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I. CONCEPTUAL HIGHLIGHTS OF THE THESIS

The actuality and significance of the providing quality of information projects (IPs). At
the present moment, on the one hand, we have the high demand for success IPs for Knowledge-
based Information Society (KBS), e-business, e-economy, etc., and, on the other hand, we have
the high share of IPs failure. The quality of IPs can not only be verified/controlled at the end of
the project; it should be built and monitored throughout the lifecycle from conception to use.

Information and Communication Technology (I&CT) Development Index (IDI) for
Moldova in 2017 reached 6.45, ranked 59th out of 170 countries, and Israel - 7.88, 23rd. For
comparison, Iceland ranks first with the index value of 8.98 [1]. IDI is a composite index
combining 11 indicators, categorized into three sets, which reflects the Level of 1&CT access,
I&CT use and I&CT capability and skills, required to use I&CT effectively in society.

Share of 1&CT sector in Gross Domestic Product (GDP) from Moldova in 2017 and 2018
was 9% [2]. To compare with 2017, share of I&CT in GDP of Russia was 3%; in South Korea —
12%, in Poland’s — 6.06%, in Germany 8.15%, in Czech Republic 8.43%, in France 7.33%. In
January 2019, it became known that private technology companies in Israel, which are the main
driver of the country's economy, achieved a record of $ 6.47 billion in investment in 2018. This is
17% more than a year earlier [3]. The evolution of information technology continues to affect
significantly the business environment and demonstrate the need to provide quality in information

projects. I&CT changes business practices, reduces costs and alters the ways in which systems

should be controlled. In addition, according to ISACA (https://www.isaca.org/), technology plays
a key role in these actions, as it is becoming pervasive in all aspects of business and personal life.
At the same time, 1&CT requires a high level of knowledge and skills required to control and audit
information systems, and it increases the need for well-educated professionals in the fields of
information systems (IS) governance, quality/security assurance and control [4].

I&CT and software has become an important component of many spheres of life as it is used
in all fields of activities like education, industry, services, management, etc. Often, I&CT and
software systems have a major influence not only on the efficiency of management and production.
I&CT also influences people's lives a lot. For example, I&CT are actively used in medicine,
including the massive implantation of chips in humans’ beings.

Relevance, importance of the subject of the thesis and problem statement. Neglecting
the great importance and impact of I&CT, today still persists poor information projects
performance: only 32% of the software projects are successful [5], other 68% are challenged or
failed. The PMI report ,, Pulse of the Profession 2017~ showed a slight improvement, but broadly

speaking, the statistics tells a shocking story. Failed projects are still over 30%. The average budget
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loss on projects for under performing companies was 46%. Over a third (34%) of projects aren’t
base lined at the planning stage [6]. This led to the fact that Quality Management in software
developments is now recognized by ISO, ISACA, IEEE, PMI etc. as an important discipline, along
with software engineering.

The main purpose of the research is to provide quality of information projects, considering
the high-quality requirements at low costs, the standardization tendencies and the modern trends
of Agile software development methodologies.

But the contexts of different organizations and quality characteristics for different types of
information projects/systems are very different. For example, a database could differ vastly from
an Internet site and their quality characteristics should be different, accordingly. Building an
integrated metamodel of IPs quality and the quality of resulting products requires a great number
of studies, analysis of I&CT and management standards, development methodologies for IPs etc.
The role of resultant tailored quality models is to support the main activities of quality assessment.

The objectives of the thesis are the following:

e Study, analyze and identify the quality approach framework based on the best practices
(actual international management standards), the specific context of the organization and
the most appropriate 1S/software development methodologies to provide quality.

¢ Identify the quality characteristics from the literature review regarding IPs, analyze the
best quality models and practices for different IPs and develop a generic metamodel of
quality, which will integrate quality characteristics, suitable for widely used types of IS.

e Perform on-site research to verify the relevance of the selected quality characteristics
through the survey of experts in the field of information projects.

o Specify the requirement and develop a software tool to support for new approach (as part
of Project Management Office, PMO).

e Implementing the developed approach in an organization.

Applied methods of research. Various methods of study and comparative analysis of
sources of information with synthesis are used in the thesis. To evaluate the success/failure of the
project, qualitative analysis methods are used for the triple constraints — Schedule, Cost, Scope-
and recently added a few more things to manage such Quality, Risk, and Customer Satisfaction.
Solving the problem requires a profound study and a general interrelated analysis of best
practices/quality frameworks, summing up a relatively simple and transparent metamodel to help

the manager choose the right strategy, tailored model and policy quality of the organization.



The scientific novelty and originality are reflected in a new approach for continuous
assessment and improvement of IPs quality along software development lifecycle (SDLC) based
on combination between modern Agile development methodology and tailored quality models,
obtained from generic quality knowledge metamodel, which is extensible, flexible and adaptable
and which is supported by software application with primary data extraction directly from the
PMO tools.

The theoretical significance is supported by analyze, synthesis, specifying and defining the
theoretical principles, generic metamodel and tailored models for personification of the quality,
continuous assessment process of the quality of IPs through the project lifecycle, based on
connection between several well-known basic models, tailored models, Deming quality wheel,
Plan-Do-Check-Act cycle, Agile development methodology and PMO tools for quality
assessment.

Important scientific problem solved in the research. A new approach opens up the
possibility to define the quality of IPs at the conceptual level, creating the basis for the subsequent
formal and informal assessment of the degree of compliance of the developed IPs with the quality
requirements. A new approach permits continuous assessment of the quality of IPs along the
lifecycle that can be systematically measured, calculated, managed and improved, based on
primary data directly extracted from the PMO applications such as Jira, VersionOne, TFS, etc.

The research is based on the following assumptions:

e The quality of development IPs processes throughout SDLC and the resulting product

quality (IS, information), even if they mean different things, need to be treated together.

e In order to improve the quality of information projects, it is required to build an

information project quality assessment model that can be iteratively measured and
improved, during the period of the project lifecycle.
e Among the possible solutions to the mentioned issues is adapting 1S/software quality
models so that characteristics and subcharacteristics are more meaningful to their users.

¢ |Ps quality management along SDLC can be streamlined by automating routine work and
using input data directly from modern Agile software development processes, assisted by
digitized PMO.

The approval of results and publications. The obtained results were published in 10
scientific papers, among which 8 by a single author, with a total volume over 4 sheets of author,

including 2 in magazines recognized abroad, 2 in journals category B, were reported in 4



international conferences and 2 in national (home) conferences (see author’s publications on thesis
subject).

The new assessment approach and the realized software tool are implemented in ,,WGS”,
Israel and in the study process of the Moldova State University. These results also can be directly
used by any other organizations concerned with IPs development and/or by researchers and
students of other educational institutions at software engineering disciplines.

