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Patulous Application of FCA Based on TSP Measurement Model
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Abstract The development process of TSP emphasizes that data is important and requests for full-scale metrics, but it is difficult for most of
software enterprise, so it needs a strategy so-called “moderate metrics”. The analysis of data reduces workload of metrics and provides suggestions
and references for the latter developments or process improvement. This paper puts forward the application of formal concept analysis to TSP
metrics model, achieves goal of “moderate metrics” and gains valuable process improvement information by association rules mining based on
concept lattice. Some experimental projects prove validity and practicability of application of FCA in TSP measurement model.
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