BE OARE W& o
3% P4, 1998. 12 98-3-4-2-6

AZEYO| 45T ATE0] AUET W Wil B
WA A

The Relationship of the Software Performance Engineering
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Abstract

The performance evaluation of system can be divided into software and hardware.
Recently, many hardware evaluations have been developed as many fields, however,
performance of software without any solution have been also developed. As a matter of
cource, in a foreign country, software development tools and methodologies related to
problems of performance engineering are suggested by paying much attentions on the
software performance engineering.

However, in Korea, researches on those issues are wholly lacking. Therefore, in this
paper, a software development methodology will be discussed and its contents will be

compared as well.
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