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Goal G1: BP is acceptably safe to operate within in
e PLC
C1: BP (Bistable Processor) is a software
Context C15: PLC is POSAFE-Q
A1: Safety demonstration of PLC hardware is
. already finished by hardware engineers.
Assumption A4: “Safe” means that BP is functionally and
non-functionally correct.
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S1: Argument over V&V to demonstrate

functional correctness

S7: Arqument over elimination or mitigation
Strategy | of hazards

(Argument) | S11: Arqument over reliability demonstration

activities

S12: Arqument over software development

process
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Sub-goal | G2: There is no logical fault in the BP
S2: Formal proof that the software requirement

Strategy satisfies safety properties
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Evidence | Snl: A V&V plan of software requirement
(Solution) | Sn2: A V&V report of software requirement
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