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I
PREFACE

This guide is one of a series of Software Acquisition Management (SAN)
guidebooks being sponsored by the Electronic Systems Division (ESD) of Air
Force Systems Comeand . The purpose of the series as a whole is to assist
members of system progrem offices in managing the software aspects of
military system acquisitions.

a

Air Force management of the SAM guidebook program is being provided by ESD’s
Directorate of Computer Systems Engineering (ESD/T0I). AA lnistrativs
guidance, review, and technical coordination of this guidebook have been
acco mplished for ESD/TOI by the project manager , Mx. John tlott—S.itb.

The SAM guidebook series consists of individual docu ments issued as they are
completed in the for e of ESD technical reports. The first seven reports of
the series were prepared by members of the MITRE Corporation and published
during the period, 1975—1977. Additional guidebooks to complete the series,
including this one are being prepared by the System Development Corporation
(SDC) under Air Force co ntract #F19628—C—76-0236. SDC’s manager responsible
for the project is Mr. Harvey I. Gold.

Assistance in preparing materials for this guide to the computer program
development specification has been provided by Mr. Stanley C. Benson of SDC,
to whoa the writer is indebted for samples of specification content used in
some of the Section 3 illustiations. Of particular note are the functional

r diagrams illustrated in Figures 9 and 10, which Mr. Benson has developed for
his own past uses in documenting system engineering analyses of computer
progr am requirements.

Topics covered , and to be covered , in the SAM series as a whole are identified
in the following list . National Technical Information Serv ice (NTIS) acces-
sion numbers shown in parentheses identify those topics for which guidebooks
have already been published , and for which copies are available throug h that
service.

e Regulations , Specificat ions and Standards (AD—A016401)

• Contracting for Software Acquisition (AD—A020444)

• Monitoring and Reporting Software Development Status (AD—A0l6488)

• Statement of Work Preparation (AD—A035924)

• Software Documentation Requirements (AD-A027051)

• Software Development and Maintenance Facilities (AD—A0~38234)

1
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• Life Cycle Events (AD—A037115)

• Reviews and Audits

• Configuration Management (AD .A047308)

• Computer Program Development Specification

• Verification (AD—A048577)

• Validation and Certification

• Overview of the SAN Guideboo k Series

• Software Maintenance

• Software Quality Assuranc e (AD-A047 318)

• Software Cost Estimation and Measurement

2
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SECTION la INTRODUCTION

This guidebook is written to support measures being taken by the Air Force to
improve the management of software in system programs a its general concern is
with thc topic of how to manage the analysis and documentation of adequately—
defined requirements, during early phases of a system program, as a basis for
initiating and controlling contracts for computer program development. As a
key aspect of that general problem, major emphasis is placed in this guide-
book on explanations and examples which are designed to clarify and supplement
the brief, but significant, ipstructions provided in current military standards
to govern the format and content of the computer program development specifica-
tion.

The guidance is addressed, jointly, to contractor and/or Government personnel
responsible for developing and preparing the specification, and to personnel
of Air Force system program offices who are responsible for its evaluation,
acceptance, and subsequent control.

It has been noted in studies of problems encountered with computer program
acquisition in systems that success or failure is often a direct functior’t of
how well, or whether, the acquisition was initiated on the basis of well de—
fined and properly documented technical requirements. The development of
those technical requirements is in itself a complex and lengthy process..
Considered very generally, it involves :

• First developing a system specification which includes requirements for
information processing functions at the appropriate levels and properly
integrated with requirements for the system as a whole.

• Accomplisning proper allocations of system functions to the various sys tem
elements to be developed or otherwise acquired, including computer programs.

• Analyzing, evaluating, and expanding those functions and associated
performance requirements which have been allocated to individually—identi—
f-ted computer program configuration items (CPCIs).

• Finally, for each identified ~PCI to be developed for the given system,
fonmilating detailed definitions of the requirements and documenting those
in the form of a computer program development (Type 85, or Part 1*) speci-
fication.

*Aanng the standard specification types and subtypes prescribed for military
uses, the computer program development specification is Type B5.. Fqr a given
developmental CPCI, the Type 85 and subsequent Type CS (product) specifica-
tions are normally identified as one, two—part specification, of which the
85 is Part I and the C5 is Part II. Hence, the subject specification is
ref erred to, interchangeably, as the Type B5, development, or Part I CPCI
specification.

7
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Since all of those successive steps of analysis and definition have a direct
bearing on the adequacy of computer program requiremeats , a summary overview
of that total proceaa is presented below as a part of this first, introduc-
tory SSCtiOi% a However, the focus of attention in the body of this guidebook
is on the last of those four generalized steps. That emphasis derives in
part from considerations of space and available information , since the
process outlined is lengthy, complex and subject to many normal variations
in methods and procedures. But attention to the end objectives is also indi-
cated a.s a logical “first step” in any further detailing of the generalized
process as a whole. Judging from many samples of Part I CPCI specifications
which have been examined, the initial need is for a better comon perception
of the desired end product than appears yet to exist.

1.1 SPECIFICATION ROLES AND OBJECTIVES — GENERAL

Current specification standards for computer programs are designed to be
compatible with the Air Force/Dol) structure of uniform specifications approved
for use in defense system acquisittonsa ~4hile the standards are potentially
useful for broader application , certain aspects of the uniform specification
structure and content tend to be both peculiar and significan t to the military
system practices. In the Air Force, in particular , the specifications are

• integrated with a spectrum of related management concepts and practices which
are typical of the system phasing and environment——notab ly, pertaining to
configuration management, data management, the test program, and contracting.

Air Force practice is to require (a) one performance—level specification
prepared for a system as a whole, and (b) one specification for each develop—

* 
mental , Government Inventory , or commercial “off—the—shelf ” end item. For
each developmental Item, the specification is prepared in two successive
parts : Part I (the development specification), defining primarily performance—
level requirements to govern the item ’s development; and Part II, (the product
specification) , defining detail design and construction of the developed Item.
This approach to the structure of specifications for a system cvolved and
became firmly established within the Air Force Systems Command during the
early 1960s. A few of the associated principles and implications which are
significant to the purposes and orientat ion of this guidebook are summarized
as follows:

• Tue system specification performs important functions in governing the
system program——i.e., tue time—phased series of activities and events
through which the system Is brought into being~—as well as In defining
the general—level configuration of the require’~ system. This relation-
ship is depicted in Figure 1. It is fundamental to the level au-id
scope of the system specification that its requirements function as the
basis for extensive efforts, during the course of the system program, to
derive, analyze , and detail the specification of requirements for indivi-
dual items.

4
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Figure 1. Functions and Coverage of the System Specification (see t e x t) .

• • The system specification covers broad requirements to be met by both
Government agencies and contractors, including significant requirements for

• system elements——such as personnel and facilities——which cannot normally be
acquired through contracts administered by the system program office. It
has no direct counterpart at the product level——i.e., there Is no “system
design specification”. Specifications for design and construction are
prepared only for those portIons of the system that consist of defense
materiel iteme, and only for each item individually.

• In those respects, the system specificatio.* reflects established Air Force
philosophy that a system is not acquired as an entity , but as a collection
of individually—identified end items. While some (partial) exceptions have
occurred, that principle is basic not only to the structure of uniform
specifications but to a spectrum of the current standards and practices of
system acquisition management.*

• A major first step in a system program, following completion and issuance
of the initial system specification, is to identify the required end items
of defense materiel and to document detailed requirements for those items
in the form of item—level specifications appropriate to the clash of item
and intended approach to its acquisition. This step is accomplished through
syste. engineering studies which result in: (a) matching some requirements

*See a m p l i fy i n g  NOTE on t h i s  p o in t , p .  
ii.9
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with items already in existence, and providing inventory or product function
specifications for those; and (b) allocating other requirements to items to
be newly—developed, and providing performance—level (Part I) specifications
for those items.

• Prominent activities during the full—scale development phase of a system
program are governed msst directly by the Part I specifications. Develop—
meat contracts are primarily for the performance of developmental tasks.
While those may include tasks of system engineering/integration or support
of system testing, they are predominantly for analysis, design, fabrica-
tion, assembly, testing, and documentation of the individual items. Those
portions of each contract are basically satisfied when (a) the items are
formally qualified against their Part I specification requirements and (b)
their detail design and construction are properly documented in the form of
Part II (product) specifications.

• For equipment elements of a system, the later actual procurement of end
items is accomplished through the use of product—level (i.e., inventory,
product function, or Part II) specifications, which typically serve as the
technical requirements instruments to govern item requisition, purchase,
or production. Thus, for newly—developed equipment items, the Part II
specifications themselves represent major products of a system full—scale
development phase——not the items as such. In the model system program
addressed in the DoD 5000—series directives, and for the most part in the
Air Force 800—series regulations, the question of whether the Part II
specifications are put to use for actual acquisition is a major decision
to be reserved for the end of that phase.*

• Except for the last point mentioned, computer program specifications are
designed to fit into that process essentially as outlined, including
relations to the system specification. The notable difference is that the
Part II specification for a computer program item is developed, in conjunc-
tion with development of the CPCI, not as a requirements document to be
used for subsequent procurement but purely as an “as built” technical
description of the developed item. Time and expense required to duplicate
(produce) a computer program in quantity for system deployment are typically
trivial. One important consequence is that the CPCI Part I specification
——the subject of this guidebook——serves the dual purpose of governing the
actual item acquisition as well as its development.

*Current policy in this respect tends to emphasize circumstances that are
likely to be typical of major ballistic missile or aircraft systems. It
would also appear to apply to a major electronic system when the intent is
to produce the system as a whole in quantity——although it does not clearly
address certain questions of equipment production phasing which arise
regarding those as veil as for smaller or “one—of—a—kind” systems. It does
not clarify, for example, how to manage the production of significant items
which may be needed in order to conduct the system test program.

10
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NOTE: Objections have been expressed to statements made above (second para-
graph. page 9), ‘rn the basis that they contradict a notion that the Air Force

• acquires each system as an entity. As a whole , the preceding brief discussion
of specification roles is intended only to sumsarl7e, not to explain nor
necessarily defend, relationships which are inherent in current ly—documented

-! standards and normal practice. As indicated, there are some partial excep—
tions. However:

• Acquiring a total system “as an entity” from one contractor is not
possible, considering the accepted Air Force definition of a system and
the corresponding content of a system specification (see Figure 1 and the

• first paragraph, page 9).

• In a few programs, contracts have been negotiated against the system
specification itself, calling for delivery of an integrated assembly of
that contractor’s end items (e.g., COBRA DANE). When that contracting
method is chosen, it implies significantly less—active P0 management at
the end—item level during acquisition. Normal procedures in many areas
—as regards specifications, configuration management, the test program ,
design reviews, management reporting——do not apply as prescribed in the
standards. Consistently with the level of his contract responsibility
fot delivering an integrated end product , the contractor retains control
throughout development over the selection, desIgn, and construction of
component end items, including changes (e.g., note the “record—only”
classification of ECPs described in paragraph 4.3.2.5 of MIL—STD—480).

• When Cl—level specifications are placed on contract (the normal approach),
P0 acceptance also occurs at that level. The system specification may
also be cited , together with contractor tasks in such areas as system/
design integzition and interface control. And in some cases the attempt
has been made to establish the system speciftcation as having precedence
over the CI specifications. Legal rulings resulting from litigations on
that point have indicated , however , that the binding order of precedence
to a contractor is actually the reverse——i.e., the contractor must comply
with the lowest level specification or requirement whenever there is a
conflict with any higher—level specification or requirement cited in the
contract.

11



1.2 OVERVIIW OF REQUIRI&4ENTS DEVFLOPHENT~

The following description Is based on system phasing concepts set forth In
current Air Force /Dot) documents governing defense system acquisitionei . It
should be recognized that the process outlined represents only one among
various alternative approache, available to program man~Igers. With respect
to the conduct of a validation phase , in particular , it should also be
recognized that some aspects of the process are presently based more on
selective analysis of the regulatIons and standards than on actual experience ,
in that very few system programs in the past several years have included a
validation phase. That circumstance is believed to be one of the important
reasons for the frequent inadequacies of documented system and software
requirements.

1.2.1 The System Specification

A system program is initiated for the purpose of providing new or improved
military capabilities required by an operational command. The initiat ion of
a given program occurs during the conceptual phase, as the result of an
iterative process during which alternative system concepts are examined in
relation to documented operat ional requirements and a proposed system is
selected on the basis of estimated performance, feasibility, and cost factors.
A alaplified summary of that process and its major end products Is illustrated
in Figure 2, derived from descriptions of Air Force policy and concepts
pertaining to the conceptual phase which are provided more fully in AFSCP
800— 3 (Chapter 2).

• The most prominent technical product ~~ the conceptua l phase is an initia l
system specification , prepared in accordance with MlL—STD—490 Type A form at.
At that time , its prima ry purpose is to defitie the technical portion of docu-
mented program requirements to be evaluated and approved by higher headquar-
ters betore proceeding to the next phase . After that review and approval , it
is established as the tunctional baseline for purposes of confi guration
management . **

“Requi rements” set forth in the system specification should be concerned
primarily with the operational mission functions and associated performance
capabilities which the system— to—be—developed must provide , as a total system.
Emphasis is placed on defining and expanding those functional and performance

* The Life Cycle guidebook (.lore , .1 .11.; see ret. 9 ) also inc ludes a summary
account of the conceptual and validat ion phases, but from a quite different
point of view ; the overlap in coverage with materia~ in this overview of
requirements development is relatively sli ght.

**Th. document referred to as “the” system specification is rarely a single
document in fact, It may consist ot multi p le volumes; and much of its
effective content is neatly always specified by reference to associated
system engineering documentat ion, militar y specifications and standards ,
and other documents which it identifies as appLicable.
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requirements to levels at which they can be grouped into functional areas
(system segments) and allocated to sys tem physical elements——of the user
organization and major end items of equipment , computer programs, and facili-
ties. Additionally, based on functional analysis and design studies guided

• by those dec isions , requirements are also specified for logistic support
functions and design, personnel and training, including training facilities
and equipment , and system test.

• As a practical matter , the level of detail at which functions , per f ormance ,
and design are specified varies as a function of available information and
how well the conceptual phase system engineering studies have actually been
carried out , But the level of detail specified should also be expected to
“ary considerab ly In a properly—prepared specification. For examp le, precise
detail is appropriate in areas where design requirements or constraints exist
and have been determined to be essential. in general , however , the initial
system specification should car fully avoid specifying levels of detai l --with
respect to either performance or design——which might unnecessarily limit the
latitude of design solutions to be reached at later stages .

a. System Functions and Performance

Basic information to he p rovided In the system specification consists of
statements which delineate the system operational and support concepts , in
terms of its mission as viewed by the intended operational user. These
statements provide the limiting criteria for further development of the
system configuration and performan ce , in the following areas:

• Operational Employ ment. The system mission is de f ined in terms of its
operational objectives and relationship to other systems. This informa-
tion ,should include : description of the intended strategic , tact ical , or

• defense roles of the system and its operating interfaces with other systems ;
definitions of the operating environment(s) and operating modes ; and defi-
nitions of malor pertormance parameters to be achieved. For an air defense
system , for example , the focus is on: functions of air surveillance ,
threat detection and assessment , identification and engagement of targets ,
and reporting; limiting performance parameters in such areas as tracking
accuracies , total numbers of trjcks to be maintained , and accuracy of
interceptor control; and interfacing roles with sensors , civil air traffic
control , early warning, strategic , and command systems.

e Deployment. Intended dep loyment of the system is described in terms of
numbers and locations of operating sites or installations and relation—
ships with the user organization , including mission responsibilities of
organizational elements and primary functions to be performed by each
element at the specified locations. This information should be based on
system engineering functional analyses directed towards aligning groups
of system functions (e.g., functional areas or sv~ tem segments) with the
operating locations and user organization.

L’4
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• Logistic Support. The system specification should summarize the require-
ments imposed by considerations of supply , maintenance , and support fac i-
lities . This information should include: impacts on th. supply system,
with respect to such functions as introduction of new items, re—supply

• methods , and distribution ; levels of maintenance to be performed (organi-
zational, field , depot) and command responsibilities ; and requirements for
new or use of existing maintenance facilities and auxiliary equipment.

In the area of operational funct ions and requirements for information pro-
cessing aspects of a system, the pacing criteria tend to be matters of required
system outputs, which may be in the nature of control actions, decisions ,
orders , recommendations, reports, or other information to be either used
directly by operational command personnel at the system location or transmitted
to outside destinations. Hence, much of the conceptual phase study leading to
the system specification should have resulted in: (1) identifying those
outputs and defining their associated performance requirements with respect to
such characteristics as accuracies , completeness , volumes, frequencies ,
timeliness , and traceability ; and (2) deriving similar requirements for
inputs and processing functions necessary to produce those outputs . Where a
large data base is involved, the data categories and files should have been
identified , together with estimated volumes, requirements for site or oper-
ating mode adaptation , and special requirements for data collection and
generat ion. * This information shou~~ constitute prominent portions of the
performance requirements specified in paragraph 3. 2 .1 of the system specifi-
cat ion.

Again, the level of detail will normally vary . Message inputs/outputs inter-
nal to the system--e.g. , between system segments~--- mav often b~ defined only tc
the extent of identifying their existence and general nature, whereas messages
input from other existing systems, or required for output to those systems ,
may be precisely defined at the level of format/content, timing, volumes ,
etc. for individual messages. Subsequent efforts during the validation phase
should result in reducing all of those, including data base definitions , to
the lowes t level needed as a basis for design (or in some ca~es, selectlon ’I
of computer equipment , consoles , communications equipment , and computer
programs.

*The term “data base” refers here to data which are of interes t to the user,
and which must later be fully specified in the development specifications
for CPCIs. It is typically only one portion of the “data base” eventually
spec ified for developed CPCIs in their Part II (product ) specifications.
See 3.14.1 herein for a further discussion.

15
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b. System Design

In order to arrive at assessments of feasibility, cost, and schedule , much of
the conceptual phase ef for t  is necessari ly devoted to studies of design,
during which firm decisions are reached with regard to the overall system
configuration. Those decisions should be arrived at through the general
system engineering process of: analyzing functions and performance requirements
for the system as a whole; performing trade—off , feasibility, and/or advanced
development studies to identify major system segments and equipments and
allocating functions to those; determining design requirements and constraints ;
and identifying interfaces between segments and with other systems. While
some significant design decisions are typically predetermined by policy ,
economic considerations, or other constraints——e.g. , use of a Government—
inventory computer,existing facilities, or existing trained personnel—— , a
systematic application of that analytical process is generally essential in
order to establish and verify the technical integrity of the resulting configu-
ration.

“Design” aspects of the system are expressed in the system specification in
the form of (1) identifications of the system elements and their structure
into system segments, (2) physical constraints such as space or weight limita-
tions, and (3) design and construction standards which apply generally to
system equipment or computer programs. The system specification for a command ,
control, and communications (C3) system should typically include coverage in
the following areas:

• Personnel are to be identified in the form of a preliminary estimate of
numbers and types of personnel allocated to system operations , control, and
maintenance. These estimates should take into account the planned deploy-
ment modes, normal and emergency conditions , and intended duty cycles.
Factors of organization, command levels, geographic locations, and operator
positions should be specified to provide a basis for subsequent detailed
analyses, during the validation phase, leading to ?art I specifications for
mission computer programs, associated manual and man—machine procedural
data, and expanded personnel requirements information.

• Data processing and display equipment should generally be specified in
terms of required functional characteristics , at levels which permit
latitude for subsequent selection, or approaches to the design of, individual
items. The system specification should incorporate schematic block diagrams

• and associated system engineering documentation which portray the logical
• and physical equipment configuration and geographic locations. Numbers,

types, capacities, and similar requirements should be specified for the
central processor(s), peripheral storage and input/output equipment,
operator consoles , and special data displays. This information is normally
subject to expansion, refinements, and possibly some revisions, during the
validation phase. Minimum design and construction standards which app3v
generally to system equipment are specified in paragraphs 3.3.1 through

16
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3.3. 7 of the system specification, e.g. , for materials , electromagnetic
radiation, workmanship, safety, and human engineering. To the extent
possible, these are specified by citing established military standards
and specif ications.

• Co nntications capabilities vary considerably, among different C3 systems,
as regards the extent to which they constitute prominent elements of the
syste i.e., in the specific sense of whether they are being developed,
acquired, or modified under the given system program. Their treatment in
the sys tem specification varies accordingly. In the minimum case ,
existing (common use) capabilities are identified and specified as system
interfaces. To the degree that the system program involves the acquisition
of specialized and dedicated capabilities, the performance, design, and test
requirements for communications hardware and software will constitute
correspondingly prominent portions of the system specification as a whole.

• Facilities are typically long leadtime items for which concepts and require-
ments should be determined very early in the program. The initial system

• specification should identify all facilities to be used, and should specify :
whether existing, or to be modified or newly constructed; nature and
intended use (operations, maintenance, training); acquisition approach
(military cons truction program, or other); and required facility character-
istics which are essential to be known as the starting basis for validation
phase development of detailed requirements and planning for the acquisition
of other system elements, particularly for system equipment and personnel.

• The detailed requirements for those other elements, in turn, should then
be reflected in performance—level specifications for facilities •(MIL—STD—490
Type 84) to be completed during the validation phase.

• Computer program. should generally be identified in the initial system
sp cification in terms of types of functions to be performed——e.g., opera-
tional, simulation, maintenance—diagnostic, and other support functions.
Specific individual items may be identified if they have already been

• selected or if the identification is relatively obvious, as it migh t be,
for example, for a special compiler or various other off—line computer
programs . MIL—STD—483 (Appendix III) provides for adding a “design and
const ruction” subparagraph (3.3.8) in the system specification for citing
computer programming language and other standards which have general
applicability to all computer programs in the system. In line with the
expressed intent for paragraph 3.3 as a whole, this subparagraph should be
confined to specifying minimum standards which have general applicability ,
making maximum use of references to approved military standards and
specifications. In accordance with general policy for the system specifi-
cation, it should especiall y avoid imposing constraints which might unneces-
sarily limit the latitude of later design solutions.

17



System segments* must be identified in the system specification , together
with information in the areas listed below. Allocations of performance
requirements, including interfaces with external systems, should be relatively

• complete and definitive in the initial system specification. Definitions of
inter—segment .interf aces and identifications of configuration items are normally
subject to significant expansion and refinement as a result of continued system
engineering studies to be conducted during the validation phase.

• Each segment is identified , normally by a generic name (e.g., Communica-
tions Segment. Command Center Segment), and system characteristics speci-
fied in paragraph 3.2 of the specification are allocated among the segments.
Allocations consist of (1) apportioning some requirements to two or more
segments, such that the sum of the allocations is equal to the total
requirement , and (2) specifying requirements peculiar to each segment. The
latter may consist of system requirements specified in paragraph 3.2 which
are allocated in their entirety to the segment (usually by reference), plus
some requirements peculiar to the segment that may not have been specified

• for the system as a whole. Design and construction standards specified in
paragraph 3.3 of the system specification are not included In those alloca-
tions , since they apply to all segments.

