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A Selection Process of COTS Component And
Quality Evaluation Technigues

Kie-Sung Oh*

8 Abstract B

Because of rapid evolution of software technique, numerous software professionals have been concerned with
component based development methodologies. However, it is hard to find out a systematic technique for the selection
of COTS (Commercial Off The Shelf) component in consumer position. Up to date, the major of component quality
evaluation is object-oriented metric based evaluation methodology. But this paper present four step process and
evaluation criteria based on MCDM (Multipie Criteria Decision Making) technigue for optimal COTS component selection
in consumer position. Weconsidered funtionality, efficiency, usability based on ISO/IEC 9126 for quality measurement
and executed practical analysis about commercial EJB component in internet. This paper show that the proposed
selection technioue is applicable to optimal COTS component selection.
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