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Résultats de l’observatoire 
et du Livre Blanc sur les 
migrations SAP ECC6.0

USF – ASK – Bearing Point –
SAP



Les raisons de l’Upgrade

Les raisons de la montée de version

La part de chaque réponse sur le nombre total de ré ponses reçues

En 2008, les justifications de la montée de version  sont comparables à 2007. 
L’une des raisons le plus souvent citée est la fin de la maintenance standard (30%)



Why Upgrade

Main Reasons to Upgrade and not to Upgrade to 
SAP ERP 6.0 – Worldwide Results

Why not

17%Consolidation of system
landscape

13%Legal compliance

11%Replacement of modifications

6%Others

62%End of standard/
Extended maintenance

42%
Use of latest technology
enhancement packages

41%End of old hardware servers

24%
Empowering new business

(enterprise SOA)

20%
Achieve enhance user

experience

Replacing custom
development

21%

20%Thorough implementation
of function enhancements

40%
Conflicting Business

priorities

38%Time and effort to upgrade

27%No business case

25%Lack of project resources

23%Too costly

22%
Still receiving maintenance

for current release

17%
Do not understand value of

SAP ERP 6.0

13%
Higher number of 

modifications

9%Other

8%Too much downtime involved
to upgrade

N=1484 N=994

The report include answers from the following 360°U pgrade adoption programs: North America (Jan 2008), Brazil (March 2008), Germany (March 2008), Japan 
(March 2008), UK & Ireland (March 2008), Australia (April 2008), Sweden (April 2008),China (May 2008), India (May 2008) and France (Sept 2008)



Why Upgrade

Primary Reason to Upgrade and not to Upgrade 
to SAP ERP 6.0 – by Country

Why not

96%France: End of
Maintenance

63%
NA: End of

Maintenance

52%
Brazil: Latest tech. 

Enh. Packages

81%
Germany: End of 

Maintenance

86%
Japan: End of
Maintenance

68%
UKI: End of  
Maintenance

74%
Australia: End of 

Maintenance

68%
Sweden: End of 

Maintenance

37%China: End of
Maintenance

70%
India: Latest tech.

Enh. Packages

NA: Conflicting
Business Priorities

51%
Brazil: Conflicting

Business Priorities

61%
Germany: Conflicting

Business Priorities

62%
Japan: Time and effort

to upgrade

64%
UKI: Conflicting

Business Priorities

54%
Australia: Conflicting

Business Priorities

67%
Sweden: Conflicting
Business Priorities

64%
China: Time and effort

to upgrade

52%
India: Time and effort

to upgrade
France: Internal business

project justification
24%

54%N=441

N=353

N=138

N=178

N=98

N=46

N=19

N=52

N=37

N=280

N=205

N=49

N=148

N=98

N=26

N=6

N=33

N=27

N=45N=57

The report include answers from the following 360°U pgrade adoption programs: North America (Jan 2008), Brazil (March 2008), Germany (March 2008), Japan 
(March 2008), UK & Ireland (March 2008), Australia (April 2008), Sweden (April 2008),China (May 2008), India (May 2008) and France (Sept 2008)



Global

52%
Technical first with

subsequent impl.
42%Pure technical

25%Functional

48%
Technical first with

subsequent impl.
24%Functional

15%Strategic

39%
Technical first with

subsequent impl.
34%Pure technical

20%Functional

41%Pure technical

28%
Technical first with

subsequent impl.
25%Functional

N = 441

N = 353

N = 138

N = 178

46%
Technical first with

subsequent impl.
31%Pure technical

13%Functional N = 98

74%
Technical first with

subsequent impl.
13%Pure technical

11%Functional

53%Pure technical

42%
Technical first with

subsequent impl.
5%Functional

57%
Technical first with

subsequent impl.
23%Functional

10%Pure Technical
N = 52

N =19

N = 46

73%
Technical first with

subsequent impl.
14%Functional

8%Pure Technical

45%
Technical first with

subsequent impl.
30%Pure Technical 

20%Functional

N =37

N = 1,484

40%Do Not Know

25%Pure Technical

22%
Technical first with

subsequent impl. N =122

Upgrade Approach

North America

Brazil

Germany

Japan

UKI

Australia

Sweden

China

France

The report include answers from the following 360°U pgrade adoption programs: North America (Jan 2008), Brazil (March 2008), Germany (March 2008), Japan 
(March 2008), UK & Ireland (March 2008), Australia (April 2008), Sweden (April 2008),China (May 2008), India (May 2008) and France (Sept 2008)

India



Global

North America

Brazil

Germany

Japan

UKI

Australia

Sweden

China

India

France

75%
Yes

25%
No

54% Yes
46%No

69%
Yes

31%
No

28%
Yes

72%No
N = 178

N = 138

N = 353

N = 434

63%
Yes

37%
No

N = 98

83%

17%
No

74%
Yes

26%
No

81% Yes

19%
No

N = 52

N =19

N = 46

64%
Yes

36%
No

84%
Yes

16%
No

N = 1,428

N =37

Use of SAP Solution Manager more than 

key generation

59%
Yes41%

No N =73

The report include answers from the following 360°U pgrade adoption programs: North America (Jan 2008), Brazil (March 2008), Germany (March 2008), Japan 
(March 2008), UK & Ireland (March 2008), Australia (April 2008), Sweden (April 2008),China (May 2008), India (May 2008) and France (Sept 2008)
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Les freins au lancement du projet de migration

… mais des freins non 
négligeables…

Si l’on considère l’intégralité des réponses reçues,  la justification interne du projet encore incertai ne 
représente une part plus importante des freins en 2 008 (32%) qu’en 2007 (24%)

La part de chaque réponse sur le nombre total de ré ponses reçues



Merci de votre attention
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