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Manage the Software Defects using
Opportunity Tree Framework
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Abstract

This paper identifies defects to produce a reliable software and analyzes the relationship
between defects. Also, this paper is intended to develop the relationship between defects
and theirr causes to introduce. For the doing, first, to meet to customer satisfaction and
make flexibility and productivity. and second, to maximize market extension and financial
outcome by controlling of quality and delivery.
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» RUP( Rational Unified Process)
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