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Process Definition Reminder

Done by lIV&Vers on a per artifact basis in 577a/b

A slightly formal (it captures data on defects) of an
informal "pass-around" peer review

e [[V&Vers fill out the "Concern (Issues) Log"
of the "Agile Artifact Review Forms" and sends to Author

e LATER,
Author responds by completing the "Defect/Issue Log"

e Author sends completed form to
—IV&Ver
— QM Focal point (for defect data tracking)
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Outline

What to Review
Review the Forms
Fill in Log: Input from IIV&Vers (only?)
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What to Review

My presentation (just given): ec18a=CM&QM&PR
starting on page 12!

Done in class with campus audience generating
concerns/issues (acting like lIV&Vers).

e Presentation will be "walked through” on monitor

e | will record Issues/Concerns and dispositions on active
Forms as students identify them during "reading" of slides.

e When do we stop? (in 5-10 minutes)
Filled in form's content presented
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Agile Artifact Review Forms
Concern (Issues) Log

Project Name: Review #
Artifact: Review Date:
Module: Review Time:
MBASE Phase/lvevel:
Activity:
Exit Criteria:
Reviewer: Date Sent to Reviewer:
Reviewer email: Date Returned to Author:
Reviewer phone: Date Retuned to QOAT:
| Auhor: Total Preparation Time:ll:

UIse this sheet ta recard the areas of cancern that came up dunng your reading/review of the Aritact.
Give the "location” information and the associated technical description of the area of concern to
indicate to the developerfauthaor during his/her analysis of this infarmation about the relevant part of the
Artifact. Give your opinian for the classification of the area of concern in MAMVE field. Write in letter each
for Missing(M)ANorng(WVW)/ExtralE). Also, rank the priority and criticality in bath field as High, Medium or
Loy,

Keep this sheet with you during the analysis of the artifact. When an area of concern you recorded here
requires corrective actian and 15 placed on the artifact's Problem list, note the number of the

Defectflssue(s) in the Areas of Concern Log. Froblems are things you believe the authar of this artifact
can/should fix; "open issues” are things which can not be corrected solely in this artifact or at this time.

# |Locationis) Area of concern MNYE | Priority | Criticality
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Defect/Issue Log

Project Name:

Artifact:
Module:

Agile Artifact Review Forms (cont.)

Type of review: [Indepent] Heview

MBASE Phase/level:

Review #: -

Date:

Activity:

Review Date(s):

Mo, of Priarity: High hedium Lowe Mo, of Criticality; High bledium Lo fo. of open issues
Comments:
Defectsl/lssues
Activity of Defect
Location o . . - o Injection Locationof |Date of
D/l |# s) Description Classification Priority Criticality {Requirements,De | correctionis) fix Comments
sign,Code,etc.)
[ Imissing | [ ]High [ [High
DWrnng DMedium DMedium
|:|E}dra |:|LIII'-.-'-.-' |:|L|:|w
DOpenissue
[ Imissing | [ ]High [ [High
DWrnng DMedium DMedlum
|:|E}dra |:|L|:|w DLDW

|:|Clpen izsue
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