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Abstract

This paper is thing for a quantitive quality evaluation in national Defense Human Resource
Management Information S/W system development. Apply a quantitive quality evaluation way to be based
on an international standard to admonish at ISO/IEC 9126. Proposed 6 basis of count, and set up sub 27
items detailed functionality, reliability, use anger, efficiency, maintenance anger, a transplant result, and
inspection of quality table wrote the Matrix measured S/W quality to a chart. Studied a quantitive
evaluation plan of a Defense Human Resource Management Information S/W system to see weight by the
priority order that reflected a characteristic of a national defense business to a purpose of a subject user,
and presented. It is 80% in quantitive quality evaluation application satisfied under 8, Very Satisfied
7(87.5%) Satisfied 1(12.5%) of Defense Human Resource Managers and judgment worked as marked so
that satisfaction of reliability and a user regarding functionality was high and there will be contribute to

an elevation of defense capabilities as analyze efficient national defense S/W use and effect.
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Fig. 1. The key map of national defense service and
an information S/W system

S AR S/WAAE 28 13 2ol S 259}
S/ell/zre] 25 3 dehrdie] AR S EZ I
el sl UEYDR BH4) FIA(B)E &
T, AREALe] Aol wet RS Aeleta A1 9 A Eleke
Ao R AN QARIRE ke AAEN ATE T
= QAT S/WAAS T5ET S A B st E
ol ARgAtel ol A= 3L AT DBel| galsn, &
B A dFHer AR A, 5edo] FH
W AzTF A R fA6)H =S it

A SRR Qg (T2 AAl 75 22 =9 A
o ~xESoje] Hrtel] thek ARtAQl a7 AR 71EH o
o] FAFES A&7l FEolo I APJE S/W
Tl wE 843 =9 52 ukE 23} 8l #40

—u—'_{F o

o1, AAG B 7lEe] AH-E F

2 EwdE A oltf AEoR Alese S 5/
o] T QARIE S/WAAZE WEE R, o]E AVlE
32 T AEAA S/ 30 T AR oz ] A

2 o2 AzEo], gl =5ld B FAaRY S/W
A g =Y Aol ISO FARES 7| B0R dte 3 &X
Edojo] A F4%7} 715E AstaL, 71l < %
7RIS Aljksle], FEAR S FEAA Al o] A
s wAste] U9 el 71fstart gt

~
o

e g

Il &3 AHF

21. T HEHA

a3 29} o] il A" HYRE £, g, A
g, AABHE 715 ES Fddks A5FE H/W, S/W, Uil
= /W) FX(9), dHlolH B BAlFge] 23-E B3t
o, AR HHAAE AR TASAAA S AP HA DA
A, R FHAA 5 FIAAR BRe, Adde] 3
BAAE Ak QAL 4, 22 94 S u A48 B8
ot 7E B4, AFEAA, FERESAA, FEEE
3 71N BRAAR RS 2 AAldE S/WY A= &
A(10)2 7Iwte = sla ok
k =

O3 2. LA
Fig. 2. A national defense information system

22. =M EZ= ISO/IEC
A EF0] ISO/IEC 14598(11)2 HrEa+o] Alaks <]
sla F71EA|, 71 AA, B2 R AZES O AlE

2t AAE Hoisa 9.



T AAHE S/WAA O 7 A

ATIESI0]

==
[ [ [ [ [ |
[ oi=a [ cma [ ama || ssa || ore |
1 1 1 1 1 1
sz [ ome [rewsd[ s || mss
omsizd]| e=s ||xmesd]| szs || axe
si=s || == = || o o=x
= || =2 res || ows
s = || =

T2l 3. ISO/IEC 9126 AZEL|o] HEZZ!
Fig. 3. Product Quality of Software ISO/IEC 9126

717, A, AL

A AzE)

ISO/IEC 9126(12)& 18 33} 7o)
&4, 584, FAESA, o2 6714
el ISO/IEC 155049 AZEY o] ZaA| A Hrlo] #at

3, ISO/IEC 12207 AZESo] AW Fr]o] B3t 37}
ISO 9001¢] EA#A 2" #3t BFY 3 ALgE

et

Lt %“ ‘I{r?ﬂli °1-r°12J+

TR A A S/WBI Al BAEE
7R =g deem FrIAAIS HEAA A5HAE
43} st Aest HHAAS A AFARE He 8}
Tk, 200697 WA ] AAR gt GuAz) ARA
A& T8 el F7 A stel SR EA At &8
3t 9l

Aol didslete] Ny HHA & 1AH LZES]
FAR7N g 8ol Besa, FEraurlde SAzES
o 85 Al F7FE sl S T g, ARSAle] whet
st} AREsHA Hof glem, e el A=
M 8L SEAIER Al AR 7R S aelste] W7t
== sisith

1. 29 AZEL|o] 2|
Table. 1. National defense software related laws.