Structure and volume of the thesis. The thesis consists of Introduction, four chapters,
General conclusions and recommendations, Bibliography, and nine Appendices.

Introduction describes the topicality and importance of the raised problems, the goals and
objectives of doctoral thesis, scientific novelty, of the obtained results, theoretical importance and
practical value of the work, results approval and summary of the doctoral thesis sections.

Chapter | “State-of-the-art in the domain of IPs quality” deals with the theoretical
framework of the topic and includes literature review of information project, project
success/failure, project quality management, diagnose the problems and assumptions to solve of
them.

Chapter Il “Methodological approaches of project quality management” describes the
general framework of quality, some of quality concepts and principles defined by Shewhart and
modified by Deming, Plan-Do-Check-Act cycle, used in all of the management standards. Chapter
Il attempts to bring more understanding to the use of standards appropriate to the company's needs.

Chapter 111 “Software quality models and tools” offers an overview and a critical analysis
of the system/software quality models, establishes the premises and formulates the basic tasks for
the realization of the metamodel and the particular quality models of IPs.

Chapter 1V “Field research on information systems quality” describes the general
metamodel of quality, the tailored models of quality for some classes of 1S, the numerical methods
for multicriterial calculus of quality and realized application for support of them.

The ,,General conclusions and recommendations” summarize the contribution of the
research from different aspects: mention the important scientific and applicative solved problem,
describes three main obtained results the significance and potential of the proposed metamodel
and application for software development organizations and suggestions for perspective research
in the domain of IPs and software quality improvement.

In addition, there is a Bibliography, Publications and Appendices, with supplementary
information of doctoral thesis, including questionnaire, description of the developed software

application, acts confirming the implementation of the obtained results, etc.



Keywords: Information Project (IP), Information System (1S), Software, Quality of IPs,
Quality characteristics, Quality standards, Basic Model of Quality, Tailored/particularized Model
of Quality, Quality Management System (QMS).

I1. CONTENTS OF THE THESIS

Building globally Knowledge-based Information Society, integrating new information
technology into all areas of human activity, developing digital information products and services,
including e-banking, e-payments, e-government, e-education, e-health, etc., are the strategic
objectives of the governments of most countries of the world, including the Republic of Moldova
and Israel, which have adopted Digital Development Strategies. KBS-building plans at national
level involve the realization of many informational projects aimed at meeting the social and
personal needs in information products and services, including access to information resources
for anyone who is empowered, wherever and whenever necessary, in safety conditions.

Today many organizations invest millions in hope to get some value in return (ROI) from
informational projects. But many of IPs still fails. This because the quality of IPs is a complex
and multivalent concept, it means different things to different people, and, as rule, it is subjective;
each project is unique, with its own quality requirements and specific constraints, highly dependent
on the concrete internal context, e.g. organization, team, culture, traditions and external context,
e.g. stakeholders, competitors. User requirements, the set of quality criteria, the weighting of the
quality criteria for each of IPs can be very different.

There are many other challenges of IPs quality, among which can be mentioned:

o Software can’t be physically observed;

e The lack of knowledge of client needs at the start (often this is impossible);

e The rapid rate of change on hardware, software and of client needs — are inevitable and

generate a lot of extra work for improvement of quality, etc.

Two main needs arise from background analyze of IPs development in KBS:

e To provide project managers a better understanding and fits methodologies for assuring

information projects quality.

e To increase the quality of information projects along SDLC, focusing on information

systems and application software.

The quality of IPs as minimum include three aspects: Quality of project management
(processes), Quality of resulting product (IS, software applications) and Quality of information,
resulting by data processing. When we talk about IPs quality, we discover that human originality

and creativity are closely related to it. But, these aspects of quality are hard to measure, especially
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as programmers see their work as a work of art rather than as a commercial product. So, today
the quality assessment of informational projects is a critical task for many companies, especially
concerned with the development of IPs; is an important discipline and a field of study with
interesting perspectives for researchers, since the rate of failed IPs is still quite high.

Meanwhile, researchers propose software metrics (e.g. code length, comments, etc.) as tools
to measure programs source code, architecture, and performances. However, the software's
physical characteristics very little reflect its actual quality; the relation between software quality
models, metrics and type of projects is not yet clear and consensual. Moreover, the process of
software quality assessment remains an open issue with many basic and particularized models,
poorly applicable in practice.

The main idea to be drawn from context analysis is that the quality of the project and the
resulting product can be effectively managed considering both the software development
methodology and tools that are suited to the project requirements and team abilities, as well as
good management practices focused on specific standards families and quality models.

The research was focused on providing quality of information projects, because within
the framework of contemporary organizations about 50% of the activity takes place in the form of
project activities and all 100% in the specialized organization for development and implementation
of information system, web applications, software application etc.

But the quality of IPs is a complex concept, it means different things to different people,
and it is highly context dependent. An appropriate model is built on recognizing steps toward a
standard solution — it helps when the work of one team can be continued by another team at the
point where the first stopped. Work is thus forwarded from team to team and time zone to time
zone until it has been completed. Since the quality of IPs can not only be verified/controlled at the
end of the project —it should be built and monitored throughout the lifecycle from conception to
use. This is one of the reasons to examine in this thesis the possibility of improving the quality of
IPs using a good methodology for project development and quality management.

This is the main subject of the thesis, referred to as evaluating and improving IPs quality
in accordance with a better standardized practice and using tailored quality models. Today the
quality assessment of informational projects is an important discipline and a field of study with
interesting perspectives for researchers, since the rate of failed informational projects is still quite
high. The existing general models are too abstract and poorly applicable in practice, and the author
models are too detailed with a very narrow area of practical applicability. The high level of
abstraction practically eliminates the direct practical use, and the high degree of detail implies a very

narrow applicability.



,,. The paper tries to guide developers to Agile software development methods, which is in
line with the general principles and PDCA (Plan-Do-Check-Act) approach of quality management
(1ISO 9001) to continuous improvement of quality and the integrated metamodel of quality, which
encompasses the basics quality models, proposed in ISO 9126, 1SO 25010, 1SO 25012 etc.

The thesis assumption is to create a metamodel, which will permit realize a
tailored/particular model for each typical group of IS, range of values which are acceptable for
similar people and realize an original digital support for these. Using a good methodology and
pattern (such as design patterns, standardized processes, PDCA cycle, etc.), we could increase the
software quality.

