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o2 EHel SPA/SPI Rdloly EEe& ©E RF&H: Atk G, e AFelME
d2) 71 gl EHT ez, A4S 2HoY, +RAAYE BA ZRAES 4
@ melol EF wx 2 mdoh} EEe 2¥ ¥u $& 49 & Y=s, 7 w9
ABAzgoy, AHae, ZeAs 5o Hus 7 2ot REY 3, o3, A=Y ¥
A4 Fol Be A7t Waw Yotk

SPA(Software Process Assessment)Yt SPI(Software Process Improvement) Schemeg Z
dgs=d QoM 7HF 71EAQ Ade 2Y Z2A2E Frisn FEATE Zde B
#7247 (sample space)® % & (capability) & 2%t BPA(Base Process Activities) 7§90l
g3 2 4 g, BPAY thd g0 Z mdo mE th2A EAZ . SPICEY
A %o = BP(Base Practice)o]3, CMM®e Z %ol KP(Key Practice)o| i , 1SO9000 A =
MI(Management Issues)©]™, BOOTSTRAP°I]H = QSA(Quality System Attrlbute)‘é.?.i
etz glth SPICEE 20170¢] BP2 T4 dow, CMME 150712 KP2 T4 =9
911, BOOTSTRAPE 201709 QSA, IS09000& 177709 MI2 T4 5 AUt
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wWANB) 2= n(A— Bun(B— A)
n(A)n(B)

B =BoMEp &, 1 o) 13H -17A9 @& Rt AMdd FAdsts, 24 ’?}
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BPA ] BOOT-
2y N CMM SPICE ISO 9000 | SPRM
F STRAP
CMM 150 - -.255 -.430 -372 338
64
SPICE 201 - -.413 -384 453
287
49 59
BOOTSTRAP | 201 - -203 453
302 347
51 58 75
ISO 9000 177 - .399
276 320 303
150 201 201 177
SPRM 444 ——-
444 444 444 444
H 1t SPI 2d7te] HAMA
* QAR B g AAAE
«# sl 2: T2 BPA &, A2t & BPA
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