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New Methods of Software Requirements Risk Assessment Using UML

LIU Jinrhang XIA Hong-xia
(School of Computer Science and Technology, Wuhan University of Technology, Wuhan 430070, China)

Abstract Evaluating software risks in the early stages of software development activities will effectively reduce the level
of software development costs and the development risk. Aiming at the status that the current research on the software
risk assessment mainly focuses on late stage of the software development,and following the practice principle which is
“early identification and control software risk”,this paper presented a method for assessment software risk at require-
ments analysis phase using UML. This method primarily focuses on the software risk prevention at requirements analy-
sis phase,and sequentially gives some reference to reduce the risk impact of the late phase.

Keywords Software risk assessment, Software requirements analysis, Software engineering, Software quality control
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