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Abstract: The quality of project management and project cost are important factors affecting the success of software
projects. These critical factors for software development contain time, quality and cost. Nowadays, the most popular
method for software development cost estimation is judged by the project manager’s experience. The project manager
needs to estimate a reasonable software development cost according to the previous relevant data information of project
while facing the problem. Therefore, in this research we propose a new cost estimation model based on the Principle
Component Analysis (PCA) and General Regression Neural Network (GRNN) for software development project.
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A, KIER B R BERRE, a2 s S e
TG TE R A B 5T H AT R B R, 2k
BAFIT R RIS, JFag s G 5E 4 ), K
PEIT R RRAE A T W I A ) TAR R A
HA SR SRR A B () R, 0D 8] BT R AT R A T
), ORI R AR TT A A L L, PR ol P
HIFREA, FAM T AR 5

2. B4 & AT

TAER(Effort), A (Cost). T &I FE(Schedule)
SRR A E N EERE, —RiNE bR e
THAF R TAEERIVHL, DLULAREE 2 Sk & %1
AR (Software Size) K/, T A& B A 7 & 8
(Software Cost Metrics)FiE A, B K T/E&E
AT E R B PR N 50, BB IR
A H (Person Month, PM), #4-F & TAE & 1B vk AK
TR BN E, W4 G i 15 2 (Statistically
Based Model) 5 A T8 fig 1% 2\ (Artificial Intelligence
Model), LG i1 #5005, S 2 Filfiti 5 A (Parametric
Models) & F A K LA B Tk 732 o o5 9 o FH IR A
e fkd I 2 IR SE BRI E 1) J7 S,
M K TAER IR R, FAH ST 218 A
TAERMMEF IR, i 4 58w 2
COCOMO #rit#i Ui 771k, L COCOMO BixfE
FHORSCHER I AL A, AHFFEHIVE L COCOMO
I A5 0 SR IT R A A R A i B (1 4

3. COCOMO Il geit#E=t

COCOMO 1I (Constructive Cost Model 1&g i11#
T4 L) COCOMO A M AHERE IE J5 1) BRA T AR A,
i Boehm, Clark, Horowitz, Madachy, Shelby and
Westland (1995), &4l TRW A =JF AL 63 NIH
B, FERIA IS K R AR T A e =P,
1 BAF T A A AR 5773, XA 75
A LM R BN R TV, Il S A e )
(Systems Development Life Cycle, SDLC)H 4N EX
LT oy e N, B AT DR AE BURK EE 23 AT (Sen-
sitivity Analysis) {48 H] L, BRSZPR 35T H HOAS RS 04T
HBARE T, 0hE AN 7 ) S s 5 1 B e A (R0,

Boehm (1995)5 MK AT I A A AR A
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7], X 53 B = A AS [ AR FE A Y (Basic Model).
r 2% # A (Intermediate Model) . 1 41 1 B! (Detailed
Model), BRI SRR H MR REE, A
A HlL (Organic Mode) « ¥ 7 B 2 (Semi-Detached
Mode) X i A\ # (Embedded Mode) &5 = Fft F£ Ji ,
COCOMO KB AR HW, Wk 1.

Boehm, Reifer and Chulani (1998)¥ COCOMO 11
GEH R T A I RO AAG S, X 2y =A
BB, AN H R 7R R 2 (Application Composition
Model)®, B 1% (Early Design Model). Ji& i
BRI (Post-Architecture Stage), /K& Tadayon (2005)
56 RS SR FH L FH 1 ) A R 15 5 i AR A ),
AT AL & 5 AMETE B 2 SF (Scale Factor)5 17 MK
AHF(Cost Drivers)fa%t, lAZRMHE M 2 1\ A2
B, F®2 M7 COCOMO IT F B THRAL 5 J5 14

Table 1. COCOMO model complexity factor
& 1. COCOMO #HRE 4 R

P A LI S PRI
ESt] a b a b a b
B 24 1.05 32 1.05 32 1.05
LHEA 3.0 1.12 32 1.12 32 1.12
AT 3.6 1.20 2.8 1.20 2.8 1.20

