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| Introduction
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Motivation
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| Motivation

poorly tooled collaboration: source of conflict
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Motivation

e Integration only at the end of long iterations — being confronted with contradictory injunctions at the
last minute, especially if the constraints changed during the iteration
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| Motivation

First model that contradicts previous constraints
o Sequential integration 0 must be adapted to resolve them, even if the optimal
solution is maybe to modify a previous integrated model
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| Motivation

o Integration only at the end of long iterations — being confronted with contradictory injunctions at the
last minute, especially if the constraints changed during the iteration
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poorly tooled collaboration : source of conflict
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| Research questions

o How to model the collaboration
between experts?

How to report this collaboration
through a tool support?
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How to model the way the experts work together?

o Currently, we identified three workflows:
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How to model the way the experts work together?

o Currently, we identified three workflows:
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| How to model the way the experts work together?

0 For the contribution and integration workflows, we have two main goals:

o Evaluate automatically the impact of local changes on the whole
system and propagate the information to the stakeholders

0 In case of contradictory injunctions when integrating local changes,
report them and trigger discussions between the experts involved
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How to report this collaboration through a tool
support?

e The goal is to adapt all the tooling to the different workflows

0 Tooling: Notification system, maybe (part of) the modeling workbench itself?

e Currently, we started to work on the adaptation of interactive tools for
modeling workbenches through a DSL

0 Ultimately, we want to design this DSL for the forge itself, we think we have
common concepts between these two orthogonal approaches

The two approaches may be linked by the fourth workflow, for instance, to
trigger a notification directly inside the modeling environment
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Research questions

How to model the way the How to report this collaboration
experts work together? through atool support?
Evaluate automatically the impact Adapt all the tooling to the different
0 of local changes on the whole 0 workflows
system
0 Report these and trigger discussion o The modeling workbench could be
between the experts involved considered as a part of the tooling
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