• Functional interfaces are identified for each system segment and defined to
a level of detail which is adequate to permit concurrent and compatible
further development of the segments during the validation phase. Interface
definitions are derived jointly from the system functional flows and alloca-
tions of system functions to the segments, including allocations of inter—
faces with external systems when they affect an individual segment. For
information processing elements of the system, the most prominent interfaces
to be identified (and defined to the level that they are known at the outset
of validation) are the message inputs and outputs , among segments and with
other systems.

• Configuration items of equipment, facilities, and computer programs (see
above) are identified and listed for each system segment. In the initial
system specification, these lists will normally be provided in terms of
generic names for the items (e.g., central processor), emphasizing items of
major significance, and will normally be incomplete with respect to both
the identified items and quantities. At the end of the validation phase,
the lists should be complete with respect to identifying numbers, approved
nomenclature of each item, and quantities required for the full—scale d.v.1—
opasat phase.

*The ttnns “system segment” and “functional area” are being used for purposes
of this description as being essentially equivalent. See paragraphs 3.1.1
and 7.3 of ref. 10 for a further discussion of these terms.
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1.2.2 The Validat ion Phase

The validation phase is characterized in AFSCP 800—3 (Chapter 1) in the
fo llow ing summary terms :

“During this phase , major program characteristics are validated and
ref ined, and program risks and coats are assessed, resolved, or
minimized. A ratification decision is sought when the confidence
of success and cost realism becomes high enough to warrant progression
to the next phase...”

Those are the same objectives that were formerly attached to the contract
definition phase, prior to the advent of current DoD 5000—series directives
and Air Force 800—series regulations. The major difference is that emphasis
is now placed on performing advanced development and prototype testing, in
areas of identified high technical risk , as opposed to the former emphasis
on purely—paper analysis and planning. The major overall goal, however , is
still to advance the definition of the program as a whole to a level which
provides a sound and adequate starting point for full—scale system develop-
ment. Specific objectives to support that gas1 , as outlined in AFSCM 800—3
(Chapter 3) and elsewhere , are the following:

• Establish firm and realistic performance specifications (allocated
baseline) which meet the operational and support requirements.

• Accomp lish planning for program o f f i ce  management of the next phase;
rele.iise kFP s ; acquire and evaluate contractor technical and business
proposals; and negotiate the full—scale development contract(s).

Current policy also emphasizes flexibility in the methods , intermediate
milestones, and approaches employed by program offices to meet those gener-
alized goals. Each program manager is responsible for tailoring the sequence
and content of activities to fleet the needs speci fied for his program.

a. Technical Risk

While the activities of hardware proofing and prototype demonstration may
be indicated in some cases for electronic systems, the brief overview of the
validation phase presented herein does not attemp t to include a description
of those. If they should be required in a given program, it is assumed that
their primary purposes will be to reduce the technical and cost risks
associated with entering into full—scale development of the system hardware.

As stated in Air Force/DoD policy documents, prototype demonstration is
linked with the “fly—before—you—buy ” princip le. That principle does not
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clearly apply to a one—of—a—kind system for either hardware or software.
although it might apply to an electronic system to be produced in quantity ,
or possibly in modified form to a very large and complex communications
network.

Prototype development in the “fly— before—buy” sense is not a realistic
practice for software elements of a system, since the quantity production
of a computer program does not account for an appreciable part of the total
expense of its acquisition. By the time the performance of a computer pro-
gram can be demonstrated , that particular computer p rog ram has already been
effectively “bought”. While it is conceivable that some form of advanced
development to reduce technical risk might apply , there are no known examples
of cases in which that approach would appear to be realistic——i. e., for
purposes of proving out the software as such. Experience has demonstrated
that the risks of entering into full—scale development of software are often
real and substantial. But it has rarely if ever been indicated that the
problems encountered result from limitations in technical state—of—the—art.
Typically , they are matters of inadequate requirements definition and
management planning.

Hence , the brief description provided below outlines a validation phase as
it might be conducted to alleviate those latter , major problems. To
that end, it does not attempt to address the various complications which are
necessarily introduced if a given program should also happen to involve
hardware proofing and/or prototype demons tration and testing.

b. Overview of Events

Major technical activities and events during the validation phase are
depicted in Figure 3, emphasizing activities which would normally be accom—
pUshed by one or more validation phase contractors . The period shown would
be preceded by a subphase during which RFPs are prepared and issued, contractor
proposals prepared and submitted, the source (s ) selected , and contract(s)
awarded. It should normally be followed by another subphase devoted to evalu—
ation of products , negotiation of fu] l•-bcale development contracts , and
review and decision by h igher headquarters.

Within the period shown, the diagram summarizes the following points:

• Objectives during the first part of the contracted validation phase are
to analyze and expand the definition of requirements at the system and
system segment levels, verifying system mission and support functions
and refining their allocations to system personnel , facilities, and
configuration items. This basic system engineering effort continues
th roughout the phase, resulting in expansion/refinement of the system
specification and supporting system engineering documentation.
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Figure 3. Summary Diagram of Validation Phase Activities and Events.

• Following the system requirements review (SRR), the focus of effort
shifts to developing detailed definitions of requirements for individual
configuration items and documenting those in the form of development
(Part I) or other specifications appropriate to the type or class of
each identified item.

• A system design review (SDR) is held as a final review prior to submittal
of validation phase products to review and assess their validity and
completeness.

• The mainline technical effort , throughout this phase, is at the system
engineering level——i.e., basically interdisciplinary , and focused on
system compatibility of requirements documented in the CI development
specifications as well as in the expanded system specification.

• Software and various hardware (component) engineering specialists provide
essential inputs and support , and bear major responsibilities for design
studies upon which to base plans, schedules, and costs for the ensuing
full—scale development phase.
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c. Software Engineertn~ During Validation.

As indicated previously and discussed further below , the responsibility for
developing Part I specifications for mission CPCIs should not normally be
assigned to software engineers . However , the requirements for software
engineering at both technical and management levels during a properly—conduc-
ted validation phase are significant and extensive. Provisions should be made
for effort in the following areas:

• At the outset of the phase, software smgineers should conduct studies
of eompttter program design at the system and system segment levels in
sufficient depth to: (1) ontribute to hardware/software trade—off
decisions; (2) provide sizii g and t~~ing estimates as a basis for deter-
mining computer and computer storage requirements; and (3) assure the
technical soundness of CPC1 identification/selection , p~ior to SRR.*

• The analysis of requirements for support computer programs , identifications
of support items , and preparation of Part [ specifications for develop-
mental CPCIs in the support area (e.g., compiler or other utility tools)
are matters for which primary responsibilities should also be assigned
to software engineers.

• It should be recognized that it fs usually necessary to develop a design
approach to each proposed CPCI in parallel with the development of its
Part I specificat ion. While the level is likely to vary , it may be
indicated in some cases that the design for a major CPCI should be studied
in sufficient depth to yield a first approximation to the overall CPCI
design to be later reviewed at the preliminary design review (PDR). Direct
documentation of that design sho$~d never be included in the Part I speci-
fication ; and it is not clearly called for in other deliverable documents
at the end of validation. However, the fact that it has been accomplished
should be reflected in a variety of related validation phase efforts and
products. As examples:

(1) In support of the Part I specification development , sufficient design
studies should be accomplished to verify the design feasibility of perfor-
mance requirements, and in some caaes to estimate the cost—effectiveness
of alternative requirements being investigated by the Part I specification
development team. a

_ _ _ _ _ _ _  
4

*Pailure to fully appreciate the fact that CPCI selection is an important
design decision, which necessarily precedes the development of Part I
specifications, has been a source of serious problems. See ref. 10,
paragraph 2.2. 
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(2) The computer program development plan (CPDI’; DI—S—3t)567) and
formal CPC 1 test plan (1)1—1—3703) , jointly, require descript ions of the
approach , methodology , schedules , and levels of manpower cequtred during
full-scale development for CPCI design , development , and testing. To
be realistic , that planning must be based on preliminary information in
such areas as the CPC 1 structure into CPCs, allocations of functions to
CPCa , the planned sequencing of CPC coding and assembly , and sizing
estimates for individual CPC5.*

4

d. Development ot the CPC I Part  I Specification.

It has been stated above that development of the Part I specification for a
mission CPCI is a system engineering activity . As such, it is not a process
for which specific approaches and techniques are prescribed in any current
standards. That situat ion exists, in part , because of the inherent diffi-
culties involved in standardizing management procedures for technical

• development——particularl y at the levels which demand creative , new products—
and iii part because it is Air Force policy to emphasize contr~A of the tech—

• n ical aspec ts of a system program at the level of objectives and general
procedures , as opposed to detailed methodologies.

At a general level , the process for a mission CPCI can he described as one
of: progressivel y identifying the system functions and subfunctions allocated
to the CPCI; examining mission requirements and nodes of operational usage;
performing trade studies (among functional alternatives) and time line
analyses when indicated; and establishing detailed performance requirements
for each function and subfunction . A few characteristics and rules which can
be stated for that process are suimuarized as follows:

• The analyst ’s direct purpose is to develop, verify,  and documen t detailed
• requirements for the mission computer program , at the levels described in

Section 3 of this guidebook. In the course of that activity , however, he
must also develop and veri f y detailed requirements for manual , man—machine ,
and equipment functions associated with that computer program. His (or
their) Job includes assurirtg that requirements and plans for command

*Those p lans should not normally be approved by the procuring activity
until they are later updated and expanded to reflect the results of a
successfully—completed PDR. Even then , “approval” should be confined to
acceptance of their delivery against the CDRL and acknowledgement of their
comp liance with requiremen ts of their respective DIDs. As for the tech-
nical design reviews themselves , procuring activi ty acknowledgement of
compliance should be accomp lished in a manner which does not constitute
approval of the design as such (see Section 6, “Notes”, in MIL—STD—1521A).
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actions, operator procedures , and manual or automatic input/output devices
are all fully integrated with requirements for the computer program
operation.

• One technique which has been found useful is to develop and document a
series of scenarios (“operational system description”) detailing each
step and event for each mode of mission operation——and to ask the questions
of What , How, When , How Urgent , etc. associated with each step, iterating
that process until the questions are resolved and the n’ cau.~ary level of
definition has been reached. These and related system engineering docu-
ments——e.g. , in the form of functional flow block diagrams , time line or
trade study reports , and requirements allocation sheets——function primarily
as interim working tools, which aid in developing and verifying the
requirements and other information to be documented separately in the CPCI
Part I specification , inputs to the expanded system specification and
development specifications for equipment Items , and operator task analysis
data.

• To perform those tasks eftectivel y, the analyst ’s major orientation is
necessari ly towards the user ’s mission operations. His real concern is
to devclop a progressive ly—detailed definition of I~ow those operations
will be supported by automated functions , and to continually evaluate
the results from that point of view .

• That process should start with the assurance that it is feasible to design
a computer program which will perform functions within the given general
scope, based on system—level design studies completed prior to SRR; and it
should be suppor ted by further assessments of design feasibility performed
by software engineers for the given CPCI (see l.2.2,c) , as necessary during
the process. But the mainline activity of the Part I specification
developers should otherwise largely ignore matters of computer program
design, in the interests of formulating a comprehensive and definitive
statement of user/procuring activity requirements .

Thus, while the approach and techniques required to develop the Part I speci—
ffc~.tIon for a CPC1 may be characterized as being those of system engineering,
because they involve multip le disciplines and ~uultiple classes of system
components, it also tends to be true that the major and generally indispens-
able ingredient is the matter of expert ise in the user ’s operational functions.
In general, the focal concern of the analysis team must be with the detailed
Information processing needs associated with those operational functions——
whether they be air defense, tactical operations , weapons contro l, space
communications , interstellar navigation, configuration management , petroleum
refining, or automated rapid transit.

By providing a more expanded description of proper content for the completed
specification than has previously been available , this guidebook is Intended
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to help alleviate one factor in the difficulties which procuring activities
have encountered. It is a matter of experience that a good Part I CPCI
specification is relat ively rare——good , that is, in the sense that it actually
contains the scope and levels of information apecified , and provides a sound
basis for initiating development of the CPCI. While it is hoped that the
situation will be improved through better guidance and t raining in what the

- 
• specification should contain , there are other, related factors which should

also be recognized as important contributors to the prevalent difficulties .
A few of those are identified in the following comments.

• Requirements definition for a comp lex operational computer program Is a
tedious and time—consuming task, which results in nothing immediately
visible except paper. To be performed properly , it requires high priority
emphasis on th~ part of top—level management to provide the qualified
operational/system engineering personnel, adequate funding, time , and firm

• insistence upon a satisfactory product before permitting a system program
to proceed further downstream. Those conditions rarely if ever exist; and
they are not likely to exist until a validation phase, or equivalent effort ,
is planned , scheduled , and funded for that specific purpose.

• There is a widespread tendency to assume that Part I CPCI specifications
should be prepared by software engineers——since they are, after all ,
specifications for computer programs. However , as outlined above, they
are specifications primarily of what the CPCI must accomplish for the
user, not of how the computer program is to be designed and coded. By
training and interest, the software engineer is naturally focused on the
latter——often , grossly at the expense of the former . While there are
exceptions——e.g. , where the software engineer has acquired adequate knowl—
edge of user requirements through experience in the given applications
area—— the more frequen t result is a long and costly “evolutionary” process
through which the initially—developed CPCI may eventually become reconciled
with the user’s actual needs.

• System engineering is often thought of as a single, structured discipline
ig its own body of technical knowledge, tools , and techniques. While
is true to a degree , the concept is also subject to significan t

qualifications . Existing system engineering approaches and techniques
have evolved and become known principally in the working environments of
aircraft and missile systems. Relatively little effort has been devoted
to adapting, documenting, and applying those or similar techniques to the
information processing elements of C) systems. Thus, the generalizable
system engineering technology required to support the development of Part
I CPCI specifications is relatively undeveloped; and that limitation is
further aggravated by the typical need, if the techniques are to be truly
effective, to combine their application with intimate knowledge of the
specific military operations to be performed by the given system.
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1
SECTION 2. GENERAL GUIDELINES

The purpose of this section ii to sumearize a few considerations and rules
which apply to the development specification as a whole, affecting the
preparation and evaluation of all sections/paragraphs discussed individually
in the following section (Section 3).

2.1 NOTES ON SPECIFICATION EVALUATION

a. As discussed here, “evaluation” of a CPCI Part I specification is the
process of reviewing and assessing a prepared specification for compliance
with its preparation requirements, as a basis for approval, authentication,
and baselining for configuration control.* Preliminary evaluation of the
partially—completed specification should occur at the SDR, late in the
validation phase (see Appendix B of MIL—STD—1521A). Formal evaluation at the
end of the validation phase should be conducted in accordance with the policies
and guidelines set forth in Chapter 2 of AFSCM/AFLCM 375—7.

b. The evaluation process for a Part I specification does not involve a
formal audit, comparable to the physical configuration audit which is held
to verify the adequacy of a Part II specification. It is normally conducted
by an in—house specification review team, chaired by the procuring activity’s
configuration manager. As appropriate to the system and CPCI, the team may

• consist of members representing engineering and support management activities
of the program office, not—for—profit contractor, AFLC, and the using coixiand.
Following coordination of in—house comments, a last phase of the review may
be held at the contractor’s facility with participation by corresponding
contractor personnel.

c. Thus, that pattern provides for a comprehensive review of the specifica-
tion with respect to its many significant aspects, reflecting the same
variety of technical , management, uter/operational, and support skills and
interests which should have been represented in the specification’s prepara-
tion. The approach taken by individual evaluators, and the importance of
different aspects of the specification, will vary accordingly. As examples:

*Thoge terms associated with the process are often used as being inter-
changeable. Distinctions based on the order in which events occur can be
useful, however, as follows: Evaluation, when its results are favorable,
leads to approval, which signifies acceptance of the preparation activity ’s
delivery of the specification (i.e., as a CDRL item) . Authentication
occurs when the program manager’s signature is affixed to the specification
title page; and the specification is baselined for configuration control,
by the configuration management office, as a result of authentication.

