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3. CMM/CMMI
Capability Maturity Model(CMM)2 0= CMU SEl(Software
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CMM Zd2= SE-CMM(Systems Engineering CMM},
SW-CMM(Software CMM), IPD-CMM (Integrated Product
Management CMM), SA-CMM(SW Acquisition CMM),
P-CMM(People CMM)0! RUCt. Oi2{8t Oid CMM QRES
E SE Mitd g4, 2% 2200 TOE S8y, 22X
ZA, e AQJ|2H 24, ROI(Return On Investment) kAt
T 2otAD, 1998 H SWIIS S0 CH8 IO A&
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CMMI(CMM Integration)&t CMME JHg8t CMU SEIOIA
20004901 EECJA20, IJIES  SE-CMM, SW-CMM,
IPD-CMME2 RE & 5Lt Framework® S&5IACH.
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219 3. CMMI concept

CMMI= & 42 28 5M& Continuous Representationit
Staged Representation #EX& &N UCH Continuous
Process Area2l 2l0i& Capability Level2 &3 8101 =2
HA 99 RS0 ML= Practices® Z 85110, Staged
Process Area= Maturity Level2 &3 50 2tpiEl SHY
848 A8 Practices® 88D UCH  Continuous
Representation2 ISO/IEC 15504(SPICE)} ®ASID Staged

Representation SW-CMMIt S ASICE.
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