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Abstract

Recently, IoT, artificial intelligence, cloud, big data, and mobile fields have converged, leading to a new
industrial era called the 4th industrial revolution. This 4th industrial revolution has been expanded to all
industry area and Software has been taken as important role in this revolution. Thus Software Safety is
the huge factor because Software is highly relevant to human safety in accordance with Software
expansion. However this Software Safety has been focused on not organization improvement activities but
current design/development,

In this paper, to solve this issue, Software Safety Maturity level and relevant Process Area is defined.
This study is expected to contribute to systematic software safety activities.
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