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• Open source real time operating system

• Developer friendly with vibrant 
community participation

• Built with safety and security in mind
• Broad SoC, board and sensor support.

• Vendor Neutral governance 

• Permissively licensed - Apache 2.0

• Complete, fully integrated, highly 
configurable, modular for flexibility

• Product development ready using LTS 
includes security updates
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Safety & Security Focus From the Start

Source: 
https://zephyrproject.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/08
/LF-Zephyr-Charter-2023.08.21.pdf

https://zephyrproject.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/LF-Zephyr-Charter-2023.08.21.pdf
https://zephyrproject.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/LF-Zephyr-Charter-2023.08.21.pdf
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So what does Zephyr mean by Safety? 

Safety – the freedom from unacceptable risk of physical injury 
or of damage to the health of people, either directly, or indirectly 
as a result of damage to property or to the environment
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Zephyr will focus on "Functional Safety"
● the part of safety that depends on a system or equipment operating correctly 

in response to its inputs

● Detecting potentially dangerous conditions, resulting either in the activation of 
a protective or corrective device or mechanisms to prevent hazardous events 
or in providing mitigation measures to reduce the consequences of the 
hazardous event.
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"depends on a system" ?

Systematic capability is the general assumption, that 
● if development, test and deployment of a system follow a 

specific set of tasks and 
● there is evidence for adherence to these tasks
● (and under the assumption that the system architecture 

supports safety)

⇒ Software is capable of performing as intended
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Analyzing a System with Open Source?
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Safety Engineering 101: the "V-Model"

● The V-model for functional safety development 
originated from systems engineering practices 
to structure the process of designing and 
validating complex systems. 

● It was later adapted and widely adopted in the 
automotive industry and other safety-critical 
sectors as a framework for ensuring the 
systematic integration of safety requirements 
and processes throughout each stage of the 
development lifecycle.

○ ISO 26262 in the automotive industry

○ IEC 61508 for industrial systems

○ DO-178C in aerospace

Source Image image provided under CC-4.0 
https://www.researchgate.net/figure/The-functional-safety-
development-via-V-model-14_fig4_362572593

https://www.researchgate.net/figure/The-functional-safety-development-via-V-model-14_fig4_362572593
https://www.researchgate.net/figure/The-functional-safety-development-via-V-model-14_fig4_362572593


Zephyr Initial Certification Focus

● Start with a limited scope of kernel 
and interfaces 

● Initial target is IEC 61508 SIL 3 / SC 3 
(IEC 61508-3, 7.4.2.12, Route 3s) 

● Option for 26262 certification has 
been included in contract with 
certification authority should there 
be sufficient member interest

Starting scope

Scope can be extended to include additional components with associated 
requirements and traceability as determined by the safety committee
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Safety Element out of Context - SEooC
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Systemic Capability for Safety

IEC 61508-3, Clause 7.4.2.12
“Where a pre-existing software element is reused to implement all or part of a safety 
function, the element shall meet both requirements a) and b) below for systematic 
safety integrity:

a) Meet the requirements of one of the following compliance routes:
- Route 1s: compliant development. Compliance with the requirements of this 

standard for the avoidance and control of systematic faults in software;
- Route 2s: proven in use. Provide evidence that the element is proven in use. See 

7.4.10 of IEC 61508-2;
- Route 3s: assessment of non-compliant development. Compliance with 7.4.2.13
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Systemic Capability for Safety

IEC 61508-3, Clause 7.4.2.13
To comply with Route 3s a pre-existing software element shall meet all of the 
following requirements a) to i)

a) The software safety requirement specification for the element [...] shall be 
documented to the same degree of precision as would be required by this standard 
for any safety related element of the same systematic capability [...]

⇒ Creation of System and Software Specification



Systemic Capability for Safety

IEC 61508-3, Clause 7.4.2.13
To comply with Route 3s a pre-existing software element shall meet all of the 
following requirements a) to i)

b) The justification for use of a software element shall provide evidence that the 
desired safety properties specified [...] have been considered [...].

