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Software Development Effort Estimation
for Testing Data Analysis

Hye-Jung Jung' - Hae-Sool Yang''

ABSTRACT

The research to estimate development effort of software has been progress. But, it is not easy gain that testing data for estimating of
development effort. Also, if we get the testing data, it is important that analysis testing data. In this paper, we study the data analysis of
software development effort using the 789 software development projects which developed in the 1990's. Software development scale and
software development team size are various. Using the characteristic of factor, we have to study characteristic of data and we estimate the
development effort step by step. First, we prove the difference of development effort with the 789 project data according to development type,
development environment, the development language etc. Also, we execute the crosstabs analysis that team size and function point.
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