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1. Ceneral remarks and general inpression concerning the
state of the review object

Several categories of sw docurmentation not mentioned:
- documents related to verification/testing/ QA
- docunents related to nmanagenent: project, configuration,...
maybe project planning notations |ike GANNT Charts, PERT etc.
- guides for devel opers, e.g. coding style guide, or tenplates for sonme docunents
- user docurentation/ hel p

There is no nention of tool support for easing the creation/maintenance

of these docunents, which are very essential nowadays e.g.:

- javadoc for docunenting inplementation/APls

- RoboHel p for creating user docunentation/help, many fornmats from
one source

- Rational SoDA for automatic tenpl ate based generation of design docunenation
from Rose UML nodel .

- Cl earCase or DOCRS requirenment managenent tools

Docunent ati on standards shoul d be nenti oned:
2. Technical errors and misspellings in the slides
Slide 2: Maybe we should use "basic concepts and views for describing software process and
products" instead of "basic concepts for the description of software
devel opnent docunents" - because we describe software products and process w th docunents,
and we use various concepts/views in those docunents.

Slide 4. Maybe the title should be changed to: "Descriptions of software devel opnent process
and products by..."

Slide 5: CRC (index) cards in frequently nentioned design notation
in Cbhject-Oiented View dass structures, nmaybe it should al so be incl uded
Slide 5: Only "Data dictionary" is witten initalic, everything else is not italic
Slide 8 Wite "June" instead of "june" in date
Slide 10: Only "Data dictionary" is witten initalic, everything else is not italic
Slide 11: Wite "classification" instead of "clasification"
Slide 11: Maybe title should be changed to: dassification of basic
concepts according to appearance and formality
Slide 15: Maybe we shoul d al so extend basic views with "concurrency/parallelisnt,
there are several notations like inter task dependency graphs etc. to
support this view on several levels of granularity (instruction parallelism
or task/process).
Slide 16: Wite "Relationship" instead of "R ationship"
Slide 18: Wite "Rel ationship" instead of "R ationship"
3. Physical errors in the slides
- In the footer of each slide, there is a copyright (C sign, but there is no year.
4. Slides with a bad style and suggestions for inprovenents
(e.g. too much contents, too textual)

5. Additional suggestions for inmprovenents and and extentions

Maybe we shoul d incl ude exanpl es of description techniques as a supporting nateri al
(useful for those who do not posses Bal zert's book).

Meybe we shoul d mention various standards for software docunentation,
e.g. | EEE 1016 Software Design Description
or ML 498



6. Lecture notes for particular slides
(e.g.slide3: LN adequate, m ssing, should be extended, too |ong)
Slide 14 notes: Wite "G amuars" instead of "G anmers”

--- optional parts (later): --------c--nuommn-

7. Deviations fromthe style guides
(e.g. slide 3: question to students not in a cloud)

8. Experience report froma lecture

- conveni ences and i nconveni ences
- invol venent of students (by questions)

9. Experience with the translation into the native | anguage