⇒ Definition of the Safety Claims 
⇒ Traceability to requirements, code and tests



Systemic Capability for Safety

IEC 61508-3, Clause 7.4.2.13
To comply with Route 3s a pre-existing software element shall meet all of the 
following requirements a) to i)

c) The element’s design shall be documented to a degree of precision, sufficient 
to provide evidence of compliance with the requirement specification and the
required systematic capability. [...]The justification for use of a software element
 shall provide evidence that the desired safety properties specified [...] 
have been considered [...].

⇒ Reuse of the information provided by the docs.zephyrproject.org

http://docs.zephyrproject.org


Systemic Capability for Safety

IEC 61508-3, Clause 7.4.2.13
To comply with Route 3s a pre-existing software element shall meet all of the 
following requirements a) to i)

d) The evidence required in 7.4.2.13 a) and b) shall cover the software’s 
integration with the hardware. [...]

⇒ use the existing tests
⇒ establishing traceability 
⇒ enhancing coverage as needed



Systemic Capability for Safety

IEC 61508-3, Clause 7.4.2.13
To comply with Route 3s a pre-existing software element shall meet all of the 
following requirements a) to i)

e) There shall be evidence that the element has been subject to verification and 
validation using a systematic approach with documented testing and review 
of all parts of the element’s design and code [...]

⇒ use the existing tests
⇒ establishing traceability 
⇒ enhancing coverage as needed



Systemic Capability for Safety

IEC 61508-3, Clause 7.4.2.13
To comply with Route 3s a pre-existing software element shall meet all of the following 
requirements a) to i)

f) Where the software element provides functions which are not required in 
the safety related system, then evidence shall be provided that the unwanted 
functions will not prevent the E/EE/EP system from meeting its safety requirements.

⇒ Providing a defined safety scope definition



Systemic Capability for Safety

IEC 61508-3, Clause 7.4.2.13
To comply with Route 3s a pre-existing software element shall meet all of the following 
requirements a) to i)

g) There shall be evidence that all credible failure mechanisms of the software 
element have been identified and that appropriate mitigation measures have 
been implemented.

⇒ creating requirements
⇒ establishing traceability to code & tests 



Systemic Capability for Safety

IEC 61508-3, Clause 7.4.2.13
To comply with Route 3s a pre-existing software element shall meet all of the following 
requirements a) to i)

h) The planning for use of the element shall identify the configuration of the 
software element, the software and hardware run-time environment and 
if necessary the configuration of the compilation / linking system.

⇒ information that will be discussed in the Safety Manual



Systemic Capability for Safety

IEC 61508-3, Clause 7.4.2.13
To comply with Route 3s a pre-existing software element shall meet all of the following 
requirements a) to i)

i) The justification for use of the element shall be valid only those applications 
which respect the assumptions made in the [...] safety manual [...]

⇒ creation of the Safety Manual



Systemic Capability for Safety

IEC 61508-3, Clause 7.4.2.12
“Where a pre-existing software element is reused to implement all or part of a safety 
function, the element shall meet both requirements a) and b) below for systematic 
safety integrity:

b) provides a safety manual [...]

⇒ creation of the Safety Manual



What is Functional Safety aiming for ?

Safety Architecture and Documentation

Processes for development, 
verification, build, deployment 
and maintenance (according to 
Safety Standards like IEC 61508)

Suitable, 
robust 
system 
concept and 
architecture

Loads of 
documentation 
and evidences
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How is the Zephyr Project addressing this?
Following Route 3s by creating the missing work products

Creation of planning documents, 
adding information to the docs



How is the Zephyr Project addressing this?
Following Route 3s by creating the missing work products

Creation of planning documents, 
adding information to the docs

Loads of 
documentation 
and evidences



How is the Zephyr Project addressing this?
Following Route 3s by creating the missing work products

Creation of planning documents, 
adding information to the docs

Loads of 
documentation 
and evidences

Ze
ph

yr
 S

af
et

y 
Pl

an

Ze
ph

yr
 S

af
et

y 
O

ve
rv

ie
w

Ze
ph

yr
 R

eq
ui

re
m

en
ts

 

