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SOFTWARE DESIGN REVIEW CHECKLIST 
STATUS ITEM APPROVED BY DATE APPROVED 

The design methodology was chosen based on existing systems requirements. 

Necessary resources have been identified to perform software design activities 
on the project. 

The software structure has been chosen based on design methodology. 

System design entities, inputs, and outputs are derived from the software 
structure. 

The system owner has been consulted on design approach. 

You have constructed a logical data model. 

A Functional Design Document has been created and distributed to the 
project team members. 

A Functional Design Review is performed. 

At least one in-progress assessment has been performed. 

A system architecture including hardware, software, database, and data 
communications structures is specified. 

A cost-benefit analysis (CBA) has been conducted on several system 
architecture alternatives and is used to make further recommendations. 

Functional design entities are used as the basis for creating system modules, 
procedures, and objects. 

A physical data model (based on the logical data model) has been 
developed. 

A system design is approved. 

Changes to the system design baseline are managed and controlled. 

A System Design Document is created. 

https://bit.ly/31gmTX9
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SOFTWARE DESIGN REVIEW CHECKLIST  continued 

 

STATUS ITEM APPROVED BY DATE APPROVED 

  A Critical Design Review is conducted.     

  At least one in-progress assessment is performed before the System Design 
stage exit.     

  The project manager both periodically make reviews.     

  Software quality assurance periodically reviews the design.     
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DISCLAIMER 

 
Any articles, templates, or information provided by Smartsheet on the website are for 
reference only. While we strive to keep the information up to date and correct, we make no 
representations or warranties of any kind, express or implied, about the completeness, 
accuracy, reliability, suitability, or availability with respect to the website or the information, 
articles, templates, or related graphics contained on the website. Any reliance you place on 
such information is therefore strictly at your own risk. 

 
 
 


	STATUSRow1: 
	APPROVED BYThe des gn methodo ogy was chosen based on exist ng systems requ rements: 
	DATE APPROVEDThe des gn methodo ogy was chosen based on exist ng systems requ rements: 
	STATUSRow2: 
	APPROVED BYNecessary resources have been dent fied to perform software des gn act v t es on the project: 
	DATE APPROVEDNecessary resources have been dent fied to perform software des gn act v t es on the project: 
	STATUSRow3: 
	APPROVED BYThe software structure has been chosen based on des gn methodo ogy: 
	DATE APPROVEDThe software structure has been chosen based on des gn methodo ogy: 
	STATUSRow4: 
	APPROVED BYSystem design entities nputs and outputs are derived from the software structure: 
	DATE APPROVEDSystem design entities nputs and outputs are derived from the software structure: 
	STATUSRow5: 
	APPROVED BYThe system owner has been consu ted on des gn approach: 
	DATE APPROVEDThe system owner has been consu ted on des gn approach: 
	STATUSRow6: 
	APPROVED BYYou have constructed a og cal data model: 
	DATE APPROVEDYou have constructed a og cal data model: 
	STATUSRow7: 
	APPROVED BYA Functional Des gn Document has been created and distr buted to the project team members: 
	DATE APPROVEDA Functional Des gn Document has been created and distr buted to the project team members: 
	STATUSRow8: 
	APPROVED BYA Functional Des gn Review s performed: 
	DATE APPROVEDA Functional Des gn Review s performed: 
	STATUSRow9: 
	APPROVED BYAt east one nprogress assessment has been performed: 
	DATE APPROVEDAt east one nprogress assessment has been performed: 
	STATUSRow10: 
	APPROVED BYA system architecture including hardware software database and data communicat ons structures s specif ed: 
	DATE APPROVEDA system architecture including hardware software database and data communicat ons structures s specif ed: 
	STATUSRow11: 
	APPROVED BYA costbenefit analys s CBA has been conducted on several system architecture alternat ves and s used to make further recommendat ons: 
	DATE APPROVEDA costbenefit analys s CBA has been conducted on several system architecture alternat ves and s used to make further recommendat ons: 
	STATUSRow12: 
	APPROVED BYFunct ona design entit es are used as the bas s for creating system modules procedures and objects: 
	DATE APPROVEDFunct ona design entit es are used as the bas s for creating system modules procedures and objects: 
	STATUSRow13: 
	APPROVED BYA phys ca data mode based on the og ca data mode  has been developed: 
	DATE APPROVEDA phys ca data mode based on the og ca data mode  has been developed: 
	STATUSRow14: 
	APPROVED BYA system des gn s approved: 
	DATE APPROVEDA system des gn s approved: 
	STATUSRow15: 
	APPROVED BYChanges to the system design basel ne are managed and contro led: 
	DATE APPROVEDChanges to the system design basel ne are managed and contro led: 
	STATUSRow16: 
	APPROVED BYA System Des gn Document is created: 
	DATE APPROVEDA System Des gn Document is created: 
	STATUSRow2_2: 
	APPROVED BYThe pro ect manager both per odically make reviews: 
	DATE APPROVEDThe pro ect manager both per odically make reviews: 
	STATUSRow3_2: 
	APPROVED BYSoftware qual ty assurance per odica y reviews the design: 
	DATE APPROVEDSoftware qual ty assurance per odica y reviews the design: 
	STATUSRow4_2: 
	Software qual ty assurance per odica y reviews the designRow1: 
	APPROVED BYRow4: 
	DATE APPROVEDRow4: 
	STATUSRow5_2: 
	Software qual ty assurance per odica y reviews the designRow2: 
	APPROVED BYRow5: 
	DATE APPROVEDRow5: 
	STATUSRow6_2: 
	Software qual ty assurance per odica y reviews the designRow3: 
	APPROVED BYRow6: 
	DATE APPROVEDRow6: 
	STATUSRow7_2: 
	Software qual ty assurance per odica y reviews the designRow4: 
	APPROVED BYRow7: 
	DATE APPROVEDRow7: 
	STATUSRow8_2: 
	Software qual ty assurance per odica y reviews the designRow5: 
	APPROVED BYRow8: 
	DATE APPROVEDRow8: 
	STATUSRow9_2: 
	Software qual ty assurance per odica y reviews the designRow6: 
	APPROVED BYRow9: 
	DATE APPROVEDRow9: 
	STATUSRow10_2: 
	Software qual ty assurance per odica y reviews the designRow7: 
	APPROVED BYRow10: 
	DATE APPROVEDRow10: 
	STATUSRow1_2: 
	APPROVED BYAt east one nprogress assessment is performed before the System Des gn stage ex t: 
	DATE APPROVEDAt east one nprogress assessment is performed before the System Des gn stage ex t: 
	STATUSRow1_1: 
	APPROVED BY: 
	DATE APPROVED: 


