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Abstract How to do a good job of software project budget has always been one of the difficult problems in the informa-
tion construction of government agencies,enterprises and institutions. Software cost assessment is a behavior that evalua-
tes development effort,time limit and cost of software project through a set of processes or models. It can improve the
accuracy of software budget, protect the delivery cycle of software project,and arrange and schedule the research and
development programmer reasonably. First of all,the software cost assessment methods were classified and compared,
and their advantages and disadvantages were analyzed. Then, the experiment and analysis of four evaluation methods,in-
cluding function point,use case point,neural network and analogy,were carried out with the sample data of the software
project. Finally, the existing problems of the existing software cost assessment methods and the direction of further re-
search were pointed out.
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