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A Study on the Evaluation Methods of IRDS for Screening
the Industrial Design Proposals
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Objectives.

ABSTRACT

This paper aims to aid a practical evaluation for screening
out the design proposals under applying the IRDS system, which
is developed a computer aided industrial design system as a

computer application system.

In this study, the author adopted 3 evaluation methods with
criteria which have quantitative and qualitative aitributes : the
Intuitive  Bvaluation Methods(X), the Accumulative Evaluation
Method (Y), the Benchmarking Evaluation Methods(Z). The results
show that the 3 Methods have reciprocal relationships under
reliability (r=0. 0001) .

In analysis on the properties of the evaluation methods, the
Evaluation Method (X) shows rapidity especially, the Evaluation
Method  (Y): the Evaluation Method (Z) ;

respectively.

relativity, importance

The correlation  analysis  between the evaluation methods
makes the null hypothesis denying, then we could adapt the
rescarch hypothesis. Therefore the correlation between them has
positive relationship, and it shows thicker than the result of the

Ist study.
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