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Agenda

Action Item update

Vision Document 2.0

Project Plan 2.0

Test Plan

Formal Technical Inspection Checklist

System Architecture Design 1.0
— Formal Requirements Specification

Executable Architecture Prototype
Risk Log Update
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Action ltems Update

Revise Use Case diagram
Track SLOC (project code)

Alternate code size estimate
. COCOMO 6400, Me ~1500-2000

System evaluation should include and
describe comparison baseline.

Request Technical Inspectors
Request Project Server Space
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Vision Document 2.0

Critical Use Cases Diagram updated
Single Iteration Diagram updated
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Project Plan 2.0

« Updated with experience based estimate
— COCOMO 6.4K
— Experiential ~1.5K-2K
(not including comments or test code)
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Phase 1: Inception

Project: Spike Explorations

Project: Risk Management

Phase 2: Elaboration

Phase 3: Construction

Action ltermns

User Manual
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Component Design

Source Code

SR1-UCH

SR 2

SR 3

SR 4-UC2

SR 5

SR 6

SR7

SRE-UC3

SR 8

SR10-UC 4

SR 11

SR12-UCH
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SR 15- Simple Timings Approach

SR 15- Reactive Approach

SR 15- Genetic Approach

SR 16

SR 17 - collaborating agents - LIC 8

SR18-UCY

SR 18

SR 20-UC10

SR 21-UC 11

SR 22

SR 23

Supporting coding

Assessment Evaluation

Froject Evaluation

Formal Technical Inspection Letters

Project: Maintenance




Test Plan

* Inspections
* Feature / Requirement Testing
« Scenario Comparisons
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Formal Technical Inspection
Checklist

« System Architecture Document
— Diagrams
— Interactions
— Clarity and Consistency
— USE/OCL

* |Inspectors

— Denise Case
— Sindhu Thotakura
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System Architecture Design 1.0

* Includes Formal Requirements
Specification

<=component== N <<component== « | <=component==

SUMO TraCl ) Communications Agent [~ RabbitMQ

<<gomponent==

SUMO GUI
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Project Risks and Spikes

Risks Spikes
« Python * SUMO
. SUMO — Network Load

— Network Double T
— Read from TRACI
— Send to TRACI

— Network Metrics
— Read Sensors

— Add Sensors

* Time/Scope
— Collaboration Agents
— Genetic Agent
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Phase |l Deliverables

Action Items from Phase Il

Graph of project SLOC progress
Graph of project Rework effort
Project materials on gForge server
User Manual

Component Design

Source Code

Assessment Evaluation

Project Evaluation

References

Formal Technical Inspection Letters
Phase Il Presentation

Time Log

Risk Log Update
KANSAS STATE UNIVERSITY



Questions and Comments

?
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