Ze
ph

yr
 D

es
ig

n 
Sp

ec

Ze
ph

yr
 V

er
ifi

ca
ti

on
 P

la
n

Ze
ph

yr
 R

eq
. M

ng
m

t. 
Pl

an

Re
qu

ir
em

en
ts

 O
ve

rv
ie

w

Ze
ph

yr
 C

od
e

Ze
ph

yr
 B

ui
ld

 E
nv

ir
on

m
en

t

Ze
ph

yr
 T

es
t

Te
st

 R
es

ul
ts

Co
di

ng
 G

ui
de

lin
es



How is the Zephyr Project addressing this?
Following Route 3s by creating the missing work products

Creation of planning documents, 
adding information to the docs

Loads of 
documentation 
and evidences
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Zephyr Initial Certification Focus

● Start with a limited scope of kernel 
and interfaces  - aka "Auditable"

● Need to be able to maintain it with 
security fixes over time - 
"Auditable" set expected to be 
associated with a specific "Long 
Term Support" release

Starting scope

Scope can be extended to include additional components with associated 
requirements and traceability as determined by the safety committee
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Zephyr Development:  Rate of Change  
https://github.com/zephyrproject-rtos/zephyr

- Total commits:  126,450
- Total contributors: 2,955

https://github.com/zephyrproject-rtos/zephyr/pulse/monthly
- Monthly contributors: 421
- Monthly commits: 2,598

3.5 commits/hour

https://github.com/zephyrproject-rtos/zephyr
https://github.com/zephyrproject-rtos/zephyr/pulse/monthly
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Lessons Learned from First Attempt

● All changes and enhancements need to go to Upstream Development 
○ Initial attempt at alignment with Coding Guidelines ( MISRA, etc.) was on an 

LTS.   
○ Redoing each release wasn't practical, so recognized need to be upstream.

● Need buy in from Upstream Maintainers on Methodology & Processes
○ TSC, Process and Testing Workgroups are key stakeholders and need to 

participate to shape a practical path that the project can adhere to.

● Need Open Community Participating to Scale
○ Committee sets scope to apply funding to
○ Others should be able to apply same methodology on different scope (and 

hopefully contribute back to project upstream)



Open Up Creating the Work Products

Safety Committee Role

- Safety Certification strategy decisions
- Scope of certification
- Certification standards
- Certification timeline

- Assessment and audit specific tasks
- Owner of certification artefacts
- Participation limited to the project’s 

platinum members, the safety architect, 
the safety chair, functional safety 
manager and project staff

Safety Working Group Role

- Creating/deriving and documenting the 
requirements for project code

- Establishing traceability between 
requirements, code and relevant tests

- Extending testing coverage as needed
- Setting up requirements management 

tooling
- Working on the creation of the required 

documentation and evidence
- Open to everyone to participate

https://lists.zephyrproject.org/g/safety-wg


Work Product Strategy
Strategy for artefact creation:

- use developer friendly tooling
- use known workflows on GitHub
- reuse as much as we can from the 

docs.zephyrproject.org

New artefacts ⇒ StrictDoc
- Requirements 
- Safety Plan
- Safety Manual
- …

Enhancements to project documentation
- Sphinx in docs.zephyrproject.org

Evidence ⇒ StrictDoc
- Assessments 
- Checklists 
- …

http://docs.zephyrproject.org
https://strictdoc.readthedocs.io/en/stable/stable/docs/strictdoc_01_user_guide.html
http://docs.zephyrproject.org
https://strictdoc.readthedocs.io/en/stable/stable/docs/strictdoc_01_user_guide.html


Compliance with Coding Standards
Project already has defined Coding Guidelines 
derived from MISRA rules and CERT-C 
references

Identification of Coding Guideline violations 
and adaption of the code

- Initially done by Bugseng on a separate 
branch

- Work merged to the main branch of 
"Development" in 2024

Static Analysis in the CI to check for adherence 
on each patch integrated into workflow via 
commercial tool "ECLAIR" from Bugseng 

https://docs.zephyrproject.org/latest/contribute/coding_guidelines/index.html#coding-guidelines
https://www.bugseng.com/eclair-static-analysis-tool/
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Lessons Learned in Current Path
● Work with those interested in collaborating with you.