27 

-~~~~~~~ -— -•~~----—-~ -- ~~ ‘S 
~~
:--•-- ‘-

~~~~~~~ -—



-— —.---—..—-—- ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ---—---.,,---—-- r —‘-- - ~~~~~~~~~~ 
- Sw—-- ‘ ~5~_~~~~~~• - —r --—-—,—--—-— • — —~‘—-‘ ~~~-~~~~ —— -~~-‘--- —‘- -5——-- --- ——-n’- — - ,II1

• Emphasis in the system engineering evaluation will typically be placed on
examining the completeness and integrity of detailed functional descrip-
tions, interfaces, and data base definitions contained in Section 3. The
primary objective of this evaluation is to verify (as well as it can be
done, analytically) that. the CPC1, when later qualified against the speci-
f ied performance , will indeed satisfy the system requirements.

• Software engineers should examine the entire specification carefully from
the point of view of its implications fc~r computer program design, with
attention to such factors as feasibility, design requirements/constraints ,
and adequacy of information needed to govern the subsequent CPCI develop-
ment and testing. An import.ui t objective of the specification Is to
minimize the need for computer programmers to conduct further research
into system requirements, during the course of their development.

• Configuration and data managers should evaluate the specification for
compliance with standards for its format and content , in.:luding attention
to considerations in such areas as organization, style, security, identi-
fying numbers and nomenclature, specification maintenance , and precision !
clarity of the stated requirements for purposes of configuratino control.

d. This guidebook is designed to present improved criteria for judging whether
the specification——i.e., any CPCI Part 1 specification, in general——contains
information in the required areas and at the proper level of detail. In that
respect , it should provide an initial “screening” aid for use by those various
evaluators in determining whether a given specification meets requirements
imposed by the CDRL.

e. For reasons outlined in the preceding section , the situation encountered
most often is the one in which the specification is prepared without benefit
of sufficient or appropriate system engineering analysis and total effort.
Assuming that it does address the proper general subject matter——i.e.,
functional/performance requirements vs. design——common results are (a) an

• overall absence of specific and detailed information in the specification
itself and (b) a dearth of supporting system engineering documentation.
With regard to the specification itself:

• One very gross index which merits further study is a simple page count of
the Part I specificat ion in relation to estimated number of instructions
in the CPCI. The au’h~r made this comparison using data which happened to
be availab le for eight system programs , among which three were relatively
successful and five encountered serious problems. For the three, the Count
of Part I specification pages per 1000 eventual instructions (assembly)
ranged from 18 to 25. For the five, the same count ranged from something
less than 1 up to a high of 5.

• More direct indicators (but clearly factors affecting the total page
count) are provided by examining the content of input , output , and data
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base paragraphs of the specification. These often consist of little
more than brief narrative statements describing the general nature of the
data, with little or no detail specifying each data element at the levels
required by the preparation instructions .

2.2 SOURCE REQUiREMENTS AND CONVENT 1....~ S

While the primary source of direct instructions for the CPCI Part I speci-
fication format and content is Appendix VI of MIL—STD-483, some of the
general requirements governing specifications set forth in other Government
documents and elsewhere in MIL—STD—483 also apply. Principally, those
consist of requirements in the following areas:

• Specification Identification and Style. MIL—STD—490, paragraph 3.2, is
the basic source of rules for identifying numbers, general format, and
style——covering conventions to be observed in such areas as language
style, abbreviations, syithols, paragraph identification, figures, tables,
footnotes, definitions, and use of references. Air Force specifications
nvst also comply with supplementary requirements for title pages speci-
fied in paragraph 3.4.9 and Figure 1 of MLL—STD—483.

• Security Markings. Specifications containing classified information
must be marked and handled in accordance with security regulations
specified in the Industrial Security Manual for Safeguarding Classified
Information , DoD 5220.22—M.

• Multiple—Volume Specifications. Specific instructions for preparing the
CPCI specification in the form of a document series (multiple volumes)
are not contained in Appendix VI of MIL—STD—483, but are provided directly
in the data item description , DI—E—3ll9A. Implications for the use of
that option are further discussed in 2.3, below.
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2.3 SPECiFiCATiON STRUCTURE AND OUTLINE

2.3.1 General Preparation Requirements.

(From Block 10 of bI- [-311JA)

I. The contractor shall prepare a development speci f icat ion for each CPCI in ac cordance with
the requirements of MIl~-ST D-4 83 , Ap~ nidix V I, as s tate d i n the contract or work statement.
When other than Form la specifications are called out in Uloc k 16 of the CORL , Append ix VI of
MIt.-STD-4133 wi ll be used as a guide in the preparation of the specification , enploying the
specif ic form from MIL-S-8J4~)0 which is set forth in Block 16 of the CDRL. The specification
cover page shall be in accordance with ilIL-STD—483 , F igure 1.

For convenience In describing the minimum essential content , the paragraphs outlined in
Appendi x VI of MIL-STD—483 (USAF) are arranged in a forma t which might app ly if the specifi-
cation were to be issued as a single document. However , the spec if ication materia l required
for a large information system is typica lly too complex and bulky to be published and distri-
buted physically in one bound volume . In this case , the material sha ll be arranged in
separate volumes corresponding to individual functions or as determined by mutual agreement
between the contract or and procurinq act iv i ty  to meet the requi rements of a particular system .
At least one volume of the series shall util ize the complete fo rmat and content to define the
performance, design , and qua l i f icat ion requirements for the CI as a whole.

Instructions to be noted in the first paragraph above are the following:

• Preparation of the specification must follow the detailed format/content
instructions provided in Appendix VI of I’IIL—STD--483 (specifically , para-
graph 60.4).

• The second sentence, referring to other than Form la specifications , is
meaningful only when it is confirmed and amplif led by special instruc-
tions provided In the contract statement of work. As yet , there is no
uniform guidance available for the application of other than Form is speci-
fications to computer programs (cf. reference 10, paragraph 3.5.1).

• Cover pages most comply with both Figure 1 of HIL—STD—490 and Figure 1 of
MIL—STD—483. The latter adds the significant requirement for authenticating
signatures. For cover page identification of volumes and appendices of a
specification issued as a document series, see Note 2.3.2,d below.

The second paragraph of the instructions provides f or preparation of the
specification as a set of separately—bound volumes. Note the phrase , “ ...
mutual agreement between the contractor and pr~curing activity...”, which
indicates that the list of volumes and appendices , by nuither and title , should
be prepared and submitted by the developer for procuring activity concurrence
at an early stage of planning. General guidelines are provided in 2.3.2 below.
The actual structure in each case shou~& be t- xamined primarily from the point of
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view of efficient use and maintenance of the completed specification. Sound
planning should also result in a volume structure which corresponds with a
manageable division of technical responsibilities for its initial development.*

2.3.2 Guidelines for Volume Structure.

Figure 4 sumearizes general rules to be considered in planning the structure
of volumes and appendices for a large and complex CPCI. Related considera-
tions are amplified in the following notes.

a. General Volume. An appropriate number and title for the volume mentioned
in the DI—E—3119A instructions is “Volume 1, General”. This volume must con-
tain the full set of format elements identified in MIL—STD-483 (i.e., numbers
and titles of sections, paragraphs , and major subparagraphs), plus additional
subparagraphs required by content of the given specification.

All requirements pertaining to the CPCI as a whole are specified directly in
this volume, except for (a) classified material which may be provided in a
~eparate supplement for the purpose, or (b) detailed definitions of messages
or common data base items. Detailed requirements pertaining to those, and to
individual functions covered in other volumes, are specified in Volume 1 by
referencing the appropriate other volume or appendix. Section 4, Quality
Assurance , should normally be provided completely in Volume 1.

b. Other Volumes. A separate volume may be devoted to one or more major
functions to detail input , processing, and output requirements for the m di—
vidual functions or, when indicated , by subfunction . Each such volume must
follow tne Section 1 through 10 breakdown, including the numbers and titles
of all paragraphs specified in MIL—STO—483 which apply to the given volume.
Sections or paragraphs “not applicable” to the given volume are so
indicated.

C. Appendices. Separately-bound appendices may be used to provide classi-
fied supplements or common data definitions , includirg inputs/outputs and
detailed interface definitions (e.g., messac~e formats). With the exception

*Declsions in this area also relate directly to the matter of achieving
“visibility” during development . When the structure of data processing
functions to be implemented by a given developer is in fact large and complex,
use of the multi—volume option is a much sounder approach to achieving
visibility of individual functions (and of CPCs, at the product level) than
that of forcing an artifical breakout into many small CPCIs (cf. reference
10, paragraph 2.2).
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of paragraph numbers (see Note s below), the format of each appendix is
optional; it should be designed to suit the purpose and content of each
append ix.

Note that all information contained in separately—bound volumes or appendices ,
with the exception of any Section 6, Notes, is an integral part of the speci-
fication and contractually binding. Hence, an appendix is not a suitable
form for recording derivations , discussions of alternatives, or procedures
for the CPCI operation and use.

d. Title Pa&es. A volume or appendix number and title must be provided on
the title page of each volume or separately—bound appendix in addition to the
identifying information il lustrated in Figure 1 of MIL_STD_483.* Volumes are
numbered in Arabic numerals , beginning with “1”; appendices are numbered in
Roman numerals, beginning with “I”. Example:

COMPUTER PRO GRAM DLV ELOPMENT SPEC IFICAT LON

FOR

SEEK DUSK INTERFACE COMPUTER P~ OGRM 1

CPCI No. CG4IbO9

Volume 10. RECORDING AND DATA REDUCTION

[or: Appendix III . TACC MESSAGE FORMATS )

e. Appendix Paragraph Numbers. Within each appendix , the first element of
all paragraph or subparagraph numbers is the appendix number converted to
Arabic numerals and multiplied by 10. For illustrations , note the numbertng
of paragraphs throughout the appendices of MIL’-ST D—483 and MIL—STD-.490, both
of which conform with the requirements that apply generally to specifications.

Figure 5 illustrate8 one outline, adapted from an actual case, of the type
which should be constructed at an early stage in planning the structure of a
multi—volume specification.

*Requireaenta for a “Computer Program Identification Number (CPIN)” are
mentioned in AFR 800—14, Volume II (paragraph 6—5). As yet, no specific
instructions for AFSC uses of that number are known to have been issued.
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OUTLINE OF VOLUME/APP ENDIX STRUCTURE
for

System 4XX L Mission Computer Program (MCP)

Vo l ume 1~ GENE RAL
• Sections 1 and 2
• Paragraph 3.1 - complete for the MCP
• Paragraphs 3.2.1 through 3.2.3 - general level coverage of MCP functions
• Paragraph 3.2.4 - complete coverage of Speci il Requirements
• Paragraphs 3.3 and 3.4 — (3.3) general; (3. 4) complete for the MCP
• Section 4 - complete for the MCP
• Sections 5 and 6

Volume 2, SURVEILLANCE FUNCTIONAL ELEMENT
• Sections 1 and 2
• Paragraph 3.2. 1 , Survei llance Function
• Par agraph 3.2. 1.1, Sensor Data Proce ssing Subfunction
• Paragraph 3.2.1 .2 , Tra ck Initiation Subfunction
• Paragraph 3.2.1.3, Track Management Suhfunction
• Paragraph 3.2.1 .4, I den ti f i cat ion Subfu nctlon
• Section 6, No tes

Volume 3, MISSION CON TROL FUNCTIONAl. ELEMENT

• Sections 1 and 2
• Paragraph 3.2.2, M i ss i on Control Fu nct i on
• Paragraph 3.2.2.1. Weapons Gui dance Subfunction
• Paragraph 3.2.2.2, Air Traffic Contro l Subfunction
• Paragraph 3.2.2.3, MissIon Aircraft Conrunications Subfunction
• Section 6, No tes

Volume 4, COMMAND FUNCTIONAL ELEMENT

• Sections 1 and 2
• Paragraph 3.2.3, Coninand Function
• Paragraph 3.231 , Connand Support Subfunction
• Paragraph 3.2.3.2, Mission Management Subfunction
• Sect ion 6 , Notes

Appendix I, CLASSIFIED SUPPLEMENT

• Paragraph 10 - supplement to paragraphs 3.2.1.3 and 3.2.2.3

Appendix II, INTERFACE MESSAGE CONTENTS AND FORMATS

• Paragraph 20 - supplement to paragraphs 3.1 .1.2, 3.2.x.y. 1, and 3.2. x .y.3

Appendix ZI I I ADAPTATION DATA
• Paragraph 30 — data base supplement to inputs paragrap hs , 3.2.x.y.l

Appendix IV, WEAPONS CHARACTERISTICS

• Paragraph 40 - data base supplement to inputs paragraphs , 3.2.x.y.l

Appendi x V. COORDINATE CONVERSION AND TRANSFORMATION EQUATIONS

• Paragraph 50 - supplement to paragraph 3.2.1.1, Sensor Data Processing

Figure 5. Sample Outline of the Volume/Appendix Structure
for a CPCI Part I Specification.
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SECTION 3. CONTEN T CIP IPAN CE

The intent of this s•ction te to provide guidelines which can be used l’~ both
Air Force and contractor personnel in clarifying requirements for , preparing,
and evaluating a computer program development (Part I) specification against
the ins t ructions provided b r  that specificat ion in Appendix VI of MIL—STD—4~ 3
(LISAF). To that end , the t ol lowing subsect tons are organize J to correspoi~d
with succesaive portions of those MLL—S TI~~483 instruct tons , and to provide

J informat ion in the foll~ itng categories (as app licable to each port l .~u):

• Tb. MIL—ST1~—4&~ instruct i ons peitaini ng to th. g iven  sect ton or pars—
graph(s). Those inst ruct tons are copied verbat im I torn the sourc. and
provided in a box imeediat c lv  below each subsect ton t it Ii’.

• An analysis and •xplanat ion of the instruc t tons .

• Notes ident iCy tug a Its nas U vs Inc erpret at Ions , t echn I • ~in.1 - o r
commonly—encountered problems.

• Examples illustrating proper or alternative ways ot stating CPC I
requi rements Lu, the spec ification .

Exaapl.s are drawn i ron a numbet of actual specifications , modified t o

eliminate c lassit ted element s and/or to improve their un d e a st  andab I I I Lv out
of context. They are necessarily limited w i t h  respect to Ia) covorage of the
many different wave in which informa t ton under the major paragcaphs, Lu
particular , may be organized and presented , and ..b) their abilit y t o  illus-
t rate essential interdependencies aaons the various paragr.~phs wh ich would
exist in any properly-prepared , single specif icat ion.

This guidance is based on the premise that the HIL—STl~—~ t~3 instructions for
preparat ion of the Part 1 CPC1 specificat ion are well conceived and eminent lv
sound in relat ion to needs and circumstances of the system acquisit ion
environment. A few modifications are recoranended in the text , in the form ot

suggested CURL backup instructions fur general applicat ion. Howevet, t hose
are generally matters of secondar significance which are designed to &mp lttv
and reinforce , rather t han change , the clear intent of the instructions as
a whol*.



3.1 SECTION 1 , SCOPE

1 .1 Identification . Thi s paragraph sh ell conta in the approved ident ification , nomenc lature .
and a~T~ il ~EVreviat ion for the computer program. Th is section of the CI spec ificat ion
shaH begin wi th  the following opening phrase: “Th i part of this specif ication establishes
the requirements for performance, design , test, and qu ali ficat ion of a computer program
identified as (Insert nomenclatere and conf igurat ion item number). This CPCI i~ used to
(provide ) (accomp l ish)
1. 2 Functional s uimnar . This paragraph s a l t  conta in a sunniary of the purpose of the speci-
flcatT~~ anUaThFTe escription of the overa U comput ’r program by major functions (tasks).
It shal l further identif y and sunlnarize the spec ification content. composition , and intent.

3.1.1 General

Section 1 is to be written in a predominantly informational, rather than
directive , style. While the information should be presented concisely ,
additional material following the specified opening phrase should be provided
as necessary to fully inform the reader of relevant facts in at least the
following areas:

e The CPCI intended use, including any peculiar conditions or circumstances
of general interest and significance pertaining t ’ its use or development .

• The CPCI’s major functions, described briefly in terms which are meaningful
and informative to the intended CPCI users.

• The organization and coverage of information provided in the specification.
This part should include a statement that it is written to comply with (as
applicable): Appendix VI of MIL-STD—483 (USAF); the data item description ,
DI—E—3119A; and backup instructions pertaining to this specification
provided with the CDRL, identifying any particular backup instruction
which might affect significantly the manner in which the specification is
organized.

• If the specification is organized into multiple volumes: (a) List , in
paragraph 1.2 of the general volume , all volumes and appendices of the
specification by number and title ; explain any special rules on which the
volume structure is based; and summarize what parts of the total specifi-
cation are covered in this volume. (b) In each other volume or separately—
bound appendix, reference the Scope section of the general volume and
summarize the organization and coverage of information provided in the
given volume or appendix.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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3.1.2 Note on Specifying CPCI Types

In some sys tems, the requirement exists to adap t a given CPCI——i.e., alter
its configuration in relatively minor ways , including adaptation data to be
contained in its fixe d data base——for effective use at a number of different
site locations , or perhaps for other multip le but closely—related applica-
tions. In such cases, the CPCI may be identified as consisting of several
“types”, corresponding to the number of different configurations to be
provided. All such types must be identified and defined precisely in the
CPCI specification at both the development and product levels. The employ—
went of the type classification is one option , among others, that should have
been evaluated and determined during the process of initial configuration
item selection for the system (see reference 10, paragraph 2.3).

General requirements for specifying types and other subordinate classifica—
dons (addressed primarily to specifications for equipment and materials)
are set forth in paragraphs 6.1.2 and 4.3,b of MIL—STD—490. The term “type”
is used here for convenience; other terms may be used if they better describe
the kind of distinction being made in a given case (see 4.1.2.1.6 of MIL—STU—
490). In specifying types for CPCIs, suggested rules are as follows:

• Provide an additional paragraph in Section 1, entitled “Classification”,
beginning with an opening phrase similar to the following: “The (nomen-
clature of the CPCI, or abbreviation identified previously in the first
paragraph) shall be of the following types, as specified:” That statement
is followed simply by a listing of the designated types.

• In any paragraph or subparagraph of Section 3 of the specification which
involves differentiating requirements for the individual types: (a) first
specify basic requirements for the CPCI as a whole; then (b) provide a
subsequent separate paragraph devoted to each type, using additional
breakdowns into subparagraphs , tables, etc., as necessary for the given
information. In some systems, adaptation data identificat ions and defini-
tions have been provided in a separately—bound appendix to the development
specification.
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3.2 SECTION 2, APPLICAbLE DOCUMENTS

Section 2 App licable documents, The content of this section shall be in accordance with
paragrap}i 4.7 of MIL-STD-490.

Paragraph 4.2 of ~tIL—STU—49O sets forth requirements for this section which
are standard for all Dot) specifications and fully applicable to the Part I
specification for a computer program. The instructions include policies
affecting the function of this section , the handling of references to Govern-
ment and non-Government documents , and examples of the order in which
documents are listed. Points of general interest to be understood and
observed include those summarized briefly below:

• The purpose of this section is to provide an organized listing of all
documents referenced in other sections (Sections 3, 4, and 5). Docu-
ments not cited elsewhere in the body of the specification are to be
excluded—-i.e., Section 2 is a list of references, not a bibliography.

• Each document listed must be identified specifically and accurately, with
respect to document numbec , t itle , and current date of issue and/or
revision status.

• Each document listed effectively forms a part of the given specification ,
but 2!~~~ 

to the extent that specific requirements set forth in other
sections of the specification are stated by reference to the given
applicable document. The proper statement of any requirement by reference
is normally to a specifically—designated method or requirement stated in
the referenced document.

— I

• In the event of conflict, it is normal Government policy that any require—
ment stated directly in the given specification supersedes requirements - -

stated by reference to other applicable documents.
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3.3 SECTION 3, REQUIRENENTS

Section 3 Requirements. This section sha ll contain performance and design requirements for
the CPCI . It shall further include the functional requirements for the CPCI and establish
those requiresients which norniaTly will be verified during category I , or equivalent, test.
This Section shall a lso define the CPCI and specify design constraints and standards neces-
sary to assure compatibility of the CPCZ with other computer programs and equipments . Per-
formance and design requirements to be included herein shall be al located from, Identical
with , or in recognition of, requirements established by the system/system segment specifica-
tion. Requirements inc’uded in the system/ system segment specification , which are dlrecUy
related to requirements specified herein , may be incorporated by reference. Requirements
shall be specified to the l evel of detail necessary to establish limi ts for design. Quanti-
tative requirements shall be wi thin the three principal subparagraphs included herein. The
introductory paragraph shall include a genera l descri pt ion of the CPCI and its functions
within the system/equipment to which it applies .

Section 3 constitutes the body of the specification as a whole. Its purpose
Is to set forth all requirements necessary to govern the CPCI design and
development in the following major areas:

• Characteristics of interfacing systems, equipment , and other computer
programs which affect the CPCI design and operation (paragraph 3.1).

• System functions to be performed by the CPCI, including detailed input ,
processing, and output requirements pertaining to each function (para-
graph 3.2.x).

• Design requirements and constraints (paragraph 3.2.n).

• Detailed definitions of all items to be contained in the CPCI’s fixed
data base (paragraph 3.3).

The above instructions apply primarily to Section 3 as a whole. Except for
the last sentence, they do not specify information to be supplied in a basic
paragraph under the section number and title. Since general descriptions
of the CPCI are called for elsewhere (e.g., in paragraphs 1.2 and 3.2), the
basic paragraph is frequently omitted.
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3.4 PARAGRAP H 3.1, COMPUTER PROCRAN DEF INITION

3.1 Computer program defin ltlon. This paragraph shall , In subparagraphs included herein ,
specify the functional relatToi~ h i , of the CPCI to other equipment/computer programs and
identif y Government -furnished computer programs incorporated In the CPCI. General and/or
descr iptive material may be included in basic paragraph 3. 1 .
3.1. 1 Interface requirements. Th is paragraph shall specif y, either directly or by refer-
ence, requirements ImposeiIon the design of the CPCI because of its relationship to other
equlpment/coii ,uter programs. It sha ll also include detailed interface definition resulting
from contractor analysi s and requirements contained in the system/system segment specifica-
tion. Genera l and/or descri ptive material may be Included in basic paragraph 3.1.1.
Quantitative requirements shall be included in the subparagrap hs Included herein.
NOTE: interfaces defined in this section shal l Inc l ude , at a minimum , all relevant char-
acte’ stics of the computer , such as memery s ize , word s ize , access and operation times .
interrupt capab il ities , and special hardware capab il it ies . The computer characteristics
may be described by references to the app licable documentation and descr iptions, if the
compi ler /assembler is another , or part of anot her CI , the computer program language(s) to be
emp loyed shall be specified as one of the interfaces in subparagraph 3.1.1.2. if the
compiler/assembler is a Government-furnished component to he i ncorporated into this (,PCI ,
ft shall be referenced in subparagraph 3.2.4.,’. If the compiler/asseii~ ler is to be con-
structed as part of the development of this CPU . the language characteristics shall be
defined under paragraph 3.2 flet a i l ed functional requirements.

3.1.1.1 Interface block dla~ram . The relation shi p of the CPU to other equipment/computer
programs with whic h It mus t interface sha ll be graphi ca lly portrayed in this paragraph.
This paragraph shall Incorporate , in suhparagraphs as appropriate , a functiona l block
diagram or equ 1valent representation of the interface requirements of the CPCI. The graphic
portrayal of the CPU shall be accompl ished to the level of detail necessary to i dentif y th e
functional Interfaces between the CPU and other i dentified equipment /computer programs.

3.4.1 Paragraph Structure.

This paragraph contains one more level of breakdown into subparagraphs than
necessary. An earlier version of the instructions included another subpara-
graph which was moved , at the time MIL—STD—483 was written , to its present
locat ion as 3.2.ii.2. Note that there are now two minor errors in the instruc-
t ions as written: (a) the requirement to identify Government—furnished
computer programs in paragraph 3.1 is now redundant wit h later instructions

• for’ paragra’.h 3.2.n.2; and (b) in the fourth sentence of the NOTE under
instructions for paragraph 3.1.1, “3.2.4.2” should read “3.2.n.2”.

The intent for paragraph 3.1 as a whole is now expressed completely in the
instructions for the first sub paragraph , 3.1.1. Hence , it is recomended
that the specification provide only the number and title for 3.1., Computer
Program I)efinition , followed immediately by the number and title for paragraph
3.1.1.

3.4.2 Interface Requirements — General

interfaces to be identified and defined in this paragraph are those with
systems and/or configurat ion items external to the given CPCI (i.e., external
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to the CPCI only , not necessarily to the system). Interfaces internal to the
CPCI are matters of computer program design, which will be: determined later ,
controlled by the responsible developer during the course of CPC1 development ,
and documonted eventually in the CPCI Part II specification.

The primary function of interface definitions, here, is to provide the devel-
oper with definitive information about all relevant characteristics of
equipment and other computer programs with which the giv~’n CPCI must be
designed to operate. Considered from the point of v iew of this specification ,
responsibilites are summarized as follows:

• The Government , not the developer, is responsible for ensuring that the
external items will prove to have those characteristics when the CPCI is
eventually put into operation.*

• The developer Is responsible for designing and developing the CPCI to be
fully compatible with all external items as defined.

The style of specifying interfaces is adapted accordingly. A statement at the
outset (in paragraph 3.1.1) that the developer shall design the CPCI to be
compatible with all interfaces defined in 3.1.1 and its subparagraphs is
sufficient to be directive on the developer. The Interface identifications
and definitions are then provided (in the subparagraphs) in descriptive terms,
representing declarations of intent on the part of the Government.

The instructions above for paragraph 3.1.1 provide for specifying interfaces
“either directly or by reference”. The use of references for specifying
interfaces should observe the following rules:

• Reference may be made internally to other portions of the Part I specifi—
cation itself. Specific practices for the use of internal reference,

*WJ th respect to each given CPCI, this principle holds even if the same
contractor is also responsible for an interfacing item. If the interfacing
item fails to meet a specified interface requirement, the contractor ’s
responsibility to the Government for that failure is a separate matter. In
principle, the given CPCI must meet the interface requirement defined in its
own specification , subject only to the resolution of problems via formal
processing of engineering change proposals (ECPs). When the Part I specifi—

• cations have been properly prepared, ECPs required to resolve interface
prob lems among items for which a given, single contractor is responsible
should normally be processed as compatibility changes (Code C; see MIL—STD--

• 480, paragraph 4.3.2.1.3).
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relat ing interface messages to inputs and outputs, are further discussed
in 3.8 below.

• Reference may bs made to other documents listed in Section 2 of the speci—
ficat ion. These other documents may include: specification s or other
descriptions of the interfacing items; the system and/or system segment
specification(s); and selected other references which should also normally
be cited in the latter (e.g., JCS standards for message formats).

• References to interface control drawings (ICDs ) should not be made. They
are not consistent with Air Force policy and are not advisable (see:
ref. 1, pp. 1—11 and 1—31; and ref. 10, pp. 78—80).

NOTE: It is reported that one or two current programs are finding need for
extensive uses of computer program ICDs during middle and late stages of the
development period. Information regarding the prospects for cost/schedule
success of those programs is not available. Together with the Air Force stan-
dards, this guide necessarily assumes that each P0 viii require properly—
prepared Part I specifications as a prerequisite to orderly management of
contract development . When that does not occur, however, more extensive use
of ICDs (and various other compensatory measures) may well be indicated, even
as a development proceeds into its later stages. As indicated, statements
made above are based on policy set forth in paragraphs 1—12 and 1—39 of
A7SCM/APLCM 375—7. A few key considerations relating to their meaning, intent ,
and validity are summarized briefly as follows:

• • ICDs are generated by an interface control working group (ICWG), during the
full—scale development phase, in the form of technical agreements among
interfacing contractors/agencies. Traditionally , the prominent concern
during that phase i~ with equipment interfaces which (a) have been def ined
functionally in Part I specifications at the outset of the phase and (b)
wist be defined precisely at the physical level as the development proceeds .

- :  The conventional requirement is that those physical interfaces be “final-
ized” not later than CDL Most such ICDs are later referenced in the CI

4 produc t specifications , together with other detail engineering drawings of
CI design and construction, Prior to PCA, they are controlled only by the
ICWG, not by the P0’s configuration control board (CCB).

When a program does not have a validation phase (which happens often), many
LCD. may be generated at the outset of full—scale development to complete
definitions of functional interfaces required in the system/system segment
and CI development specifications. Theoretically, those should be com-
pleted before CI preliminary design efforts are initiated. Practically ,
it is recognized that some may be delayed until approximately the time of
PDR (see paragraph 2—4,b,(1) of AFScM/APLCM 375—7). When completed, they
are incorporated into the system and CI development specifications, via
ECP, for control during development by the CCB.
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• All external interfaces of a CPCI are functional. Since they represent
essential, contractual requirements to govern computer program development ,
they must be incorporated into the CPCI Part I specifications. The CPCI

- 
- • Part II specification does not contain an interface requirements paragraph,

consistently with its as—built nature and absence of a contractual require-
ments role.

• It should be noted that AFScM/AFLcM 375—7 (in the paragraphs referenced above)
does not prohibit the preparation and use of computer program ICDs. It
requires only that, when interfaces have been documented initially on ICDs ,
their definitions be incorporated directly into the Part I specifications ,
rather than by reference to the lCD.. That requirement i. fully consistent
with the policy of promoting integrity of the Part I specification as an
entity in itself, avoiding duplication of requirements across a multiplicity
of baseline documents. It is also consistent with the fact that the most
prominent interfaces to be defined are message inputs and outputs. To the
degree that definitions of those inputs and outputs are ~~~ known and
incorporated into the Part I specification at the t ime it is placed on
contract, there is a corresponding absence of information for moat of the
specificat ion ’s required basic content.

3.4.3 Interface Identifications

- - The objective for paragraph 3.1.1.1 is to identify all configuration items
and/or external systems having functional interfaces with the given CPCI. A

• detailed definition for each interface identified here is then to be provided
in the next paragraph of the specification, 3.1.1.2 (see 3.5 below).

Computer programs tend to involve external relationships which are often
subject to question, in certain areas, regarding whether they in fact consti-
tute interfaces to be identified in accotdance with the requirements of this
paragraph in the CPCI Part I specification . The following comments address
a few of those “gray areas”.

a. The phrase “man—machine interface”, although meaningful in another con-
text, doss not imply that relationships to human operators are to be included
among interfaces identified here. In general, interface control is confined
to relationships among computer programs, equipment, and/or facilities—i.e.,
the inanimate parts of a system as a whole whose characteristics are created
by system designers/developers and documented in specifications. For com-
puter programs:

• Functional characteristics which affect the CPCI’s compatibility with
human operators are defined as integral parts of the requirements sped —
fied elsewhere in Section 3, primarily in paragraph 3.2 (see 3.12 below
for a further discussion of requirements for human performance).
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• In all cases, the man—machine relationships are mediated through operator
- console or other manual input and display equipment. Interfaces of the

CPCI with those equipment elements are significant interfaces to be
identified and defined in the subparagraphs under 3.1.

b, In a system program, CPCIs are involved in only the first two of the
four major classes of interfaces listed below; and both of those ar. always
applicable:“

~~~ Software/Software

~~ Software/Hardware

(N/A) Hardware/Hardware

(N/A) Hardware /Facilities

c. Although the general approach to specifying and controlling so f tware
interfaces is derived from hardware precedents, certain well—established
hardware concepts have also proved to be sources of confusion when applied
to software. Questions arise regarding: (1) the distinction between
“functional” and “physical” interfaces; (2) the related practice of devel-
oping interface definitions at lower levels (physical) during the course of
Cl development; together with (3) the practice of limiting interface iden-
tifications to interacting items which share a co on point or raglon of
physical contact. Suggested general approaches to hpndling those questions
are summarized in the following comments:

• All interfaces of a CPCI with both hardware and other software are
regarded as functional. They should be defined, in the Part I specif i-
cation (again, either directly or by reference; see 3.4.2 above), at a
level of detail which is sufficient for all purposes of (1) guiding or
constraining the CPCI developer and (2) maintaining interface control
during the life of the item.

