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A Decomposition Method for TMMi Maturity Level 1
using Process Area Dependency Analysis
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Abstract

Domestic  software test maturity level is the most Level 2 below based on TMMi. The first
condition of enhancement of test maturity is that know exactly what the current maturity. There
is no Level 1 definition in TMMi, but even the same level of maturity level of an organization,
there are clear differences. In this study, grasp a maturity level of Level 1 organization, while less
effort to improve in Level organization, the ways to achieve Level 2 is presented. Sub practices
with dependencies in Level 2 is grouped with the corresponding process areas and define a Level 1
newly at 3 phases. If sub practices with dependencies are tied and improve a process, it will
produce the effect which attains the practices all at once. Verify the adequacy of three phases, as
a result, an organization clearly identify Test Maturity Level 1, we know that the organization can
set specific improvement goals and direction.
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