○ Open Source: 

■ StrictDoc maintainer engaged in evolving tool to work with our 
needs.    Working regularly with Safety Manager and Safety 
Architect on including project needs into tool requirements.

■ SPDX community willing to evolve specification for required 
metadata for continuous compliance via Safety Profile

○ Commercial:  

■ Bugseng willing to prototype with us that tool could be integrated 
into workflow via trial licenses, before project signed contract in late 
2025.   Safety Architect & TSC Steering Committee Chair active in 
proving prototype.



Systematic Capability for Safety
To achieve Route 3s for an SEooC:

- Create and establish enough evidence for planning, process and 
adherence to defined techniques (Functional Safety Management: 
plans, guidelines, tooling application)

- Create accompanying documentation to enable usage of the safety 
scope (Safety Manual)

- Provide code that is
- Compliant with the coding guidelines of the project
- Described by requirements, architecture and design
- Sufficiently tested

- Achieve a 3rd party certification for IEC 61508 SIL 3



Zephyr Approach for route 3s:
- Creation of plans and process documentation 
- Define the safety scope
- Definition of safety claims, traceability to requirements, code and tests
- Reusing as much of the existing documentation as possible
- Use existing tests, create traceability, analysis and close coverage gaps
- Create a Safety Manual



Zephyr Work Product Structure
Principles of creating the documentation:

- Use developer friendly tooling
- Use known workflows on GitHub
- Reuse as much as we can from the docs

New documents like Safety Plan, Safety 
Manual, Requirements: StrictDoc

Enhancement of the community 
documentation in the Docs: Sphinx

Assessment evidences & checklist:  
StrictDoc

https://strictdoc.readthedocs.io/en/stable/strictdoc_01_user_guide.html#
https://strictdoc.readthedocs.io/en/stable/strictdoc_01_user_guide.html#


Status Today

• Coding Guidelines established based on 
MISRA rules and applied

• Static Analysis tooling to check for 
adherence to Guidelines selected and 
being deployed for future contributions

• Reference Requirements and Traceability 
started in the code base.  Working on 
visible end-to-end example

• Automatic human readable 
documentation of requirements from 
StrictDoc rules is available
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• Coding Guidelines established based 
on MISRA rules and applied

• Static Analysis tooling to check for 
adherence to Guidelines selected for 
future contributions

• Reference Requirements and 
Traceability started in the code base

• Automatic human readable 
documentation of requirements from 
StrictDoc rules is available

• Formal concept approval and Phase 1 
is complete … on to Phase 2



Safety Assessment & Certification Plan
Phase 1 - Concept Phase

Approval of the overall plans and 
strategy, scope and high level 
requirements & architecture

Phase 2 - Detailed Phase

Filling the gaps:
● Completeness of requirements
● Safety Analysis
● Traceability
● Verification & Test Coverage



Critical Path to Phase 2
Complete System and Software 
Requirements for Defined Scope 

Complete Software 
Architecture 
Specification

Traceability between 
Requirements, Code & Tests

Analysis of Test Coverage
and gap mitigation

Software Safety 
Assessment 



Critical Path: Requirement & Traceability

- Established hierarchical structure of 
requirements 

- Capturing the requirements in 
StrictDoc which is working towards 
import/export of SPDX 

- Capturing the plans in StrictDoc 
where each planning item (like Safety 
Plan) is tracked as a requirement 

- Capturing the assessment checklist in 
StrictDoc where each checkpoint is a 
requirement, tracing to the Zephyr’s 
evidences



Why do we need requirements and 
traceability between requirements to 

the code and tests? 
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SPDX Style Dependencies in a FuSa Project