• Interf aces to be defined and controlled for a CPCI are not limited to
direct interactions with other items in either space or time. From one
point of view, for example, an applications CPCI operating in a given
computer interfaces “directly” with only the given computer hardware and
other software operating at the same time in that computer. The computer
and its resident operating system or other utility software do represent
prominent interfaces to be identified in the Part I specification and
defined (normally by reference to existing documentation). However, the
significant operational functions of the CPCI are to receive and process
messages input from remote sources, and to generate messages for output
to remote destinations. Thus——for the specific purpose of identifying
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allocations of responsibility in the Part I spscificat ion——the role of
the CPCI may b. regarded as comparable to that of a mail—order question—
and—answer service, in that:

-—It interfaces directly with the mediating hardware and software (post
office) with respect to certain rout ine matters of format (like
addr.ss.s, bulk, rates , timing, and other rules for message transpor-
tation); but

—most importantly, it must be capable of responding to message content
in a manner which is directly compatible with the remote sources/desti-
nations (customers), involving matters for which th. mediating services
have neither the responsibility nor the capability to handle.

Hence, as summary rules: CPCI interfaces are identified with the computer
and other software operating in the same computer. They are also identified
with all other iteas*, both hardware and other software, which affect charac-
teristics of input or output messages in ways over which the computer and
its support software have no control. The latter typically include console
or other input and display capabilities, recording devices, communications
links, and other applications software operating in different computers.

3.4.4 Example

The content of this paragraph may be limited to the interface block diagram
called for explicitly in the instruction.. One example is illustrated in
Figure 6. A specific format for the diagram is not specified. However, it
should be noted that the “identification” is accomplished basically by

4 providing (a) the approved nomenclature of each interfacing item, together
with (b) a CI or other number(s) to designate the item precisely. If
abbreviated identifications are used in the diagram to conserve space, full
identifications (in the form of numbers and approved nomenclature) may be
provided either in a separate listing keyed to the diagram or in the next
paragraph, 3.1.1.2.

*Int.rf aces with items that are parts of another system should be identified
as interfaces with the other system, not with particular configuration items.
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Figure 6 . Sample of an Interface Mock Diagram for a Mission CPCI.

NOTE: This example is chosen to illustrate principles discussed in 3.2.3,c
above, indicating that:

• The given applications (mission) CPCI has direct interfaces with the
computer in which it operates, and with the resident software “operating
system” (O/S; shown as the Support Computer Program).

• All interactions of the CPCI with elements external to the computer are
mediated by the 0/S (as indicated by the surrounding dashed lines). •

• But effective interfaces exist between the given mission CPCI and other
items or systems external to the computer. Those must be identified and
defined, in the Part I specification, whenever the design and operation
of th. given CPCZ will affect, or be affected by, functional characteris-
tics of those external items or systems.
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3.5 PARAGRAPH 3.1.1.2, DETAILED INTERFACE DEFINITION

3.1 .1 .2 Detailed interface def inition. This paragiaph sha ll specif y, in subpa raqraphs as
appropriate, the functional relations)n p of the CPCI to interf ac i iig equipment and coe~ uter
programs. This information shafl be given in quant i ta t ive  terms w ith  tolerances where appli-
cable to the level of detail necessary to permit design of the CPCI . Functional interfaces

‘ 

shall specify the input/output requirements of the CPCI in terms of data rate, message
format, etc. In addition , this paragraph sha ll specify design requirements imposed upon
other equipment/computer programs as a result of the design of this CPCI (eg, operator con-
sole equipmen t, display characters , junction and distribut ion bo’~es. terminal boards , etc).

3.5.1 General

This paragraph should be organized into a set of major subparagraphs, each
corresponding to one of the other items/systems with which interfaces were
identified for this CPCI in the preceding paragraph 3.1.1.1. Suggested general
rules for specifying the detailed interface definitions are the following:

- - • The computer , its standard support (non—function al) software, and periph-
eral input/output equipment should normally consist of items which already
exist prior to the time that development of the given system CPCI is under-
taken, Those intsrf ace characteristics should be specified in the given
CPCI’a Part I specification by reference to the applicable documentation

• of each existing item. In these cases, the major burden of specifying
interfaces, here, is on precise identification of the individual items
and their documentation, with attention to specific type/model/version
designations where applicable.*

• If a given existing item is being modified as a part of this system program
• in such a way as to affect its interface with this CPCI, the details of that

aspect of the interface should be defined directly in this paragraph.

• Interfaces which consist of messages input to the given CPCI from external
sources, or output to external destinations, should be defined directly in

*Cqncurre nt development of separate CPCIs ex pected to have co mplex operat ing
tn tsrac t ions , in th. same computer (e.g., interacting applications functions;
applications vs. operating system and/or real—time maintenance/diagnostics),
is a situation to be avoided if possible. If such elements are assigned to
separate contractors, with concurrent phasing of their development during the
program, interfaces can easily become unmanageable. If assigned to one
contractor, they should normally be combined into a single CPCI.
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this paragraph or by reference to other parts of this CPCI specification
(see 3.8.2,b). The use of references to other documents, e.g., the system
specificat ion, is permitted , but should be held to a minimum (s.c also
3.4.2 above).

• Interf aces with other items being developed concurrently should be defined
at the time the specification is initially approved, as well as they are
known; and the nature of any details missing at that time should be
described, together with notations that those details are yet to be added
—e.g., in the form of “To Be Determined (TaD)” entries. Such TBDs should
be replaced by the required detail not later than preliminary design
review (PDR). See also the discussions of this point contained in AYSCM/
AFLCM 375—7 , paragraphs 2—4 ,b ,(1) and 2— 5 ,c ,(1).

3.5.2 Examples

As indicated above and further discussed in 3.8.2, message interfaces with
external items and systems are also inputs and outputs to the CPCI functions,
and the requirements for their detailed definitions are correspondingly
similar. For examples of the proper levels of information, see Figures 11
and 15 herein, The minimum information to be specified directly in this para-
graph should consist of: (a) identification of the message (within the major
subparagrap h for that extern al item/sys tem) ; and (b) reference to the specific
location of its detailed definition.

Th. following Figures 7 and 8 illustrate portions of the intert ace defini-
tions that might be provided for the CPCI’s interfaces with an operator
console. For an existing console not being modified under the given program,
this information should be specified by reference to the console documenta-
tion. It should normally be specified directly in this paragraph, as illus-
trated, if the console is being developed or modified concurrently with respect
to those manual entry and display features.
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3.1.1.2.7.2.1 In terceptor Pilot Slmul4tor (IPS) Console flanual Entry Ueviçe . The IP~ consolemanual data entry device consists of two (2) tdentical input keyboards, each with compatible
assemblies for central computer interfaces. The keyboards are located on each side of the Data
Display Console. Each keyboard , arranged as shown in Fiqure i.~i, contatns four (4) m odules:
INTERCEPTOR TRACK NUMt~tR; ACTION ; GIHERAL INPUT ; and ACTIVATE.

TRACK NUMbER Is entered by me?ans of six (ti ) independent sets of four (4) thumbwheels. Adjacent
to each set of th alibwheels is a selector pushbutton to indicate w hich thianbwheel Set is to be
read with the action. The GEN E RAL INPUT module cons ists of three (3) sets of ten (10) push-
buttons per set. They are used to enter ,imauerical information with the associated action. The
ACTION module contains a set of ten (10) pushbuttons for entry of the type of action desired.
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Fiqure 3.8. 1PS Console ~.eyt’nard - lodule Layout .

3.Ll.2.7.L.2. IPS Console Input Message. When the ACTIVAT E pushbutton is depressed , the con-
tent of the four (4) thimibwheels of the selected TRACk NUMUIR module , the three (3) pushbuttons
of the GENERAL INPUT module , and the depressed pushbutton in the ACT ION module are assembled
and transferred to the centra l computer , as an interrupt message, in the following forma t :

THUMB THUN8 TIWMB THUMB ACTI ON GI GI B!
WHEEL WHEEL WHEEL WHEEL MODULE MODULE t-IOUUL L NODULE
NO. 1 NO. 2 NO. 3 NO . 4 ~h). 1 NO. 2 ~O. 3

1 2.6 7-12 13-18 19—24 2.5-30 31-36 17-42 43-48

F tgu~e •~~. S~~ M~ ’i~~i:. F~’.~ s•y Devi~-e ~~~.; ~- : .  • t~ ~~~~~~ ~~.

49

•4_ . 
—— - -

- —.-.-—.-.- •

_ _ _  



_ _ _  _ _

U •

3.1.1 .2.7.1 Situation Display s. Functional relationships of the Mission CPCI to the Situation
Display hardware elements, [ncFuding interactions with the Operating ~ystein CPC I whic h affect
this interface, are outlined in Figure 3.10. The fi gure depicts the information flow , I/O con-
trol , and Mission CPCI detailed interface requirements associated with generating and presenting
the Situation Display information .

3.1.1.2.7.1.1 Functional Description. The Mission CPCi shall: (a) generate Situdtion Display
information , utilizing stored mitis sion data; (b) structure display messages; and Cc) determine
the routing of the display messages through the hardware elements , in accordance with the
di splay specification data specified in 3.1.1.2.7.1.4 below. The Operating System CPCI accom-
plishes the physical transfer of the Mission CPCI display messages to the Display Drum System
as specified by the Mission CPCI in the I/O Request Message. The Drum Controller routes the
d isplay messages to their assigned Display Drum channels. The Disp lay Drum transfers all dis-
IlAv ~~~tc isjj,g ~-fre~P~~he CRT Disp1ay5. The rout1n~~gf iniiividuaI disol~~jii~~sages to the

3.1.1.2.7.1.2 1/0 Request Message. The Mission CPCI shafl qenerate Request Messages for Dis-
play Drum outputs , eac~h consist liig of three (3) words, that provide Instructions to the
Operating System CPCI for tne physical transfer of display messages to each of the eleven (11)
Display Drum channels. These messages shall contain the info rmation defined below:

WORD BIT LOCATION CONTENT
1— 18 First Word Location - Core Memory address of the first display

word to be transferred.
__________ 

19—28 The number of display words to be transferred to Display Drum
Channel Number_I— ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ —
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Figure 3.10. Situation Displ ay Interface Diagram.

3.1.1.2.7.1.3 Di splay Messages. Mission CPCI-generated displ ay messages, consist ing of one or
more displ ay words (one word is required for each character to be displayed), shall provide the
coded Instructions necessary to drive the CR1 Display System equipments. A standa rd display
word formit shall be used which shall contain the follow i ng information:

BIT LOCATION CONTENT
1—3 Cl-Display Character Set First Octal Digit
4-6 C2-Display Character Set Second Octa l Digit
7—1 6 tX-POS - Displ ay Coordinate X Component

17-26 tY-POS - Display Coordinate V Component

Fig . a 3. ~~~~~~
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3.1.1.2.7.1.4 DIsplay Specification Data. The Mission CPCI shall generate Situation Display
messages in acco~dance with the following display requirements:

a. Display Character Set. Ch4ractei’ codes for the Cl and C2 elements of the standard
display word shall be derived utilizing the Display Character Set matrix illustrated in Figure
3.11 .

FIR ST OCTAL DIGIT
- f~ I —O I L....~~..... 

~ ~ 6 7

1 ~) A J  J R U Z
-

-

4 H H U ~~~~
-

~~~~ 1~~~~~~~~ E ~-\N V 7
s_
v 

- - 
1

_iiIE~~~Ii~~IFigure 3.11. Display Character Set

b. D1~p1a~ Routing. Category values for the A and B elements of the standard displ ay shall
be derived utilizing Display Routing Category Assignments in accordance with Table XVI.

Table XVI . Display Rou ti ng Category Assignments.

Category Value

Category No. Bits 39-42 Bits 44-48
Category Name (Switch No.) of the of the

(Decima l ) D i s p lay Message Disp l ay Message
(Octal) (Octal)

Spare 1 03 XX

Interceptors 2 04 XX

Hostile Class 3 U 05

Friendly Class Tracks 4 VY 06

Tentative Track Reports 5 U 07

Forwardtold Tracks 6 YY 01

Exercise Data 7 YY 02

Exercise Tracks 8 ‘(V 03

~~~~ 1~ned to S~~~ ~~~~~ _ ---
~~~~~ --~~~~~~~~~~~~ 04

Figure 8 (con~. ’d). Samp le Disp lay ,‘.e~ !i - e Data.
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3.6 PARAGRAPH 3.2 , DETAIL I~I) FUNCTIONAL REQUIREMENTS

3.2 DetaIled functional req~irements. This paragraph shall specif y, in subparagraph~defined below, the functional requirements of the CPCI. Requirements shall be stated in
quantitative terms, with tolerances where applicable . Genera l and descri ptive material may
be Inc l uded in basic p~ragraph 3.2, wh Ich shall incorporate , either directl y or by reference,
a functional bloc k diagram or equivalent representation of the CPCI. The graphic portrayal
shall be accomplished to the level of detail necessary to illustrate the functional operation
of the CPCI , the relationships between these functions , and the relation shi - between the
functions and other idttntified system/equipment functions . This diagram is not intended to
be restrictive on computer program deta il design. Requirements .for separatel y identified
CPCI functions shall be described In subsequent paragraphs as appropriate. A subparagraph
shall be included for each operational function , plus speci al function s such as sequencing
contro l , displays, error detection and recovery, input and output contro l , real time diag-
nostics, operational data recording, etc. The descriptions of these CPC1 functional require-
ments shall include the relative sequencing, period icies , options , and other i mp ortdit
relationships of each as appropriate . Paragraphs 3.2 x  and subparagraphs shall be repe~itedfor each function above.

3.6.1 G.neral

The important objective for this basic paragraph, 3.2, is to provide an
integrated and informative description of the CPCI in terms of its major
operational functions. Its purpose is to describe the scope of functions to
be performed by the CPCI as a whole, and to explain the sequencing and
interrelationships among the major functions for which detailed input,
processing, and output requirements are set forth in the ensuing structure
of subparagraph..

a’

The major functions described here should typically correspond with, or be
directly traceable to, functions described in the system specification which
were allocated to this CPCI. Relationships with other systems/equipment to be
included in the description, in accordance with the above instructions, should
also correspond with interfaces identified in the system/system segment speci-
fication. - -

Note the instruction to incorporate a functional block diagram or equivalent
representation of the CPCI functions and their interrelationships in a manner
which “is not intended to be restrictive on computer program detail design”.
For a complex set of operational requirements, each major function will
normally be expanded into its subfunctions and then into successively lower—
level subfunctions as may be necessary to arrive at a comprehensive and
definitive set of performance requirements for the CPCI. However, the
resulting hierarchy of functions does not dictate a corresponding structural
organization of the CPC1. Computer program designers , later , will normally
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create some computer program component s (CPCs) or module. to perform control
or support functions not exp licitly s pecified , or to perform csrtain process-
ing operations which may be comeon among several of the functio ne/sub f unc—
tions defined in the Part I speci fication . Thus , a desc ription of the manner
in which functions delineated in this paragraph are allocated to CPCs is a
prominent part of the CPCI d.sign to be examined at preliminary design review
(PDLt) and later incorporated into the CPCI’ a Part II sp ecification (cf . instruc-
tion s in paragrap h 60.5.3.1 of MIL—STD—483 for this Part Il—leve l description ).

3. 6 .2 Exampie

Figu re 9 illustrates a type of functional block diagram which has proved to
be very useful both in the analysis leading to a Part I specificat ion and
to support the type of description called for in this paragraph. Some of the
points of information depicted in the diagram are explained in the notes
below.

• Major functions allocated to the mission CPCI are identified in the
central blocks (stairstep arrangement) of the diagram. In addition,
the diagram as a whole shows how thos. functions relate (a) to other
software and hardware elements of the system , (b) to external systems,
and (c) to each other.

• Solie lines with arrows are used in this diagram to indicate information
flow from or to one o~ more CPCI functions and external elements. For
example:

——Incoming radar data are input to the Air Surveillance Function, via
comeunicationa link.

—Manual inputs may be entered into any major function via the Keyboard
Entry Device.

——Outputs to Interceptors, via coimsunicatione, are generated by the
Weapons Control Function.

——Six of the major functions generate elements of displays for routing
to the Display Device . - 

-

• Dashed lines with arrow s indicate that , in this example , each major func—
t ion generates outputs which are used by other functions , and vice versa. - 

-

• For purposes of this paragraph , the acco mpanying narrativ e should
describ , those major functions and their interrelat ionships , identifying
the nature of external inputs and required outputs. Obviously, the tel.—
tions hips must be consistent with interface , input , and output identif ice—
t ions provided elsewhere , notably in paragraphs 3.1.1, 3.2 .x. l , nd
3.2.x .3.
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J. Detailed FunctIonal Retiuirements. The Miss ion Computer Program (MCI’) wi ll perform auto-
mated process ing requi red at each~~ector Contro l Center (SCC) of the 4XXL System to support the
operational air defense functions defined for each ~Ci in the S~’stem Specification . 4XX1-3e-O1A.
Requirements are defined herein for the MCI’ to perfonil seven (1) major functions depicted in
Figure 3.2. 1 and described below . Of those, fIve (5) consist of the prima ry mission functions
of: Air Surveillance , Target Identification , Weapons Direction . Wea pons Contro l , and Sector
Coasiand. T~~ additional functions of Simulation and Recording are defined which w i ll enable
MCP to operate In the system exercisina mode, in conjunction with the [xerc i se and Data Reduc-
tion CPUs, without disrupting Its processing of live environment data.

As Instilled at each CC , the MCI’ w i l l be adapted to operate in the env i ronmen t peculiar to that
SCC. The adaptation will consist of: (a) fixed data pertaining to qeoqraphical positions , air
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3.7 PARAGRAPH 3 2.x, FUNCTION X

[ 3.2.X Function X The basic paragraph for each function shall begin with descriptive and
Introductory material which defines the function and its relationship to other functions.
Then , the following three subparagraphs shall spec i fy the quantitative requirements concern-
ing the function .

Like the preceding basic paragraph 3.2, this basic paragraph for each major
function calls for an informative description of the function in terms of
its component functions (subfunctiona) and their processing interrelationships.
Together with the preceding description of the CPCI as a whole, the purpose of
this description is to clarify relationships which account for, but may be less
readily apparent in, much of the subsequent detail specified for lower—level
functions.

Figure 10 illustrates how a functional block diagram similar to, and related
to, that shown previously in Figure 9 can also be U8ed to support the descrip-
tion at this next level.

It may be noted that paragraph numbers shown in Figure 10 (at the top of each
function block) do not correspond with the breakdown into inputs/processing/
outputs paragraphs (paragraphs 3.2.x.112/3) described in the general instruc-
tions. In the specification from which this example is drawn, that breakdown
occurred at the next—lower level , resulting in those paragraphs having numbers
of the form, 3.2.x.y.1/2/3. For example, inputs and outputs for the Radar
Processing function are specified in paragrap hs 3.2.2.1.1 and 3.2.2.1.3,
respectively; and functions at still lower levels are identified in further
subparagraph. and sub—subparagraph. under the processing paragraph, 3.2.2.1.2.
Those aspects of the specification structure should be determined by the
functional comp lexity of the given CPCI.
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3.2.2 Mr Surveillance Function. The Air Surveillance function encompasses the four major
functions of Radar Input Processing, Target Track ing, Track Tel l ing , and the Surveillance
Display. Figure 3.2.2.1 depIcts these functions and the general nature of their processing
Interactions with other functions both Internal and external to Ai r Surveillance. Detailed
requirements for Inputs, process ing, and outputs are specified In a major subparagraph herein
corresponding to each of those functions , as identified in Figure 3.2.2.1.

Requirements specified for the Radar Inputs function Include requirements for coordinate
conversions, editing of radar data for l egality of formats and ranges of values, correlat ion
of radar data from mul tipl e sensors, and the generation of target position data for use In

1.2 1

SIMULAT I ON ____________________

INTNRFAC I NG SYST kI4 FU NCT ION
I IIrI’1S}’A~~INI ;  S U S 1 U ~~

j I~UANi H AS S*MVFILANCE RJIICI1IN .1 .1
MALIA N 

IIARC)I

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

~~~~~~~ _

E~} { :j ~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
_ _  _I~~l ~ ni- ~~ L L 

II  r i

i H - -
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- -_______ 1
1.10 151’

E ~~ H ;~-~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~ S~~~~ I 8\~ .~~~~~~ I
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i~~~~~ 

I N  I S

F N f l  FINA L ZNTIIRNAL 

I N I - ’ IIMAT F iN 1 11W INI ’ O)U4ATION I L ~~FW

Figure 3.2.2.1. AIr Surveillance Function ; First—Level Functional Flow .

