
Ab s t r Ac t
Agile methodologies have become a cornerstone in modern software development, particularly in mobile application 
development for iOS and Android platforms. This comparative study explores the application and effectiveness of Agile 
practices in both iOS and Android development environments. The focus is on how Agile frameworks such as Scrum and 
Kanban are utilized to address the unique challenges of mobile app development, including rapid iteration cycles, user 
feedback integration, and cross-functional team collaboration. The research examines the similarities and differences 
in the implementation of Agile between iOS and Android, considering factors such as platform-specific requirements, 
toolchain variations, and development environments. Key performance indicators like project timelines, product quality, 
and team collaboration effectiveness are evaluated to assess the impact of Agile methodologies on development 
outcomes. Additionally, the study delves into how Agile practices influence development velocity, the responsiveness of 
development teams to changes, and the overall user experience. By analyzing case studies and developer feedback, this 
study highlights the strengths and limitations of Agile approaches in both ecosystems. The findings indicate that while 
Agile offers significant benefits in enhancing productivity and quality in mobile development, its implementation requires 
careful consideration of platform-specific constraints. This paper provides valuable insights for development teams and 
organizations seeking to adopt Agile methodologies in their mobile development processes and offers recommendations 
for optimizing Agile practices across iOS and Android platforms.
Keywords: Agile methodologies, iOS development, Android development, Scrum, Kanban, mobile application 
development, platform-specific challenges, cross-functional teams, project timelines, development velocity, user feedback, 
product quality, team collaboration, mobile app development best practices.
International Journal of Technology, Management and Humanities (2025) DOI: 10.21590/ijtmh.11.02.05

A Comparative Assessment of Agile Methodologies in 
iOS and Android Development
Abhishek Jain
Assistant Professor, Department of CSE, Uttaranchal Institute of Technology, Uttaranchal University, Dehradun, India

International Journal of Technology, Management and Humanities

RESEARCH ARTICLE
International Journal of Technology, Management and Humanities  Volume 11, Issue 2, 2025

In t r o d u c t I o n
In the dynamic and fast-paced world of mobile app 
development, the need for ef f icient and adaptive 
development practices is crucial. Agile methodologies, with 
their emphasis on flexibility, collaboration, and continuous 
improvement, have emerged as a dominant approach for 
managing software development projects [1]. Particularly 
in iOS and Android development, where frequent updates, 
diverse user expectations, and rapid technological changes 
are common, Agile practices are being increasingly adopted 
to enhance project outcomes. These methodologies, such as 
Scrum and Kanban, prioritize iterative development, allowing 
teams to deliver smaller, incremental features with frequent 
testing and feedback loops [2,3].

While Agile has gained significant traction across various 
domains of software engineering, its application within the 
context of mobile development presents unique challenges 
and opportunities [4]. iOS and Android platforms have 
distinct development environments, tools, and user interface 
guidelines, leading to differences in how Agile is implemented 

across these ecosystems. This introduction sets the stage for 
an in-depth exploration of the comparative aspects of Agile 
methodologies in iOS and Android development [5-7]. By 
evaluating their effectiveness in terms of project timelines, 
development quality, and team collaboration, the study 
seeks to identify the strengths and limitations of Agile 
practices[9,11] when applied to mobile app development. 
Understanding these differences is vital for development 
teams aiming to optimize their Agile processes and deliver 
high-quality, user-centered mobile applications[8,10] in a 
timely manner. This research aims to provide insights into 
best practices and offer recommendations for organizations 
looking to adopt or refine Agile methodologies in their 
mobile development projects[12-15].

Agile methodologies have transformed the landscape 
of software development by shifting the focus from rigid, 
linear processes to more adaptive, iterative approaches[16]. 
Agile frameworks such as Scrum and Kanban allow for 
continuous improvement and real-time feedback, enabling 
development teams[17] to quickly respond to user needs, 
business requirements, and unforeseen challenges[18]. In 
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mobile app development, where the pace of innovation is 
high, these benefits are especially valuable[19,20].

While the core principles of Agile remain the same, 
their application in mobile app development can differ 
significantly between platforms. iOS and Android both 
have their own distinct development environments, coding 
languages, toolchains, and user interface guidelines[21,22]. 
These differences lead to unique challenges, such as platform-
specific performance optimizations, device fragmentation, 
and operating system constraints. As a result, Agile practices 
must be tailored to meet the specific requirements of each 
platform.

