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Divide and Conquer Empirical Approach for Resolving Company Issues

Naoki Ohsugi’

Abstract

Today, many software development companies have collected results data of development processes to resolve
company issues such as software process improvement. On the other hand, in empirical software engineering
research area, many data analysis methods have been developed; however, even if we applied these analysis
methods to the collected data, we could not resolve the issues easily. One of the reasons is large difference
between size of each company issue and size of issue that can be resolved with each analysis method. Once we
divided each company issue into smaller subparts, each analysis method can resolve the divided smaller issues
relatively easily. From this point of view, the author of this paper would like to discuss how we divide large
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issues and which analysis methods can resolve them.
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