=5 LIS

=Y N .

=4 H235Z(FHUAIRET L A2l & AA))

;;1 @ THUARRHZOL Aolle Tk 2+ 9| Arglg 12450f
o | Ok it

g2 o

25 1.71de] 27 75 % 45 74 ¢ iR

24021, T1BY, HotY, 4=2dY,
ofl gt Bk=0iF
3. 2B} Lo eiey
HR257Z=(ZSAIZI AA)

=gt ! S ; o
e | @ SBARIEDL Aplis cig 2t 20| L2 ol
“;;1 AS22M Bol= AS22M U BFS XEe &
= xsict
oo ==
;;j 1AANS el
< | 2.4zl Heol

3 2EEA HE
4 1A E‘.’_W FALS

5AMRAM o 277 IEAMS] RIR0IF

l. =& S\W Z2Y7t 7[& 4A

2% S/Wel FHH/IE A EER] ISO/IEC 9126 7
A3 714 AZEAF(13)2 Agate, 5 5/Wel st
Yo Aaka A 28] WA (14) 7 2ake] E4 =

Aol e §/W 15E NFAR A8l /1S A
3} e,

=gt g

A7} Al 24 Feld 7
e delrlest =

3kaL 9l

31. 7|1 &Sl =& SW
S S/W F4%97ke AE
SAs F7ks sk, o=
=l oA zelske=s
RERGEgnl X*H*l 28] 7] 71l Al FAES
ol 24 OP‘R?\EX% s, 71

e %“ 7%]21’44‘11 &=
)1\_}‘.

S

2]7]

o

2 AR 8T 52
Alge] 2EQEA, FA5E 3 o tid Sel A

o,
ox
12
|
FX
HE

Aeo] X, FAREALY 5 A BeiRe Belsh 591
o SREA, ELABALA 2 1Ko 4ILEE

FAESA
. FRRSEF éi}oﬂ ale] £4 B2z}
ZARZEE ATy} BN

& AetEs Akt

A FAFEES 7IeR 3 FERd Ao FH,
& 29 Zo] WA HaEE J~_H]0H %?‘E*é%“— 7]
2 AFE FYstn, 4t &
aefete] A, AR, Eg*é °/‘<1i4=é.



276 EJ';E 7417:]_3 ]:Eéli‘!—‘El uI'HI)LwL (2008 7)

4, BeM, W% 5ol FASHS Fhke] ek wEe 4 EEsum E05 Puad)
Aesln 1 A3 33 Zo| HrHETE A&, Table 4. Quality Characterldstlc and importance priority
order.
=ZEY E45eE MY
2. HAEY|E 4 gh
Table 2. Test bases and a way 1 71sM 2
N EIAEFojA M™ 2 ER 1
57| spEsy Ll iy '
= 3 Algy 3
- ZxHE F QEmo|A -71E - HEHE 2l N
s | B 223EE woi E1r4|o|_7+ s 4 =8d 4
== L o=
e % PT E"E_H 12 2 7rsd Zjlda lglﬁ;“ | 5 Al Ed 5
- 9l sloe =i 2 - gl o 2Aslo|A
BRAE| Z2iAEID Cox 6 oJAIA 6
HES| lEaEs 7l &oliM IDZ S
EHAE TEE A
- 7IE ¢ ®2AbIA . 2 70
- HTAE7Z} o|EM ElA Jlsdz AHTHE A (Usability) & A% 270004 AME 79 AL
s | = Jlsd| s A eJal olafiEx StFE 1 AMEE T AsE F e /W
CE | - 9 slHe E5f el | 2ok | - ui ¢ HmHE A _ _
5 |7 B EES e e x “@oa oAl A L. WA E2Ao
Al THES| 7l EZof | M= s 33 oy, ﬂﬁ/] = AR ] Ho. s\ o, I‘g‘}‘o, T2, LT o ]
S HAE 2 sed oA St
NS #87d (Efficiency) & BAIE 2ol AHgE= AL
JiE | 2WIs/META, Hot | VisM | AeT 7 o § ol met e7E A ﬂ%ﬁ}b S/WAIES] sHoR A
5 | A A 2 HEXNS
AlE | & HIAE Hotd | 27101 AR e AAEEH A So 32 7}Ach