Table 2. The COCOMO II Early Design with Post-Architecture
Stage structure model of the cost factor differences relationship
(Data source: Boehm, 2000)

& 2. COCOMO Il BfigiH R 5 RSB AR FER %
F(H#EIR: Boehm, 2000)

Rl SRR 5 S MR A PR T

i AT
B AT SEPE(RELY
AL ATFIAFEERELY)
pep SARERCPX) H4 K /IN(DATA)
E‘E PR E 7% i B 2% J (CPLX)
EROER SRR R ATEEEOCY)
) nJ 5 2 {¢ F (RUSE)
& PLIETERE IZATIN 1) PR (TIME)
i D\ T = A 5 3 S -
JE (PDIF) I B A7 24 E I (STOR)
T A AR LR (PVOL)
Sy BT E JI(ACAP)

FEF T IT I /1 (PCAP)

YNV o
NV (PERS) 7 TR B (PCON)
it A RS St E 12K (AEXP)
(FREX) FEME K (PEXP)
FEFPiE S TEMZR(LTEX)
5 ¥ (FCIL) AT A FANME(TOOL)
,;;,H: HERZ 3T % 15T R (SITE)
P£(SCED) & JEI T2 (SCED)
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PR R A (R 7 22 5 06 B s TP S AR BN 2 B
FT47#(Kilo Lines Of Code, KLOC) 5%, i, &
WS AR DU 7 VRO 840G 1 75 1)

4. ERITOPITIE

1901 4FfH Karl Pearson #& tH = 43 (Principle Co-
mponent) {IHES,  FH DLW EE 2 AN A8 BEA) ) O¢ R PR BEAT
fl—Fh % et J5i%, 1933 4E 1 Harold Hotelling fl
PAR o AERFER A g AT BB s 2 5L, WO ER 31 4K
AR LS T 2R, BN EEZAHESE —E
HIFHCHE, TR Rd 2, EESNMTE LR
HXTRI R R, M RmgES =k,

F 5353 #T(Principle Component Analysis, PCA)
T FEE T RE, I A S B R AR B R H AW
PIBSL N EH G &, E T H G E LR
A SR AR K (AR ST, M SR R R AR R R
V&G, AR RO T E IR A 57 4 (Variance),
AR S5 R0 2 R B R AE {H (Bigenvalue) 5 R 1E 1] &=
(Eigenvector) [ /7%, Jifiade th o e K A8 S 0 Hdls
W 2N AR EIAT R R Ja B RTR R e )
By £ AR AR AR O, RIS 2, BB &)
B REER, REIENRE AR, KL, Rk
G353 W7 Fe i HE A 126 FH Sk 34 ) Wi S o = ) S A 3
R LEEHEAR(Metrics), X T 2R G485 A & RS
B4 TIE SRR, AR & — Fh U ) 16 (Data
Reduction) /7 £ B2 4 5 184k (Dimensional Reduction)
7%

5. I~ X[EIYVIAAHLE 4%

7 B 28 X 4% (General Regression Neural
Network, GRNN) /2 H #1 % 38 # 48 % 4% (Probabilistic
Neural Network, PNN) AT R, 5 2] SRBS & T &
2 2] W 4% (Supervised Learning Network) [ — Ffi .
1988 4F D. F. Specht f& LR MA ML, J&T Ik
3% > (One-pass Learning) 5.7k, & & F T v 2%
(Classification) 1] @, 1] Joi% M P 42745 & (Continuous
Variabled)[F] . T 1991 4E D. F. Specht FE#2 HI ™ X [H]
VA S o 28 I 29 2 o) RV, b I 2 AN AU AT DL A 4 S
(Classification) i @, 5 7] 2 3] — BB A il
BT o 7 SCIE] U S 20 X 24 2 B R
VMR, TR BRSO AN EE S
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#, I HAEDBERIIGREARRIEL T, ey I3k
BRI 1) T 205 SR o AR H A s B 2 = I 2 22 AR

1) ASFHAIG6G X 28 B 4 AUAE

2) F )R R4 (Recall) i FEAFH K

3) ASFHHEN % 7 E(Output Value) 5l k3G
) B Anfan 2R 2R, RABIE M2 BEE InAUE -

4) JoikARH) % 2] 1 75 (One-pass learning).

