0/8  2/0/11  4/0/9  7/0/6  8/0/5 6/0/7 5/0/8  2/0/11  3/0/10  6/0/7 8/0/5 9/0/4

5.2.2 RLA {Hi%#r
X BIRATE R AUC XL (R RLA) 1E
TR T A T M B e e, RLA

(BRI B VEAETE N TR (1 AUC 157 2580/
CBIFEE R ) R 4 45 T PRI ARG E 7 RLA
P50 P 22 10 3T NB 43 2588, 4R T C4.5
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SrRAs. [FIRE, fERAEIRE b, Hmiidd Rt
ke R EWAT, BATETIME, B oATR
PL ALL A PFIEAE ) Win/Draw/Loss 15

LR NB E 5 838 I, R4 RLA T35 %k
K&, 37 FECS Jik# B RIFMfsett. /£ 3
Pl FaoE MU )& FECS_FR. BRithz 4h,
ALL 5% b AR R 1 7 v A B R e 1
It HAESRESE Eclipse2.1 Al kel LRI UT. @iE
Win/Draw/Loss 537, 3 # FECS - EiE £ 71 A
b ALL 5k BA RS SE &0 I7E
FECS_FR 7t 13 M4 b, Umifs 7 Ik, [FRA
6 XA K ALL J7ik. fEHAT Friedman 565, 15
F| p{Ay 0.0153, UiHALERAIIHRA BEMEZE .

MR CASE N AR, R RLA P51
HBHikE, ALL RILHRLF, FECS kN L Ah 3
Fheg BURHIEIE BB Re e . NS MRS F,

ALL th[FRIFE R RFERITTE, 2/ 4 IR
e sk L AR bk £ 7k . X U] FECS i/
T D NGRS RS Fh o 2K a8 B et

(a) FECS_FR

(b) FECS_MR
B4 ETHENMESEF (NB), BREENRFEZFAEELFIXT AUC ERIFZ IR

RS, EARHISEE T, CA.5 7R HIRCR
AN NB 4 2K#%. M Win/Draw/Loss ffi ¥ %,
FECS_MR fl FECS_LE HI%} - FECS_FR #5&5%
i/l f)a, fEHEAT Friedman /56 )5, 5% p A
0.027, ZHUE ] ARSI 45 RIS . 41,
SIS S5 RAPAE — MBI FUEILG, e 2 4R
cml I, Consist J7VAMITETF N 5 1 TI0 2558 Le
AN SR A IS & . [FIFERIRIE KA
EHFEET NB 702K84 1 FECS_LE J7EM T4k
£ Eclipse2.0 b. XuiRHIEILESE J7%E%] C-Noise
A1 F-Noise iX P 2 75 HAT AHGH IR A £ BE

M ER T, SRR 48 (1) FECS
JIEAEE NS 5 BRSO 1 Re A AR E
PEER AR T H AR e 5, U2 FECS_FR
Jitke (20 FH—J7M, KM C45 7p2Keasmt, ALL
JiEARX T FECS Jiii B nfase . X UiH FECS 7
B — P, DR HAEA A 73 2R 4% E#AT LA
A3 B AR e 13RI

(c) FECS_LE

(a) FECS_FR

(b) FECS_MR

(c) FECS_LE

B 5 ETRRWMIAR (C4.5), BEFENRMEFFHELLFIRT AUC [ERIFZIT

5.3 RQ3: MAEFANZE, $HERFHHEIRZIEESE
RISTFECSHIEZ N

NS R R R FIERER (i
WP S WU AL FECS YRS 27 A

Wil o 55 F T A SL IR PR A — B X A R B A
C-Noise 1 F-Noise X Fi i, il FHF1 13 MK
4L EAS B AUC {EAE TR &25 B IPEAN P67 o

TR, B RER R R — DR AR
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HRFIEEFELL | Foe , 223 10X 10 4758 XIRIESS
7E 13 MR BRI AUC ~FIME. BRAEE 1)

W EJEH M 0% 60%, &UCE KA 5%, MiFEIFE
BELL B % B VS E A 10%3F)] 55%, MFUobKiE
5%, ACIEHLE ALL J77k (BJ|Fe|=100%), 1EHN
AN R R FECS VT 3EE . ] 4 AT 5 J& sk
G451 3D B, e NB 402851 C4.5
BT RS R . T 6 &7 B E g —
I ALRR REE, DAET LA
5.3.1 MR NSRRI

Bl 4 18 NB FE 5088, Horh sk BT

L — SR . BEE MR AKE N, 37 FECS

JREH 2 B E T, /AE FECS_FR /& 3 ff
SRS R AFIN), HBEE RS I AWHEN, AL
XHF T3 AN R S AN . AN IEE ] 4, WTR
& 2 3 Ff FECS JHik#fAFAE— DI B IR A EAN
NG, AEIXA P GE F  g 2k (R T P R i
SR, EE AL DO XA X T 3 A
TIERUEZDIFEAR YIS, e b T 4006011

K 5 i dE CA.5 1 28a%, i s KR fi

FEMEAR K BT, 38 FECS J7 ik Fui v e #i

B R F%. [F FECS FR LA bL Hoh g ph g
BARBARY, ERMEER L, %0715
FHF AL . B, i oA i a] 852 1)
LX), TATRIN: 27 /N T 3000 IHE,
FECS #SEA RUFMPiErEgE. Btz b, s
K im T B0%HII i, ANEEE T FREEBE ) FECS,
BT NB 7r KB MIMEREELE TE CA5 /At
RE. IXRITE A M R AR b, RIfgifEJomg s
I TR BT 1 o A PR RE, AT REKIE T B,
T B AN G TG e 7 BT 0 R — R At 3 2
5.3.2 FFAEILFE LA 1) 50

X FRAEIE R LGSR U, BRI S N AR 1E
B L AR . ACEFAR D> — 7 MRFIE (451
|Fos|=15%), 3 Fit FECS #BRERAT LU Ik £ 4 E R EAE 1)
ALL ks vERe g AL, AN F 25 RE M s 2 A 4y
REEPIRLIT . SSE b, TIRFE T AR 5
Hilg, FECS (AN /> SRk ik e £ i f f (1) Tl
M RE . XFPEBLENA >R BARHE, B
BOHTHI— LA S 7T TAE S e R — 5, X T

FECS 1) 3 Fi7ik, #ARAMERR th L et (1 AR AE
OB |Fool o [ 72 SEAN MR VA N, WL SR IR PRAFAELL
YEFE AR, P LA B TONE e T R AR ik A2 LR
K, XulRet TEAFEYEE F, iEEamR
PERE T T B B RFE L — A R AR . (HS
ki, FECS_FR ZLT 7 4MHifh FECS Jrik.
5.3.3  MEFE SRR LM

N T LB AR B C-Noise A
F-Noise %I FECS P£RE RS20 o T 11 ) S 56 73 i) H.
PhyE NP R R SR, 31 79 A C-Noise A F-Noise
FEARNFEEN L Z B FECS PEREfsEmT . FIRTH —
FE, FRATVISRIEEL ALL J5vEAE AR k. R,
T E T HOA, BRATPRRE R R RAE RS RQL H sk

W E RS —8, WA log, FrfrISE AR

HUAE 13 N 4E 1Y AUC (ERIEAME

Kl 6 I 7 MAIRE 5 s TBEA C-Noise
Al F-Noise 7 EANZFM 10%_EFH31] 50%, #ASJ7i:0E
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research field. The former is the high dimensionality problem
caused by too many unnecessary features, and the latter is the
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Hence, in this paper, we propose a robust feature selection
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