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A Study on the quality estimate function of the program module
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Abstract

In order to offer a service of highly qualified information, software of good quality should be designed and developed.
We need the united estimation method because the existing approaches for the quality measurements measure the
attributes at the different viewpoint individually. Therefor, this paper propose the model that handles many methods of
measurements. Our model selects the ratio scales and calculates the relative significance of them by using the rough
logic. As a next step, the proposed method integrates the significance of scales and the measured value of them based
upon the fuzzy integral. Finally, the correlations are analyzed between the existing scales with our measurements and
our model is validated through statistical technique.
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