Figure 10. Sample Expansion of a CPCI Major Funct ion ,
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3.8 PARAGRAPH 3.2.z.l, INPUTS

3.2.x.l Inputs. Thi s paragraph shall specify either directly or by reference to another
part of this specification the source(s) and type(s) of input information associated with a
function of the CPCI . This shall include a description of the information , its source(s)
and, in quantitative terms, units of measure, limi ts and/or ranges of units of measures,
accuracy/precision requirements , and frequency of input information arri val.

(Reconiiiended Entry for CDRL Backup Instructions)
3.2.x.l Inputs. Add the following two sentences : “Inputs received from other functions ,
which are wholTy internal to th is CPCI , shall be specified at a level of detail which is
appropriate to clari fy those functional relationships. Such inputs are not subject to
fo rma l qualification. ”

3.8.1 General

The emphasis in this paragraph is on providing complete information about
inputs to the function, including all relevant detail which will be needed
as a basis for CPCI design and coding. The requirement is to identify each
input, and to provide for each: identification of its source; a name; a
precise definition of the item; and all applicable information pertaining to
units of measure, range of possible values, frequency/timing, and accuracy.
For non—quantitative inputs, the definition must contain a listing of the
possible states of the variable.

Definitions of inputs may be made in prose and tabular form as best fits the
nature and quantity of input data for the given function. Information should
be grouped into subparagraphs on a meaningful basis. Paragraph/subparagraph
numbers and letters , together with input names, should be organized in such
a way that each individual input can be identified without ambiguity.

The process of gathering and organizing detailed information about inputs is
an essential part of analyses performed prior to and during preparation of
the CPCI development specification. This paragraph is the place where that
information is recorded and controlled for the life of the CPCI. The infor-
mation should be specified in meticulous detail, taking into account certain
qualifications and points of emphasis noted below.

3.8.2 Notes

a. Role of Inputs as Requirements. As one part of the specification, the
role of information specified in the inputs paragraphs for CPCI functions

- I tends to be similar to that of interface information, in that: the developer

- -- ,— -— —— - .—~~~~~~~~~~~~~ .- — ~~ . - A



is constrained to design the CPCI to utilize and be compatible with the
inputs as defined, but he may have limited or no responsibility (depending on
the source) for ensuring that the inputs will prove to have those specified
characteristics when the system is put into operation. This consideration
affec ts (1) the manner in which “requirements” contained in the inputs para-
graph are phrased and (2) the subsequent handling of those requirements during
the test program:

• The words “shall” and “will” are both used, appropriately to the actual
F intent ; note the phrasing of sample statements illustrated in Figure 11

below. Usually, the appropriate orientation is that: inputs having the
specified characteristics will be provided (to the given function devel—
oper); and the developer shall design the CPCI to utilize those inputs
as specified.

• All specified inputs should be verified during the qualificat ion process
when feasible (see Note c below). However, failures of certain inputs to
have their specified characteristics do not necessaril y imply failure of
the given CPCI to fully qualify.

b. Specification by Internal Reference. The use of specification by refer-
ence requires the use of coordinated rules affecting other parts of the
specificat ion, considering that each input will be identified elsewhere as
also being either: an interface; an element of the data base; or the output
of another function. One useful device is to organize major portions of the
data into separate appendices , providing (as examples):

• One common appendix containing detailed definitions of all messages——i.e.,
messages either received by the given CPCI from an external source or
transmitted from the CPCI to an external destination (external to the CPCI ,
not necessarily to the system). Definitions contained in the common appen-
dix are then referenced under appropriate subparagraph. of the interface
paragraph (3.1.1.2) and of each affected paragraph concerned with function
inputs (3.2.x.l) and outputs (3.2.x.3).

• Another common appendix containing detailed definitions of data base items,
which is referenced in its entirety under the data base paragraph (3.3)
and appropriately for individual items in the input paragrap hs of func tions
utilizing the data base as a source.

c. Inputs From Other Internal Functions. Special problems have been encoun—
tered with those inputs and outputs which are peculiar to relation , among
functions, as distinguished from inputs/outputs which are either external or
associated with a fixed data base. For a variety of reasons , it is inten-
tionally not required that the CPCI be structured into components (CPCs) which
correspond one— to—one with functions specified at the Part I level. Thus,
during th. subsequent process of computer program preliminary design, the
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~~~~~~designers are free to allocate the functions defined in the Part I specifi—

cation to some different number of CPCa. As a result, many inter—CPC
relationships will exist which do not correspond with inter—function
relationships defined in tha Part I; and, some of the specified input/output
relations peculiar to functions may be handled internally to individual CPCa.

However, those implications are not explicitly recognized in the MIL—STD—483
instructions for this paragraph of the specification, as written. Hence, a
set of CDRL backup instructions similar to that illustrated above is gener-
ally applicable. Recommended rules for handling that class of inputs/outputs
in preparing the specification are:

• Define the characteristics of the item(s) in the output paragraph
(3.2.x.3) of the producing function, in sufficient detail to clarify
the functional relationship and intent .

• In the input paragraph (3.2.x.l) of the receiving function, identify
the producing function as the source and specify the item by reference
in that paragraph (3.2.x.3).

• Where the possibility exists that specified input/output relations
between internal functions may be altered or lost in the process of
computer program design, ensure that the references to those inputs
and outputs are properly handled in preparing the Verification Cross
Reference Index for Section 4, Quality Assurance Provisions. Generally,
the entry “N/A” is appropriate for such inputs and outputs.

3.8.3 Examples

Illustrative data shown In Figure 11 are adapted from a specification which
contained complete definitions of inputs directly in the input paragraph.
The examples illustrate (a) how all inputs to the function may be identified,
and (b) the levels at which complete definitions are provided for a few of
the identified inputs.

As noted above, it is often preferable to make use of references to other
parts of the specification. Efficient organization of the various elements
of data comprising inputs, outputs, data base, and message interfaces is
particularly important when the total volume of data is large. From the point
of view of this paragraph (3.2.x.l), the detailed definitions of all inputs
can be specified by reference. However, referencing applies only to detailed
definitions. Information to be provided directly in this paragraph should - -

normally consist , at a minimum, of a listing (or table) of all inputs to the
given function, including for each input :

• Name of the input.

• Source of the input.

• Reference to the specific location of its detailed definition.
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3 . 2.3.1 Sourct and Type of Inputs . To p e r f o r m  tnt’ 1a t a  Irans fer funct ion , the MUICI sha l l be designed to
accept and~~rocess inputs that are listed in Table IV •nd defined in subsenuent paragraphs.

Tahlp IV. S~srsnarv of Input Sources and Types.

TYPE OF INP UT SOURC E UN I TS L I M ITS

Zulu lime Manual Hours ft .23 24 Uour~ 1 Second Puru~q Startup
Inputs Minut,’~ 1)- 5)

Seconds ~‘ 59

TADI L R TO Messages TACC ~~~~~~ to 3.2.3. 1.2 ~i~ximiin of 29 messages
____________________ per second

Equipment Manual
Assi gnments: Inputs

I/O channel /11 Channels 1 3  • None N/A During Startup
ass ignments /
Disp lay channel ,~

‘ Display S-9, ~~nc N/A During Startup
assignments Channels -

Te le t ype Te letype 0-4. None N/A During Startup
a s s i g n m e n t s  N i.anbers

~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~~~~1~l thr~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

3.2.3.1.2 TADIL R 10 i.-lessages. The ‘II lICP shal l he cap.tbI ~- of accepting dnd processing TO messages inputf rom TA C C at rate s up to 2~ niessa’~es per second. Lach message c o n s is t s  of 3 words having the core forn~~tand content illustra ted in Figure b below. isp la nations , u n i t s , ac - i r ac y ~ precis ion , and/or logical
values of the niess aqe data content are prov ided in Table V .

611 POSITION
WORD 23J 22 21J 20 19J lBj 17j 16J 151 141 131 12( Ii [ 101 9 f 8f 7 t~ 5 4 3 J 2 1 0

1 LABEL TRACK NUMBER ACTION S P

— - - -------- -_— _ - _—.--4_— - f—-~ I 4 ~~~~4 F 1 4 4 4
2 TRACK S COORDINATE VAL iDITY COPE (1) QUAL ITY

I I I )  I I  I-

3 TRACK Y COORDINATE VAL IDITY CODE ( 2 )  I E C P

Figure 6. TADIL R TO Message i~ormat and Content.

Table V. TADIL R TO Data (x p lana tw ns  and Characteristics.

UN ITS , l I MITS ,
DATA TITLE EXPLANATION ACCURACY , PRECISION .____J
~

_____ ___ ____________________________________________________________ OR LOGICAL VALUES

LABEL A nianber assigned to each TADIL R message to ident ify the type 10002of message. (equ al to lOs)

TRACK NUMBER The reference inanber used to associate information and dlrec- 12 bits
tions with a particular track. (equal to 10008)

ACTION Indicates either (a )  the type of action to he carried out by 0 — Drop track
the recipient or (b) action taken by the orIginator . 1 - Change track ni.miber

2 - Forward-told to MTDS
3..7 - Reserved

TRACK The position of the track in and Y coordinates relative to LIMITS: tSl l 3/4 data
COORDINATES th conmon coordinate system center and oriented to grid miles for each coordi-

North from the coordinate center. V and V coordinates are nate . nega ti ve va l ues
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~s~~~~~~~—

Figure ‘1. S~iepl.e Iden 
f4~~~-’ tons -~n4 Defint” tot-is .~s :  - ‘ p . s .
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3.9 PARAGRAPH 3.2.x.2 , PROCESSIN G

3.2.X.2 Processing. This paragraph shall provide a textua l and mathematica l desCription of
each of the processing requirements of each function. Presentation of the mathematical
descriptions under each function shall Include:
a. Purpose — This area shall describe the exact intent of the mathematica 1 operation(s).
This involves a definition of the specific Input and output parameters and the processing
requl red.
b. Approach * This area shal l contain a textual description of each mathematical operation
specified. The accompany ing narrative shall Identify accuracies required, sequence and
timing of events , and relevant restrictions or limitations. Deri ved equations shall be shownr with appropriate mathematical and contro l symbols adequately defined.

3.9.1 General

The purpose of information in this paragraph is to define all of the rules
by which inputs to the given function (specified in 3.2.x.l) are transformed
into its required outputs (specified in 3.2.x.3). Although not amplified in
the above instructions, all processing operations must be specified, whether
or not they are normally regarded as mathematical computat ions. For example ,
they may include requirements to:

• Edit inputs for legality, and to generate specified output messages when
inputs are rejected (see 3.12.2).

• Perform routine retrieval , sorting, summarizing, correlating , and/or
routing of data.

• Perform complex modeling, evaluation, prediction, or any other data
transformations required to produce the necessary outputs.

3.9.2 Notes

a. Relations to Input/Output Paragraphs. In the course of defining process-
ing operations, this paragraph necessarily identifies the individual inputs
and outputs, or groups of those, which are specified in the preceding and
following paragraphs, respectively. However, the specific function of those
other paragraphs is to provide separately—organized listings of all inputs
and outputs associated with the given function, together with the detailed
definition of each item. Thus, this paragraph need not define those same
detailed characteristics of each item, redundantly, in the course of speci-
fying the processing operations.
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b. Equations vs. Algorithms. Many processing operations are properly speci-
fied by means of mathematical formulas or transformation equations, together
with definitions of their symools and terms. The term “algorithm” normally
refers to a particular procedure and sequence of operations through which a
given set of computations is performed. An equation , for example , might be
solved by using any one of several alternative algorithms. Considered in
that light, the use of algorithms to specify processing operations in this
paragraph should generally be avoided. They specify design, in effect , and
have proved frequently to be in conflict with required CPCI performance. It
is particularly important that the content of this paragraph emphasize what
processing is to be accomplished, in accordance with specified performance

- 

- 

criteria (e.g., of speed, timing, volumes, priorities, end—result accuracies),
as opposed to how the data manipulation s are to be carried out .

c. Derivations. Note that the “derived equations~
’ are to be specified, not

their derivations as such. As a general rule, derivations (or other documen—
tatlon of system engineering analyses leading to the Part I specification)
are not proper content for the body of this specification. See 3.25 herein
for a further discussion of derivations and alternate methods.

3 9.3 Examples

Processing operations may be specified in the form of narratives, equations,
tables, graphic aids, or combinations of those as appropriate to the type of
function being described. Figures 12 and 13 illustrate samples for only two
of the many different forms of presentation and varieties of functions to be
encountered.

Figure 12 is a sample of requirements specified for a portion of the calcula-
tions involved in scoring air intercept exercises, in a flight simulation
facility.

Figure 13 ii a (modified) sample of switch action processing requirements for
an air defense operational computer program. The two tables of switch action
lists.4fsown at the bottom of this figure are drawn from similar tables which
were organized, in the actual specification, into a separate, 200—page
volume.
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3.2.9.2.3.4.2 Elevation check. The target shal l be cons i dered with in the vertical gimbal limits if

the elevation of the target w Ith respect to the manned Interceptor (as) i s less than , or equal to.
the Interceptor’s radar gimbal limits in elevation (meg). The angle  

~eg 1’eu if the target is above
the Interceptor and • if the  target is below the Interceptor (see Figure 2a).

The angle m8 sha l l  be calculated as follows :

—i I — Zr
0~ • _______

where:
- Altit ude of the Interceptor
• Altitude of the Target

The absolute value of 21 - Z
~ 

is used since the Target can be on either side of the horizontal plane

of the Interceptor (the center line of the radar voliane). -

The determination of the value used for shall be as follows:

a. If the Interceptor is above the Target (i .e., Z j — Z~ is positive), Interceptor ’s

lower gimbal limit (aed) w i l l be used.

b. If the Interceptor is below the target (i.e.. Z1 - ~ is negative), the Intercep to r’s
upper gimbal limit (c.~~) wi l l  be used .

If the Target passes the range and elevation checks , the Targ et~’s position shall be translated (to the

X~~. V 1 axes ) and rotated (to the X2, Y~ axes) so that the Interceptor ’s position and heading are the
reference instead of the AN/GVK-19 grid center and true north. The dete rm i nat ion of the Target’s
position relative to the manned Interceptor shall be computed as fo l lows :

— COn — y1 810

y 2 — am + V 1 cos

where:
• Interceptor heading (true) measured in the X ,Y ax i s system

z , y~ The Interceptor to Target coordinates computed in 3.2.9.2.3.4.1

2 Ax is ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~ ert ica1

1
~~~~~~~j i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

mba1 1imits) - -

1n1 ?eptor ° 2 J a~~

Vertical

AN/GVK-19 (outside gimbal limit?)—~. ~~~ ~~~

Figure 2a. Elevation Check .

3.2.9.2.3.4.3 Front plane check. The target shall be considered In front of the manned Interceptor
If the Y2 position is greater than zero , as illustrated by Target 3 in  F igure  3 (Target 4 does not

Figure 12. Sample of Processing Requirements for an Umpiring Function.
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3 .2. 1 .2 .4 Sw i tch Acti on hiate Processing . The Mission Computer Program (MCP) shall process
Switch Act ion inputs from the Track t4anageinent Console in accordance w i t h  the criteria defined
for each Action List in the following subparagraphs . For purposes of thi s specificat ion , a
Switch Action is defined as a single data input i tem , such as Track Number , Power Level , etc.;
a grouping of Switch Actions which defines a processing requirement for the MCI’ shall be terme d
an Action list. Prior t~iJ acceptance of Switch Action inputs for further processing, ~CF~ shall
check all such inputs for compliance with (a) alphanumer ic format/content specified for in ilvI -
dual Switch Action inputs in 3.2.1.1 and (b) restrictions applicable to each Action List for
which processing is specified in the suhparaqr aphs herein.

a. Console Input Feedback Display . The alphanumer ic characters corresponding to each Switch
Aetfon shall be displayed on this display in the forma t specified in 3.2.1.3.27. With the
exception of Trick Number, all indiv idua l SwitCh Actions shell be displayed in  the order
of their insertion. Feedback delay for each Switch Action shall not exi.eed (1.2 seconds.

(1) Each Action List, whether legal or illegal for the given Unique Track Action
Identifier , shall be disp layed until a new Action List is initiated.

(2) When the inserted Action List is legal in its entIrety, and MCP i nit i att ~s the
ordered processing on a designated Track , the Track Number shall he output to
complete the specified content of this display.

b. ILEG and Alarm 3. The insertion of any illegal element in a track Action list, or the
failure to insert a required element , shall (1) cause the action to be rejected for
further processing of the ordered action , (2) activate the Ille gal Switch Act ion (11(G)
display , and (3) activate the (audible) Alarm 3. The ILIG disp lay shall continue unt il
a new Action List is initiated. MCP shall clear Alarm 3 after 3(’l) seconds.

3,2.1.2.4.1 Assign/Reassi gn Tracks. This Action List is employed by the Track I-tanager to
assign control ot a specified track to a specified Weapons Director (wn).

DATA INPUT RESTRICT iONS PROCESSINC.

1. Track Number (dddd) 1. The Track Ntanber must be 1 . The specified track shall
one assigned to an existing be assigned to the specified

2. WI) Designator (WDl-WD4 ) track. WI) for processing of all WI)
act ions specified in

3. Action List identifier 3.2.2.2 .6.

2. Any prev ious assignment
of the track shall be de—
assigned .

3. Assignment/Reassignment
displays shall be forced to
the affected WI) consoles.

3.2.1.2.4.2 Assign SIF. This Act ion List is employed by the Track Manager to assi gn the
indicated SIF Mode and Code to a specified track .

DATA INPUT RESTRIC TIOi S PROCESSING

1. Track Number (dddd) 1. The Track Number must be 1 . The specified SIF Mode
one assigned to an existing and SIF Code shall be assigned

2. SIF Code Mode (1 ,2,or 3) track , to the indicated track .

3. SIF Code (0000 - told-in 
trac k must not be a

4. Action L ist Identifier 3. the t rack  must not be in
orocess of being dropoed.

Figure 1.3. Sample Specifi cat ion of Switch Action Processing.
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3.10 PARAGRAPH 3.2.x.3, OUTPUT S

3.2.X . 3 0u~puts. This paragraph shall specify, either directly or by reference to another
part of this specification , the destination(s) and type(s) of output info rmation associated
with a function of the CPCI as a result of the processing described in paragraph 3.2.2. This
shall Include a description of the informat ion~ it s  dest inat icn (s) .  and, in quantitative
terms, units of measure, accuracy/precision requirements , frequency of output information ,
etc , whe re applicable.

3.10.1 General

As viewed by the intended CPCI user, outputs can constitute the most visible
and important port-ions of a Part I specification. Once the CPCI is developed ,
outputs and their characteristics tend to be the focal criteria for evaluating
its performance , both during formal test and later operations. Hence, the
analysis and documentation of precise requirements for outpute should be
matters of initial and continuing emphasis throughout the course of developing
the Part I specification.

Outputs for the given function may be specified directly in this paragraph or
by reference to another part of the specification , as Indicated in the instruc-
tions. Unlike inputs or Interfaces with existing external items, outputs
should rarely if ever be specified by reference to other applicable documents.
The use of internal references for the detailed output definitions , however ,
may often be justified by considerations of efficient data organization and
specification maintenance , as for inputs (see 3.8 above). Again, the minimum
information to be provided directly in this paragraph for each function should
consist of a listing of the function outputs , identifying for each:

• Name of the output.

• Destination of the output .

• Reference to the specific location of its detailed definition.

Detailed and precise definitions of output characteristics are generally
mandatory and indispensable for outputs extetnal to the CPCI. There is
normally less need to provide the same degree of precise detail in defining
outputs to other functions internal to the CPCI, for reasons discussed earlier
in 3.8.2. However, those internal outputs should also be identified here, in
the minimum manner described above, since they constitute essential links in
tra:ing the flow of information across functions. For that purpose, such an
output can often be defined adequately by reference to the portion of the
processing paragraph (3.2.x.2) which describes how it is generated.
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3.10.2 Examples

Figure 14 provides an example of the minimum listing of outputs which
should appear directly in this paragraph for each function. In this partic-
ular example, it happens that all of the detailed definitions are specified
by reference , rather than in the listing itself; some of the references are
to an appendix (for message formats) and some to subparagraphs of this para-
graph.

Samples of the detailed definitions for two of the outputs, marked as “A”
and “B” in the figure , are reproduced in Figures 15 and 16 $ respectively.

3.2.4.3 Outputs. In performing the Track Data Transfer Function , the Interface Computer Program
(ICP) shall produce outputs listed in Table XIII and defined in paragraphs referenced therein.

Table XIII . Destinations and Types of Outputs.

TYPE OF OUTPUT 1 DEST i NATI ON UNITS f LIMITS 
j 

ACCURACY FREQUENCY

TADIL E messages NATS Max. 33 messages per - 
- 

-

M2 Refer to 40.3.4.3.1 second
M3 Refer to 40.3.4.3.2

TADIL E messages TACC Every 20(t4) seconds
Refer to 40.3.4.3.3

M9 Refer to 40.3.4.3.4

92-bit MO mes- NATS Max. 18 messages per
sages; Position Refer to 40.3.6.3.1 second

Veloc i ty Refer to 40.3.6.3.2

10 recording Simulation Real time , see 3 . 2 .4 . 3. 1  Max. every 2 seconds
request and Mon-real time , see 3.2.4.3.2

Record i ng

Track situation Display Refer to 3.2.4.3.3 Refer to 3.2.4.2.11
display console

Attention situ- Display Refer to 3.2.4.3.4 Refer to 3.2.4.2.11
atlon display console

Console alarms Display Refer to 3.2.4.3.5 Refer to 3.2.4.2.2
console

Figure 14 . Sample Table of Outputs for a Function.
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40.3. 4 .3. 1 TAD IL I Messages , M2 . The ICP sha ll output N? lADlE L messages to NAIS in the forma t spec if ied
in Figure 19 below. Content of the messages shall comply w i t h  def initions . I i m i t ~ , prec ision , and log i ca l
values listed in  Tab le  ~~~~

Wo RD _____________________________ 

BiT POSITION

________ 

2 3 1 22 1 21  2 01  19! 181 1 7 1 16 1 15! 14! 13 ! 12 11 10! ~~l 8  1 6 5 4 I 3 I 2 1 0

TRACK NU MB E R LA B IL h E IG HT

M~~~~~’ ~~ t t I _ —_—_ 1
~~~~~t~— t  I t i  ‘ L I I I I

2 VELOCITY - VELOCITY - V QIJ AU T Y SPARES

I I t 1 - -
~~~~~~~

- — t -
~~

—- i -  I I t  l i l t
T iME TAG TIME TAG RAIl) AM PL If Y I NG
(HOURS) (MINUTES) SI /h IDENT ITY

N • Most Significant Bit; 1 Least Significant (lit.

Figure 19. TAOIL U 7-12 Message Forma t and Content.

Ta b le  X X I V .  TAUIL I N? Data Explanations and (haracteristic s .

~) 
UNITS . LiMITS , ACCURACY ,DATA TITLE EXPLANAT ( N PR( C ZS I{) N , OR LOGICAL VAL uE S

TRACK NUMBER The reference nuiiiher used to four decima l digits ,
associate information and 0000 - 4056
directions w ith  a part~~u1ar
t r ack .

LABEL A number ass igned to each 1 0002; 00 10 M2
TA DIL E message to identify 0017 = 7-13
the type of message. 0111 • M7

1001 • M9

HE IGHT The he igh t  of the t rack is LI M ITS: 000 - 12 7,500 feet
the contact a lt itude above UNITS : 500 feetmean sea level .

If height is unknown ,
1 1 111 1 1 12 is  t ransm itt ed

VELOCITY Velgc ity vector of the track LIMITS:
in X and Y components . The ±127/ 12 13 data miles/sec
most s i g n i f i c an t  d i g i t  of each UNI TScomponent indicates directIon. 1/128 data miles/sec

Negati ve values are reported
as one ’ s complement

TRACK QUALIT Y The value computed by the 0 - 7 (7 hi ghest quality )
report ing source based on the
f re quency of i ts data .

TIME TAG Time that track position was LIMITS : 0 — 23 hours
observed Is expressed in hours 0 - 59 minute s
and minutes , Zulu t ime. UN ITS: 7 minute

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

-

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
-

~~~~~~~~~~~~~
---

-~~~~~~~~~

Figure 15. Sample Definition of a Message Output.

