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Abstract In this paper, we present a new metric M for evaluating the cost effectiveness of
technical reviews during software development. The cost effectiveness is defined to be
the degree to which testing costs are reduced by technical reviews. M can be interpreted
as combined two conventional metrics, My by Fagan and Mc by Collofello for technical
reviews. Next, by an experimental evaluation of the metrics using data collected during
the review and test phases in an industrial environment, we show the validity and
usefulness of the proposed metric M«. Finally, we present a method to estimate the value
of the metric Mk using only the data collected during review phase.
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