Requirements

Component 
Qualification / 
Supply Chain

Validation & 
Assessment

Tooling Eval & 
Qualification (Dev, 
Verification, Build, 
Deploy…)

Architecture & 
Design

Implementation 
(Code)

Unit Verification & 
Tests

Integration & 
Tests

Software Tests

Documentation 
Management Plan

Configuration 
Management Plan

Requirements 
Management Plan

Reports

Reports

Reports

Functional Safety 
Management Plan

SPECIFICATION_FOR

SPECIFICATION_FOR

REQUIREMENT_FOR

REQUIREMENT_FOR

TEST_OF

TEST_OF

TEST_OF

EVIDENCE_FOR

EVIDENCE_FOR

EVIDENCE_FOR

SPECIFICATION_FOR



Licensed under CC-BY-SA-3.0

Knowledge Graph of Design to Source

!!

**

****
Zephyr Safety Dev 
Plan

SPECIFICATION_FOR

****
Zephyr 
Requirements 
Management Plan

SPECIFICATION_FOR

****
Zephyr Verification  
Plan

SPECIFICATION_FOR

Zephyr 
Configuration & 
Change  
Management Plan

**

Software 
Requirements 
Specifications

##

** Coding Guidelines

Software 
Component Design 
Specifications

##

SPECIFICATION_FOR

SPECIFICATION_FOR

<> Source 
Code 

SPECIFICATION_FOR

REQUIREMENT_FOR

Component Tests 

??

??
Code review 
(Static Analysis)

REQUIREMENT_FOR

SPECIFICATION_FOR

TEST_OF

TEST_OF

Specification 
file, 
requirements, 
architecture

 ##

source file<> 

Tests, test 
scripts, 
verification

??

Evidence, 
reports

Plans, 
Guidelines, 
Process

!!!!

!!

Static 
analysis 
scan reports

EVIDENCE_FOR

EVIDENCE_FOR

Component 
test reports



Licensed under CC-BY-SA-3.0

Knowledge Graph of Source to Build 

!!

**

**

REQUIREMENT_FOR

Specification 
file, 
requirements, 
architecture

 ##

source file<> 

Tests, test 
scripts, 
verification

??

Evidence, 
reports

Plans, 
Guidelines, 
Process

Executable 
image

GENERATES

??

Software Tests 

 ## Software Build 
Chain 
Specification

 ## Integr. Test 
Framework 
Specification

SPECIFICATION_FORSPECIFICATION_FOR

(Software 
Requirements 
Specification)

TEST_OF

Executable image



Licensed under CC-BY-SA-3.0

Dependency Identification between Components

!!

**

**

REQUIREMENT_FOR

Specification 
file, 
requirements, 
architecture

 ##

source file<> 

Tests, test 
scripts, 
verification

??

Evidence, 
reports

Plans, 
Guidelines, 
Process

Executable 
image

GENERATES

??

Software Tests 

 ## Software Build 
Chain 
Specification

 ## Integr. Test 
Framework 
Specification

SPECIFICATION_FORSPECIFICATION_FOR

(Software 
Requirements 
Specification)

TEST_OF

Executable image

??

?

?

?

?

??

?

?

?

?

?

?

?



Licensed under CC-BY-SA-3.0

Dependency Identification at Component Level

!!

**

**

REQUIREMENT_FOR

Specification 
file, 
requirements, 
architecture

 ##

source file<> 

Tests, test 
scripts, 
verification

??

Evidence, 
reports

Plans, 
Guidelines, 
Process

Executable 
image

GENERATES

??

Software Tests 

 ## Software Build 
Chain 
Specification

 ## Integr. Test 
Framework 
Specification

SPECIFICATION_FORSPECIFICATION_FOR

(Software 
Requirements 
Specification)

TEST_OF

Executable image

?

?



Licensed under CC-BY-SA-3.0

Dependency Identification at Component Level

!!

**

**

REQUIREMENT_FOR

Specification 
file, 
requirements, 
architecture

 ##

source file<> 

Tests, test 
scripts, 
verification

??

Evidence, 
reports

Plans, 
Guidelines, 
Process

Executable 
image

GENERATES

??

