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rules

design[?c : CHANGE] :

(and (exists MODULRE ?m suchthat:--)
(exists DESIGN ?d suchthat--+))
[DESIGN design ?d]

(?d. ready=Yes) ;
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package Software Product is
HbINY 7 v 27 a s 0o
ESEA

type product type enum= (reqt,
sTC, )

design,

relation Design Reviews is
type design review tuple is
proj id : proj id type ;
end tuple ;
entries

- ATI, B, BRER G E OERREE
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End Design Reviews ;
End Software Products ;
task body Review Design is
CREDOVE 2 —R{TIS R
Begin
proj_id : proj id type ;
DE _id, QAE_id, SE1_id, SER id, mgr id :
emp id type ;
task Eng Review Design is
CEGET T - APKBICHEEI OV B2 — 2175,
T —LATOA YTy a v EXET B,
entry start up (design eng id, qa eng id,
)
end Eng Review Design
task body Eng Review Design is sepa-
rate ;
Begin
accept start up(---)do
mgr id: =manager id ;
DE_id: =design eng id ;

end start up ;
eng review_design. start up (DE id,--) ;
select
IEEKT
accept completed do
Monior Progress. review _design
results (true) ;
end completed ;
or
YAV Y ERBATY 2 -5 LB BEY
®T
accept deactivate do
T AL BEBEDY R 7 BT %
abort eng review design ;
Ry Y=Y DYE
send_msg (DE id,
MTLE L,
RETZEH LT (y/n) )
recv_msg (DE id, yn) ;
- fE SR D B R -

"Review Design |18 8

REW 2 70 & AEREFB ORI
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end select ;
End Review Design ;
A7 U7 1: APPL/A 2 X % E23k (Review”
Design)
strategy data model
imports none ;
¥ o AEEK
objectbase
HHENTITY 1227 5 ABERE DL — »
PROJECT: : superclass ENTITY ;
name: string
status: (Release, Maintenance, Devel-
opment)
=Development ;
archive-status: (Archived,
chived)
=NotArchived ;
build status: (AllBuilt, NotBuilt)
=NotBuilt ;

exports all ;

NotAr-

DESIGN: : superclass DDCUMENT ;
module: link MODULE ;
status: (NotApproved, MajorChanges,
MinorChanges, Approved)=
NotApproved ;
ready : (Yes, No)=No ;
end
REVIEW: : superclass MERTING :
identifier: string ;
status: (NotDone, Done, Reported) = Not-
Done ; ‘

’

end

end objectbase

rules

design[?’c: CHANGE] :
(and (exists MODULE m

suchthat (?m=7c. module))
(exists DESIGN ?d suchthat
(member[?d m. design])))

oe6n
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(and (?c. designer=CurrentUser)
(or (?d.status=NotApproved)
(?d. status =MinorChanges)
(2d. stants=MajorChanges)))
[DESIGN design 2d]#Y — )L OFH)
(?d. ready=Yes) ;
review[?r : REVIEW] :
(exists DESIGN ?7d
suchthat (?d=7r. design))

(and (?r.status=NotDone)
(?d. ready=Yes)
(or (?d.status=NotApproved)
(2d. status=MajorChanges))
(?r. soheduled_datezCurrentTime))
[REVIEWTEAM review ?d r]
(and (?r.status=Done)
(7d. status=Approved)) ;

Z 2 Y 7 +2: MSL/Marvel iZ & % ¢ b
(Review * Design)
type

changeReq, feedback =string
design, code, plan, resources,
history, logfile="file
message= (kind, body)
kind =enum ('major, ‘minor, 'approved,
finished, 'cancelled,--+)
body=string
result=message
process id=id type
object design, code, plan, resources, logfile
/] F¥A4 FFak R
AN VA YUZ
ModifyAndTest (changeReq|result. review,
result. test)
=>ModifyAndReviewDesign (changeReq
|design. out, result. review)
ModifyTestPlan (changeReq|plan. out)

ur7gd

U |
ModifyCodeAndTest (design.out, plan.
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out|result. test)
J/BEFTOBIEE VE 2 —
ModiayAndReviewDesign (changeReq
|design. out, result. review) =>
repeat{
ModifyDesign
old| % design.new)
ReviewDesign (design. new | feedback,

(feedback, * design.

result)
Juntil result’kind = =’approved
where
feedback =makemajorfeedback (chan-
geReq)
design. out=design. new
result. review=result
ModifyDesign (feedback, * design.in
| % design.out)=>
[case feedback 'kind=="major=>
do major _change(
feedback, design. in|design. out)
case feedback’kind= ="minor=>
do minor_change (
feedback, design. in|design. out)
]
ReviewDesign (design|feedback, result) = >
doReview (design|result)
[case result’kind= ='approved=>
return
where feedback —nil

case result’kind = ='minor = >return
where feedback =MinorFeedback
(design)

case result’kind = ='major = >return
where feedback =MajorF'eedback
(design)

A7 U3
Design)

HFSP Iz & % idah (Review *





