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Abstract: In the application of Software Quality Assurance (SQA) technology, there are problems of large numbers of

tasks, low efficiency and being eagi

Management System (QMS)
Assurance technology whi
techniques. Automate

the application status of So

rbed by subjective judgment. This paper proposes to discuss the concept of Quality
bility Maturity Model Integration (CMMI), and do research on Software Quality
s typical Software Quality Assurance technology PDCA Cycle and seven statistical
management tools are designed to assist in implementing Quality Assurance (QA). Finally,

are Quality Assurance is analyzed, and the application points of quality management tools are

summarized. Experiment results show that the application research of quality assurance automation technology has practical

value to improve software quality and work efficiency.
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Fig.1 The process area classification of maturity level
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Tab.1 The plan of software quality assurance
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