Software Requirements
Change Taxonomy:
Evaluation by Case Study
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oo ReQ L ID&C L syslest |[UAT .. Total
i Market 0 1 0 0f 1
 Brgansaten T T A [— 5 34
Vision 15 1 1 / 24
Specification 22 58 5 102| 187
Solution | _____ Of_____ 33| 3| ______ 0 36
Total 67 (24%)| 97 (34%)i 9 (3%) 109 (39%)| 282
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Req D&C SysTest UAT |Total
Organisation |[638.0 64.0 0.0 0.0 702.0
Vision 266.0 5.0 2.0 163.0 [436.0
i Specification |193.9 222.0 4.5 737.0 |1156.5 !
Soluton ~ ]0.0 " [780 25 0.0 | 81.0
Total 1097.0 369.5 9.0 900.0 |2375.5*
(46%) (16%) (0.4%) (38%)
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* Excludes Market change at a cost of 30 days
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Median Cost (Days)
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Figure 2. Median & Total Cost For Each Change Domain.
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____________ Value

| Very Low |\ Low | Med. | High | Very High | Total
Organisation ! 0l 7 9 5 6| 27
Vision ! 2| 9 11 0 2| 24
Specification ! 102|164 13 3 0| 182
Solution ! 33| 2 1 0 o 36

; 137 82| 34| 8 8| ,
Total | (51%) |1 (30%) | (13%)]| (3%) 3%)| 2%°

—————————————

* market change and changes representing requirements deletions removed.
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Opportunity | Defect Un-defined |Total
Organisation |24 2 1 27
Vision 18 5 1 24
Specification |104 62 16 182
Solution 13 20 3 36
Total 159 (59%) |89 (33%) |21 (8%) 269
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Stakeholder Groups,..
1 72 3  |:Total
Organisation 3i 18 6l 27
Vision 1 15 8li 24
Specification 19: 149 14|; 182
Solution 16: 20 0 36
Total 39 (14%)1. 202 (75%)| 28 (10%)} 269
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Project Management Control

Very Low | Low | Med. | High | Very High | Total

Organisation 7 4 16 0 0 27

Vision 2 3 18 1 0 24

Specification 3 13 126 31 9| 182

Solution 1 1 5 18 11 36
13 21 165 50 20

Total (5%)| (8%)| (61%)| (19%) 7%)| 2°°

JAavzHokwmTA v kA— )L

JOV ORI R—T v DERIZXT 5 F ERAY7% ST

{R &5

v Az TRIARAVRA—IILOLARIILNEFNFNDEE TR S

12



S ZA
ATk affl

DHEITHRETHERMICKA(E)NHD

EHIFALMNCT HIENEE
AT—=UHRIVEDEETLIHNEVEEREICESR

& EDET ERER
HHEOME. EELT RO \
ECavOER..I—¥RZITANTRE

=JL= ==
RET&EE

—>

13

A—HZANTRE

/

VAT LT AR

BHOTOUI VN B LER T —2% 8
FFROTOERADERREZEZEH ATEE
Bl . EDaVDERZRHIIKR TS
TovAILFEEDER

Figure 4.

* Increasing Cost, Value,
Stakeholder Involvement

= Decreasing Control

* Increasing Opportunity
Change
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Frequencies of Change Costs Across All Change Domains.
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