The new approach for IPs quality assessment is composed by the following elements:

1. Generic metamodel of quality, which include the wide knowledge about quality factors,

extracted from bibliographical sources, known basic models and quality standards;

2. Tailored quality models built from metamodel, based on field research, which permit

providing quality of some type of IPs;

3. An original tool, with the extraction of some initial data directly from the Agile PMO.

The new suggested approach and application use collaboration tools and modern Agile
methodology to develop IPs and standardized best practices for managing and continuously
improving of quality. As Agile software development processes systematically collect multiple
information (sprints delivery plan, sprint retrospective, etc.), it can be directly used to assess the
quality of the project for formulating improvement tasks and increase project’s successfulness for
the customer.

The new approach was implemented in a software application, based on the research results
dealing with analysis of the most actual researches and tracking the 25 most important quality
characteristics. This software application enables to manage quality of IPs by performing quality
assessments, in accordance with the quality characteristics for seven types of information systems.
The presented approach is new, even if we were using the classical models of software engineering
and standardized best practices. The modification we respect is integration of existing quality
models and best practices at conceptual level, which result in user-oriented quality conception
trough tailored models, in accordance with users’ needs, users’ requirements, using the new more
suitable quality assessments models — mix of traditional evaluation methods and modern
development methodology, such Agile.

This approach permits to build the adaptable/tailored quality models, more suitable to the
concrete organization and project context; fits the quality characteristics, metrics with users’

needs; realizes a combination of quality models with modern development methodology Agile and
10



original quality assessment tool; allows iterative measurement and continuous improvement of IPs
quality throughout the life cycle.

Traditional project management (PM, [7], [8]) along SDLC is iterative and describes
(Figure 1):

»

Adapt

Figure 1. Project Management Cycle
Source: Adapted by the author based on [7], [8] (emphasize the PM cycle)
e Six process groups of PMs: Initiating, Planning, Executing, Monitoring and Control,
Adapt, Closing.
e The project management processes grouped into ten separate knowledge areas: Project
integration management, Scope, Schedule, Cost, Quality, Resource, Communications,
Risk, Procurement, Stakeholder and recently added Customer satisfaction.

Project quality management aims to identify the required project quality, assess and
control it, and finally attain the optimum results through specific processes and activities. In order
to obtain the desired result, a project manager must take care of the following three key concepts
of quality management:

1. Customer satisfaction,

2. Prevention over inspection,

3. Continuous improvement.
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These three targets can best be achieved in Agile; they help in accurately estimating what
exactly a customer wants and what he actually needs. Once we have a clear understanding of these,
we can without too much problems manage the project quality.

Quality of IPs is dependent on type and complexity of information system. IS are
computer-based infrastructures, organizations, personnel, and components that collect, process,
store, transmit, display, disseminate, and act on information. So, quality of Information systems is
a function of Infrastructure Quality, Software Quality, Data Quality, Information Quality, Process
Quality, Quality of organization, Quality of services. Quality management will be successful if all
quality domains are under control. Obviously, treating all of them within a thesis is impossible,
from which the thesis is based preponderant on IPs product quality.

IS complexity is considered one of the major risk factors involved in project failure. Level
of complexity and time duration of project are positively associated to failure. One way to reduce
the level of project risk and failure is to reduce the level of complexity. Thus, it is obvious that in
order to improve IS success rate and rate of return on investment, organizations must address the
problem of complexity in IS and reduce it at acceptable limits.

In the traditional (waterfall, cascade) approach each IS project will grow in complexity once
initiated; the scope is fixed, but as rule, the time and costs are increasing. To meet this challenge,
it is necessary to apply the Agile Philosophy of iterative and incremental development (Figure 2)

4
5 Testing

Deployment

AGILE

1

Requirements

Figure 2. Project quality management as continuous PDCA process
Source: Adapted (combined) by the author based on [8], [9], [10]
Also, adaptation and modification of underlying organizational processes in such a way that
they become conducive for automation is an issue deeply intertwined with project definition and
has to be tackled in the very beginning. Once the processes have been reengineered, the scope of

12



automation project can be fully visualized by all the stakeholders. This is the net benefit of the IS
approach by Agile methods.

Figure 2 illustrates combined approach model of the quality management system in projects:
Quality Planning (PLAN), Quality Assurance (DO), Quality Control (CHECK) and Quality
Improvement (ACT). In this way, the focus is on the customer, and the variation and continuous
improvement are the central issues of the quality of IPs managed with Agile.

Project quality management (PQM) focuses on improving stakeholder’s satisfaction through
continuous and incremental improvements to processes, including removing unnecessary
activities; it achieves that by the continuous improvement of the quality of material and services
provided to the beneficiaries. It is not about finding and fixing errors after the fact, quality
management is the continuous monitoring and application of quality processes in all aspects of the
project [11]. Agile development best meets these all the needs. A general model of QMS for a
modern software development company, in accordance with 1SO 9001 standard, consisting of
three parts, as it is shown in Figure 3. According to ISO 9001, QMS must be ,,born”, ,,grow” and

»mature” inside the company.

Checklist General rules

|

| |
| |
[ _ |
1 > QA T
: Audit |
I vyyvy Reviews |
! Development : g
L — - L, i — i
QP | Process QC : Final Tests Delivery
1
/T |
Assist basic rules I I
Project ' QC1 QC2
specifications Automation Checking
testing
. results
Use case testing
Developers Testers

Figure 3. QMS model for a modern software development company

Source: Taken from [10]

Legend: QA = Quality Assurance, QP = Quality Plan, QC= Quality Control

QMS for a software development organization covers: (a) the actual engineering activities
(analysis, design, design, coding), (b) revisions applied to each step of the project, (c) testing
strategies, including automated methods and tools, (d) control of the software documentation and
its maintenance, (e) compatibility with standards, if these are applicable, (f) measurement and
reporting mechanisms (e.g. internal quality). For example, quality management is oriented to

13



defining and standardizing processes, procedures, templates. Quality assessment in this approach
uses capability maturity models, such CMM [12], CMMI®02, and/or cycle PDCA, such Agile [9].

Perception of quality acknowledge not only the existence of risks along a project's lifecycle
but also that these risks must be prioritized differently along the project's lifecycle according to
the exposure of the project's aspects to these risks (e.g. the potential damage that quality prevails,
[13]). This can lead to a multi-processes approach as well as a multi-system approach (Figure 4).