Software Tests 

 ## Software Build 
Chain 
Specification

 ## Integr. Test 
Framework 
Specification

SPECIFICATION_FORSPECIFICATION_FOR

(Software 
Requirements 
Specification)

TEST_OF

Executable image
?

?



Licensed under CC-BY-SA-3.0

Dependency Identification at Component Level

!!

**

**

REQUIREMENT_FOR

Specification 
file, 
requirements, 
architecture

 ##

source file<> 

Tests, test 
scripts, 
verification

??

Evidence, 
reports

Plans, 
Guidelines, 
Process

Executable 
image

GENERATES

??

Software Tests 

 ## Software Build 
Chain 
Specification

 ## Test Framework 
Specification

SPECIFICATION_FORSPECIFICATION_FOR

(Software 
Requirements 
Specification)

TEST_OF

Executable image

?
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Dependency Identification at Component Level

!!

**

****
Zephyr Safety Dev 
Plan

SPECIFICATION_FOR

****
Zephyr 
Requirements 
Management Plan

SPECIFICATION_FOR

****
Zephyr Verification  
Plan

SPECIFICATION_FOR

Zephyr 
Configuration & 
Change  
Management Plan

**

Software 
Requirements 
Specifications

##

** Coding Guidelines

Software 
Component Design 
Specifications

##

SPECIFICATION_FOR

SPECIFICATION_FOR

<> Source 
Code 

SPECIFICATION_FOR

REQUIREMENT_FOR

Component Tests 

??

??
Code review 
(Static Analysis)

SPECIFICATION_FOR

TEST_OF

TEST_OF

Specification 
file, 
requirements, 
architecture

 ##

source file<> 

Tests, test 
scripts, 
verification

??

Evidence, 
reports

Plans, 
Guidelines, 
Process

!!!!

!!

Static 
analysis 
scan reports

EVIDENCE_FOR

EVIDENCE_FOR

Component 
test reports

?
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When needed:  Traceability Inside Component
Requirement to Code to Tests to Evidence + detailed SBOMs ⇒ Automation of Analysis

foo.c

<>

Requirement
A.1

##

make

A.1.1 test 

??

A.1.2 test

??

A.1.3 test

??

Log from 
A.1.1 test!!

Log from 
A.1.2 test

!!

Log from 
A.1.3 test

!!

Specification file, 
requirements, 
architecture

##

source file<>

Tests, test 
scripts

??

Evidence, 
reports

!!

REQUIREMENTS _FOR

<>

GENERATES

GENERATES

Test framework 

Test framework 

Test framework 

GENERATES

GENERATES

EVIDENCE_FOR
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When needed:  Traceability Inside Component
Requirement to Code to Tests to Evidence ⇒ Continuous Compliance 

foo.c

<>

Requirement
A.1

##

make

A.1.1 test 

??

A.1.2 test

??

A.1.3 test

??

Log from 
A.1.1 test!!

Log from 
A.1.2 test

!!

Log from 
A.1.3 test

!!

Specification file, 
requirements, 
architecture

##

source file<>

Tests, test 
scripts

??

Evidence, 
reports

!!

REQUIREMENTS _FOR

<>

GENERATES

GENERATES

Test framework 

Test framework 

Test framework 

GENERATES

GENERATES

EVIDENCE_FOR

Bug Fix
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foo.c

<>

make

A.1.1 test 

??

A.1.2 test

??

A.1.3 test

??

Log from 
A.1.1 test!!

Log from 
A.1.2 test

!!

Log from 
A.1.3 test

!!

Specification file, 
requirements, 
architecture

##
source file

<> Tests, test 
scripts

??

Evidence, 
reports

!!

REQUIREMENTS _FOR

<>

GENERATES

GENERATES

Test framework 

Test framework 

Test framework 

GENERATES

GENERATES

Bug Fix

Requirement
A.1

EVIDENCE_FOR

New 
Requirement
From Impact 
Analysis

##

##

NR test

?? GENERATES?? Log from 
NR test

!!