5) FAIREK H K RET FRILMFESE o
fH.

6) M HIPPZ TTES IIZRIEHIAH S .

J7SC IRl A S 22 X 2 B A b — AN DY JE R4 T
SERIIM SRR, K 1 R, )R AT
(Input Unit), X ANDECHRIT, AITEHIARE x W
EAE AL )Z RS T (Patten Unit) Y (1) BTG #f
ZI0. B)JZAMERIT, B MRS RITTHRERE
—MZRIE R a2 — S 0 (Cluster center), —>
B E x W EEEAML G, thn gl
SRICHI &, W E PO ES T ING, R
FIHELAMEME R E, TV R ORI E, R
A ITIH B o B B 2 B A% 3R B g
(Summation Unit), 3 =2 R EMETG, BAEHRITTHMN
AR, 430009 Y R A I B e DU [m) £ 1A 1)
ek DA 56 R A [ B A, 5 DY JE D T
(Output Unit), AT M AR, 15
By fflitE, a1,
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i ex, _Db
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Figure 1. General regression neural network architecture
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6. BT & A E FiEtR

375 1 73 SR B A T BOR FH SRR I AT 5, 4R
RS R B T R A R, AR A
COCOMO I it Mot & v, i % oIt
R SRR IUE (7 s A, 3R SR R TAE =)
EiE A

TE 3% F AR R 7 Fa bn 1025 1 b, DUERPR T S 7
(X))~ BHRE KD (xo)s FEAE R (x) W E R HH
(Xa)~ FERIFE TR I EIE B (x5)s BT TRIRI PR
Hll(xe)s FEEMEABEEIRB(x)) T E2EBNIIFLSE (xg)
SIHTITRIRE T (xo)~ P2 BT ITHIBE T (x10) s S0t F 1)
ZI(x ) E AR (x) FEFES LTEMZK(x3)-
AT () B THRAERHNEE) 25
FR(x16)s KIBEBFER (7)) FEFATEU(x00) A A
LI AR R T 4R A o

T ARAS R 2 I SRR AR AT TR, AN SRR
SEEUE R, MR A ) AR T e, Rt
W ZRURHA 80 K 78 B 3R 4T TE AL (Scaling) b EE,
L3855 o2 380 /N A3 s 38 DASR e 45 E
W T7 e IR AR R F- PR An A S R B8 B — i A G
Y, FRATE FREHE NI SR NS &, AR
SN GRRIR Z R B A AT B 2 i 31 52
I SE I TSV S uERR T, Rk, R RS AT T
% BRI R bR AT RN, DU RN R iE
RO ER

7. PCA-GRNN Fimi&E=st

BAFIF R BRA K R 5 2 DA — AN BLESL
e ER, ASCRH AT ERD 5T X E)
KA MR G T AT R RA T R, AT
FERL T JAFTT R AT 2 SRI 45 R ER] . Tk
A IR AR 1 A T LA R A I AE R, X T
VP MR

AHIE T BRATIT R RRAS 52 W0 A [ i e a2
118 ARAR T AR, B AR A TR bR L A
FAT— @ MARRIE,  [Rbsg n T a8 DI ZRi = A4,
[ I} A7 R RE 2 B SRR A R AT Sk . ¥ 4R E
AL 2N, R MEIIERNEIICR, N T
P w2 2 ST R, M B T 5 IS m A
5@ (SIS QEINEE G BTN E NG S - PR AT IS
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[ AR W2 S, R BT T =, 3 RASR
HAER TN AR o AT R AR R M D] S A
PP LS, FFH s A 5T SRl A 2R 22 1 2
454 (PCA-GRNN) B, Wil 2 Fros .
PCA-GRNN Tl A AT IR, kW F
Step 1: ¥ m AN RIAEIEZ EHFATAIRAE . FRitE
e A 2.

u =m"’m )

%, NIEREPII: s, JAEbRRR AR u, N
FRUELL R

Step 2: HUAHHI S KL M«

DMERE — AR x, K x, BRI -, AR 3,
ST RO, RS RECERE R , AR 4.

n

2 (% =%) (%, -%,)

r=——=_ . 3)
SS-wr S -w)
i1 i=1
1 rX X rx X,
142 1

rxle 1 T rxzx
R= . : . . ' (4)

r r e 1

XXy XX

Step 3: HU1S4F1E{H (Eigen Value) 5 HF1iE ] &
(Eigen Vector).