67

-~~~ 
p 

~~ — —.=---— _ .—— . —



- 
~~—~~-

w..--=--— ., - --
~~~~ --

- 

-

~~

—- ----

~~

-- —

~~~~

- -

~~~~~~~ 

-

3.2.4 .3 .3 Track Situation Display. The Track Situation display shall be presented on-screen
and shall appear in the central 12~ by 12” area of the console display scope. Its position
within the 512 by 512 point matrix for the on—screen area shall be determined by the location
of the track I dentity Sym bol representing relative geographic location of the track. The
displ ay shall consist of a Track Number, Identity Symbol , Track Age, and Track History. See
Figure 26.

TRACK IDE NTIT Y

T RACK AGE 
- - 

TRACK NUMBER

/ 

~~~~~~~~~ T RACK HISTORY

Figure 2. Relat ive Geographic Location of Tracks.

The displayed elements shall comply with the formats and definitions provided in Table XIV .

Table XIV . Track Display .

PARAMETER CODE LEGAL VALUES/EXPLANATION

Track Number ddd An octal number representing the three least signifi-
cant of the i-fEDS track number.

Track Identity Friendly identity

Unknown i dent i ty

A Hos t i le i d e n t i t y

[ Special identity (not expected from MTDS)

Track Age dd Time elapsed , in minutes , since the track was at this
pos i t ion . This value represents the difference be-
tween cur r ent Z u lu time , and the time of observation
reported for the track In the most recent message —

received from the MTDS on the track,

Track History — A vector line. Up to nine vectors can be displayed ,
connecting the ten last—reported positions of the
track. The number of vectors displayed can be reduced
by the Display N Vectors switch action.

- S - t ,  Dettn t. ~~~~~~ ~ i -~ a- --~ O- ~ ~~~
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3.11 PARAGRAPH 3 .2 .n , SPECIAL REQU iREME NTS

3.2.n* Special requirements. This paragraph sha ll specify, in appropriate subpa ragraphs ,
requirements which affect the design ot the CPCI and are distin guishable from the performance
requi rements of paragraph 3. These requirements result from general considerations of CPC I
usability . These may include , but are not limi ted to , requirements for:

a. The use of progranmling standards to assure compatibility among computer progra m compo-
nents (CPC s - subprogram or groups of subprograms).
b. Program organization , such as overall program segmentation . In addition , for CPC1s which
contain or process classified information , special attention shall be giver to the require-
ments for protecting classified information .
c. Program design resulting from consideration of modifications to the CPCI during operation
(e.g., on— site modification requirements and the permissible amount of operational degrada-
tion allowed during instal lation of modification may be specified).

d. Special features , to facilitate the tes t ing of the CPCI. For example , special procedures
for the design of CPC interfaces , requirements for intermediate printouts , and coninentary on
the program listing may be required.
e. Expandability (growth potential) to facilitate modifications and additions to the CPCI.

n* • The next sequential number following the number of the last function .

(Recommen ded Entry for CDRL Bac ku p Ins truct ions)
3.2.n Spec ial requirements. Delete instructions for this basic paragraph in MIL-STD—483 and
replace by the following:
Design requirements for the CPCI shall he specified in this paragraph (e.g.: use of computer
programing language or other standards; requirements pertaining to CPC organization or
control ; limitat ions in utilization of computer storage). Design requirements specified
herein sh a l l be the minimum necessary to meet verified needs of the procuring activity. For
CPCIs which support a system , this paragraph shall cite paragrap h 3.3.8 of the system speci-
fication and incorporate requirements peculiar to this CPCI on an add or delete basis.
Design requirements shall be specified to the maximum extent possible by reference to estab-
lished mil itary specifications and standards.

Changes are suggested to this paragraph largely because some of the examples
given do not clearly support the required distinction between design and
performance, e.g., protecting classified information , allowable degradation ,

- i intermediate printouts. “Commentary on program listing” is a matter to be
handled via CDRL backup instructions to the Part II specification, not here.

The principal function of this paragraph is to verify or modify the applica-
bility to this CPCI of design requirements/standards specified for computer
programs in paragraph 3.3.8 of the system specification. Unless there are
good reasons in a given case to the contrary, this paragraph should normally
specify the same requirements/standards, either directly or by reference to
the system specification. In both cases, effort should be made to minimize
the specified design requirements and constraints , in the interests of
reducing (a) costs and (b) the ever—present potential for conflict with
specified performance.
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3.12 PARAGRAPH 3.2.n.l, HUMAN PERFORMANCE

3.2.n.l Human performance. Human performance/human engineering requirements for the CPC 1
shall be specified in this paragraph (e.g.. minimum times for human decision making, maximum
t ime for program responses, maximum display densities of information , clarity requirements
for displays, etc.). For CPCIs which directly support a system(s), this paragraph shall
cite the appropriate paragraph(s) of the system/system segment specification which establish
the human performance/human engineering requirements for all system equipment , and incorpo-
rate requirements peculiar to this CPCI on an add and/or delete basis.

(Recommended Entry for CURL iMckup Instructions)

3.2.n.l Human performance. Delete instructions for this paragraph in MIL-STD-483 and
replace by the following:
For CPCIs which directly support a system, this paragraph shall cite the appropriate para-
graphs of the system specification which establish the human performance/human engineering
requirements for system segments and equipment , and identify the degree to which requi rements
peculiar to thi s CPCI are incorporated in the content of this specification. In addition ,
this paragraph shall provide an organized list of the human engineering criteria employed in
determining the specific requirements documented in other paragraphs of this specification
for display s, manual inputs , and special processing to support operator tasks (e.g., the
operator shall be able to clear all display alarms ; all control inputs shall have a positive
indication that the input has been acc,tpted; all geographic display s shall be north-oriented,
etc.). Compliance of the CPCI as a whole with these criteria shall be subject to human
factors test and evaluation during CPU qualification .

3.12.1 General.

This paragraph has proved to be a frequent source of confusion and difficulty .
Reasons for the CDRL )~ackup instructions shown above are outlined Driefly as
follows:

o The general intent of requirements in tue area of human performance is to
assure that use “machine” portions of a man/machine system are designed to
be compatible with natural human capabilities and limitations. The NIL—
STI)-483 instructions for this paragraph are based on equipment practice ,
in which human engineering aspects of design are largely incorporated , by
the engineering designers , in response to requirements of the equipment CI
development (Part I) specification. Requirements are often stated by ref—
erence to human engineering standards (MIL—STD—l472) covering such con-
siderations as sizes and shapes of displays, locations of controls,
workspace illumination, etc.

• In a data processing system, the human operator’s direct interaction is
with operator consoles, or other input/output devices, whose man/machine
compatibility is a joint function of (a) the equipment design and (b)
functional characteristics determined largely by the computer programs.
Thus, the human engineering aspects are matters of computer programlequip— H
ment interfaces , as well as of the separate characteristics of those two
“machine” elements of the 8ystem. From the point of view of the computer
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program, the characteristics which can facilitate or hamper efficient
operator performance are totally functional——i.e., display formats and
content , timing, responses to manual inputs, and special processing capa-
bilities to support operator tasks.

• All of those characteristics , however, including detailed interfaces with
the equipment displays and manual input devices, are characteristics to be
analyzed, verified, and defined for the computer program directly in its
Part I specification. They represent portions of the Part I specification
which are particularly significant to its evaluation , approval, and eventual
control by operational personnel of the using command. If the system engi-
neering tasks of developing the Part I specification are properly cQnducted ,
they will be incorporated throughout the input , processing, and output
requirements (paragraphs 3.2.x.l through 3.2.x.3) specified for each affected
function and subfunction.

Thus, useful functions of the information called for in the recommended backup
instructions are to provide (a) a summary record of human engineering criteria
employed to derive requirements contained in the Part I specification itself,
and (b) a direct basis for human factors portions of the CPCI test program.
The content of this paragraph may also help computer program designers to
understand the reasons for, and intent of, various requirements documented
elsewhere in the specification. However , it should not normally impose needs
for any additional computer programming or human engineering design work during
the CPCI development.

Statements to be listed in this paragraph should consist of criteria which H
apply generally across the CPCI’s various functions. Hence, they will not
cover all human engineering requirements for the CPCI, since many of those
should have been derived through considerations specific to individual func—
tions. Guidelines to be observed include the following:

• The statements should reflect , in fact, systematic attention to huma n per—
forsnance aspects of operations that are required in the given system.

• They should be concise and directed towards functions performed by the H
CPCI, as distinct from equipment or the human operator——although clearly
related to those when indicated. They should not include, for example ,
statements such as “The functions and locations of controls shal l  ensure
ease, speed, and accuracy of operation...”, which are ambiguous with H
respect to equipment vs. the CPC1.

• General human engineering principles should be included if they can be
phrased in terms that are (a) clearly related to the given CPCI operation
and (b) verifiable during CPCI qualification. Non—testable , “motherhood”
statements should be avoided.
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3.12.2 Example

Figure 17 lists a few statements to illustrate the types and levels of con-
tent appropriate for this paragraph.

3.2.5.1 Human Performance. The Miss-ion Computer Program (MCP) shall be
designed to comply with ill detailed requirements specified in 3.2.1
through 3.2.4 herein for manual inputs , di splay , and related special
processing capabilities required for efficient and error-free perfo rmance
by the system console operators . Verification of the MCP design and per-
formance for compliance with those requirements shall Include verifica-
tion of compliance with the general criteria listed below . These criteria ,
together with specific requirements incorporated in the referenced para-
graphs for individua l MCP functions, implement human performance/human
engineering requi rements allocated to the Mission Data Processing System
Segment in paragraph 3.7.4.6.1 of the system specification.

a. All manual entries from the operator console shall be error-checked
and verified for legality before being accepted by the functioning corn-

• puter program. Positive feedback shall be provided for both accepted
and rejected manual entries, in a manner appropriate to criticality of
the event to system operations. In providing that feedback, use shall be
made of equipment capabilities provided in operator console design
requirements for: dig ita l , situation , and input displays , including In-
put displ ay clearance ; computer-controlled keyboard interlock; hardcopy
output; and console light indicators.

b. The lighting of Alarm 1 or Alarm 2 at the operator console shall be
used only to inform the operator of a situation requiring immediate
action. Displays and/or printouts shall be provided in all cases when
necessary to (1) identify the reason for the alarm and (2) facilitate
corrective action.

c. Abbreviations used In digital displ ays , incl uding digital elements
of the situation di splay, shal l  comply wi th standards set forth in TAC
Manual 302—15. Non—standard abbreviations shall be used only when (1)
display space Is critical and (2) their meaning is obvious to the
operator.

n. Each symbol used to provide aircraft identification/status info rma-
tion in the situation display shall have only one meaning, regardless of
track identity, console operator position , or mode of system operation.

Figure 17. Sample Content for the Human Performance Paragraph.
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3.13 PARAGRAPH 3.2.n.2, GOVERNMENT-FU RNISHE D PROPERTY LIST

3.2.n.2 Government—furnished property list. This paragraph shall list the Government-fur-
nished computer programs which the CPCI mus t be designed to incorporate. The list shall
i denti fy the program by nomenclature ; specification number; model number , if appropriate ;
and associated doc anentation.

If there is a requirement for the contractor to physically incorporate
existing, Government—furnished computer programs into the given CPCI, this
paragraph is used to identify those items. The above instructions are based
directly on established practice in specifying equipment CIa (see paragraph
20.3.1.4 of MIL—STD—490), in which the requirement to incorporate Government—
furnished components tends to be frequent. However, it does not readily
apply to CPCIs with the same meaning and implications. While it is difficult
to rule out the possibility that it might prove useful in certain special
cases, there are also some alternatives and potential problems which should
be explored and resolved. As examples:

• Existing computer programs which can operate in the same computer, and are
compatible with the same support software, are usually better identified
as interfacing items and so specified in accordance with requirements for
paragraph 3.1.1. This approach should be considered even if the Government—
furnished item requires modification, and by the same contractor.

• There is a multiplicity of questions that can be raised regarding how, or
whether , the documentation of existing items can be reconciled with the
new item’s specification, at both development and product levels. In the
(unlikely) event that the existing item is properly specified at both
levels fully in accordance with MIL—STD—483, much of that documentation
might also be incorporated into the new CPCI specification (and the procuring
activity presumably regards the CPCI as already being qualified in those
respects). In the event that performance requirements are explicitly speci—
lied for the first time in the new CPCI’s development specification,
responsibilities for the CPCI qualification can easily become matters of
debate.

• If computer programs exist which perform the desired functions, but require
complete redesign and coding to be compatible with the new CPCI and its
operating environment, their “incorporation” into the new CPCI is not
properly specified in this paragraph. Selected algorithms, if fully verl—
fied, might be specified as design requirements (in basic paragraph 3 2.n,
directly or by reference). Preferably, their documentation might be made - 

-

available to the contractor , separately from the specificat ion, for use at
his own discretion (or risk) in designing the new item.
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3.14 PARAGRAPH 3.3, DATA BASE

3.3 Adaptation. These paragraphs shall specify, in descript ive and quant itat ive terms, the
data base requirements which affect the design of the CPCI . In addition , where applicable ,
these paragraphs shall specif y the methods necessary to convert these parameters into a form
su i table for use by the computer program . These requirements are divided Into three classes :
general environment, system/equipment parameters , and system/equipment capacities ‘- s ha l l
be presented as f ol lows :

3.3. 1 General enviro nment. This paragraph shall contain a description of environmental data
detailing characteristics anticipated for all particu lar installations . Each installation
will select and set the required data and value for operational use. Exam p les of suc h data
are: grid limi ts , radar ranges and areas of coverage , prescribed safety limi ts, etc.
3.3.2 System parameters. This paragraph shall contain a description of constants required
by one or more subprograms that may change from time to time incrementally wi th in a speci-
fied range according to operational needs. Such data consists of allowable trajectory
deviations , missi le performance character is t ics , ranges of possible values , accuracy/preci-
sion and quantit ies , etc.

(Recommended entry for CDRL backup instructions)

3.3 Adaptation; 3.3.1 General enviro nment; 3.3.2 ~~stem parameters. Delete instructions
for these three paragraphs anUiipTace by the following :
3.3 Data base. Data base requirements which affect the design of the CPCI shall be defined
full y In subparagraphs herein , including precise definitions of al l data i tems, together with
un i ts of measu re, ranges of v a l u e s , and accuracies/precision where appl icab le. The data base
encompasses all da ta to be coded and inserted into the system prior to operation of the CPCI.
Data definitions contained herein may be organized into categories which are meaningful and
appropriate to the given CPCI, e.g., of genera! environment , variable parameters , or others.
Where the CPC I is intended for operation at multiple sites , or in various mission modes, and
is to be adapted for those uses by the insertion of data values specific to each Site or
m iss i on , this paragraph shall identify and define all such adaptation data separately for
each site or mission . When so indicated , data definitions may be provided in separate
volumes or appendices.

Purposes of the change recouiuended in the sample CDRL backup entry provided
above are:

• To alleviate problems which have resulted from a conflict in the meaning
of “adaptation”, as the title for paragraph 3.3, vs. ita established Air
Force meaning as defined in the backup instruction.

• To provide greater flexibility in tailoring the specification of data base S -

requirements to different individual CPCIs. - -

• To separate the specification of data base requirements from the specifi— - 
-

cation of system cipacities (see 3.15).
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3.14.1 Notes

The statement in the above backup instructions that the data base “encompasses
all data to be coded and inserted into the system prior to operation of the
CPCI” is somewhat deceptive in its simplicity. In practice, situations tend
to arise which indicate that no single, simple rule epplies in the same way to
all CPCIs. The comments below identify a few additional rules, together with
a few sources of potential confusion, to be considered in determining what the
data base should consist of, for purposes of the Part I specification.

a. System Requirements vs. CPCI Design. Here, “data base” is to be inter-
preted strictly in the layman’s language. It refers to files or tables of
data whose contents are of interest to the intended operational user, which
can be accessed by the operating CPCI for purposes of retrieval and display,
summarizing, or other processing uses specified for the Part I specification
functions.

It is a source of frequent and significant confusion that data specified here
will become (when coded) only one portion of the data base (software language)
to be later specified in the CPCZ Part 11 specification. The latter is always
more extensive, primarily because it includes all transient or intermediate
data being stored temporarily during CPCI operation. The computer program
designers may also construct and use some tables of data to perform certain
internal CPCI control functions. However, to the extent that those considera-
tions are matters of computer program design techniques, they are not
addressed in the Part I specification.

b. Data Base vs. Other Specified Data. Data to be specified here as part of
the data base are dat a which are needed as inputs to one or more of the func—
tions specified in paragraphs 3.2.x, but which are not specified elsewhere in
the Part I specification as any one of the following: - 

-

(1) messages input from sources external to the CPCI;

(2) data output by another internal CPCI function (specified in one of
the output paragraphs, 3.2.x.3); or

(3) data for which values are specified as part of specifying the
processing requirements , directly in 3.2,x.2 for an affected function
(e.g., mathematical constants used in equations).

For purposes of setting forth requirements in the Part I specification, it is
often optional whether certain data values are specified in the last—mentioned
category (i.e., directly in a given paragraph 3.2.x.2) or as data base. That
determination should be made by the Part I specification writer on the basis
of such factors as convenience, bulk of the data definitions , considerations
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of specification maintenance , whether the data apply to more than one Part I
specification function, and——for some data and some CPCIs—whether it is
anticipated that some of the values will later be systematically inserted or
changed for desired operation of the CPCI at different times or places.

c. Fixed vs. Variable Values. The requirement that the data be coded and
inserted into the sys tem prior to operation of the CPCI is subject to certain
further qualifications:

(1) It may not apply literally to the entire CPCI in all cases. As in
many batch processing or “data base management” capabilities, some
system CPCIs may include functions which generate and maintain the
data base, as well as other functions which make processing uses of
the current data base at the time of their operation. The reference
in the tnsttuct ions is primarily to the latter type of function.

(2) Even when actual values are specified in the Part I specification, to
be later included in the CPCI code at the time of its first delivery ,
data are as subject to change as any other elements of the CPCI—and
often more so. When it is desired to specify an initial value, but
to provide for future modifiability , the data may be specified as
“variable parameters”. The specific purpose of specifying a variable
parameter is to require that the CPCI be designed to accommodate later
changes of the initial value in specified increments, and over a speci—

:1 fied range, without affecting the computer program logic or design.

(3) For some classes of data, the actual values may not be known in advance
of developing the computer program, and the intent is to provide capa-
bilities for the user to insert the values after the CPCI becomes
operational. Tables of security data to be employed for control of
data base access by multip le users would be one example. This situa—
tion might apply to all of the adaptation data (see below) in some - -

systems. In a mobile , tactical system, fot examp le, it may be desired
to provide capabilities for the user to insert regularly various
elements of environmental data suitable to a given location or mission.

d. Adaptation Data, Adaptation data are defined as data whose values are
fixed for a given site or mission but may vary for different sites or missions.
This concept was ir~itially formalized for Air Force use in an early air defense 

S

system, which was t~o be install--~d for operation at 20 or more site locations.
The requirement was for a mission CPCI having the same basic configuration at
all sites, with the exception that it be “adapted” to each site at the time of
(or prior to) installat ion by inserting fixed values for geograph ical
coordinates, airbase designators, and numerous other environmental data
appropriate to the location . Requirements per :aining to adaptation data in k
paragraph 80.l2.1,2 ,e of MIL—STD—483 for the version description document , and
in paragraph 60.5.3.3.1 for the Part II specification , refer specifically to
the class of data described here.
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In that application, the concept of adaptation data was the same as the cur-
rent concept of CPCI “types” (see 3.1.2), in that it was employed basically
as a device to avoid having a multiplicity of CPCIs when a single CPCI would
suff ice with only minor alterations to Its configuration. In that particular
case, adaptation data are specified in two ways in the Part I specification:

(1) For the basic CPCI, data items are specified as variables——i.e.,
providing data definitions, units of measure, ranges of values , and

S tolerances, as applicable (such aspects as frequencies and timing,
which are significant to specify for inputs from external sources,
do not normally apply). This set of requirements will later affect
the computer program design, which should be accomplished to acconmio—
date the specified ranges of values without requiring changes in the
basic computer instructions.

(2) For each “type” (location), the actual value is provided for either
all or a selected subset of the data items——i.e., in the form of alpha-
betic characters, names or abbreviations, and decimal numbers. These
requirements later affect the computer program code, in that each
“type” delivered with a given CPCI version con .ains the coded actual
values for that site.

e. Configuration Management Considerations. In the example described above,
it happ Led that the variations among the various site locations were confined —

to adaptation data. However, the association between “types” and adaptation
data established by that precedent is somewhat incidental:

• Differences in adaptation data are likely to be characteristic of types,
but differences in computer instructions should not necessarily be ruled
out if they are minor and can be accomplished in a manageable way (see
ref. 10, para. 2.3) .

• As indicated in c(3) above, provisions for the CPCI to accommodate adap-
tation data changes may be indicated even if the CPCI is not classified
Lnto more than one type.

Suggested answers to a few questions which arise regarding that distinction
are summarized briefly as follows:

(1) What difference does it make in specifying adaptation data in the
Part I specification whether CPCI types are identified or not?

(a) If types are identified, as in the air defense system examp le,
at least some of the adaptation data will be specified at the
level of fixed but different values for different sites, in
addition to being specified as variables for the basic CPCI [see
d(2) abovej.
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(b) If types are not identified , all adaptation data items are speci-
fied as variables.* In addition, capabilities for the user to
insert the actual values later, either prior to or during CPCI
operation (e.g., via manual inputs), are also specified. ——In
this case, the adaptation data values do not affect either the
CPCI types or versions (see below).

