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ABSTRACT

For software development, methods must be able to effectively perform evaluations with respect to 
financial and time considerations. Usability evaluations are commonly performed to ensure software 
is usable. Most evaluations are individually performed, leading to some significant disadvantages. 
Although individual evaluations identify many usability problems, efficient modifications in terms of 
cost and development time are difficult. Additionally, usability problems in only specific perspectives 
are identified in individual usability evaluations. It is important to identify comprehensively usability 
problems in various perspectives. To improve these situations, the authors have proposed a method to 
automatically integrate various types of usability evaluations.

Their method adds functions to record the operation histories of the target software. This information is 
then used to perform individual usability evaluations with an emphasis on usability categories, such as 
efficiency, errors, and learnability. Then the method integrates these individual evaluations to identify 
usability problems and subsequently prioritize these problems according to usability categories deter-
mined by the software developers and end users.

Specifically, the authors’ research focuses on employing automatic usability evaluations to identify 
problems. For example, they analyze the operation histories, but do not focus on manually performed 
evaluations such as heuristic ones. They assume their research can aid software developers and usability 
engineers because their work allows them to recognize the more serious problems. Consequently, the 
software can be modified to resolve the usability problems and better meet the end users’ requirements. 
In the future, the authors strive to integrate more diverse usability evaluations, including heuristic 
evaluations, to refine integration capabilities, to identify problems in more detail, and to improve the 
effectiveness of the usability evaluations.



380

Integrated Methods for a User Adapted Usability Evaluation

INTRODUCTION

To develop usable software, usability of software 
GUIs are very important, because end users di-
rectly interact with GUIs. For this purpose, there 
are various methods. For example, GUIs are 
developed along with usability guidelines and 
patterns, and developed GUIs are evaluated and 
improved. Especially, whether end users feel GUIs 
usable differs among end users. Thus, developed 
GUIs are often evaluated and improved iteratively 
in terms of usability.

Various usability evaluation methods have 
proposed, including experimental methods in us-
ability testing (Barnum, 2001), analytic analytic 
evaluations and heuristic evaluations (Leventhal 
& Barnes, 2008), and each method has a different 
perspective. That is, when several types of usability 
evaluations are performed for a specific software 
package, numerous problems are found according 
to each usability evaluation. Consequently, it is 
difficult to resolve all problems due to software 
development costs and schedule. Thus, the iden-
tified issues should be prioritized or grouped 
together to elucidate the more serious problems.

Herein we propose a method to integrate vari-
ous types of usability evaluations and to identify 
the more serious usability problems. Using our 
method, usability problems are prioritized. Our 
method initially generates functions to record 
operation histories of end users in software. This 
information is then used for usability evaluations. 
Finally, the results of each usability evaluation 
are integrated based on the priorities of usability 
categories (Nielsen, 1994), which are determined 
by software developers and end users.

Our chapter is divided as follows. The second 
section describes the features of our method, 
while the third discusses NEM (Novice Expert 
radio Method) and AHP (Analytic Hierarchy 
Process), which are important techniques used 
in our method. The fourth section provides an 
overview of our method with an emphasis on 

operation histories for usability evaluations; in 
addition to generating and adding functions to 
record operation histories, the type, acquisition, 
and analysis of operation histories are discussed. 
The fifth section describes the types of usability 
evaluations that our method is applicable to as 
well as the integration results of the evaluations. 
Our method adopts three types: efficiency, error, 
and learnability evaluations. The sixth section 
shows the results of applying our method to two 
examples. The seventh section describes related 
works, and finally the eighth section provides a 
conclusion and future research.

BACKGROUND

There are many researches focused on usability 
evaluations.

Babaian et al. proposed a method to use 
operation histories of end users to design inter-
faces (Babaian, Lucas, & Topi 2006). In every 
component, various types of information such as 
operation time and keystrokes are recorded. Then 
usability assessments are performed in terms of 
efficiency of UI operations and work achieve-
ments. However, the results are not integrated 
based on criteria that software developers and 
end users determine. In our method, the results 
of usability evaluations can be integrated based 
on specific criteria.

Fukuzumi et al. proposed a method to evaluate 
usability of a system via checklists (Fukuzumi, 
Ikegami, & Okada, 2009). The criteria are clear 
in the checklists and the evaluation can reflect 
the evaluator’s intent. However, evaluations of a 
large-scale system are a heavy burden and highly 
skilled evaluators are necessary to appropriately 
assess usability. In contrast, usability evaluations 
in our method only require the evaluators to oper-
ate the software.

Fiora et al. proposed to evaluate usability of 
software using component information and opera-



 

 

17 more pages are available in the full version of this document, which may

be purchased using the "Add to Cart" button on the publisher's webpage:

www.igi-global.com/chapter/integrated-methods-user-adapted-

usability/70725

Related Content

A Study of the Systemic Relationship Between Worker Motivation and Productivity
J. J. Haefnerand Christos Makrigeorgis (2012). Knowledge and Technology Adoption, Diffusion, and

Transfer: International Perspectives  (pp. 56-72).

www.irma-international.org/chapter/study-systemic-relationship-between-worker/66935

E-Culture
Liudmila Baeva (2015). Encyclopedia of Information Science and Technology, Third Edition (pp. 6847-

6854).

www.irma-international.org/chapter/e-culture/113151

Nominalizations in Requirements Engineering Natural Language Models
Claudia S. Litvak, Graciela Dora Susana Hadadand Jorge Horacio Doorn (2018). Encyclopedia of

Information Science and Technology, Fourth Edition (pp. 5127-5135).

www.irma-international.org/chapter/nominalizations-in-requirements-engineering-natural-language-models/184216

General Perspectives on Electromyography Signal Features and Classifiers Used for Control of

Human Arm Prosthetics
Faruk Ortes, Derya Karabulutand Yunus Ziya Arslan (2018). Encyclopedia of Information Science and

Technology, Fourth Edition (pp. 492-504).

www.irma-international.org/chapter/general-perspectives-on-electromyography-signal-features-and-classifiers-used-for-

control-of-human-arm-prosthetics/183764

Considering Abductive Thematic Network Analysis with ATLAS-ti 6.2
Komalsingh Rambareeand Elisabeth Faxelid (2013). Advancing Research Methods with New Technologies

(pp. 170-186).

www.irma-international.org/chapter/considering-abductive-thematic-network-analysis/75945

http://www.igi-global.com/chapter/integrated-methods-user-adapted-usability/70725
http://www.igi-global.com/chapter/integrated-methods-user-adapted-usability/70725
http://www.irma-international.org/chapter/study-systemic-relationship-between-worker/66935
http://www.irma-international.org/chapter/e-culture/113151
http://www.irma-international.org/chapter/nominalizations-in-requirements-engineering-natural-language-models/184216
http://www.irma-international.org/chapter/general-perspectives-on-electromyography-signal-features-and-classifiers-used-for-control-of-human-arm-prosthetics/183764
http://www.irma-international.org/chapter/general-perspectives-on-electromyography-signal-features-and-classifiers-used-for-control-of-human-arm-prosthetics/183764
http://www.irma-international.org/chapter/considering-abductive-thematic-network-analysis/75945

