
Lecture 2 - January 12

Introduction

Safety- vs. Mission-Critical Systems
Formal Methods
Industrial Standards
Verification vs. Validation
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Mission-Critical vs. Safety-Critical

Source: http://pdf.cloud.opensystemsmedia.com/advancedtca-systems.com/SBS.Jan04.pdf
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Building the product right?
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Source: https://resources.sei.cmu.edu/asset_files/whitepaper/2009_019_001_29066.pdf

Research on “Assurance Cases” if interested!

Certifying Systems: Assurance Cases
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