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*Sister Company of Sparx Systems Australia (Headquarter
*Provide Licences, Trainings and Consultants

*With our partner we provide Plug-Ins for
Enterprise Architect.
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*Agile Approaches
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*TraCo Approach

Requ021

oo
it
(e i
i
!
i

Wahlen Sie einen Kontext aus: |

schwach relevant relevant
o No §o NCINGLNG

Notiz:

Additional thought about, why this link is relevant.

Speichern Speichern + weitere Bewertung

ZeigeBewertungen >>

g oy B .

Chose Context (Quality Criteria)

All available votes for this trace

] [ Abbrechen ]Sotmm&mmuﬂNoﬁzm”cthkkiaduMligofddmm '

Durch ein Klick auf das X konnen Sie existierende Bewertungen wieder

www.researchstudio.at



*TraCo Approach

Relationship Matrix Weighted Design Decision Matrix
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Weighted Design Decision Matrix %Traco Ap p roac h
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*TEMoR Process

Create New Link Weighted Design Decision Matrix
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*Conclusion and Outlook

A\‘;@Wht linked with what?
Jb at is linked with wha

Future Work
Are all requirements considered? _
' Progress of the implementation? Have ajlookinitiEsEE
vfg Why is the architecture like it is? e
; Do we have the same idea of the solution? Compare all WDDM / DDTG
<+ What impact has a change of a requirement?

See the change in the DDTG

*Evaluation in a praxis study

*Use this approach on different levels
* Customer Requirements 2 System Requirements
*System Requirements 2 Design Artefacts
*Design Artefacts 2 Implementation Elements
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*Questions?
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