STAFF MANAGEMENT PROJECT RIST RISK PROCES PRODUCT
QUALITY QUALITY MANAGEMENT IDENTIFICATION PERFORMANCI PERFORMANCE
TEAM APPROACHES

N/

PEOPLE
QUALITY

N

OBJECTIVI SUBJECTIVE
PERFORMANCE PERFORMANCI

PROJECT

QUALITY ’\

I

PROCES
QUALITY

PROJECT
RISK

PROJECT
PERFORMANCE

STRATEGIC PROJECT
ORIENTATION CHARACTERISTICS
RESIDUAL
SOURCING PERFORMANCE RISK
ARRANGEMENT / '\
e prosect 1 PROJECT RESIDUAI UNFORESEEABLI
IYPE DIVERSITY || scopE CONTROLLABLE RISK RISK

Figure 4. Common conceptual framework for PM and QM

Source: Taken from [14]

This approach combines quality aspects associated with the project itself and the given
reality as it is reflected by management perception as well as the project's objective characteristics
such as the quality of human resources and management quality.

Development Agile cycle is fully in line (in according) with ISO management standards,
TQM and allows for continuous improvement of product (Figure 5).

Being Agile it is about the people and teams, about customer and delivering software, about
continuous improvement, and constantly applies PDCA cycle:

o By the process (Retrospective analysis, Scrum, Kanban etc.);

e By the user feedback (Sprint review, demo Scrum);

By the team itself (peer review, pair programming etc.).

Measurement is a key to process improvement. The needs for improvements can be
decided after performing measurements. In many cases this is impossible until the final delivery

of the product. In Agile software processes development, it is possible along life cycle.
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Quality measurements
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F F Acceptance
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Identify Key | ) SE— —
Quality Scenarios [ | I 4
Develop and Plan a Sprint Run a Sprint
Manage the
Backlog

Figure 5. Quality Cycle in Agile/SCRUM

Source: Taken from [15]

System/software quality model

To predict and develop high quality software at lower costs, quality models are required.
The models to evaluate the quality of software have been constructed defining the fundamental
factors (also called characteristics), and within each of them the subfactors (or subcharacteristics).
Metrics are assigned to each subfactor for the real evaluation. Quality model is a set of selected
quality characteristics with the assigned measures and the relationships between them relevant to
a context that provides the basis for specifying quality requirements and evaluating quality of an
entity.

The software quality models are designed to allow developers a clearer understanding of
the relationships between internal and external quality, ways to reduce the number of defects in
software development, increase efficiency, etc. A quality model specifies which properties are
important for a product (e.g. usability, traceability, etc.) and how these properties are to be
determined. For each attribute, one or more quantitative or qualitative metrics can be defined in
order to assess its value. In addition, the quality model describes additional functional properties,
such as ,, how the software was created” and ,, how it works”. The quality required for a software
product must be defined in the software requirements definition document. Also, the definitions

of quality attributes, measurement methods, and attribute acceptance criteria must be specified.
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Figure 6 shows the general evolution of quality models from the McCall model in 1977 until
2011, with ISO 25010:2011 models.

Boehm FURPS Dromey 1509126 ZIESD?D
mMeCall Ghezzi IEEE SATC QMOooD
[ 1977 1978 1991 1992 1993 19951996 2001-2003 2011 >

Figure 6. The most famous quality models

Source: Developed by the author based on literature analysis

Consequently, the models are classified in basic models, and those based on components
called tailored or private or authors quality models, enriched with other characteristics, specific
to certain areas, e.g. onboard software, navigation systems. Simultaneously with the development
of the Internet and Web as open systems, in 2003 a new subclass of tailored models - open source
quality models started, e.g. Cap Gemini, Open BPR etc.

The basic models are used for global evaluations of software products. The basic models
are hierarchical; they can be adjusted to any type of software product and are oriented to the
evaluation and improvement. The most important hierarchical models are: McCall, Boehm,
FURPS, FURPS+, Dromey, family 1ISO 9126 and ISO 25010. The main problem is that these
models are too abstract and too general for specific areas or concrete type of IS, and the main
challenge is to find the required quality characteristics for each one of the information project type.

Figure 7 shows the stages of Iterative Improvement of quality along the project lifecycle
according to the latest ISO 25010 model.

Process Software product Effect of software product

Influences Influences Influences

External

Quality
Attributes

Internal

Quality
Attributes

Process

Depends on Depends on Depends on

Contexts of use

Process measure Internal measure External measure Quality in use measure

Figure 7. Quality in the life-cycle of software development
Source: Taken from 1SO 25010 [16]
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Tailored quality models began to appear since 2001. The main characteristic is that they
are specific to a particular domain of application and the importance of characteristics may be
variable in relation to a general model. Identifying and quantifying the quality of software products
is a first task in determining the quality of applications and ensuring the desired quality level.
Secondly, estimation of IS quality will be correct if it is based on the ,, lifecycle - criterion quality
metric of quality” relationship. Due to this approach, it is appropriate to judge not only the quality
criteria nomenclature, but also the dominant role and the content of each criterion in relation to the
development stage of the IS.

Metamodel of quality and particular/tailored quality models

The main conclusion drawn from the basic and adapted quality models analysis is that both the
quality factors of models can be managed in a similar manner, providing a unique framework, a

unified metamodel (Figure 8).

Metrics
Metrics
Sub-Char.
/ Metrics
Char. Sub-Char.
\ Metrics
%}‘:ﬁf' Char. Sub-Char.
Char.
Metamodel
Char.
/ Sub-Char.
Quality
Model
Sub-Char.

Sub-Char.

Sub-Char

Figure 8. A fragment of the general metamodel and Tailored quality models

Source: Developed by the author
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Quality factors and concepts defined in the standards, enriched with the decisions outlined in
the previous chapters, form together a rich base of knowledge for building a metamodel. But the
development of quality model with a set of fit to IP metrics is far from being a simple task.
Theoretically, metamodel can include also the Characteristics of Infrastructure quality, Quality of
services, Process quality, Quality of organization etc.

The core quality model (metamodel), is compose of a series of quality characteristics
attributes of included basic models and user added characteristics. All the attributes are described
in these respective models and standards. Terminology and definition of quality characteristics are
in according with 1SO 25010:2011. All of the definitions of characteristics, subcharacteristics,
metrics, and measurement function are including in the repository file of the application. Fragment
of Quality Knowledge Database is shown in Annex 1 — Annex 2 of the thesis.

The quality characteristics and subcharacteristics are mapped to some type of IS, e.g. ,,web
application” and applied standards from company, like ISO 9126 or ISO 25010.

Measurement concepts are in turn mapped to one or more metrics, e.g. ,,code size”, which is
measured through source lines of code, and ,,control-flow complexity”, measured through
cyclomatic complexity.

The metrics are defined in ISO 25022:2016, 1SO 25023:2016, ISO/IEC 25024:2015 and
other. But the list of metamodel metrics can be extended /added to the user's need and desire.

