BTN 2TEH 0] SRR WL ol FHE AT 9o} Hout oFAAA FANY ATEM v§Y 2do] P A
Aoluk. ek aTEdo] Wl edE G £EA0] TRE Aok Yok g 2BEM HEr} ARIYAT 1T AWH
HZ7F LOCline of code)®t FPA(Function Point Analysisiolth, FPAE £ZEMe] 725 £ 3h=d LOCE A48 o2 93 g I8 ¢
sl 7IMelch B =R FPY 7% FHAL B 4P AXEge] TR ATEde] AYrde S AAT UL ARu).
U £Zedo) A E2AL AAATE B GY 24T RS AN B9, HARY P 249 BEg wwste 27F 2
we 374 AHAo) ut Fee wdld

Software Development Effort Estimation Using Neural Network Model
Sang-Un Lee'

ABSTRACT

Area of software measurement in software engineering is active more than thirty vears. There is a huge collection of researches but still no a
concrete software cost estimation model. If we want to measure the cost-effort of a software project, we need to estimate the size of the software.
A number of software metrics are identified in the literature ; the most frequently cited measures are LOC {fine of code) and FPA {function
point anatysis). The FPA approach has features that overcome the major problems with using LOC as a measure of system size. This paper
presents an neural networks (NN) models that related scftware development effori to software size measured in FPs and function element types.
The research describes appropriate NN modeling in the context of a case study for 24 software development projects. Also, this paper compared
the NN model with a regression analysis model and found the NN model has better estimative accuracy.
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