Test framework 

!!

Traceability Inside Component
Identification of New Requirement to Code to Tests to Evidence
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##

B.1.1 test 

??

B.1.2 test

??

B.1.3 test

??

Log from 
B.1.1 test!!

Log from 
B.1.2 test

!!

Log from 
B.1.3 test

!!

Specification file, 
requirements, 
architecture

##

source file<>

Tests, test 
scripts

??

Evidence, 
reports

!!
GENERATES

GENERATES

GENERATES

Bug Fix

Requirement
B.1

EVIDENCE_FOR

foo.c
<>

make

<>

REQUIREMENTS _FOR

##
A.1.1 test 

??

A.1.2 test

??

Requirement
A.1

REQUIREMENTS _FOR

Test framework 

Log from 
A.1.1 test!!

Log from 
A.1.2 test

!!

GENERATES

GENERATES

REQUIREMENTS _FOR

GENERATES

Executable 
image

GENERATES

Inside Component: Traceability of Source to Requirements
Efficient Regression Testing ⇒  Evidence of Compliance



Current Requirements Work In Progress
● Used tooling: StrictDoc 

(https://github.com/strictdoc-pro
ject/strictdoc)

● Hierarchical structure of 
requirements that works for the 
project

● Capturing the requirements in 
StrictDoc which is working 
towards import/export of SPDX

Also plans, like the Zephyr Safety 
Plan look like that, each planning 
item is tracked as a requirement

Assessment checklist -> each 
checkpoint is a requirement, tracing 
to the Zephyr’s evidences

!

https://github.com/strictdoc-project/strictdoc
https://github.com/strictdoc-project/strictdoc




Want to help make it happen faster? 
Step 1:  Read the docs to start …

Safety 
Overview

Requirements 
Guideline



Want to help make it happen faster? 
Step 2: look at our repos …

Requirements:

- Grab  a PR and give some 
feedback

- Read through the existing 
requirements and submit a PR 
if needed

- Get familiar with StrictDoc
- Start creating new 

requirements :-)

Safety Working Group Project:

- Have a look at the tasks
- Grab an existing task
- Or submit a new tasks 

https://github.com/orgs/zephyrproject-rtos/projects/23https://github.com/zephyrproject-rtos/reqmgmt

https://github.com/zephyrproject-rtos/reqmgmt
https://strictdoc.readthedocs.io/en/stable/strictdoc_01_user_guide.html#
https://github.com/orgs/zephyrproject-rtos/projects/23
https://github.com/orgs/zephyrproject-rtos/projects/23
https://github.com/zephyrproject-rtos/reqmgmt


Want to help make it happen faster? 
Step 3: Contribute in our repos:

Requirements Repository

- Grab a PR and give some feedback

- Read through the existing requirements 
and submit an issue if needed

- Get familiar with StrictDoc and start 
creating new requirements :-)

https://github.com/zephyrproject-rtos/reqmgmt

https://strictdoc.readthedocs.io/en/stable/strictdoc_01_user_guide.html#
https://github.com/zephyrproject-rtos/reqmgmt


Overall Updates @ Zephyr Safety FAQ 

https://github.com/zephyrproject-rtos/zephyr/wiki/Safety-FAQ

https://github.com/zephyrproject-rtos/zephyr/wiki/Safety-FAQ
https://github.com/zephyrproject-rtos/zephyr/wiki/Safety-FAQ


Join us! 
Participate in the Working Group:

Safety Working Group Project
- Have a look at the tasks
- Grab an existing task
- Or submit a new task 

Source: https://github.com/orgs/zephyrproject-rtos/projects/23/views/1

https://lists.zephyrproject.org/g/safety-wg
Biweekly meeting calendar information and 
mailing list subscription.

https://discord.gg/mgZkSmq2

https://github.com/orgs/zephyrproject-rtos/projects/23/views/1
https://github.com/orgs/zephyrproject-rtos/projects/23/views/1
https://lists.zephyrproject.org/g/safety-wg


Thank you for your interest!


