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Two software architecture evaluation methods based on scenario
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(1. Shanghai Business School, Shanghai 200235, China; 2. School of Management, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China)

Abstract Software architecture evaluation methods switch quality demand to interaction between risk-receivers and the sys-
m. Advancing evaluation could reduce quality risk when software was designed. SAAM and ATAM were two different evalua-
tion methods which have their merits when applied in creating scenario, describing business motivation and software architec-
ture and so on. Neither methods can’ t ensure certainty when applied in particular performance, < it is an effective way to
combine quantitative methods and scenario qualitative evaluation.
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