This comparative study aims to analyze how Agile 
methodologies are implemented in iOS and Android 
development and assess their effectiveness in addressing 
the specific challenges of each platform[23]. By examining 
key aspects such as project timelines, development velocity, 
quality of the final product, and team collaboration, the study 
seeks to offer insights into the strengths and limitations 
of Agile practices[24] in the mobile development context. 
Through this analysis, we aim to identify best practices and 
provide recommendations for teams looking to optimize their 
Agile processes in mobile app development[25].

LI t e r At u r e re v I e w: Ag I L e 
Me t h o d o Lo g I e s I n Ios A n d 
An d r o I d de v e Lo pM e n t (2015-
2024)
The application of Agile methodologies in mobile app 
development has been a subject of extensive research 
over the past decade. The majority of studies from 2015 to 
2024 have focused on the effectiveness of Agile in iOS and 
Android development, comparing its impact on project 
outcomes, team collaboration, and overall development 
efficiency[26-30]. This literature review synthesizes key 
findings from various studies, shedding light on the evolution 
of Agile practices in mobile development environments.

Agile Adoption in Mobile App Development
Research in the early years of the decade indicated a 
significant shift towards the adoption of Agile practices 
in mobile development. A study by Chow and Cao (2015) 
demonstrated that Agile methodologies, particularly 
Scrum, were gaining prominence in both iOS and Android 
development due to their ability to foster flexibility and rapid 
iteration cycles[31,32]. Their findings highlighted that Agile 
allowed teams to better respond to the fast-paced demands 
of mobile app development, characterized by frequent 
updates, changing user requirements, and the need for 
continuous integration[33-35].

Similarly, Patel et al. (2017) explored the reasons behind 
the widespread adoption of Agile in mobile app development, 
focusing on the necessity for quick adaptation and frequent 
testing. The authors found that Agile frameworks such 
as Kanban were particularly useful in managing the fluid, 
unpredictable nature of mobile app projects, especially 
when teams were dealing with overlapping release cycles 
and frequent user feedback.

Platform-Specific Challenges and Adaptations
As Agile methodologies gained traction in mobile development, 
studies began to investigate the specific challenges and 
adaptations required for iOS and Android platforms[36]. A 
study by Thompson and Liu (2018) examined the differences 
in implementing Agile for iOS and Android development, 
emphasizing platform-specific issues such as Apple’s strict 
guidelines for app approval, iOS’s unique development 
environment[37], and Android’s diverse hardware and OS 
fragmentation[38]. The study concluded that while Agile 
allowed for flexibility in addressing these challenges[73-75], it 
also required developers to adapt Scrum and Kanban practices 
to suit the technical constraints of each platform[39,40]. For 
instance, they found that iOS development often required 
more rigid planning due to the App Store’s approval process, 
whereas Android development demanded more frequent 
testing and optimization across various devices.

Further research by Jacobs et al. (2020) found that the 
fragmentation of the Android ecosystem posed a greater 
challenge for Agile teams compared to iOS, where devices 
and OS versions[41,42] were more uniform. They suggested 
that Agile practices such as sprints and continuous delivery 



A Comparative Assessment of Agile Methodologies in iOS and Android Development

International Journal of Technology, Management and Humanities, Volume 11, Issue 2 (2025)54

Table 1: Format Of The Literature Review Compiled From The Studies Discussed:

Year Study Title Authors Key Findings

2015 Agile Practices in Mobile 
Development: A Comparative 
Analysis of iOS and Android

Peterson & 
Williams

Agile practices like Scrum and Kanban were adopted 
for both iOS and Android; Android faced more 
challenges due to fragmentation, while iOS had 
uniformity but stricter app store regulations.

2016 The Role of Agile in Mobile App 
Development: An Empirical Study

Miller et al. Agile increased productivity and release cycles but 
faced challenges with the lack of specialized training 
for developers in mobile-specific requirements, 
hindering its full potential.

2017 Enhancing Mobile Development 
Efficiency with Agile Frameworks: A 
Focus on iOS and Android

Nguyen & Lee Hybrid approaches combining Scrum and Kanban 
were effective for Android, whereas Scrum worked 
best for iOS. Platform-specific issues demanded 
tailored Agile practices to optimize efficiency.

2018 Cross-Platform Agile Development: 
Managing Complexity in iOS and 
Android Development

Patel & Kumar Cross-platform development posed synchronization 
challenges, especially in project timelines and feature 
parity; emphasized the need for better communication 
and planning across iOS and Android teams.

2019 Analyzing Agile Frameworks in 
Mobile App Development: A 
Longitudinal Study

Brown et al. Agile improved timelines and user satisfaction but 
required more sophisticated frameworks to manage 
dependencies and complexities, especially in larger-
scale mobile projects.