¥ 3. iznt
Table 3. The evaluation results

BAE |, sn| 1
— | = = >
sy | 79 = JE| g
@M 1 X = A/B =0/0 =0 100
Il ArmEEoEa -0 10|
- B: e @2 4 =0
HE BAE XEAM : X = A/B =
el 32/32 = 1 1o | 100
S| A AdE BAEHOIA =32 | %
B : AElE ElAEADIA £ = 32

32. =4k S/\W EZ LI 7|= Aot

2 =dMe 38 /W 2% 71E A% Ve 49
2ol 67H EAGECZ AAT. dEode 74, AFA
AR, BEA, AR, o)A E AlQkei)

7]*‘/H Functionality) & S/W7F &% ZHdA Al-82
o, HAIE a7t YAE 278 vk Ve s AlEehe
S/WAIES FEoln, AA, B, Fo84d, B,
T 5§54l st

,

224 (Reliability) & HAE 204 142 ) 4%
FEL AT F e S/WAR sEHog A des

Al
44, A8, 54, 789 F5Ael ok

A -ré(Mamtalnablhty)% S/WA|Eo] W75
o3 WAole 77 a7Ae E 71558 Al w
ZEole] £, /A, F& Az To] EaEY, B4
A4, 4, ’\]5“4 T HEAE 7RI

J
e

A, F54 B9 BB k.

=) /W ERHNE 919 $0492 AFT Yo} =
o] 2Ale gl A 2E 1509L e Fie)
BAd] Bhe 750 ia AR Akl e, duwAel
HNAdgen sxegel FA54e] tERS 6714 54
% 71 228 B40] Rojoluke AR 2124 57%, 7%

4 19%, e A8, BE ,
Qasle] S0 i HEAT AHAT

33. =& SW ZEGTtoll ot Y EIL H et
1 S/WEEe] T840l AA7MIA S/ WEL & H7tst
= el el Aol A1A Rl B7A A o] 2HE el
Al FA B2 IS0 91262 =] A4l s EYste] =
B S/W F2%97Fs A w58 © WPy el Besit
= =de S S/Wel AEdE s s =
o] Bl @ute /Wl A HrplEe Ak, £ 5
s} 22 670 FES Ak 1004 Wl 7 = EE v}

0.

r



= QAP E S/WAAS BFA 497t A 277

FAS 2ol HURE B Y S/W EAW NS AYHE  BEE 2002 dlo] FASY 671 7159, NP4, A8

54l WPIES A X, B8, §A85, ol44S TeR 7 B4 v
W= 45710 A eieich

34, 24t SWe| 2ol e 74EE Hof 7 ulege] Aske e S PSR 2HU5) glow

B R Tlolaks AQJEAS ulalgle] Zaaar  TE =T S RFIE S/WAIA 97t 71EelM o

3 a
o ZEE DIW] N BEHY AT W 43S
A =PEA, 8/W BFH WPIE ANekn, ZE o
$HE e 715AE Tl
E 504 AN 1A B 5450 Augel sey 71 A9 e ol
= PR /WA 71 fgoz
7

el

ok

H

rr
N
olf
28

Y

o] vErhe AL fvlshy, Hrte] HeHdE wol7] flof & =
=R AR EAEA 2aTo] 2 0o} 7 Eob = HIFES ARk B8, AL/SARA, B2 =
4 0 rAAle) s @ 2ol e Aztg 15099 T SANE o, ARHA, o5 37, kAL A

