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Software Engineering: an evaluation of its accuracy to
support
the selection activity
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Figure 1: Method research: assessing the accuracy of adopting ChatGPT in selection studies.

Stage 1: Initial selection (Title + Abstract + Keywords)

Title Ic1 I Ic2 Conservative ‘

Inclusion

I—»’

User Experience Design Using Ma

h

. . ; 4
Sentiment analysis on arabic twe« |

= - R
Machine learning based cognitive
Human Factors Engineeringin Int

Stage 2

1 Exclusion Exclusmn @ Final selection
(Full-text)
| Inclusion Inclusion @

0
v

¥y Ty 3 ¥

= . 9 4

Empirical comparisons for combii
. . o r

Diagnosis of Cervical Cancer and

“

(+]
o
O 00 NO WUV H WN =

. . . L4
Machine learning techniques for ¢

.. -y
Datamining to Alert the Formatio |

—
o

[
[

. . . L4

A Systematic Literature Review o
r

Somebody help me, please?! Inte

-
N

Approaches and challenges in the”
Robotic Technologies in ADHD Ca’ |

[y
w

N OO N O & & b Ofso,

7
7
7
7
1
7
Text-Based Emotion Detectionan 7
7
1
7
1
1
7

—
H




Table 4: Comparative of ChatGPT classifications regarding our benchmarks.

Likert >=4 — “Conservative” classification | Likert >=5
Description SLR1 SLR2 SLR1 | SLR2
Correct inclusions (TP) 50 128 48 113
Correct exclusions (TN) 35 232 53 273
Incorrect inclusions (FP) - Overwork | 35 68 17 27
Incorrect exclusions (FN) 14 20 16 35
Accuracy 63.4% 80.3% 75.3% | 86.1%
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