Despite the number of Standards and Quality Models, little information exists how to
measure, collects the values of characteristics and how evaluate a concrete type of IS. There is a
need for research providing information about significance of each quality characteristic included
in quality model and the weighting of the characteristics.

The purpose of the field research was to building a metamodel and find out which of the
quality characteristics will be taken into the quality model for some type of IS, with respect to the
research results from the literature review and the field study [17], [18], [19].

Metamodel is more general and allows more degrees of freedom. This metamodel
includes some basic models (e.g. 1SO 9126, 1SO 25010, 1ISO 25012 models) and some enriched
models (e.g. Dromey) with the possibility to generate other particular quality models based on the
adaptation of one of them. The specific model is developed according to the metamodel and user
requirements. Adaptation consist in eliminate some characteristics and/or add other characteristics,
including individual characteristics, defined by the developing organization and stakeholders for
concrete use-case. The resulting specific particular model is built under the subset of the most

common quality characteristics and organization needs. In resulting model all relations between
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characteristics — subcharacteristics — metrics and the formula calculus are inherited from the
metamodel, and have two variants of realization: simple media or multicriterial calculus.

This two-tier approach offers the possibility to compare similar products based on a
particular manufacturer's model as well as different products and different manufacturers based
on the basic features included in globally accepted and recommended 1SO standards.

Proposed scenario for improving information project quality is presented in Figure 9.

Quality
Improvement

Business IT
Performance

Information Quality Dimensions Ak

Information Project Lifecycle

Figure 9. Scenario for continuous improving information project quality
Source: Developed by the author in [17]
Quality improvement is an iterative process that requires planning, execution, checks and
feedback from the information consumers (IS users) in the organization. In order to improve the
quality of IPs, it is required the iterative measurement and evaluation along the project life cycle,

stored in data base application.

Quality assessment methods

For quality assessment objective and subjective assessment methods have been used.
Objective assessment measures the extent to which IPs conforms to quality specifications and
references. Subjective assessment measures the extent to which IPs is fitness for use by end
consumers.

The expert opinion survey was designed to verify the hypotheses in practice:

o Field assessment of the significance/weights of each characteristic for seven types of IS,

that measure the degree of satisfaction;
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¢ Identification of generally accepted characteristics from experts for different IS (with a
score greater than 3.5 out of 5).

As arule, quality evaluation according to the quality models McCall, Boehm, FURPS, Dromey,

ISO 9126, 1SO 25010 etc. uses a set of values/metrics and linear expressions of calculation for each

factor, such as:
Fq =Y} ,Ai*Mi 1)

Where:

Fq = is the quality factor,

Ai, i=1,... n are the coefficients of regression,

Mi, i=1,... n are the metrics corresponding to the quality factor,

Then the general quality is determined as the weighted sum of the factors values.
Q=2g=1Fq*Pq (2)

Where:

Fq, g=1,... m, are the calculated values of the factors,

Pq, g=1, ... m, are the corresponding weights of the quality factors.

But quality indicators are often contradictory and optimization of parameters for each of them
leads to inadequate solutions. A technique for establishing a compromise on quality characteristics
that satisfies all participants in the development, marketing, and use of a software product is the
negotiation technique based on the win-win spiral model. A risk in engineering software
requirements is to increase the level of a quality characteristic, for example performance, to the
detriment of another at least or as important, e.g. portability. Many software projects have been
abandoned because they had a poor set of quality requirements, even though they had well-specified
interface and functional requirements.

As mentioned in the thesis, linear patterns do not always adequately reflect the relationships
between the quality characteristics. More than that, using the expert opinions for determines the
importance of each quality factors may be subjected to subjective influences: two distinct groups of
experts can reach different values of the coefficients and grades that are given. In complex systems
such IS with the use of several indicators/criteria there may be several criteria objectives/functions,
often interdependent. Thus, during the development and using of complex software systems, the
assessment of the quality of the relevant processes becomes possible only with the use of several
indicators (several target, criterion functions). This leads to the emergence of multi-criteria choice

tasks that can be used successfully to evaluate the quality of the processes/products.
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The software application

To estimate the values of quality indicators in developed application four methods can be
used: measurement, registration, calculation and expert, as well as combinations of these methods.

The measuring method is based on the use of measuring and special software for obtaining
information about software characteristics, for example, determining the volume, the number of
lines of code, operators, the number of branches in the program, the number of entry/exit points,
reactivity, etc. The registration method is used when calculating the time, number of failures, the
beginning and end of the software operation in the course of its execution, etc. The calculation
method is based on statistical data collected during testing, operation and maintenance of software.
The calculation method is estimated indicators of reliability, accuracy, stability, reactivity, etc. The
expert method is carried out by a group of experts (users-specialists) who are competent in solving
this problem or the type of software.

Information Project Management System (IPMS) [17], [18], [19], which realizes proposed
in thesis is scenario for improving information project quality, in detail is presented in Annex 9 of
the Thesis, which includes: Description of the application, Entity Relationship Diagram, User
manual, some Excel templates for collecting of primary data and calculation of value of quality
factors and Installation Kkit.

IPMS is a Web and/or desktop application which enable organizations to manage quality of
information projects, by performing quality assessments, in accordance with the tailored model
for concrete type of information project, obtained from metamodel (knowledge about quality
models, quality characteristics, subcharacteristics and metrics) and using a linear calculation of
quality factors values. The application is independent of the tailored model applied; it is suitable
for any type of organization and/or any type of project.

The main menu (Figure 10) shows some options for entering / editing the initial data, such
Organizations, Projects, Evaluations, Tables settings of the application etc. The application
settings allow to adapt/specify the quality model for each evaluated informational project. After
updating the model, the input values of the quality characteristics can be introduced/imported, the
weighted values of the quality factors can be calculated, the reports, graphs, statistics, etc. can be
managed and displayed.

Each information project relates to quality characteristics of tailored model in accordance
with the project type, in order to perform the relevant quality assessments. For each project, it is
possible to create quality assessment, contains a specific quality characteristics list for that project

type, and to display a list of related project quality assignments.
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- Quality Statistics

=- Admin

----- User Management

-~ Settings
=-Quality Characteristic
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- Quality Characteristics Model

Figure 10. Help Window and main menu of IPMS

Source: Developed by the author

Using the data input screens, it is possible to create a new organization, new project, new

assessment and/or update any database objects, including metadata about quality models, quality
characteristics, quality subcharacteristics, quality metrics etc. Metamodel can be extended/
adapted from organization needs: user can add some characteristics, subcharacteristics and
metrics, can modify some measurement functions in the knowledge database and/or in the Excel

templates for collecting of primary data and calculation of value of quality factors.