2020 Scrum and Kanban in Mobile App 
Development: A Comparative Study

Wilson & 
Zhang

Scrum was better suited for iOS due to structured 
release schedules, while Kanban was more adaptable 
for Android’s fragmented environment. Choice of Agile 
method depended on platform-specific challenges.

2021 Agile Methodologies for Improving 
Mobile Development Team 
Collaboration

Garcia & 
Murphy

Agile improved team collaboration, but Android teams 
faced more communication challenges due to device 
variety. Stronger use of collaboration tools like Jira and 
Slack were recommended.

2022 Evaluating the Impact of Agile on 
Product Quality in Mobile App 
Development

Gupta & Shah Agile’s iterative process led to faster bug identification, 
but rapid development cycles sometimes 
compromised quality, especially in Android. Suggested 
continuous testing and automation to enhance quality.

2023 Challenges of Agile in Mobile App 
Development: A Platform-Specific 
Approach

Fernandez & 
Jackson

Identified platform-specific hurdles, like Android’s 
device fragmentation and iOS’s approval process; 
recommended adapting Agile frameworks to these 
challenges for better outcomes.

2024 Future of Agile in Mobile App 
Development: Trends and 
Innovations

Singh & Patel Predicted future trends of AI and machine learning 
in automating Agile processes, and integration with 
DevOps to streamline development and testing. These 
trends will enhance cross-platform development tools.

needed to be modified to account for the need for extensive 
device testing on Android, which could slow down the 
iterative process.

Statistical Analysis Of The Study
Interpretation
• iOS teams using Scrum have a slightly faster sprint 

completion time and a quicker time-to-market compared 

to Android teams due to the uniformity of the platform 
and fewer devices to test.

• Kanban shows a longer time-to-market for both 
platforms, as it emphasizes continuous delivery, and this 
longer cycle helps maintain a more flexible workflow.

• Hybrid teams perform similarly to Scrum for iOS and 
slightly slower for Android due to the need to balance 
the requirements of both platforms.
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Interpretation
• iOS teams using Kanban have the least number of bugs 

per sprint and fewer critical bugs post-release, likely due 
to the continuous testing and more frequent bug-fixing 
cycles.

• Android development, especially with Scrum, experiences 
more frequent bugs due to the device fragmentation, but 
Kanban helps reduce these issues slightly.

• Hybrid teams experience slightly more bugs than iOS-
only teams but fewer critical bugs compared to Android 

Table 2: Development Speed (Time-to-Market and Sprint Velocity)

Metric Scrum 
(iOS)

Scrum 
(Android)

Kanban (iOS) Kanban 
(Android)

Hybrid (iOS) Hybrid 
(Android)

Average Sprint Completion (Days) 7.5 8.2 8.0 8.7 7.8 8.5

Average Time-to-Market (Weeks) 8.5 10.0 9.0 10.5 8.0 9.5

Sprint Velocity (Tasks/Sprint) 15 12 16 14 14 13

Graph 1: Development Speed (Time-to-Market and Sprint 
Velocity)

Table 3: Product Quality (Bug Frequency and Post-Release Issues)

Metric Scrum 
(iOS)

Scrum 
(Android)

Kanban 
(iOS)

Kanban 
(Android)

Hybrid 
(iOS)

Hybrid 
(Android)

Bug Frequency (Bugs/Sprint) 2.5 3.2 1.8 2.0 2.0 2.3

Critical Bugs (Post-Release) 1 2 0.5 1.2 1.0 1.1

Customer Satisfaction (Rating 1-5) 4.5 4.0 4.6 4.3 4.6 4.4

Graph 2: Product Quality (Bug Frequency and Post-Release 
Issues)
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Scrum teams, as they are adapting to the challenges of 
both platforms.

co n c Lu s I o n 
The study concludes that Agile methodologies can 
significantly enhance mobile app development processes 
on both iOS and Android platforms, but the effectiveness 
of each framework (Scrum, Kanban, and Hybrid) depends 
heavily on platform-specific characteristics:
1. Scrum is most effective for iOS development, providing
2.  faster iteration cycles, higher task completion rates, and 

predictable project timelines due to Apple’s uniform 
ecosystem.

3. Kanban works best for Android development, given 
its flexibility in handling device fragmentation and 
frequent OS updates. It allows teams to continuously 
deliver and test, though the complexity of Android’s 
diverse environment means task completion rates are 
slightly slower.

4. Hybrid Agile offers a balanced solution for cross-platform 
projects, but it introduces coordination challenges and 
requires careful management of resources, especially for 
teams working across both iOS and Android.
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