(2) What is the relationship between a CPCI type and a version? ——Multi—
— pie types are indicated when the intent is to require—in the Part I

specification——that one CPCI be developed for initial delivery in some
number of different configurations. The intent is to use and support
that given number of separate types, concurrently, for the life of
the item. Versions of the CPCI will occur as changes are proposed,
approved , and implemented to the CPCI’s basic configuration as defined
in its specification. Each new version or interim version applies to
the CPCI as a whole.

(3) How do configuration control procedures apply to adaptation data?
——All requirements specified in the Part I specification for adapta-
tion (or any other) data require formal Class I change processing and
approval by the central configuration control board (CCB) for the
given CPCI. Hence, individual data items should be specified only as
variables [as described in Note d(l) above] when it Is intended that
control of actual values be exercised by the operational user or a
local support activity.

3.14.2 Examples

Samp les of ways in which elements of the data base were specified for an air
defense system are presented in Figues 18 and 19. They illustrate: (Figure
18) tables of actual values for data to be coded and incorporated into the
CPCI for use in interceptor guidance calculations; and (Figure 19) adaptation
data specified in the form of variables, as discussed in 3.14.l,d(l) above.
In the latter case, actual. values unique to each site were contained in a
number of separate volumes supplied by the using command and incorporated
into the specification by reference. —

*Adaptation data may consist of data which could also be classified as environ— 
S

mental data, security data, or other. The point is that the “adaptation”
label is a management concept , referring to ~~ class of data which is
intended to be changeable for purposes of adapting the CPC1 to a given set
of operating circumstances. The specific intent may be either: (a) to
provide for the future insertion of actual data values, under local controls,
without having to change the specification (in which case, the data are
specified only as variables); or (b) to permit different actual data values
to be specified for different locations or use, without having to classify
each of those different configurations as a separate CPCI.
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3.3.2.2 Manned Interceptor Characteristics. IICP shall util ize the data values recorded in tabular
form below for the performance predictions and guidance calculations unique to each interceptor
that are specified for Weapons Control processing in 3.2.5.4.2 herein. Definitions of symbols and
terms specified for the Wea ons Control processing requirements apply to the symbols and terms used

Table VII I . F9 Level Fli ght Speeds (in TMN).

4 A L TIT UDE ( feet ) 
~MIN ~MC V~4J.~Q~

1.000 .33 .43 .83
5.000 .33 .48 .83
10,000 .38 .53 .83
15.000 .38 .59 1.03
20.000 .43 .66 1.03
25.000 .48 .68 1.18
30.000 .48 .76 1 .38

-
5 

35,000 .58 .82 1 .48
40,000 .58 .90 1 .43
45,000 .63 1.00 

[ 
1 .28

Table IX. Stabilized Level Fuel Consumption (in Pounds per Minute).

AUITUDE (feet) VMC Vp~ V pj~yp
__________________________ CLEAN TANKS CLEAN TANKS CL EAN TANKS

5,000 98 103 215 235 1210 1295
15 ,000 84 96 178 195 1280 1130
25,000 79 93 140 148 918 970
35,000 94 100 305 552 637 671
40,000 99 106 370 506 531 633
45,000 281 380 336 459 425 572

Table X. F9 Performance.

SPEED and ALTITUDE PARAIIETERS CLEAN TANKS

ALTIT UDE S:
Optimum Cruise Altitude (Zo ) feet 20 ,000 15,000
Optimum Acceleration Altitude (ZA) feet 20,000 20 ,000
Maximum Maneuverable Cruise Alt itude (Z~c) feet 35 ,000 35,000
Coaltitude Reference (Z~) feet 40,000 40,000

SPEEDS :
Optimum Cruise Speeds at Z~ (Vo at Zo) IMN .81 .76
Maximum Maneuverable Cruise Speed at ZA (V p~&~ at ZA ) IMN 1.20 1.1 1
Minimum Snapup Speeds VMS) IMN 1.18 1 .00

PROFILES:
Prof,1e 1 (V~ 1y at Cruise Altitude)Prime Cruise Altitude (Zpt) feet 35,000 35,000

Vp,~j~p at Zpi PIN 1 .18 1.00
Profile 3 (V O/VMC at Cruise Altitude)

Prime Cruise Altitude (Zn) feet 25,000 20,000
V0 at Zo 1MN .81 .76

Profile 4 (l.2V1 at Cruise Altitude)
Prime Cruise Alt itude (Zo) feet 25,000 20 ,000

PERFORMANCE TIMES : (brake release to Zo) minutes

- -- ----- ----- -
~~~~
------ ----- - 

j~~fl~~~~~

Figure 18. Sample Data Base Specification — Interceptor Characteristics .
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3.3.5 Adaptation Data. The Mission Computer Program (MCP) shall be designed as a coninon , adapt-
able computer program that will operate in any one of the ten Sector Control Centers (SCCs ) of
the 4XXI. Systen. The parameters defined In Table X X X I I  here in shall  app l y to al l  processing
specified for MCP in 3.2 above wherein adaptation data values are identified as required inputs
to the processing operations. Actual values to be coded and incorporated into MCP pr ior to
Installation at each SCC are those contained in the identically-structured tables of adaptation
date values provided for the ten individual SCCs in Appendixes XI through XX of this specification .

Table XXX II. Sector Environmental Data Parameters.

ADAPTATION ITEMS UNITS LIMITS 
~~~~~~ 1 REMARKS

SECTOR COORDINATE CENTER — GEOGRAPHIC COO RDIN~~ E CENTER OF THE LOCAL CENTER

Conformal Latitude Radians O
~
ik’o~

lS7.O77o 4.84814 x io
_6 

Positive North

A0 Longitude Rad ians O~k0 314.1540 4.84814 x io 6 Pos i t ive West
RE Earth Radius N.Miles RE ~ 5000 1/16 At Coord. Center

SECTOR DISPLAY CENTER - LOCAL SECTOR’S DISPLAY CENTER ON STEREOGRAPHIC PLANE

X0, V0 Components N.M i les 
I 

~~~~~ Y~~lO24 
I 

1/4 Sector Cen ter Ref.

RADAR SITE — PARMETERS FOR EACH RADAR SITE INTERFACING WITH THE LOCAL SECTOR

Site ID LDDD -- Uni que designator for each radar site --
S I Conformal Latitude Radians O~ f ~157.O77O 4.84814 x io

_6 Pos i t i ve Nort hR R -6 
5

A~ Long i tude Rad ians O~A.~ 314.154O 4.84814 x 10 Positive West

Rf Earth Radius N.Mlles RE ~ 5000 1/16 At Radar Site

AR Alt i tu de Feet O5A~~l2OOO 100 Above S’~a Level

XR. 
~R 

Componen ts N. Mi les  O
~
XR~

Y R~
l O24 1/16 Sector Center Ref.

HEIGHT FINDER SHADOW AREAS — PARAMETERS FOR EACH HF AT TUE RADAR SiTE
A1 Azimuth Degrees 0

~~z~
36° 1.0 Sector North Ref.

.
~
Az Limits Degrees .~A~~lO 1.0

COMPUTER I/O ASSIGNMENTS — RADAR COMMUNICATION CONNECTIONS TO 1/0 CHANNELS

P1 Prima ry Input Chan No. 00-64 DNA
P0 Primary Output Chan No. 00-64 DNA

— ~I 
Secondary Input Chan No. 00-64 DNA

S~ Secondary Output Chan No. 00-64 DNA

GATR SITE — PARAMETERS FOR EACH GATR SITF INTERFACING WITH THE LOCAL SECTOR

Site ID L000 -- Unique designator for each GATR site —.

~ I 1/16 Sector Center Ref.

:1
Figure 19. Sample Data Base Specification — Adaptation Data (Variables).
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3.15 PARAGHAPI! J.l+, SYSTJ::M CAPACITIES 

3.3.3 System capacities. This paragraph shall contain a description of the capacity 
requirements for the computer program. Items such as compatibility for total simultaneous 
target handling, total number of simultaneous missile trajectory controls, total number of 
simultaneous displays and operator station requests, track capacity. number and types of 
Inputs processed, etc, shall be described. The system capacftfes are directly related to 
computer stor~ge capacities, interfacing subsyste~ tfmfng rates, and Interfacing equipment 
capabilities. 

(Recomn~nded entry for CDRL backup Instructions) 

3.3.3 System capacities. Delete this pdrugraph. 

Tl1c ;,·~t•.umbaring of this paragraph as paragraph 3.4 corresponds with changes 
to the "Adaptation" paragraph, noteu in chu preceding section herein (3.14), 
bused on a draft version of HIL-STD-490A. The recommended CDRL backup instruc
tion to delete the paragraph entirely derives from the fnilure of the ins truc
tions to identify how or whether any requirements should be specified here which 
(a) should not ulr~ady have b.aon sp~cifi Prl -in rr.ecedin~ para~raphs of the speci
fication, or (b) arc renlly the proper level of requirements to gpecify .1.11 the 
Part I CPCI specification. Specifical~y: 

• The st:itement that "system capacities are directly related to computer 
storage capacities, ••• "appears to be included for explanatory purposes. 
However, it suggcs ts an orientation more towards computer program design 
than towards requJ.rcments; and it: provides no clue to how those capacities, 
rates, and capabilities differ from requirements to be specified as design 
requirements (in para. 3.2.n) or as interfaces (in pa~a. 3.1.1). 

• "Number and typos of inputs processed" is directly re,Jundant with the 
requirements to be specified in the various inputs paragraphs, 3.2.x.l. 

• The reference to "compi'ltibil:ity for total" simultaneous targets, misAile 
trajectory controls, etc. are subject to various interpretations. They 
might refer to gener.al requirements set forth in the system specification. 
Howev2r, tho responsibility to be compatible with the sys tern specification 
rests primttrily with the developers of tho Part I specification itself. 
The repetition of system requirements here is merely redundant, at best, if 
those have been properly allocated, analyzed, and converted into detailed 
rct']uircments for the CPC! interfaces, inputs, outputs, processing, design 
constraints, nnd Jnta base specified in preceding paragraphs. If not, the 
repet.ition is unlikely to alleviate resulting deficiencies and/or direct 
confllcta nmong Part 1 specificntion requirements. 
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3.16 SECTION 4, QU AL ITY ASSURANCE PROVISIONS

Secti on 4 Quality assurance prov isions. Requirements for formal verification of the perfor-
mance of the CPCI In accordance with the requirements of sect ion 3 of this specifica tion
shall be specified In this paragraph . Forma l ver ificat ion of performance of the CPCI shall
determine acceptance of the CPCI. This paragraph sha ll specify formal verification require-
ments to a leve l of deta i l w hi ch :
a. Designates verification requirements and methods in section 4 for performance and design
requirements in section 3. The methods of verific ation to be spec ified herein may include
Inspection of the CPCJ . re view of analytical data , demonstrat ion tests , and review of test
data.
b. Specifies requirements for ver ificat ion to the level of deta il necessary to clearly
establish the scope and accuracy of the test method .

c. Permits ready i dentification of each ver ification requi rement speci fied in sectIon 4 with
the appropriate performance/des i qn reLlu rement paragraph in section 3.

.1. ~ locat.~ ,i.r I a~ •~~ i~ ‘.
.
~~ a~ re,nents t~ the’ subpdrdgrap?i s Inc luded herein.

NOl h i t S  ~~~ ( %.‘f l  ‘~ ‘ .. I *~ ~~~~~~~~~~~ ~i’ j t  e • I ’ ~~~’ 1 , ,  ,
~~. t lv or  L~v reference , deta il test

pl anning documentation and o per ~~t ’ ’ - ~ t n % t r u ~ t ..\ ~~ ‘i u I r e ’ m e n i s  spe~~fied herein shi ll be
the basis for preparation and vahida t Rin ~i? ..~~ ~-

3.16.1 General

Note that the above instructions suamnarize requirement-s for Section 4 as a
whole; they do not specify content to be provided ininediatelv under the title
of the section. In a single—volume specificat ion, no content is necessarily
indicated. When the specification is prepared as a document series , statements
should be provided here along the following lines:

• In Volume 1 — “Quality assurance provisions are specified in this section
for the (title) CPCI as a whole, and for all of its functions.”

• In each other volume — “Quality assurance provisions for the (title)
function(s) are specified in Volume 1 of this specification.”

As stated in the MIL—STD—483 instructions, the real emphasis of this section
is on specifying requirements for formal tests/verifications which will
establish, to the procuring activity’s satisfaction , that the CPC1 meets
performance and design requirements specified in Section 3. Thus, Section 4
should not attemp t to include requirements for testing to be carried out by
the developer as an integral part of the CPCI development process . The
latte r (“informal testing ” , or CPT&E) is included univ to the limited extent
outlined in 3.19 below.
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As indicated in the NOT E contained in the instructions , planning information
S as such (schedules , numbers and sequencing of tests , support needs, and

procedures) is not to be documented in Section 4 of the development specif i—
cation. This section contains the contractually—applicable test objectives!
criteria to govern the formal test program for the CPCI, against which the
adequacy of later—approved test plans and procedures can be evaluated. At the
same time:

• Planning information for CPCI qualification should normally be developed
concurrently with, and in a mutually—supporting relationship to, develop-
ment of the Section 4 requirement~ (see 3.23). Rut it ahoud be documented
separately in the form of a preliminary version of the formal test plan
(DI—T—3703) for the CPCI.

• Planning of the developer’s informal test program should be accomplished
and described in the computer program development plan (CPDP). This planning
provides the basis for the developer ’s “requirements” documented in paragraph
4.1.2 of the specification for test equipmen t, facilities , and/or other
Government support of his CPT&E . including (when necessary) time for
installation and checkout of a mission CPCI at the system DT&E site.

3.16.2 Notes on Test Terms and Concepts.

• a. Verification vs. Test. “Verification” is used here in its accepted
English—language meaning——i.e., referring to the determination that something
exists or is true. As used in the above instructions specifically , it is a

- ‘ more appropriate term than “test”, since it implies that the determination can
be accomplished by various methods. Note that “test” is used at times with
that same broad meaning (equivalent to verification), and at times in the more
limited sense of one particular method——namely, an experimental exercise
yielding performance data——by which the verification is accomp lished.

b. Qualification vs. Acceptance Testi.~~~ “QuaLification testing” refers to
the process of verifying (by all applicable methods) that a newly—developed
item meets the requirements of its development specification . Successful corn-
pletion of qualification is the primary basis for procuring activity acceptance
(approval, and physical t ransfer of possession ) of the item. “Acceptance
testing” refers to routine tests/verifications conducted on production units
of an equipment item agains t requirements specified in Section 4 of its product
(Part II) specification ; hence , it never app lies to a CPCI. (This distinction
between qualification and acceptance testing L; firmly established only in the S

Air Force; it is not uniformly observed by other Government agencies.)
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3.17 PARAGRAPH 4.1, INTRO DUCTION

1 4.1 Introduction. This paragraph shall establish the requirements which provide the basis
L I for deveTopment of a test plan and test procedures for the subject program. All test/verifi-

cation requirements shall be specified with in the subparagraphs included herein.

General or introductory statements may be made in this basic paragraph to
S explain the organization of requirements or, when relevant, to identify any

significant objectives or policies which apply to the given CPCI or system
• program. Examples:

• “Test subcategories and methods for verifying individual performance/design
requirements specified in Section 3 are summarized in the Verification
Cross Reference Index, Table (number) . Narrative data pertaining to each
test subcategory are specified in the subparagraphs below. Amplified
descriptions of test methods applicable to individual Section 3 require-
ments are specified in 4.2 and subparagraphs thereto.”

• • “Verification of (title or abbreviation of the CPCI) compliance with basic
S 

performance requirements set forth in Section 3 of this specification shall
be accomplished using the CPCI configuration adapted to the (name or number)
site location. Adaptation of the CPCI to remaining site locations will be
accomplished by the Government, subsequent to completing- system DT&E.”

• “~lodified compiling capabilities specified for this CPCI iii 3.2.x.l through3,2.x.3 shall be verified through formal qualification testing specified in
-
~ 4.1.4 below. Other functions of this CPCI shall be qualified through its
S successful use in supporting the development and qualification of the
S (titles) CPCIs.”
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3.18 PARAGRAPH 4.1.1, CATEGORY I TEST

4.1.1 Category I test. The term “category I test” as used herein is defined to include all
testing of the CPCI other than that accomplished during the formal category II (or equiva-
lent) system/configuration i tem test programs. (See paragraph 4.1.5 below.) Category I
testing is subdivided into the following broad types:
a. Computer progranining test and evaluat ion - Tests conducted prior to and in para llel with
preliminary or fo rmal qualification tests. These tests are oriented primari ly to support
the design and development process.

b. Preliminary qualification tests - Formal tests oriented primaril y towards verifying
portions of the CPCI prior to integrated testing/forma l qualification tests of the complete
CPCI (see paragraph 4.1.3 below). These tes ts w i l l  

~~~~~~~ ~ -.~;iducted at the contrac-
tor’s design •and development facilities.

c. Formal qualification tests — Formal tests oriented primaril y towards testing of the
integrated CPCI. normall y using operational l y configured equipment at the category II .ite
prior to the beginning of category I I  testing. This testing wi l l emphasize those aspects of
the CPCI performance which were not verified by preliminary tests. The testing requirements
which cannot be verified during category I test shall be specified in paragraph 4.1 .5.
NOTE : Requ i rements for verification included in the system/system segment specification .
which are directly related to requirements specified herein , may be incorporated herein by
reference to avoid redundant establishment of the requirements.

The “category test” terms contained in the above instructions have been out-
dated as a result of revisions which appeared first in the 12 May 1972 issue
of APR 80—14. In the specification, they should be replaced (via authority
provided in CDRL backup instructions, pending the issuance of MIL—STD—490A)
by the current terms in accordance with the following simple conversion:

Category I Test —0. CPCI Development Test & Evaluation (CPCI DT&E)

Category II Test —0. System Development Test & Evaluation (System DT&E)

Other terms used ~o distinguish the three types (subcategories) of Category I
test—namely, CPT&E, PQT, and FQT——and their definitions as provided above,
are unaffected by those changes.

Again, note that the instructions provide information only, defining the types
of test ing under CPCI DT&E to be covered in remaining subparagraphs of 4.1.
They do not specify the content to be provided in this baaic paragraph.
Depending on applicabiiityi to the given CPCI, statements may be provided here
to clarif y the tes t policy with respect to defined subcategories of tests -

•

along lines suggested by the following examp les:

• “Qualification of this CPCI shall be accomplished during CPCI DT&E to the
maximum extent possible , as a result of PQTs and FQTS conducted by the
developer and witnessed/verified by the procuring activity.”

85

L
A



I 

S S S5S ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~_ 
_________

• “Qualification of selected requirements during CPT&E shall be limited to
tests conducted under -controlled conditions , using documen ted procedures.
Results of such tests shall also be documented, and the developer shall
make such documents available as evidence of verification to representatives
of the procuring activity during functional configuration audit (FCA) of
the CPCI.”

• “Qualification of requirements during system DT&E shall be limited to
requirements which cannot be demonstrated satisfactorily during CPCI
DT&E due to the absence of the full equipment configuration and operating
intersystea comeunications.”

I
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3.19 PARAGRAPH 4.1.2, COMPUTER PROGRAMMING TEST AND EVALUATION

4.1.2 Computer programing test and evaluation. This paragraph shall contain the following:

a. Programing test and evaluat ion which satisfy one or both of the cri teria listed below
shall be included herein. (Routine tests accomplished in support of design and development ,
whic h do not sat i sfy one or both of these criteria , shall not be specified herein .)

(1) They are intend,~d to be the onl y source of data to qualify specific requirements
• In section 3.

(2) They must be accomplished as part of an integrated test program involving other
systems/equIpment/computer programs (eg, veri fication of requirements in paragraph 3.1.1 .)

“CPT&E” is the label applied to the developer ’s internal (i.e, inf ormal)
testing accomplished as a part of his CPCI development effort, in contrast to
formal testing for purposes of qualification. It is assumed* that a developer
has internal plans and procedures for conducting CPT&E, ranging from code
checking and debugging through CPC and performance testing at successively
higher levels, and that those are adequate to meet the technical needs of com-
puter program development. The conduct of the internal test program as a
whole, however, is largely irrelevant to the purposes of this section (Quality
Assurance Provisions) of the development specification. As stated in the
instructions, material should not be specified here about CPT&E as such (or
elsewhere in Section 4) except where Government recognition is specifically
needed for the two reasons stated. Those two types of “requirements”, and the
ways in which they should be specified , are discussed separately in the two
subparagraphs below.

3.19.1 Test Requirements.

A “test requirement ”, in Section 4, is generally a statement that a given
performance or design requirement set forth for the CPCI in Section 3 is to
be verified during a given subcategory (type) of DT&E, by an identified
method (see 3.21 below). Successful verification constitutes qualification
of the CPCI with respect to the given requirement.

Although CPT&E is not basically a part of the formal test program, it Is

*Or judged independently of this specification. For example, descriptions of
planning for internal testing are required as a portion of information to be

S supplied by a developer in his computer program development plan (CPDP).
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recognized as one possible source of data by which the formal qualification
can be accomplished for some Section 3 requirements. For CPCIs, the judicious
use of CPT&E for that purpose should be considered seriously from the point of
view of reducing the burden on formal tests/demonstrations, in which the number
of requirements that can be demonstrated, in depth, is typically limited.
Requirements of a detailed nature which are relatively independent of inter—
f acing operations, or certain requirements whose verification entails lengthy
compilation and/or analysis of test data, are likely candidates.

When CPT&E is identified as the source of qualification, however, those
selected tests must be conducted and documented -by the developer in a manner
which is more formal than may be typical of his internal tes t program as a
whole: The tests must be conducted strictly in accordance with documented test
procedures, including listings of input data; and the test results must be
fully recorded, including hardcopy printouts or comparable records of test
performance and outputs. Formal qualification of the individual requirements
occurs at a subsequent functional c~nfiguration audit (FCA) on the basis of the
evidence provided by that documentation, together with any supporting evidence
which may be derived from CPCI performance during formal tests/demonstrations.

Section 3 requirements selected for qualification via CPT&E may be identified
directly in this paragraph (4.1.2) of the specification. However, the pre-
ferred approach to specifying requirements in this (and following) paragraphs
is to: (a) construct a summary matrix (the Verification Cross Reference Index;
see Figure 20) which lists all Section 3 requirements for the CPCI, identifying
the test subcategory and verification method for each; and (b) limit the
narrative information provided directly in this paragraph to the following
statements:

• A statement that requirements to be qualified through this test suocate—
gory are identified in Column (nuaber) of the Verification Cross Reference
Index.

• Additional narrative statements that may be necessary to further define,
clarify, or delimit aspects of the requirements to be verified. These
should include, but are not necessarily limited to, clarifications of
specific intent for individual requirements that are listed in more than S

one test subcategory , in the Verification Cross Reference Index. (The
possibility of multiple listings is discussed further in 3.20 and 3.21,
below.)

