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Expert Analysis System for Performance Test -

ZHANG Yong-Xiang, LU Hong-Ying, XIAO Jun

(School of Computer Science and Technology, Beijing Jiaotong University, E;éijing 100044, China)

Abstract: To reduce difficulties of performance analysis and improve performance test quality, the expert analysis

system for performance test:is researched. The performance analysis objects and methods are first summarized. By the
analysis of manual method and knowledge prototype, a structured representation method is studied. Based on these

studies, the structure of expert analysis system is simply designed.
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