Insolvability is a bad place

m N —-. - - - - - - S S - - S S S S S S S S S S S S S S S -y

~ ) ~
7 R & D Com p|EXIty (we need to eliminate it) N
/ \
I 7 ow (EXPERIMENTAL) LOW (experimental) high (exploitational) Plannability (handles variability) HIGH \
|
I
Traditional
HW |
, research |
~ I\\l ~4 —\‘
A{‘\:C’, :\jzl*’ ® S I
PRV RN
© O ®wn hN I Y=
cCc "E N | o "G
£2°0g N B C3S
SH 8 e .1 39T
Qc=c 2 S - ¥=Ne!
cSocyY Tecs
-2 S2= S NQ
L OorL2 ] Og o
SOV o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e . | +
Sq— c - oo
| NO NEVER Plannability NEVEREVER = |
I Symptoms (/effects) Symptoms (/effects) i . Symptoms (/effects) I
Neglecting - Still neglecting - =
| " mom insolvability = insolvability - = N |
(gives reactivity and = (gives endlegs r.eac.tivity [ m =
I - suboptimization) - = - and suboptimization) - - I
I Insolvability shall not be mixed up with: Nothing can directly solve effects: |
\ - Uncertainty - No human adaptivity I
- Complexity - No Continuous Improvements, Japanese lake, low
\ - Variability hanging fruits, etc. /
\ - No big data, test automation, Al or any combinations 7/
~ - of them (only too late indicators that it does not work)’ 7’

interdependency (known), i.e., the specified interface it Functional and user functional requirements % Non-functional requirements

A
‘i’ transdependency (hidden)



	Bild 10: Insolvability is a bad place

