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Analyzing the Practice and Relationship of the
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ABSTRACT

The Configuration management process is to establish and maintain the integrity of all the work
products of a process or project. This paper discusses the similarities and differences between
ISO/IEC 12207 and ISO/IEC 15846. The most widely used models for software process assesment,
ISO/IEC 15504, CMM and CMMI can rate maturity of processes. We analyze and compare the
practices for measuring Configuration process and propose metric for quantitative measure.
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