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Experimental Estimation of Data Flow Diagram
for Man/Month Prediction Model Derivation

Myoung Ok Kim', Cheong Ho Back'* and Hase Sool Yang'™"

ABSTRACT

One of the most important problems faced by software developers and users is the prediction
of the size of programming system and its development effort. This article define the identical
characteristics for structured specification which is consisted of Data Flow Diagram, Data
Dictionary and Mini Specification and apply quantitative estimation factor of structured
specification to program code metrics. Moreover, concerning DFD) which is made up of
component element of structured specification executed quantitative estimation experiment. In the
result, we propose man/month prediction model of lower progression with production on analysis

phase of upper progression.
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