Each information project relates to quality characteristics in accordance with the project

type, in order to perform the relevant quality assessments. And each project must be assigned to a

specific organization in order to manage the quality of organization projects. In addition, it is

possible to create or maintain quality assessments or quality activities.
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The application has a built-in help with detailed description of operation (Figure 10). Install
kit and applications scenario, help text and others print-screens of the IPMS are shown in Annex 9
and, along with the entry templates, are written on the CD. The application is installed on Microsoft
Azure cloud server and can be verified from the Web, without installing it on the desktop. Figure

11 show how to launch the remote application from the cloud server.

-

&> Remote Desktop Connection | = 2 |

| Remote Desktop
"¢ Connection

Computer: 40114 238102 -

Username: TestWPMS-TEST

You will be asked for credentials when you connect.

¥ Options | Connect || Help |

L "y

Figure 11. Remote Desktop Connection to launch the IPMS application on the cloud
Source: Developed by the author

To access the application, send an e-mail to the author's address to receive information
regarding the updated Login and Password.

When the user creates a new project, he enters the project classification data. The application
identifies the appropriate quality model according to the type of project or standard which the user
selects. The user creates new assessment and the application show the quality characteristics
factors of the model. The user inputs the assessment characteristics values or import from external
Excel file. The application calculates the assessment score. The application analyzes the project
data with the assessments score and display the project quality graph.

For each assessment, it is required to enter the valuation of the quality characteristics (based
on some templates). While saving the quality assessment characteristic values, the application
calculates the weighted scores according to the quality factor of the characteristic in the settings
table. The quality characteristic settings table holds the characteristics quality factors for each

information project type, according to the survey results.
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I11. GENERAL CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The important scientific solved problem in the research is a new approach for continuous
assessment and improvement of the quality of information projects through the lifecycle. This
approach opens up the possibility to define the quality of IPs at the conceptual level, creating the
basis for the subsequent formal assessment of the degree of compliance of the developed IPs with
the quality requirements.

The new approach is composed by following obtained results:

(1) Generic metamodel of quality, which include the best practices and a vast knowledge
base about quality factors, extracted from known basic models and quality standards;

(2) Tailored quality models built from metamodel, based on field research, which permit
providing quality for seven type of IPs; and

(3) An original support application for quality assessment with the extraction of some initial
data directly from the Agile PMO.

The main research result is core/generic quality metamodel, adaptable, flexible and
extensible, which contain the quality characteristics of included basic models (McCall, SO 9126,
ISO 25010 etc.) and user defined characteristics. Metamodel absorbs the best of the moment
practices, defined in ISO 9001 standards and the 1SO 25000 family, which meet current trends in
quality management of software. Obtained metamodel is based on an extended literature review,
qualitative and quantitative analysis methods, detailed survey questionnaire for different kind of
people and different type of IS.

The second obtained result, was established the tailored quality models for some of the
most important types of IS and values of corresponding weights of these quality factors, which
allows a more accurate quality assessment for these type of IS. The research area was mainly oriented
for information systems, such ERP, CRM, B, etc. Weights were determined based on experts’
answers. The most important result of this experts’ survey says that there is a variance in scaling the
characteristics of quality, depending of the type of project, the fitting quality scale according to
information needs of the customers both inside the organization and out of it. A well-established QMS
quickly develops business and offers advantages such as: simplifying and optimizing processes,
increasing customer satisfaction, motivating employees, lowering costs and increasing productivity,
creating or adjusting specific quality tools, quality standards and others.

The third obtained result is universal application for continuous quality assessment. The
quality assessment activities should be carried out in an iterative way of measurement and
improvement. This fact requires a quality model that, on the one hand, gets the suitable parameters
that fit an information project and, on the other hand, allows measuring, in a unified scale, the
quality improvement results, along with the project lifecycle. The realized application is based
from project classification, tailored quality models, and valuable information system quality
characteristics as inputs directly from PMO applications. The generated tailored model is flexible,
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adaptable and extensible: end user can adapt this model according to his requirements, define and
add some new characteristics and/or measurement functions.

Universality of application was achieved by the separation of the initial input data from the
application and from measurement, registration, calculation and expert methods. All of these are
programmed in the Excel templates, and permit to determine the values of the quality factors,
defined in according of the users’ needs. The Excel files also serves as data-collectors, extracted
from various PMO instruments, used along lifecycle of development of IPs.

The applicative value of the research. The new assessment approach, generic metamodel,
tailored models, measurement functions — all of these have been realized in software universal
application tool IPMS for support of managers. The research outcomes can be directly used for 12
type of IS, such ERP & CRM, GIS & Map Library, Enterprise Portal & Knowledge Management,
Business Intelligence & Big Data, Internet Site & Web Application, Document Management
System and Mobile Application. The new assessment approach and the realized software tool are
implemented in ,,WGS?”, Israel and in the study process of the Moldova State University. But the
results could be used by researchers and students in software engineering disciplines, could be
easily implemented in any organizations that use IPs, in according to the specific criteria of that
project. The applications can save the inputs and outputs of quality assessment results to the
database, in order to compare between the quality activities over time.

Recommendations and suggestions for future research. The present research can be
expandable. Building a framework for measuring, assessing and improving quality requires both
methodological support and technology support with the right tools. Also,
developing/implementing this tool as a software application designed to support quality
management, more theoretical and empirical research, including expert opinion surveys are
required.

In particular, research could be continued in several directions, but not only:

(1) Quality modeling along the lifecycle, investigation of characteristics and related metrics,
measurement functions to determine correlation, significance, the degree of overlap,
dependencies and degree of automation is the most important way to increase the quality,
inclusively using a formal, mathematical modeling, such set theory, graph theory, etc.

(2) Refinement of many quality factors, metrics that, in aggregate, adequately reflect the
quality of software along the lifecycle.

(3) Because quality indicators and expert opinions often can be contradictory, identification
of these parameters and their importance for each of IPs require adequate solutions,
which can be identified among multicriterial quality assessment methods.

(4) The most qualitative input data for quality evaluation are the objective data, collected
directly from the outputs of the technological processors. Accordance of outputs of
technological development processes with inputs of quality assurance can offer a good
basis for improvement of quality.
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SUMMARY

The thesis ,, Providing Quality of Information Projects” is written in English and submitted
by Mr. Ran BERGMANN for fulfillment of the requirements for the PhD in informatics, specialty
121.03 — Computer programming. The thesis was elaborated at the Moldova State University,
Chisinau.

The structure of the thesis: The thesis consists of Introduction, 4 main chapters,
Conclusions and Recommendations, Bibliography of 167 titles. The main text amounts up to 161
pages, includes 55 figures, 16 tables, 16 formulas, and 9 annexes. The obtained results of the thesis
were published in 10 scientific papers, with a total volume over 4 sheets of author.

