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Broken, but seems okay (not WY SIWY G).
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|||Fah|renheit ; Tenperature.value;"|u
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Cent i gr| ade f'ﬂfememawre. Val ue;

begi n
MR AT = .something...
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|||‘
|
Centigrade = (Fahrenheif—IBZ.O')*5.0/9.0;
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function “+“| (Left, Right | [ TemperaturelValue)
return Temperature.Value renames Temperature.

function “-* (Left, Right : Temperature.Value)
T feturn Temperature . Value lenames Temperature.”-"
function “*“ (Left, Right : Temperature. VaI'uéﬂ ‘|||||
ETTE T teturn T Tem\pqamtpre Value renames Temperature.™; H
function “/* (Left, Right : Temperéture\ Malyq)
T return empe|rature Value renames Tempé‘ ature, “*“‘H
L N
Fahrenheit : Temperature. \}aIL|Je
Centigrade|: Temperature.Value;
I
Fi nheit [= .|.¢ 2thing ...
Centigrade |:= (Fahrenheit -| 32.0) */5.0 / 9.0; 1y,
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Appallingly underleveraged te ?)(

o hon-technical res S

e unrecognized benefits, values not shared
.

+ schedule and time-to-market pressures

: . T
=/ Disruption of the status quo T, iy,
|
. developers analy|5|§ results, gre jOb Interruption

. testers: - easier workload, but it's not their job
n

|
e Tyran yofthe funCtlonaI ST
uilo use, but leave the trash
It ain’ e, sodon’t fix it!”
Be =| e enemy E ood Enough.”
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. * Vision of how things could be
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Vision orov

=nh ed|coding |sta
e enabled by automation
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111 e Deepeppode assessment i S iy

» expose hard-to-find problems ms
s/ for some problems may be thrélyneqpurse
* easy for useré‘tcr) perform ad hoc analyséS )y
» greater code con5|steHoy i )

ntinuous, real quality |Mbrpvement
. refo INg: cade evolution, anti- enfro;py

I
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Vision of

* Traditional approach:
whi | e Code_Not Wbrking | oop

AR
NN EHit;COWDi|QiHi”k; Test;
HH\II\H |
ST -

AR .VISIO.nary ablf)rbach.; A
a whi | e gode_hbt_Vbrklng Ipo\H‘
i1'e Code_Not _Cl ean | oop ol
Edif;\Qanile; Anal yze;
end | oop; ||
Li nk; Test; “
end| | oop; H\

H
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oming Management Barr
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 quality improvement must be a shared value
= Benefit versus Cost
iy - reduce cost of testing, downstream mglmenance
A * bigger cost |s\eng|neer|ng time, not tool Ilcenééém

NRIRIRER |hlstory confirms cost of low qualit
.| \\|‘

o Pannlng'ww B H|‘
* must be part of the |hfra§tructure mstltutlonallieq

e-to-Market Pressures | !

different needs: embedded versus of office products
il

26




ning Environment Bar

ecognized Process

 analysis results need somewhere to go

e imuist be overt part c of t|h§ development process
|1

NN lnteg[ated EnV|rOnment Ty i 1

N
- assure easy access, , non-obtrusive

N
- ' vinclude industrial- strength tools !
* support altetnate |apProaches tech-transfer \

- N
:'ang-h¢nt
capability/resources must be pUbIlc knowledge

oftware architect should be strongeétt proponent
il
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¢+ “s0 what” attitude: muét understand the issues
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