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Abstract

1{ koji-to, masate-t, akito-m, matumoto }@is.naist.jp

Effort prediction is necessary for project manegers to make software development plan. To predict development effort,

various estimation moedels such as multivariate regression models or neural network model have been proposed. However, there is much

difference in effort prediction accuracy among predicted projects. In this study, we experimentally analyzed the project charactaristics whose

prediction accuracy tend to become worse. As a result, we identified some characteristics.
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