FRAEAR A SN 3 B3 i R 46 48 B IR s e R BT, 1
ME 2, BI@Akid 3 s nr DR A ffoRe i 4G A & 1)

TR SN S 2 I B4 ) 25 & (PCA-GRNN)

LRI 7 SR 2 I
| i R SHET AR l ~'| AR IITRIE, HET VR E R
| AR A H KA I Bz 1 HATEEIVORE, X 4RI
L (SRR
| IR (R SR I l
} | o — MR B ol
| RS £ | l
l BAP#35 5% (Mean Square Error, MSE)
T T, [ (TS
[ st i s Rimsine | SRR, T
SRR AR, 135 S
B2 LML, RS @mmm;;f@;g%g’w XA
v il
[

|

Figure 2. Principle component analysis and general regression
neural network by step
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R, —fUEO, MR T 1 S F bR v

EFRFE AT |, — R| = 0 B AH R REGERE R AN
A, RKHEE A, (1=1,2,3,,m) J5, FRRERHE
ERBEE DT, A2, 24224, 20,
WP SR AR B2 B R AE ) By, (1 =1,2,3,-,m) , B
J’1(J’11»)’12a)’13»"'7J’1m) °

Step 4: HUSH T .

— R H s bR E, S B TTHRFR A F] 80%
DA BRI AT A H B bRitE, (R SEBR EAT) 75 ST 7T
FAAF L, 1A TR R AR TTRR 05 3] 88.69% 1y 1k
F 3By AR HE o

Step 5: HUS %81 £l I DT 5 RARTTIRZE .

TR R 3 B 7 RS B S BT R AR e
71, TTHRFR KRR RE ) i, T R AT
RN s B2 AT FEME SRS, R TTRRA @ KR A)
SEME AR

THREEH LT z, KITTRE p, 5 RIFTTEk A .,
ARz, TR N p, =4 (A + A4+ A +4,) »
TG 2,2y, 25,0, 2, BB ATTER S
Ly =P+ py+ps et p, s SR m BIRIR N H) 3=
By I

Step 6: VEHL Ao AR HAHIEE TS, 153
E = P o = - P O S o (R 7 =

ZHERIT T ITEARE m (m < 18)F 4T,
FHNFEL-m DTSy, FRO TR KRR
XA B ) RS I i 2, K BB 5 1 3
YERT SRS 22 X 25 i I 2R3 ) Bt 2

Step 7: KEgT GG BEE 4R, BEATHdE IEAAL AL 3E

Step 8: LA 2:1 FIHLEITumIE AR £, X5 A%k
o451 55 AT 1 Hds -

I m A E NSNS &, TR K
FRCA AT B AR AR A AN N A HE AR 1 i 5 5K

Step 9: I E —ANRFE RIS o 8

Step 10:  PAF#A:¥ 75 % (Mean Square Error, MSE)
BANFE S o 8, BIBOE NI R 248 o 1E.

Step 11: fEHIRAHIFESE o (8, @M XAl
VA A 28 X 2 T AR 2

8. SEHIZ SIS PR
E 5 T BT 2 17 3 K01 J e/ £l g it
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%, BRI A AR 1 AN K, R TE T R
PEFERARET, JUF R & SR A el 2 DLl 2
SRR 53 B IR I B R 36 MO FEUE, SR T
BRI TSR H RIS ey, R T Ak
U, IR TRA S, A RSH T
P fit S VS H B 22 ZERUE VR A SR 1T
BIEHE, AR IR S G b X S = AR
i, LAk & ) AT, TR 6T
PEIE HdE S, PRI AR 2. TS,
333 22 B AT IE HdE .-

AHEFIA VR RE DL IS O I H B, &
COCOMO 1I Geit#aX, HoHh fom B IF R oA -1
Fbr, T ERS WA R 28, R XA
VAR I 25 TR AR, B I T X 263028 S 0
TR, DA B O T A =& A T B X
(R A BRI o

9. SIS

PAFE 53 A A JE R F 1 18 AR R T4 hs
SeIEAT IR AECAL B, EUASARIE AL IS B A O R AT
REAME, LAV & 38 b 18] A O¢ 22 B0 B R RFAE
fH. TTEREE RitsiikE, Wk 3.

