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An Estimating for Practical Software Development Duration
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Abstract The compression of software development schedule has a limit without regarding to a development
manpower. However, the actually developed softwares includes the impossible short time or unreal long time
date. Previously suggested models are driving the development schedule from all of the actually developed
software without considering these constraints. This paper recommends a standard of minimum and the most
suitable development time period. This paper has chosen a criterion that shows the best development schedule
among 5 criteria based on the actually performed projects. Moreover, this paper suggests a model that estimates
the development schedule based on the best criterion.
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