71534 7|4t

Jls8s 718 2ZERH S4

327
DOI: 10.3745/KIPSTD.2010.17D.5.327

L£ZEH 0] 34

o] A &'

=] of
B mEe )eAF AZEdo] Fiol alel el el WA frsh: AXEMo] TAS ALl V)& LLE o)
FHE gige] Zug Ttk 2l Aol ufel 2 Aol Ko 2zES o] R FAd olejgo] Wol A w glck WA g
Qg e ugsts wle aelsiich a2} o] Wi e Auglold R 2lels} 7|5 H S Wik o] WEHE) AAs A %a gl

Et 5 AUl dua

o dggel xze
aeleiEe Ehu, 5 A2, of doleiel A AALAE B 5
Attes ol AZYE AxEdol BAE fEdtslch AL Rae Bt
A7 4ol st Fu% 4 9ok

Hegol A4Sl 2 Yo} SEEAel B4 Frared A'ana}eaur teb) ) Aol Tlibstel A

"‘1‘9} fHHJ‘. “f ’io’ﬂ-’?‘g} fH“”l’"*}"l #?ﬂ‘*
7IRke] Hgle] zhil gle HE4 ZAHES

fessc, o
Aste] 4ol

FIE: E7ks 99, AN oY, HY o9, HENY dY, HI2-YH rjehey

Software Equation Based on Function Points
Sang-Un Lee'

ABSTRACT

This paper proposed software equation that is relation with effort and duration based on function point (FP) software size. Existent
software equation based on lines of code (LOC). LOC sees big difference according to development language and there are a lot of
difficulties in software size estimation. First, considered method that change LOC to FP. But, this method is not decided definitely
conversion ratio between LOC and FP by development language, Also, failed though the conversion ratio motives software formula because
was not presented about specification development language. Therefore, we derived software formula directly to large project data that was
developed by FP. Firstly, datas that reasonable development period is set among development projects. Secondly, FP through regression
analysis about this data and effort, motived relation with FP and duration. Finally, software equation was derived from these relation.
Proposed model solves application problems that LOC-based model has and has advantage that application is possible easily in business.
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