AR 1Sy 2304 2RARS B3 AGARM gak g SPIRE VIR AR CPU AR, o8] A, mg o]
o wedsin), BE 4% 7h = 2wz gEsle] sbexe o 4EY EoE, QETels 4, e dBY, /e
1005 &2 MAsla, 1 o] 1o] JE2 dlo], BA 7pzx /A HIARIClE ol A GE et QIEfsol 2~ 247}
o] Zo} BEA JEAE 1002 &2 ujdsln 1o sre 1 S/A1EE AW, EAleE, WA, A998, 2
o] HEZ s A o] groz A=) AR 55 s & 67 2ol 7|5 FAdh

% 6. JlsEd®

B 5. EESMY =X .
Table 5. Weight by a quality characteristic Table 6. A functional check table

ey | | mser [vms[vmn | Mes | mus | oppisy |was
= 29 | sER | 82 | oA o e E A E M R L
oyl =X = & | A 5 o | = oA m
1] ks 2 | 2% | 5 | 100% g | T2 EEH TR | ol | 2O
S | ama ma O TR | i
2 A=l 1| 2% | 4 | 100% FRE R C
3| ey 3 | 2% | 5 | 100% Tl |y | Y| vy |y |y vy ]|vY
4|  =sM 4 | 18% | 3 | 100% ~
5| sx=4s | 5 | 10% | 5 | 100%
el
6 olAly 6 | 10% | 5 | 100% ez Iy lyl vl lvlvly |y
A 6 100% | 27 1 chatz|
st
V. =4t CIALEE S/WH A 2] M2k % ffff VY Y Y Yy
iz X| iz al |
=Y HE 2 24 Y(D)el 7 | 35 | 35| 35 | 36 | 35| 35 | 3B
NPk oo o 0olo] o o
=l AAIR = S/WAlAIY FAH S AsiA
= ° Z 3 [1.00]1.00] 1.00 | 1.00 |1.00| 1.00 | 1.00

= 8 AE S/WAAC e F4%
& ol WeE 2

9 e 357 PRoR APRoR Agsdon, &
W10 gl sl glo] AN TAE 2 8

41. = AAMNEE SWHA ot 7|&
= AR E S/WAAS] FAle FHH7 Ag FA]



278 &;E 7432]_:1 ]}:#&d—a DHH)LWL(ZOOS‘ 7)

K
m
o
2
&}
i
A
o,
ok,

" rir
=y
m
i)
tlo
};ﬂ
=
&
N
=
o
Y
i
=2

i)
o,
=
ot
A o
ox
ok,
I
ox
ol
X
o

[
®
>~
-

i
A=)
>
N,
Jhu
=
o
fru
4 o
ox, |
o

N
x2, Okﬁ’
X
2
&

ox |m
of
12
)
=i
)
o
>~
B2l

o> o

>,
> o
o ox,
2
=
ok,
)
ofo
o,
ol
i
i
=2
> fm s
i)
3
EONNac)
fars
e i

I

)
-

5

L
A
&
_}L F‘*‘
@
Ry
~
—
iy
=2
2_
"y
oX,
e
:
o

n
>
N o

ot D
ro

H
o
B

l Woﬂ AoH fa‘ EX3} o]
AALES] Azbgho] AbEEH,
A, Y 1, N& 09 762 28, N/A
e A2 A4 dldell A AleEt.

B 7. 2Rt M2l EREAE
Table 7. A boundary value process inspection of quality

< &
i

4
A
L

g
oL
lo
J
O

oo O i mﬁt
o
mN

A4
2
i
Z
'l

i
KOt
tlo rlf
o

)

4

rr

30 0.83 24.9

. 54 | 20 | 080 | 160
(1%7) g28 | 20 | 088 | 176
M 20 0.94 18.8
=N 10 0.85 08.6

Al 0.86 85.8

=AY 30 0.87 26.1

I
0x 00 =

;rl Had | 30 0.88 26.4
10% Al
)
51 21 @sy | sy | 0 | 078 | 234
3 =4 | 10 | 092 | 09.2
- Al 0.86 e

