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Figure 1: Comparison of problems found with two development methods in CICS/ESA V3.1 

new release. This is important because this is an obvious way for the customer to judge quality. 
However, the length of time and the size of the sample mean that  figures available so far should be 
treated with some caution. CICS/ESA V3.1.1 was only made generally available to customers at the 
end of June 1990, and it is IBM's experience that many customers do not change immediately to a 
new release when it is made available, unless there is some new functionality which they particularly 
need, or they are working at the limits of the capacity of the previous release. However, bearing 
those two provisos in mind, the figures on number of problems reported by customers are extremely 
encouraging: in the first 8 months after the release was made available, the code which was specified 
in Z seems to have approximately 2 89 times fewer problems than the code which was not specified in 
Z. These figures are even more encouraging when it is realised that the overall number of problems 
reported is much lower than on previous releases. There is also evidence to show that the severity of 
the problems for code specified in Z is much lower than for the other problems. 

Taken as a whole, the quantitative results for the use of Z in CICS are very encouraging. However, 
a word of caution is in order here: it  should be noted that  IBM do not claim to have been running 
a carefully designed scientific experiment to test the merits of formal methods-- there  are no control 
cases, where we can look at the results of developing the same piece of code with formal methods, 
and without. All we can see are the results of applying formal methods in certain specific cases, 
and we should give only tentative interpretations of the figures. There are many other possible 


