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Evaluation M ethods of the Relevance between PC and Mobile Terminal Layout

LI Fen-qiang, WANG Bo-peng
(Lanzhou University of Technology, Lanzhou 730050, China)

ABSTRACT: It aims to analyze and evaluate the relevance of the same software on the PC side interface and the layout of
the mobile terminal. It analyzes the interface design structure and layout description method of software product, deter-
mines the key index to describe the interface layout, analyzes and calculates the weight coefficient of index calculation,
and makes quantitative indicators, by correlation analysis, the indexes of two terminal interfaces are quantized, and the

correlation coefficients are calculated. Combined with the weight value of each index, the correlation degree of the two

terminal interface layout is obtained.
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Fig.1 The sample interface of PC terminal and mobile terminal
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Tab.2 25 indicator s of description of the interface layout and their votes
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Tab.3 Survey results of index similarity

AR faviRE LB WERKE AUTE WOUE WEE WMRE PHEE BERE RPE PR
AR 1 0.161 54 0.776 92 0.261 54 0.153 85 0.223 08 0.076 93 0.223 08 0.107 69 0.176 93 0.815 38 0.061 54
fEIEEE 0.161 54 1 0.223 08 0.11539 0.299 99 0.123 08 0.792 31 0.176 93 0.046 15 0.792 31 0.184 62 0.123 08
YL 0.776 92 0.223 08 1 0.192 31 0.084 61 0.21539 0.092 31 0.176 93 0.061 54 0.076 92 0.846 15 0.223 08
WZE 0.261 54 0.11539 0.192 31 1 0.899 99 0.838 46 0.184 62 0.11539 0.230 77 0.046 15 0.100 01 0.238 46
ZV5E 0.153 85 0.299 99 0.084 61 0.899 99 1 0.776 92 0.069 23 0.130 77 0.069 23 0.076 92 0.230 77 0.084 61
Ll 0.223 08 0.123 08 0.21539 0.838 46 0.776 92 1 0.123 08 0.223 08 0.215 39 0.046 15 0.115 39 0.199 99
AL 0.076 93 0.792 31 0.092 31 0.184 62 0.069 23 0.123 08 1 0.099 99 0.084 61 0.853 84 0.084 61 0.123 08
XFFREE 0.223 08 0.176 93 0.176 93 0.115 39 0.130 77 0.223 08 0.099 99 1 0.907 69 0.046 15 0.153 85 0.907 69
PHHEE 0.107 69 0.046 15 0.061 54 0.230 77 0.069 23 0.215 39 0.084 61 0.907 69 1 0.038 46 0.207 69 0.838 46
BERIE 0.176 93 0.792 31 0.076 92 0.046 15 0.076 92 0.046 15 0.853 84 0.046 15 0.038 46 1 0.076 92 0.084 62
WP 0.81538 0.184 62 0.846 15 0.100 01 0.230 77 0.115 39 0.084 61 0.153 85 0.207 69 0.076 92 1 0.176 92
A 0.061 54 0.123 08 0.223 08 0.238 46 0.084 61 0.199 99 0.123 08 0.907 69 0.838 46 0.084 62 0.176 92 1

R4 K-Means BEL/HER

Tab.4 Theresults of cluster analysis of K-Means

5 fii Ry A8 b %% (5) i) 5 i R e b Rk (5) e
1 AR 3 0.237 7 AL 1 0.196
2 kG 1 0.279 8 X R 2 0.159
3 3 3 0.206 9 P R 2 0.177
4 Rk ) 4 0.147 10 HER 1 0.207
5 EZ:3 1913 5 0.000 11 W& 3 0.207
6 Lt o] 2 4 0.147 12 Ay g 2 0.165
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Tab.5 Results of weight coefficient