R 3 ATAL AT 8 NER I RBTTERE ik
88.69%, MUk, FHiX 8 NFIF (x,, %y, x5+, x5 ) fEN
B A TR B AURIAI 18 MR FHaEr, B
WHTE IR, Wk 4.

Table 3. Correlation coefficient matrix eigen value contribution
rate and cumulative contribution rate

3 MXABBEEFHERE, RRMESRTITME

PCA Eigen value Proportion Cumulative
PCAI 5.383 2991 29.91
PCA2 2.648 14.71 44.62
PCA3 2.245 12.47 57.09
PCA4 1.680 9.33 66.42
PCAS 1.071 5.95 72.37
PCA6 1.010 5.61 77.98
PCA7 0.972 5.40 83.38
PCA8 0.955 3.11 88.69
(AR 2 )
PCAL15 0.101 0.56 99.52
PCAIl6 0.057 0.32 99.84
PCA17 0.020 0.11 99.95
PCA18 0.009 0.05 100.00
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Table 4. New composite indicator sample data

& 4. MRS RIS

o Input Value Out Value
G2 X Xa e X ACLTOﬁ "
1 3.0033 3.3208 1.3956 1.9823
2 —4.9769  —0.0045 0.4153 1.1139
3 =5.2123 -0.5791 0.5452 1.0792
4 —2.4471  —-0.2731 0.2137 1.1139
5 1.8144 L9088 ) 0.8009 1.2553
6 3.3280 2.1738 0.8266 1.2553
7 3.4706 4.2245 —-1.0335 1.5563
8 -2.7751  —0.3231 —0.7632 0.6021
9 47849  —2.9871 —1.1834 0.7782
10 44822  -2.1856 —0.1974 1.0792

(GiizEe) )]
17 2.4957  —2.0333 0.7265 1.0000
18 1.5046  -3.1166 —0.4922 1.0792
19 43357 -3.0401 ) 0.0895 1.1461
20 —3.1494  —2.2821 —0.3751 1.0000
21 =5.6394  2.6631 0.5761 1.1461

22 1.9627 6.7597 —2.0013 2.0792

WA F plor B e, BRI i s 2 i N T
T~ SCIRNAZE A E N 25 ) A =, 3 DAAR 3 —Ff
HI A R RRAS B TA 54, R T Jh o e Hi s 7 3t
AT WX 25 1 5401 30 B I8 B AT IR ZS, AR H
Matlab 55528 B 2 2T A0 3, A% B A 1 Rk
6 [ 48— 7% 7E[—1,1], Premnmx() 26 H/& Matlab T. FL4H
PR, HR B A A S S:

[pn,minp,maxp,tn,mint,maxt |
. . (5)
= premnmx( p_train,T _tram)

pn KR IEMAL G &, minp FoRHNE &
B/ME, maxp RARMIANLERNE, tn FonEML
Jeafan AR B, mint R H B ME, maxt KR
H AR i KA

R IE A AT Hi b3 s, BPa] s SRl
FPR 2 TR, 4 22 NI H £ B 2:1 1 s
BEMLIER, oA 15 AMCAIIZRIam 2], 7 4ch
WIZREE SR . 75T SCIR] A 2 28 ) % il 0 5 =X
i, ME—RETSEE MR e S, PR S
B B — A B E AR 0~1 2], FEARSZES h b ~F
WS HUEEVER[0.1,0.5], BRRIIZRLL 0.1 M6 1G5
FH CABEATAE A0

) AR 2R N 2 TR AR AL e R e, B
ATHRAT X 28 WK 7 AN BTE ) 1 7 AT I, sk
BN TIAE -5 I 2R 36 1 {F 18] 1135 75 25 (Mean  Square