XY 30 0.84 25.2

table ol Aprsd | 20 0.65 13.0
ea ol u| 10% o | 20 | 088 17.6
IS8 | smeoo) ol digtwm gl ZpiRlel Weie | ®4n [ 3= | 20 | 100 | 200
2k xetg | ROH 2ol Chet Olexi2IE ok RIS < z4 | 10 | 089 | 089
7 0.85 84.7
= | A |Pikteel oy Bs £ =gt (0.8811) 0.876
2% | B |7 g=u opesjop 438 B
- 2Rt A28 (BEC) = B/A
S _1¢ 42 M2k mylel 2Xof| w2 JIEX M2
Ay | Total  1C = QAR S/ WAAlS F4%7F A& 3 837 A
= - Success TC : i B 2Rt 2| 71= stole 25l AR SR E S71R] S/WE H7I8E ARIR ISO/IEC
st HAEA0|A T MSst A 91260l A3 ZAEA 67 g=ol| ulal] 233+ ATl 715
- Total TC : i tmfj ZARL X2 7 olg 25l $3list _ =
aliiﬂou#l H e e AE AgohA| o2 ke Hae 0.87010H.
20 B E=RoA ARk AA bl 2% Abg R
L)
goy | 0 FRIAREEEC =1 | Fi& | NA S/WAAS 54 weld QY RAA) 54E 1AF &
X\ mes EREH D A Adesieh wrtel AES el TeRE A8 2%
E 8. 71EAIS NS ZZaAs
J 2k o 2 1) } Ex HENO A
Table 8. The quality evaluation that applied weight(A 0.88= Ao HriHdm, 7t S4URE #5495 48
company) Al T vhE 3E 2 "2 g 5 ol
WiEd e [ wies | (o] 28 meba] = QAR R S/WAIA 9] %*M ok B 7}
2|88 (He®) | (%84 A ST gy A0 Agor B AFH Hrte & A =, B
MEIM
woa 0 T 0w o0 G4 7te] A} 3k AES Ho] TP RAA A
2l 20%  [ee=d a0 | 0w | i8a Egloje] FAH b AP} FEAYS 7ls Hct
~| (18.46) 2ol | 10 1.00 | 10.0
< =4 | 10 0.93 | 093 B _
A 0.93 923 43 MM Hop|E oMt £¢) F H|W
crd X b ma T A SURAA SRS 432 Dl
ey sen | P 087 | 261 oo TR EERIS T oA H PEE S} 1501
208 o) [amy | 30 | 089 | 267 Wom AR 2ARS AAskith
L L ARZARIA 1509 F A ASRE B4 B4R %
ARbEgd | 40 | 0.92 36.8 g 39e A 14T8S e SR EAA A=
5 ; 20% ;51 30 | 085 | 255 Edloie] A Hrh wiel g WS AR ARl
g (7% Tmtw 30 | oss | 25 80%°] HHE=S RS,
A - 0.87 87.8




T AR S/WAAY H B F4%E7t AT 279

OIAl MEHAZEEE] AlX/ME T & d7sle] AA siivh
R — A Bopgerel % T AP S/WAA FAH
S ngt: 33, 178 b Agell] i AR B P Jraaa 1508
= = tgon A 2AE ANeld 80%9 WEES AAH

axt 2006. 8. 4(=] 2006.8. 11(3) 2006. 8. 1615 N

- S, QE‘LTO,EE,L'T’E‘E%T'E A B 8% 7ol wlf TEH(87.5%) % 18 U
= (12.5%) FAFo2A FH QP E S/WAHA #4712
o= iﬂ e ==L n“f m;ﬁ“”%i:i?llmﬂ%;ﬁ — @Ekﬂ Jﬂ7]»—— Qkh} 7]% b3} ] \:Hz‘sl— /\]»_g_;l}_/] El_]_—__-ﬂ;:J]. l_\_-;j

66 19 38 11 2

* AR UI 42X} 8Y (MLNETY, BR1Y)
#* 05 AR - 25 It EE5E 2

T2 4. HE=AL &t
Fig. 4. The questionnaire results of the survey

QNITE AAK o 2 Qe BY
§9% Tol HSUT(ET %) S TANED 198 P
(12.5%)% BAFOZA S AR s/ WAAS) 5%
A7k A 71540 tid AHeAe] BEEsL 94
om Wy g

S QAT TR vIFe] e AHAFRE F
APSEAA e ohel, the B PRl B FY
BE S/Woll U A% %71 A% 7% =Y 5/We
7 2Ao] me QARAA S/W 7HEA} AgHelA 2
W s/Wel AR £84 5 2 Bele) 2AL g4
2Arke ohE @

