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- Testing Maturity Model (TMM)
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4.1 Testing Maturity Model (TMM)
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4.2 Testing Capability Maturity Model
(TCMM)
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4.3 Test Improvement Model (TIM)

TIM& CMM# TSMejl 27+g 3 ot &
AR Prp 22AAE FAH P4 G
A HZE 859 d JHE dofdta Fge 4
g3 dHL AASE HEE AN TIMS
F8 84 G sl 27\FE, o2l £
T, NEEY 5 APTA £, 343 50
g 59 AsE FE& FYstn Ao

TIM2 T2 oA CMMe] A G Hx &
AbahA 9 (Organization, Planning & tracking,

Testware, Test cases, Reviews), CMM 2] 3] 4]

_63_



3 ATEYN NHESTHE NLS 9% HAE Z2NA DY Y

BRHEDON YK H112 M28 20074 68

G0l shte] FEo A E 2 vl TIM
0~49] Axx F2d 24 Pt =8¢
TMMO| HIZE Z2AH2E 23 AdoM B3

4.4 Test Process Improvement Model
(TPH

TPI= Kooman®} Poldl 98] 199734 78
Rdg g2E Z2AX fAS S &olaH
g UEF 1AHAY TPI= 239 HEE
Z2A2Y AT 4 49 AHE 5 A
3l Z2AA AET AL fA AHEHS Aok
8% EFo] Y4 9 HsE T WE
AEsta FAFHQ] AT AE, A AL
e Mot A4t 7d 72
&, A&H O oA
37

B 4% 423 14709

ige
ook

u o

w, e

o 2

i oH

fr e

o 4 fr
iy

ot
e
o
<
AN

£ 4 4

D~
=

Folof o} BIAE WA, 24 B3, oA}
aFo] dojual, Bl AES o] B HAE ¥
Fol #dn.

- B&FE 6~10 59 A& H2E X2
A28 FHg Ju|drh HAE T2 A 27t
AssEa, FHEH, AgzAd P

Fzo,

- AAg #F : 11~14 57 438 402
el A% A Mo 249 QaHA

gFos d4d

TPIE= 207HA] g dEvitt 53 ¥2 34
Hojo} & ANIAXJNEES A&l Ut} TP
Al Aojske 20719 NG He o2 2oH14].

D H2E Mg 2) A957] 2, 3) Fo A,
4) 343 A g, 5) HAE A, 6) A H2E,
7) HE, 8) HEE T, 9) H2E ¥ 10) AN
A 87, 11) &3 57, 12) Hl2E 7%
T4, 13 HES HY, 14 grAF, 15 B
3, 16) 24 #e, 17) HAE ] #g, 18) =
2E T2 A2 #g, 19) H7 20) &9ldd H)

TMMo] 23 HA o] A&=g Foste i
TPIAM e 7telze] ¥2 A99d H&EEE
Aosta Slth. ol CMMIOIA  AFde
Continuous Representation® Bl<=3t ZwHo|zg}
g 4 Aok T3 AAY AZYEEE A A S
4 F9EE A FEo dig A L A
AFE Alfe b FAAA ARE A
TMMol| Hla} A P&, AHF87A 59 847}
EH3 o8 R 1 ot o]d H3l TPI &
do] AFejste 2 FF& IS F e TP
Scoring Tool®= A ZH 1 Q). o] E& AZgA
HAES W22 75§ o83t & P4 FYGvit}
AAZRJNES 2388 HEA =AY ARE 9]
g3 &l GGl s & Aoz At
E 2Y2E TPIE 328t 3% £XE
H28E A% 4 49& ¥y &0
S7He FHHQ &5 AFES AAYLER
Zpgste]l AA A stol=gQld ¢F Hde] &
AZ &8 F Y& Aotk TPIx 53] 444

_64_



Y ALEYH NBGSETE NS O BAE ZZHA BE HUEY

A YEDCOEN K112 K28 20074 63

o)z #8% AEE] Bol FAH Y} H2E
ze A A7 Aol BlaE AT SN 7
237 $olse.

4.5 Test Organization Maturity Model (TOM)
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4.6 Testing Assessment Program (TAP)
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4.7 Maturity Model for Automated
Software Testing (MMAST)
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1. Accidental Automation

2. Beginning Automation

3. Intentional Automation
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4.8 Testing Maturity Model Integration
(TMMI)
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4.9 Metrics-Based Test Maturity Model
(MB-TMM)
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