J?% ﬁaﬁ{#ﬁ% Wg TJWEJTE Wwce %&ﬁifﬁ Wy HC@JTE Wp %\i;’?ﬁ% Wg
EES 0.24 0.24 0.24 0.08 0.2
[A] 4 2 0.04 0.28 0.24 0.24 0.2
A4 3 0.12 0.36 0.28 0.2 0.04
[A] 4 4 0.04 0.32 0.16 0.28 0.2
EES] 0.08 0.36 0.16 0.2 0.2
A4 6 0.2 0.12 0.32 0.2 0.16
ESN 0.24 0.2 0.32 0.2 0.04
BESR 0.28 0.2 0.36 0.12 0.04
A4 9 0.12 0.36 0.2 0.12 0.2
[ 10 0.28 0.2 0.36 0.12 0.04
4 11 0.16 0.32 0.16 0.32 0.04
[Al4& 12 0.2 0.12 0.36 0.28 0.04
A4 13 0.08 0.32 0.12 0.32 0.16
)% 14 0.08 0.32 0.32 0.2 0.08
o] 4 15 0.08 0.28 0.2 0.36 0.08
A4 16 0.2 0.32 0.12 0.32 0.04
% 17 0.32 0.16 0.04 0.16 0.32
A4 18 0.16 0.32 0.04 0.32 0.16
)% 19 0.12 0.2 0.28 0.36 0.04
[a] 4 20 0.12 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.04

A E 0.158 0.264 0.228 0.234 0.116
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Fig.2 Abstract characterization of interface between PC and mobile terminals
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Tab.6 PC terminal interface element data
FHITR T N AR AL AR F&/cm Fi/em
1 =% 4 Logo (0.6, 0.6) 5.1 1
2HRE (8.4, 0.6) 12.5 1
SHPFERKX (289, 0.5) 4.8 1.2
417 8 R R IX (34.7, 0.4) 9.7 1
5 HERE MR BB R IX (0, 2.2) 8.8 19.3
6 ERmYIH G (163, 2.2) 21.3 2
7SR SRR IX (10.1, 5) 33.7 8.9
8 MEFEM L IX. (10.1, 15) 33.7 19
9 FoHTE R IX (10.1, 36.6) 33.7 15.1
10 Bl % X (10.1, 54.3) 33.7 9.5
11 #E4E MV X (10.1, 66.3) 33.7 9.5
12 EFEHREGX (10.1, 78.4) 33.7 15.6
13 PR BT X (21, 94.8) 12 2.6
14 T 33 18 R A5 B IX (0, 96.1) 8.8 2.7
15 i HAEX 1 (1.3, 99.1) 6.3 1.6
16 K b s i) 32 3 2% (9, 99.6) 23 0.6
17 R IX 2 (33, 99.5) 11.5 0.8
PC Ui B A AL T (0, 0) 45.1 101
xR7 BHIHEAETEHE
Tab.7 Mobile terminal interface element data
R TCE RS KA RIS R AR B /cm Fi/em
1 R AIX (1.8, 1.5) 34.9 2.9
2 F Ry X (1.8, 7.4) 33.7 1.5
JIEATE BT (0, 10.3) 38.1 14.1
4 FAN FM (3.6, 26.5) 5.5 7.7
5 HiEX (15.2, 26.5) 7.6 7.7
6 A% (27.9, 26.5) 7.6 7.7
7 EFERIX (1, 37.1) 36.1 34.9
8 BT ARk IX. (1, 75.1) 36.1 36.5
9 FZHE X (1, 1143) 36.1 33.8
10 #EFE MV X (1, 151.1) 36.1 33.4
11 FHEHREX (1, 187.2) 36.1 35.1
12 PR H T X (5.9, 226.3) 26.3 5.3
13 Rl B 1 R A5 B X (0.8, 234.2) 22.8 43
14 4 X (25.4, 234.7) 11.3 3.2
% 3 v B A AL T (0, 0) 38.1 239
*8 PCHRAESHBIKFEEISIREIE
Tab.8 PC terminal interface and the mobile terminal interface of the indicators of the data
Dg D¢ Dy Dp Dg
PC i T 0.823529 0.9036985 0.674218 0.695283 0.058824
% 5y v 5 0.821429 0.9949555 0.825598 0.512726 0.071429
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