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Table 1 Description of Attributes.
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Table 2 Correlation Coefficients between maintenance cost

and workload.

HH 7 — 25 FH BRI HEE
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ZREESE R 81 0.79 0%
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Table 3 The model using the number of the vendor’s staff

and working time of the vendor.
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Table 4 Correlation Coefficients between FP modified and

other amount of modifications.
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Ehi 7 7 A VK 14 0.46 10%
FZHi BAT % 14 -0.06 84%
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Table 5  Correlation Coefficients between whole working

time and amount of modifications.
EE T—52 FHBEERER HEEE
FEhifi PG K%K 46 0.47 0%
FE e FP 14 0.65 1%

£ 6 WIEEBHELEIERL OMBEREK

Table 6  Correlation Coefficients for whole staff and amount
of modifications.
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Table 7 The model using the system architecture.
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Figure 1 ~ Work efficiency of the web based system.
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Table 8 The model using the programming language.
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Figure 2 Work efficiency of Java language.
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Table 9 The model using the business sector.
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Figure 3  Work efficiency of banking and insurance.
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Table 10 The model using the productivity factors.
HH EELRERRR  ABRE
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Figure 4  Work efficiency of tool factor.
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Table 11  The model using the maintenance type.
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Figure 5 Work efficiency of maintenance type.
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Table 12 The model using the multiple factors.
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