BAz}

POUSS Y Jl-)l

FJ o

[REA )

N

V. 8

FE HEAAE ©
°]

<l E%‘é% <7t ’\lﬂﬁ# =9sta 9l

7] 93 = QAP R S/WAIAlE TM}D} o| 9} g =1k
QAAPY B S/Wxﬂﬁl Al 2" B85 §/WE At &g

F4 Wbt destn, A%l Aad
A FFA Hrpt Fesi

£ ISO/IEC 91269 =A] E47}
71%d maE i QXE S/WAA EARS BY 7E
o webr] A HFrHE AABITE & =RolA Ak
T QP BAA AZE 0] FAHL Ve 7154, 418
oj&d 5 6719 7EE

48817 Slal F
A

H3}7]
webA el

4, 84, T8, RABR,
Y3 Bt $AEAE A

48 sgon, 53 YT 5
e A ATsh BAE 7 71 AR 5 9Ee
7R AR 7l Aol €l THERE ol
AHgRYe] B g SmEdold FuAQ Bt el

o Aoz Iy HAr},

@ ANE ol Bt AT ke B2 s A
 AA AZES) AL Ee o) A F4 7l
FAHQ 718 AN Bl e A A

Fehe 434 AN wdo] tjg a7t ek,

oot

_HJ

=2 N
L
o,

o
=

bt

i)
ek

AF?e

(1) ISO/IEC 12119. "Information Technology — Software
Package - Quality requirement and testing”. 2006.

(2] &ESe] 717 7P 1. FHEFAT 3. A2006-163.
2006 4. 24.

(3) kL Q7| E Tl
3 A3 B3’ 2006. 8.

(4] Bhe-, A, BiA e FAel ek A4 AA A

AN 2Ele] AT SEAFE Y BEB| =22 A|11H A2

<, pp351-360, 2006. 5.

(5) Deawoo Park. “A study about dynamic intelligent

TP EAA 1A

network security systems to decrease by malicious
traffic’. International Journal of Computer Science and
Network Security. V.6, N 9B. pp 193-199. Sep 2006.

(6) = FHSPIEHA, "SI FEAA 28AA
el Aot 2347, 2007, 7.

(7) =3 A 7933, " 45, 2006. 6.

(8) EdwardA. Lee, “What's Ahead for Enbedded Software”,
IEEE Computer, September 2000.

(9) Jean J. Labrosse. "Embedded Systems Building
Blocks: Complete and Ready-to-Use modules in
C”. CMP books. 2000.

(10) Halg. "2ZES o] New 42 9 FA%7 &
W e BAegs] AXESo] 8 =24, A6H
Al2%, 2003. 7.

(11) ISO/IEC 14598. Information Technology-Software
Product Evaluation-Part 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6. 2005.

(12) ISO/IEC TR 9126. Software engineering-Product



280 EFE 74 E:E1 ]:Eéﬁ‘!—‘El uH'H)LwL (2008 7)

quality -Part 1, 2, 3, 4. 2005.
(13) ol8he, dalie, FAE. WA LZEY ] *1?.3—3:%’4
3 ISO/IEC 121199 24" HHx g3 gheui

=2,

(14) B4

2000. 5.
/\_,_E%ﬂcﬂ Z A7} 3t 71X E‘Zﬂ 3k

TR HAL R azEolEet =24, AT AllE,
2004. 3.

M XA 4

&g

1981 alltAlaetn £ (o8

1995\ sk Adekt £

73015;]-)\4”_
20079 SAiEhm WA REk
BHA ()

20079 =R FR (AR R
TF ¥9)

(FAEoD % LZESo] ZRAE
2. 3 ERPTS. AZE
AolF27E g AxES]

o}z
uh o 2
19986 A AREelE
SPAD
20044 Ak AR CE
spapp

20004 THAASYHEN A7
a7, 1y
20044 540189l B uketehel
AR ) 2
2006 AHESZIEA(KISA) 4

dedre
2007 SAftEk WA Eopekd
Zu

(FEeh) ARES fHIFE~
YEYZ 9 Hob HF Al~
g CERT/CC, Forensic,
VoIP Heh  o]gEd 2

WiBro ®<t Cyber Reality