Keywords: Information Project (IP), Information System (IS), Software, Quality of IP,
Quality characteristics, Quality standards, Generic Quality Metamodel, Tailored Model of Quality,
Quality Management System (QMS).

Research Goal and Objectives. The aim of this thesis is to provide quality of IPs. The
objectives of thesis are described as follows: developing the generic quality metamodel, which
integrates the knowledge about known quality models, quality factors, and the best practices,
presented on the actual international standards; identifying of the quality factors, and building the
tailored/specific quality models, obtained from generic quality metamodel; assessing quality along
lifecycle; specifying the requirement, developing a software application to support for metamodel
administration, generation of tailored models and quality assessment, as part of the Project
Management Office (PMO), with the implementation of results in an organization.

The scientific novelty and originality are reflected in a new approach for continuous
assessment and improvement of IPs quality along lifecycle based on combination between modern
Agile development methodology and tailored quality models, obtained from generic metamodel
and in an original digital application/tool for support of new approach.

The important scientific problem solved in the research: A new approach opens up the
possibility to define the quality of IPs at the conceptual level, creating the basis for the subsequent
formal assessment of the degree of compliance of the developed IPs with the quality requirements.

The theoretical significance is confirmed by the analysis, generalization and determination
of the theoretical principles of a new approach for the continuous process of assessing the quality
of IP throughout the project life cycle, based on the combination and relationship between the
Deming quality improvement model, adaptable quality models and the modern Agile development
methodology.

The applicative value. The new assessment approach for quality factors, generic
metamodel, tailored models, measurement functions — all of these have been realized in a software
application tool IPMS - Information Project Management System, as extension for the PMO. The
proposed approach and elaborated application have huge potential for software industry in
reducing significantly the time and cost of quality assessment of IPs and improvement of quality.

The implementation of the results. The new assessment approach and the realized software
tool are implemented in "WGS", Israel (Annex 5) and in the study process of the Moldova State
University (Annex 6). However, these results also can be directly used by any other organizations
concerned with IP development and/or by researchers and students of other educational institutions
at software engineering disciplines.
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ADNOTARE

Teza , Asigurarea calitatii proiectelor informationale” este scrisda in limba engleza si
prezentatd de domnul Ran BERGMANN pentru obtinerea titlului de doctor in informatica,
specialitatea 121.03 — Programarea calculatoarelor. Teza a fost elaborata la Universitatea de Stat
din Moldova, Chisinau.

Structura tezei: Teza consta in Introducere, 4 capitole principale, Concluzii generale si
recomandari, Bibliografie 167 de titluri. Textul principal cuprinde 161 de pagini, include figuri,
16 tabele, 16 formule si 9 anexe. Rezultatele obtinute ale tezei au fost publicate in 10 lucrari
stiintifice, cu un volum total de peste 4 coli de autor.

Cuvinte cheie: proiect de informatii (IP), sistem informational (IS), software, calitatea IP,
caracteristici de calitate, standarde de calitate, metamodel generic de calitate, model particularizat
de calitate, sistem de management al calitatii (QMS).

Scopul si obiectivele cercetirii. Scopul tezei constd in furnizarea de calitate a IPs.
Obiectivele tezei constau in dezvoltarea metamodelului generic de calitate, care integreaza
cunostintele despre modelele de calitate cunoscute, factorii de calitate si cele mai bune practici,
prezentate in standardele internationale actuale; identificarea factorilor de calitate si construirea
modelelor de calitate particularizate/specifice, obtinute din metamodelul generic de calitate;
evaluarea calitatii IP/IS de-a lungul ciclului de viatd; specificarea cerintelor si dezvoltarea unei
aplicatii software-suport pentru administrarea metamodelului, generarea modelelor specifice,
evaluarea calitatii, ca parte a Project Management Office (PMO) cu implementarea rezultatelor
intr-o organizatie.

Noutatea stiintifica si originalitatea sunt reflectate Intr-o noud abordare pentru evaluarea
si imbundtdtirea continud a calitatii IPs de-a lungul ciclului de viata, bazat pe combinatia intre
metodologia modernd de dezvoltare Agile si modele de calitate particularizate, obtinute din
metamodelul generic si in aplicatia originala/instrument software-suport a noii abordari.

Problema stiintificA importantd rezolvatd in cercetare: noua abordare deschide
posibilitatea de a defini calitatea IPs la nivel conceptual, crednd baza pentru evaluarea formald
ulterioara a gradului de conformitate a IPs dezvoltate cu cerintele de calitate.

Semnificatia teoretica este confirmata de analiza, generalizarea si determinarea principiilor
teoretice ale noii abordari a procesului de evaluare continua a calitatii IP pe intregul ciclu de viata
al proiectului, bazatd pe combinatia si relatia dintre modelul de imbunatatire a calititii Deming,
modele de calitate adaptabile si metodologia moderna de dezvoltare Agile.

Valoarea aplicativa. Noua abordare de evaluare a factorilor de calitate, metamodel generic,
modele particularizate, functiile de masurare - toate acestea au fost realizate intr-un aplicatie
instrumentala software IPMS - Information Project Management System, ca extensie PMO.
Abordarea propusa si aplicatia elaborata au un potential imens pentru industria software in
reducerea semnificativa a timpului si costului evaluarii calitatii IPs si imbunatatirii calitatii.

Implementarea rezultatelor. Noua abordare de evaluare a calitatii si instrumentul software
realizat sunt implementate in ,,WGS”, Israel (Anexa 5) si in procesul de studiu al Universitatii de
Stat din Moldova (Anexa 6).Dar, aceste rezultate pot fi, de asemenea, utilizate direct de orice alte
organizatii implicate in dezvoltarea IPs si/sau de catre cercetatorii si studentii altor institutii de
invatamant a disciplinelor de inginerie software.
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AHHOTANUA

Juccepranusa Ha TeMy «Obecneuenue Kauecmea UHPOPMAUUOHHBIX RPOEKMO6) HaCaHa
Ha aHTJIUNCKOM SI3BIKE U IpeacTaBiaeHa rocnoguHoM Pan BEPI'MAHH nnsg nmoaydeHus cTEEeHU

KaHgugata Hayk 1o  HMudbopmaruke, cnemuansHocth  121.03 -  Komnwromephnoe
npoepammuposanue. Jucceprauus Obuta paspaborana B MongaBckoM 1'ocyaapCTBEHHOM
YHuBepcurere.