Copyright © 2013 Hanspub

Error, MSE), FFI&4H:X 1 MSE fi/& & vF & T 324E,
HAF=AERMITIESE o E, NI TIESE
off. MSE i+ H XA 6.

m

Z(’A‘l X )2
MSE=1 ()
n

n NFEAAE, £ ONTUIME, x, ASEERE, MSE #E &
NV ARER P TR0 AR 80

B - 280, Rl 4E PR A i 1 25 1 25
SRR SCBNE R W 2 TR, DUSIVR 345
AP T 45 5, newgrnn() A £i/& Matlab T H.5H bR
., LU e EUE 77 3 net = newgrnn (desired _input,
desired_output, desired_spread).

5 IR I7 i 5 2 prE g b, W
B[R] PR A B, A 2R X 1% 22 (Mean
Relative Errors, MRE)f# /£ VP £l i 2k, W52
PCA-GRNN #3073 5] MRE 4 0.107, COCOMO II £
A3 2] MRE 4 0.656, {51 4% 18 0 25 S5 11 42 1 26 (Back-
propagation Neural Network, BP)# /53] MRE N
0.185, MM SEIGZE T HiER T PCA-GRNN Tl
g e AR I By R 47

2 AT LogPM #HATEE AL EE f5, 13314
(A R A U S E A 2 A 2k, il 3 B H
B ERBITET H 4 5 12 5 20 MSEBREN 28 5
10, f /] PCA-GRNN A HMME Y 18.998 5 12.880,
T A FH 153 4% 326 D) 4% 2R o 2 D A5 s FIOMIEL A 22,761
510351, 2 =R R R R, Bk, ¥
PCA-GRNN 5 {8 £ 326 [0 2% 248 ot 242 [0 4 452 s A7 B
ZERLAEL, Won PCA-GRNN T GE S35 AT R 1)
271, T AR A A % T RE 3 AT R AT T T 4 2 R

ASHIE FEAT S FA TR A TG B2 T — B i
T, FIRI R BT 5T IR S 8 1 25 11
iy, B TEAIT AR RAT, LS s R,
BETTEFE T AR T T W26 22 ST R, G831 R 4 [ T
TRCR, A AT L E TR N T

D) 4R T AT R 5 IR A S
LML TR R A Z BT
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Table 5. Different forecast model and the actual value

R 5 TETMRR SsEfRELRE

MRE
Project ACTMM
PCA-GRNN  COCOMO II BP
4 13 0.000 0.846 0.265
10 12 0.001 0.333 0.259
12 28 0.322 0.284 0.187
18 12 0.115 0.500 0.230
19 14 0.016 1.072 0.088
20 10 0.288 1.200 0.035
21 14 0.004 0.357 0.230
SFHIFANT IR ZE MRE 0.107 0.656 0.185
35
30
a2
5
=20 —o— bR
815 —8-PCA-GRNN
5 COCOMO 11
-
10 S
5
0

Project

Figure 3. Comparison of different prediction model and the actual
value of line chart

B 3. FEFNERSIERMELRZ T RE
2) GiEER TS RSN [ 2% (1
o KR A R T AR AR 2 B IR AR TR AR FE D
BOUVMAHE AT I ZR G PERERR . IF HLAEA DLARRE
PR ERS, BOE T 2 RIS R A R, 52

TE T T RIS A 2 X 2% 1 2 ST 55 R0 R
3) N2 B0 S A xR A T R A T 2 AT
WEFCII AT, UEWY T VAR E TR AT R R Tl
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.

4) X EE AR, KEMD B R T XL %
BEATHA IR IEATUE I To— BTG LA
Wi, H AW TR TR, ATt
TGN ZHK .

BT AR e 2 Re e, EmEuEn. 5
Gy KA IR SRR R I A B TR S, A
X AR AR AR AE VI R A i ) i 3 B B T i 2
(e, DR R 2= 4 IR Bk, BT AT
REARERA R B TUIZRFEA SR 8, R, Sz
IR I R Z2AE AR AL AR R PIT LT FE (95 170 o

11. g

AR RS E R 2GRS : NSC100-2221-E-
431-002) Je i o K22 L A B, AEAHT 7215 LU
FIFERE, A .
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