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Appendixes: 

1. Introduction

1.1 Purpose

The purpose of this document is to present the results of performed verification activities. This report is based on System Verification Plan [1].
1.2 Definitions, acronyms and abbreviations

	Term / Acronym / Abbreviation
	Description

	
	

	
	


1.3 References

[1]

System Verification Plan, Rev. x 

2. Verification Activities
Summarize the performed verification activities. E.g. update the list in chapter 2 in [1].
If deviations from [1] has taken place, assess the impact on the results and validity of the tests.
3. Requirements vs. Verification Method Matrix
The specific requirements are presented in the following tables where the columns give the following information regarding to each specific requirement:

	ID of the requirement
	Description of the requirement
	Verification method
	Verification status
	Design Output


Verification status is: Passed / Failed / Not verified.

Copy here the Requirements vs. Verification Method section System Verification Plan [1]. Shift left the third and expand the fourth and fifth column of the tables as shown in the column description above and type in the information.
Design Output is a reference to the product, part or a module item number or to a production or testing specification number which are required to fulfil the particular requirement. This may in many cases be the product as a whole. The purpose of the link is to show the correspondence of input and output: a requirement e.g. including specification for a unit dependent output should have generated a specification for testing the output in each unit in the production. 

4. Assessment of Verification 
4.1 Verification summary
Summarize verification results in the table. 

The following table summarizes the verification status of the requirements:

	Status
	Amount

	Passed
	

	Failed
	

	Not verified
	


4.2 Assessment of discrepancies and deviations
In the following are all the discrepancies and deviations, “Failed” and “Not verified” requirements, assessed. For each case, justification of including “Failed” result or justification of not having been verified are given, the potential impact on verification results or on the product is described and the resolution is stated.

Copy paste each “Failed” or “Not verified” case from the Requirements vs. Verification table and add below the given descriptions.
	
	
	
	
	


Justification:

Impact on verification results or on the product:

Resolution: 

Conlude the issue, use the text below if appropriate.
Based on the above, this does not prevent the approval of design verification.

4.3 Verification status
Conclude the status of verifications, e.g.:
As a result of the verification activities and the justifications for the “Failed” or “Not verified” considered, the product is regarded to fulfill the set requirements.

5. Document change history

Before the Design Review, type in the revision number and description of made changes.  
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Notification of changed chapters is adequate for minor changes and updated proceeding or other information.
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