In effec t, the basic content of Section 4 as a whole is provided by the yen —
fication Cross Reference Index. Additional information is contained directly
in (a) each of the paragraphs, 4.1.2 through 4.1.5, as necessary to clarify
the nature or scope of individual Section 3 requirements to be verified in the
given test subcategory , and (b ) paragraph 4.2 to further clarify the specific
applicability to identified requirements of the general test methods defined
in paragraph 4.1.4 (see 3.21 below).
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TABLE XXXIV . VERIFICATION CROSS REFERENCE INDE X

Method Legend: Test Legend:
NA 
: 
Not Applicable A - Con~uter Programing Test & Evaluation

2 - Pna~ ~~~~~ 

B — Preliminary Qualification Test
5 3 — Demonstration C — Formal Qualification Test

4 - Review of Test Data D — System Test

NOTE: The verification category, test category, and test requirements specified for
each paragraph shall apply to all subpa ragraphs therein which are not
separately listed In this index.

~ ~ 3 Verifi cation Test
Requi rement Method 

T 
7 Requirement

3.1 4.2.1

3.2 X
3.2.1 X

3.2.1.1 X

3.2.1.1.1 X X 4.2.2

3.2.1.1.2 X X 4.2.2

3.2.1.1.3 X 4.2.3

3.2.1.2 X

3.2.1.2.1 X

3.2.1.2.1.1 X X 4.2.4

3.2.1.2.1.2 X X 4.2.6

3.2.1.2.1.3 X X 4.2.5

3.2.1.2.1.4 X X 4.2.4

3.2.1.2.1.5 X X 4.2.7, 4.2.9

3.2.1.3 X

3.2.1.3.1 X X 4.2.11
3.2.1.3.2 X X 4.2.11

3.2.1.3.3 X X 4.2.11, 4.2.12

3.2.1.3.4 X X 4.2.13
3.2.2 X

3.2.2.1 X

3.2.2.1.1 X X 4.2.2

Figure 20. Sample Verification Cross Reference Index. This matrix
is prepared as a table, normally consisting of several pages, which
should be located in the specification at the end of Section 4.
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3.19.2 Support Requirements.

A response to the phrase “...integrated test program involving other systems/
equipment/computer programs...” is always pertinent when a Government agency
or contractor other than the given CPCI developer controls the availability of
computer equipment , facilities , interf acing CPCIs , or trained operat ional
personnel that may be needed to perform the development or to prepare for
upcoming formal test sessions. }lence , statements made here should specify the
developer ’s needs (requirements), as applicable, in such areas as:

• Availability of the computing equipment, including consoles and other
input or display devices, specifying minimum equipment configuration vs.
phasing if appropriate. - .

• Availability of the system test facility(ies) for purposes of computer
program installation and checkout.

• Availability of other support to the CPT&E program if needed——e.g., inter-
facing CPCIs or trained user personnel.

Note that similar information about the developer ’s needs for Government
support in those areas is not mentioned elsewhere in the ins tructions , per—
tam ing to formal tests. Additional coverage would normally be redundant,
since CPT&E includes internal testing in preparation for conducting the formal
tests. It is generally desirable to carry out PQTs and FQTs as efficiently—

4 conducted formal demonstrations . If the developer has “done his homework”
properly , he will have verified the capabilities to be demonstrated (via tests,
corrections, and retests as needed) in advance of each formal session.*

*Questions have been raised resulting from comparing the interpretations
presented above with (a) requirements to be included in the CPCI test
plans/procedures and (b) statements made about these support requirements
in Volume II of AFR 800—14:

(a) It is true that these requirements are to be included in the CPCI test
plan and procedures. However, instructions for the latter state that they
“will normally correspond to requirements set forth in paragraph 4.1.1 of
the Part I Cl specification”. See DI—T—3 703, paragraphs 1,f,(6) and 2 ,f ;
note that the first sentence of paragraph l,f ,(6) confirms the interpreta-
tion presented here.

(b) AFR 800—l4 (Volume II , paragraph 5—5 ,e) also confirms that the require-
ments described here are to be contained in the specification, but does not
clearly interpret them as being covered by the “integrated test program...”
phrase. It (1) adds a (redundant) se.atement to that effect, and (2) omits
reference to the use of informal test results for qualification.
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3.20 PARAGRAPH 4.1.3, PRELIMINARY QUALIFICATION TESTS

4.1.3 Preliminary qualificat ion tests. This  paragr aph shall spec i fy only those pre liminary
qualification test requirements which require formal recognition by the Air Force and are
oriented toward veri fy ing proper performance of portions of the CPU prior to integrated
testing of the complete CPU. resting accomplished by the contractor in support of design
and development whIch does not require recognition by the Air Force , other than it Is within
the general ternis and conditions of a Contract , shall not be specified herein . Requirements

L for preliminary qual ifications specified herein shall reference requirements in section 3.

PQTs are parts of the formal test program, in that , like FQTs , they : (a) are
scheduled in the CPCI test plan, preceded by delivered test procedures, and
followed by deliverable test reports; (b) are attended and witnessed by the

- 

- 

procuring activity ; and (c) are conducted to demonstrate identified Section 3
requirements of the development specification.

PQTs differ from FQTs , basically , in that they are conducted on “portions of
the CPCI” before formal testing of the integrated CPCI is initiated (cf. 3.18
above). Other differences , and rules for their use in actually accomplishing
qualification, are not clearly established in current Air Force policy. The
comments below suggest a number of considerations to be examined and resolved
in the course of tailoring this part of Section 4 to the needs of a given
system program and CPCI.

• The instructions in MIL—STD—483 for paragraph 4.1.1 regarding different
locations for PQT (contractor’s plant) and FQT (sys tem test site) are
subject to some freedom of interpretation. While the full system environ-
ment is typically essential to completing FQTs of the system CPCIs , it is
generally recognized that: (a) most support CPCIs should be qualified
earlier; and (b) as much of the FQT for mission CPCIs should also be
conducted at the contractor ’s plant as can be validly accomplished at
that location. Purposes of the latter are to promote confidence in satis-
factory completion of their development before committing them to system
test, and to reduce demands for extensive Cl—level testing at the system
test site.

• The basic intent of PQTs is to provide formal points of visibility to the
procuring activity , between CDR and FQT, of the developer ’s interim progress S

towards achieving an acceptable end product——i.e. , a “confidence—building”
function. Nominally , a PQT is Intended (based on hardware preeedvnt), not
to qualify in itself , but to demonstrate that the portion(s) being tested
operate well enough to justify their inclusion in formal qualification
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testing of the integrated item. Thus, “preliminary qualification” really
means preliminary to qualification, assuming that characteristics demon—
strate~i during PQT will also be demonstrated (either explicitly or impli—

-
- citly) during formal qualification. From that point of view , many

of the Section 3 requirements identified for ~eriftcation during PQT may
also appear in FQT.

5 • However , the use of both PQTs and selected results of CPT&E (see 3.19
above) for qualification should be considered in the light of objectives
for the test program as a whole. Available time and resources do not
normally permit fully verifying the compliance of a complex CPCI with the
totality of its Section 3 requirements, even if maximum use is made of all
available testing opportunities. While PQTs are necessarily limited to
requirements that can be demonstrated satisfactorily through operation of
the given portions (i.e., groups of CPCs), they also lend themselves to
greater attention to requirements of a detailed nature than may be appro-
priate or feasible during FQT. Hence, when PQTs are scheduled, the
attempt should be made to include as many requirements as can legitimately
t e verified in this test subcategory. The necessity to repeat verification

~ those same requirements during FQT should then be judged on the basis of
S s~ ~ factors as criticality , effects of integrated operation with portions

O L  ie CPCI not tes ted, and the likelihood of the tested requirements being
S alt~. id during subsequent CPCI development.

• Experience suggests that the total number of PQTs should not generally
exceed 3 or 4, even for a very large and complex CPCI, and that those
should be spaced appropriately to their primary purpose of providing couf i—
cience—building visibility during the development period (ref. 11, Ch. VI).
As noted In 3.16 above, some test planning should be accomplished concur—

S rently with the preparation of Section 4. While the requirements specified S

in Section 4 itself do not identify, for example, how many PQT8 (or FQTs)
will be conducted, they should be formulated in conjunction with at least a
minimum of advance planning along those lines. In the case of PQTs, the
requirements that can be properly identified in Section 4 depend on the
planned allocations of Section 3 functions to CPCs, together with the olanned
sequencing of individual CPC development and assembly.

Requirements identified for verification during PQT should be specified in
the same manner as outlined above (3.19.1) for CPT&E.
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3.21 PARAGRAPH 4.1.4, FORMAL QUALIFICATION TESTS

4.1.4 Forma l qualification tests. This paragrap h shall specify requirements for forma l
qual ifi cation tests of the integrated CPU to demonstrate and/or verif y that the requirements
estabhshed in section 3 have been satisfied. This paragraph shall , in subpara graphs as
appropriate, specify the requirements and method of verification for the requirements speci-.

S 
fied in section 3, with the following exceptions:
a. The requi rement in section 3 has been i dentified , and verification tha t it has been
satisfied by one of the tests included in paragraphs 4.1.2 and 4.1.3.
b. The requirement is section 3 is peculiar to category II type system testing and will be
identified in paragraph 4.1.5.
Verification of the requirements may be accomplished by inspection , demonstration , test , and
review of test data , or combinations of these. This paragraph sha ll contain a subparagraph
for each of the princ ipal methods of verificati on , and shall specify therein the requirements
of section 3 to be verified by the method.

The general aim of testing at the CI level is to qualify all Section 3
requirements during FQT. For reasons indicated above, it is usually desirable
to shift some of the burden to CPT&E and/or PQTs, however , particularly for
individual requirements involving numerous minor details or time—consuming
techniques to accomplish their verification. Hence, the practical emphasis
in FQT is normally placed on requirements which are critical, and on those
which can only be verified during operation of the integrated CPCI.

The specification of requirements is accomplished , in this paragraph, in the
same manner as outlined above (3.19) for paragraph 4.1.2. in accordance with
the above instructions , this paragraph should cover all Section 3 requirements
which are not specified in paragraphs 4.1.2, 4.1.3, or 4.1.5. it should also
include (a) requirements which are specified in 4.1.2 and 4.1.3, but for which
full qualification via thoSe tests is not intended , and (b) requirements speci-
fied in 4.1.5 which are to be verified partially , or in a preliminary way,
during FQT. When a given requirement appears in more than one test subcate—
gory in the Verification Cross Reference Index, the intent with respect to full
qualification is clarified In narrative statements contained directly in the
affec ted paragraphs (i.e., 4.1.2 through 4.1.5).

in addition, the principal methods of verification should be explained in a — -~

separate subparagraph under this paragraph , along lines of the sample content
illustrated in Figure 21.
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4 .1.4.2 VerifIcation Methods. The four methods identified in the Veri-
fication Cross Reference Index for verifying individual Section 3
requirements are explained as follows :

a. Inspection - Formal verification of compliance with a requirement by
examination of the assembled CPU and its design documentation at the
time and place of qualification testing. Inspection Is the principal

S method by which design requirements specified in paragraph 3.2.n of the
development specification are verified. It may also apply to selected
requirements in other areas , for example: to verify adaptation data
through comparison of data base documentation with sampl e printouts of
coded data contained in the CPU.

b. Analysis — Formal veri fication of a performance requirement by exami-
nation and study of the computer program design and coding. For example ,
veri fication of compliance with a weapons guidance equation and specified
toler ances may be accomplished through analys is of algorithms and the
flow of input data through successive stages of processing. Thi! method
is typically tedious and time—consuming.

c. Demonstration — Formal veri fi cation of performance characteristics
through observation of functions being performed by the operating com-
puter program. This is the basic method by wh ich most qualification of
a CPCI is normally accomplished with respect to its Section 3 perfor-
mance requirements. Examples include : ability of the CPCI -to accept
specified inputs; perfo rmance of specified control actions; and fo rmat ,
content , and timing characteristics of display or other CPCI outputs.
Verifi cation is accomplished at the time and place of the demonstration
(test).

d. Review of Test Data - Review of test records for tests/demonstrations
accomplished at an earlier time. This method is typical of requirements
tested during CPT&E, but may also apply to other requirements which
depend on a series of tests over more than one test occasion or under
varied conditions of operation. Veri fication is typically accomp lished
by review of (1) detailed test procedures , including input data, and
(2) hardcopy printouts of CPU test outputs.

F ig t i r e  2i .  Sample Statements Explaining Verificat ion Methods.
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3. 22 PARAGRAP H 4.1.5, CATEGORY II SYSTEM TEST PRDGRAJ4

4.1.5 Cate9or’~ II system test pro~ram. This paragraph shall identify requirements specified
In sectIon 3 wMch cannot be verified until category 11 testing (or equivalent) and must be
listed as a category II test requirement.

For support CPCIs which are relatively independent of system mission functions,
this paragraph is normally “not applicable”.

For mission CPCIs, the basic requirements of Section 3 should normally be
specified, throughout, as they pertain to operation of the item in the full
system operational environment. However, qualification testing during PQTs
and FQTs is typically accomplished utilizing something less than the full
configuration of system equipment or personnel, and/or utilizing simulated
rather than live inputs from external sources. Thus, for individual Section
3 requirements which cannot be satisfactorily verified under those conditions,
this paragraph provides for completing their qualification during system DT&E.

Note that the reference is not merely to testing at the system DT&E location,
but to verification during the course of actual system—level DTiIE. An alter-
native to be considered, when appropriate and necessary, is to conduct all or
portions of FQT for the mission CPCI during a period of Ct/subsystem DT&E
which may be held at the system test site, inmiediately prior to the beginning
of full system DT&E.

Requirements identified for verification during system t~T&E are specified in
the mazmer outlined above (1.19.1) for CPT&E.
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3.a3 PARAGRAPH 4.2 • TEST REQU IREMENT S

4.2 Test rea~i rements. This paragraph sha ll specify the requ i rements for each type of
testing. The requirements shall include test formulas , algor ithms , techniques and acceptable
to’erance l imits , as app licab’e.

This paragraph should consist of statements which further clar i fy  the speci-
fic intent with respect to how general verification methods defined in para-
graph 4.1.4 (see 3.21) apply to individual Section 3 requirements.

The material to be provided in this paragraph is of particular importance to
the specification as a whole, in that its function is to delineate techniques
——including limitations——of verification in such a way as to provide a feasible
and realistic basis for the formal CPCI test program. It has been observed
that full verification of a complex CPCI is often a practical impossibility,
in view of the endless perimitations and combinations that can occur under
operational conditions. Considered in that light, objectives of these state-
ments are to define and delimit each verification requirement so that (a) it
will provide adequate assurance to the procuring activity that the CPCI
complies with its required performance, and (b) it constitutes a requirement
which can reasonably be met by the developer, within applicable constraints
of time and resources.

Hence, the statements listed in this paragraph should be derived from a care-
ful consideration of each Section 3 requirement from the point of view of how
it can be verified in a manner which is not only adequate, but also feasible
and attainable during the DT&E program. In a sense, they lar gely represen t
assessments of the practical “tee tablility” of various Section 3 requirements.
They should be judged for their adequacy in the light of such factors as:
effects on costs and complexity of the formal test program; expected stability
of the CPCI configuration following its initial qualification ; and criticality
of the given Section 3 requirement(s) to system operations. Those factors
tend to vary widely for different requirements, CPCIs, and systeme . A few
examples are provided in Figure.22. Note that:

• Each statement is provided in a separate, numbered subparagraph.

• Statements are referenced in the “Test Requirements” column of the Veri-
fication Cross Reference Index (see Figure 20) , for applicable Section 3
requirements.

• A given statement may apply to more than one Section 3 requirement , and
vice versa.
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4.2 Test Requirements. The following test requirements shall apply to
Section 3 performance and design requirements as specified In the Verifi-
cation Cross Reference Index, Table XXX IV , within the intent of veri fica-
tion methods defined In 4.1.4.

4.2.1 Interface requirements speci fied in subparagraphs of 3.1 shall be
veri fied through verification of requirements affected by those inter-
faces In other paragraphs of SectIon 3.

4.2.2 Data base inputs and simulated external message Inputs shall be
verified by inspection of hardcc~y printouts at the time and place of
qualification testing. CPCI ac~.eptance of all inputs, simulated or live ,
shall be verified implicitl y by proper performance of the functions
using those inputs.

4.2.3 Inputs from other functions Internal to this CPCI shall be veri-
fied implicitly by proper operation of the specified function with its
interfacing functions.

4.2.4 Direct verification of this function shall be limited to demon-
strating proper detection and processing of error conditions that can be
generated by modifying Jumper wires, PC card removal, or removal of
power f rom isolated components.

4.2.n This function shall be verifi ed through verification of specified
Output displays resulting from manual inputs at the console, following
a script of manual actions.

Figure 22. Example. of Teat Requirement . to be Specified in Paragraph 4.2.
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3 • 24 SECTION ~~. NOTES

Section 6 Nqtes . This section shall include information which is tat id here for aóninis-
trat ive convenience only, and is not a part of the speciff jt’on f~ r the CPL~ ‘n the contrac-
tual sense (i .e., It shall not Include requirements which constrain design , development, and
qualification of the CPCI and require ~o~iv liance by the contractor . The text may be preceded
with the statemen t “Jián$nistrative information Only - Not Contractua l ly Uindlng .” This
section of the specification shall include information of particu lar importance to the
procuring activity in using this parti cular specif*cation as a contractual instrument tor
acquisition of the CPCI either initially or for follow-on procurement.
Background information or rationale which w il l be of assistance in understanding the ~peci-
fication i tself or using the CPCI it specified , may be include d herein (e.g., technica l dati
ordering instructions).

Aa may be inferred from the above instructions (and similar general policies
for this section set forth in t4IL—STD—490), there is no positive requirement
that any material be included in this section at all. Effective ly, it ii
the one place In th. specificat ion where th. writers may include, for back—
ground or explan atory purposes , certain type s of information which are not
properly contained in othe r section s or in appendices (a.. 3. 25 below) . The
significan t point is that information in this section is not reall y a part
of th. specificat ion, in tha t it does not add to or otherwise qualify any
requirements stated in th. basic specification and is not directive on the
developer of the CPCI.

The most prominent function of this section , in a CPCI Part I specification ,
is to provide certain key items of background or explanatory information to
aid in understanding selected requirements set forth in th. text (i.e., in
other sections). Likely candidates are : information about operator proce-
dures; functions of related CIs or systems ; notes referencing relevant system
snginssring or design trade studies; or dirivat ions of selected equations
(cf . 3.9.2,b).

M1L—STD—490 (paragraph 3.2.13) provides for the possibility that Section 6
may contain an organiz.d list of definitions , to which parenthetical refer-
ence may be made vhsn terms are used in the text. Considering the policy
gov.rning Section 6 in general, that appears to be an option which should
be .mploy.d sparingly, either to consolidate definitions which are also
provided directly in the text or for terms defined for information only .
T.r whose definitions an, necessary to make the specified requirements
precise should be defined in th. text ; each term may be defined when it is
firs t used, and/or by reference to an organized list provided •lsewhsrs,
•.g., in an appendix.
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3.25 SECTION 10, APPENDIX I

SectIon 10 Appendix 1. ThIs sec t ion of the specif ication shall contain requirements which
are contractually a part of the specification but which, for convenience in specification
maintenance are incorpo ra ted herein (e.g. , requirements of a temporary nature or for limited
effectivity . Appendixes may be bound as separate doc~anents for convenience in handling
(e.g., when only a few parameters of the program are classified , an appendix containing only
the classified material may be established). Where parameters are placed In an appendix , the
paragraph of section 10 shal l be referenced in the main body of the program specification in
the place where the parameter would normally have been spec ified. Typical data that may be
included in computer program development specification appendixes Include :
a. Mathematical derivations
b. Al terna~e method
c. Sumeary of equations
d. Definitions of terms

(Reconvnended Entry for CDRI. Backup Instructions)
Section 10 Appendix I. Delete the examples : a. Mathematical derivations ; and b. Alternate
methods.

Suggested rules for use of the appendix form, and a few example., are included
in various preceding discunn ious (see sspecial ly~ 2.3.2 , Figur e 4 , Figur e 5 ,
and 3.8•2 ,b).

The importan t poin t of the basic instruction, for this section is that an
appendix , unlikt the Notes section (Section 6), is an integrdl part of the
specification in that its content is contractually binding on the developer.
Hence, it 1. reco end.d that th . firs t two examples listed below the inst ruc-
tions be deleted , since they both appear to be in direct conflict with that
policy.

Questions are occasionally raised about the reasons for excluding Information
in such categories as alternat ive methods and mathematical derivations , based
on the observation that information in those areas is often helpful to the
co.put.r progra m develope r (and to those vho hav, to evaluate a completed
specification). The point is made , for example, that errors in mathematical
equations are notoriously frequent , and the availability of their deriva-
tions can often aid in detecting and correcting those errors.

As notid above (3.24) , Section 6 is the one place in the specification where
information of that nature may be recorded. It is obviously limited , in that
Section 6 should be brief relative to the specification as a whole. However,
it should be recognized that those restrictions placed on content of the
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specificat ion are based soundly on its intend ed functions , and they do not
imply at all that the in formation should not be available :

• System engineering and computer program design study documeotation
resulting from the Part I Specification developmen t process should
also be available to the developer, in addition to the specification .
In a normal system program, he would have generated much of that
information himself——including the mathematical derivation., trade
studies, detailed operator task analysis data , etc.

• The requirements and constraints placed on specifications stem from
a variety of consideration., many of which have been me .ntion~d in
preceding portions of this guidebook. For example , the computer
program development specification should be written as a direct ive
document , delineating as precisely as possible the CPCI’s required
characteristics in order to best serve it. primary function as a legal
instrument governing the procurement of that item.

It should be noted that the specification is constrained not only with
respect to the types of system engineering data mentioned above, but also to
exclude many other levels of related information which are contained in such
documents as: development , configuration management , and qu ality assurance
plans; test plan. , procedures , and rep orts ; positional handbook. and user
manuals. In a system program , it is the normal assumption that the CPC I
Part I specification will constitute a key element , but will be properly
integrated with——and supplemented by——those other elements of the “softw are
documentation” st ructure as a who le.
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Changes which may have been introduced in AFSCP 800—7 are not reflected in
the text of this guidebook.
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SECTION 5. ABBREVIATIONS

AYLC Air Force Logistics Command

AFSC Air Force Systems command

C3 Command, Control, and Co unications
CDRL Contract Data Requirements List

CI Configuration Item

CPC Computer Program Component
CPCI Computer Program Configuration Item

CPDP Computer Program Development Plan

CPTIIE Computer Progr ing Test and Evaluation

DID Data Item Description

DoD Department of Defense

DT&E Development Test and Evaluation
ECP Engineering Change Proposal
ESD Electronic Systems Division
FQT Formal Qualification Test (ing )
JCS Joint Chiefs of Staff
N/A Not Applicable
0/S Operating System

OT&E Operational Test and Evaluation

PDR Preliminary Design Review

PQT Preliminary Qualification Test(ing)

UP Request For Proposal
SAX Software Acquisition Management
SDC System Development Corporation
SDR System Design Review
SRi System Requirements Review

TED To Be Determined
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