u

) <

The University of Osaka
Institutional Knowledge Archive

Title L Ex—EBOEMEMICET 2 —ER

Author(s) | A%, fa%; 98, & WT, 3 M

Citation | =21 BHAEREFZMIEED 7k - © 27 L. 2015,
J98-D(6), p. 1057-1059

Version Type|VoR

URL https://hdl. handle.net/11094/92557

rights Copyright © 2015 IEICE

Note

The University of Osaka Institutional Knowledge Archive : OUKA

https://ir. library. osaka-u. ac. jp/

The University of Osaka



W Feid

LE 2 —RBOAMMEMEICEET 5 —EF
B st il B (EH)
AN A JhL BRI (GEH)

A Study on the Effectiveness of a Review Meeting
Noriyoshi KUNOT®) | Nonmember,

Tsuyoshi NAKAJIMAT, Member,

Makoto MATSUSHITA‘H7 Nonmember, and
Katsuro INOUEH, Member

T =Bt A, dah
Design Systems Engineering Center, Mitsubishi Electric Co.
Ltd., 5-1-1 Ofuna, Kamakura-shi, 247-8501 Japan

T KBk, Wl
Department of Computer Science, Graduate School of Infor-
mation Science and Technology, Osaka University, 1-5 Ya-
madaoka, Suita-shi, 565-0871 Japan

a) E-mail: Kuno.Noriyoshi@cb.MitsubishiElectric.co.jp
DOI:10.14923/transinfj.2014JDL8038

H5FL Porter ITFEEEICLY, LY 2 —&HOH
APEICEER 2 2 L7 ARR S, RFEBITHER L T
WBEMNTL ¥ 2 —RHOEREITV,
PRI CE RN 2 IGE) Th 5 2 L 2R

*—T—K A VARZVar, L5

1. ¥ 20 &

ORI S A —T 4 Y7 ED Y T by T
O LR IMETIE, BEFER T U s 7 02535 L L7
LY 2= 5B FEThA. GibiEv T MY«
TAYARY Vg v EERLL, ZOHLITEE S L
Tl Ea—xige &7 72 [1]. —F Porter 1, L
Va—RXEEFHVWAL Y2 —T3E, L2 -2
AW WFRICHERT, JYHERIREVELFRT
ARV E L EA RV ERRIT TV [2).

FOCTUE, BABBUSTHEEL TV A TLE2—
LHOFEREITY, VT Mo T RRBICBIT AL -
Rk DFRE % FRFALT 5.

2. LE1—SBICET 3EMEE

LDV 7 by T RERY TR O 720
WL Ea—&i e fIHTAE04% . E£551F, L
Y 2 — kORIt EOF R DT Porter D
i FEEROFMICF vy THDH D LFEH LT D. A
[]0>§%%ﬁ'?li FFSH D FERiGAT G bR 7R & 47

, Porter OfER & IR L 2 DfEam O i 2475 7.

2.1 EBREH

Porter 5 ® Maryland K525 [2] & 4Dl JEER S
Hae& 1 IR, SROFEBRTEIREBERNICET 5
FORGHT F¥ 2 A~ b x w2, Porter ®FEER T

LEa—&ik

#£1 EBROKMN

Table 1 Experiment conditions.
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Table 2 Review-meeting methods.
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Table 3 Measurement results for our experiment.
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Table 4 Results of t-test.
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