Crpykrypa auccepramuu: /rccepranus COCTOUT U3 BBEJACHUS, 4-€X OCHOBHBIX IJIaB,
3aKJIIOYECHUS U PEKOMEHIAIUN, CIIMCKA JTATEPATYPhI U3 167 HanMeHoBaHuil. OCHOBHOM TEKCT
coctaBisgeT 161 cTpanunbl, BKIo4aeT 55 pucynkos, 16 Tabmauir, 16 popmyi 1 9 NpuIoKeHUM.
[TonydyeHHbIe pe3yabTaThl ONMyONHMKOBaHBI B 10-TH Hay4HBIX paboTax, OOIIUM OOBEMOM
CBBIIIIC 4 A8MOPCKUX TUCTOB.

KiroueBnle cyioBa: ungopmayuonnviti npoekm (IP), ungopmayuonnas cucmema (1S),
npoepammuoe obecneuenue, kavecmeo IP, xapakmepucmuxu Kkauecmed, Cmanoapmsl Ka4ecmed,
0000UEeHHAsE MemaMoOeb Kauecmed, YACMmHAs MOOelb KA4ecmed, CUCmeMd MeHeONCMeHma
kauecmea (OMS).

Heano padornl sBisercs ooOccreuenre kadectBa |S. Ilomuenu cocrtosT B pa3paboTke
0000IIIEHHON MEeTaMOJENM KadyecTBa, KOTOpas OOBEeIMHSET 3HAHUS 00 M3BECTHBIX MOICISAX
KadyecTBa, (haKTOpaxX KadecTBa M JYYIIMX IIPAKTHUKAaX, HPEACTABICHHBIX B aKTyaJbHBIX
MEXKIYHApOAHBIX CTaHJapTax; BbIABICHHE (DAKTOPOB KadyecTBA M IIOCTPOCHUE YACTHBIX/
crienu(pUIECKUX MOJEJIeH KadecTBa, ITOJIYYEHHBIX M3 O0O0OIIEHHONH MeTaMOEIM KadecTBa,
OIlCHKA KauyeCTBa Ha MPOTSHKCHUE KU3HECHHOIro 1o mukia IP; crnemudukanus tpeOOBaHUN U
pa3paboTKa IPOrpPaMMHOTO IMPHIOKCHUSI-UHCTPYMEHTA JIJIS IOICPKKH METaMOJICIIH, CO3IaHus
CIICIIMAIM3UPOBAHHBIX MOJCIEH M OleHKH KadecTBa |S, xak yacte OducHoro YmpasieHHs
npoexkramu (PMO), ¢ BHEIPEHHEM PE3YIIBTATOB B HEKOTOPOM OpraHHU3aLIiH.

HayyHasi HOBH3HA M OPHIHMHAJLHOCTL OTPAXXECHBHI B HOBOM IIOAXOJI€ K HEIPEPLIBHOM
OIICHKE M YIIYYIICHHIO KauecTBa |S Ha MpOTSHKEHUU JKU3HEHHOTO IIMKJIa Ha OCHOBE COYETAHUS
COBPEMEHHOM METOJIOJIOTHH pa3paboTKu Agile M aganTUpyeMBIX MOJIeNIeH KauecTBa, ITOyYCHHBIX
n3 0000IIEeHHOM MeTaMOJCIH U B OPHTHHAJIBHOM IU(GPOBOM IPHIOKEHUH/UHCTPYMEHTE JIJIs
MOIJICP>KKK HOBOT'O TIOAX0a.

Baxxuoii Hay4YHO# mnmpo0JieMoii, perraeMoil B HCCIEAOBAHUM, SBISETCS HOBBIM ITOJIXOI,
KOTOPBIH OTKPBIBAET BO3MOXKHOCTh ONpPEACIICHUsS KadecTBa |S Ha KOHIENTyallbHOM YpOBHE,
co3/1aBasi OCHOBY ISl TTOCASAYIOMIEH (hOopMaIbHOM OLICHKH CTSIIEHH COOTBETCTBHUS TPEOOBAHUSAM
Ka4yecTBa, pa3paboTaHHEIX |S.

Teopernyeckasi 3HAYMMOCTHL Pa00OTBI TOATBEPXKAACTCA aHAIU30M, OOOOIICHUSIMU
OIIpeJICJICHUEM TEOPETHUYECKUX IPHHIMIIOB HOBOIO ITOJAXOJa JJIS HEMPEpBLIBHOIO IIpoliecca
oneHku kadectBa HMC Ha NOPOTSHKEHUM >KU3HEHHOI'O IIMKJIA IIPOCKTa, OCHOBAaHHOIO Ha
00BbEeIMHEHHE U CBSI3b MEXKy MOJICIBIO IIOBBIIICHUS KauecTBa JleMuHra, afanTupyeMbIX MOACIEH
KauecTBa M COBPEMEHHOM METOI0JI0THH THOKOM pa3paboTku Agile.

Ipuxkiaagnass meHHOCTsL padorbl. HOBBIM moaxon K OleHKe (haKTOpOB KadecTBa,
00001IeHHAsA METaMOJIENh, aJallTHPyeMble MOACHN, (PYHKIUH U3MEPEHHS ObUIN PeaJn30BaHbl B
nporpammuoM uHctpyMente IPMS Information Project Management System kax pacimpenue
s PMO. IpennaraeMelii MOgXoa U pa3pad0TaHHOE MPHIOKEHUE UMEIOT OI'POMHBIN IMOTEHIHUA
JUIS MHAYCTPUH IMIPOrPaMMHOI0 00eCIIeUeHHS B 3HAYNTEIHLHOM COKPAILlEHUH BPEMEHH U 3aTpaT Ha
ornenky kauectBa MC u ux ynyumenwe B mporpammuom uHCTpyMmente (Information Project
Management System) kak pacmmpenue i PMO.

Bueapenue pe3yiabtaToB. HOBBIM NOAXOI K OIEHKE KadecTBa M pPeaIM30BaHHBIN
mporpaMMHbIii uHCTpyMeHT BHeapeHsl B "WGS", Uspauns (IIpumokenwe 5) u B yueOHOM
mporecce Momnasckoro 'ocynusepcurera (IIpunoxkenne 6). DT pe3ynbTaThl TAaKKE MOIYT
HENOCPEACTBEHHO HMCIIOIL30BaThCI JIFOOBIMHA JPYTMMH  OpraHU3aldsIMU, 3aHAMAaIOIUMHUCS
paspaborkoit MC, w/uimm ucciaeaoBaTeIsIMM M yYaIllMMUCS IPYTHX YUeOHBIX 3aBEICHHUI 110
JHUCIHIUTHHAM, CBSI3aHHBIX C pa3pabOTKO# IIporpaMMHOI0 00eCIICUEeHH.
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