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How to use this guide

Read the guide as a progressive system rather than a disconnected encyclopedia. Foundational material establishes the mental
model; practitioner sections convert it into repeatable implementation and operations; advanced sections expose architecture,
scale, security, and failure behavior; frontier sections describe technologies whose evidence or maturity is still evolving.

New practitioners should follow the chapters in order and complete the laboratories. Experienced engineers may begin with the
architecture, failure, validation, or frontier sections, then use the related-document map to deepen a specific topic.

Learning and assurance model

Level Reader outcome

L1 - Foundational Terminology, first principles, component roles, packet or state flow, and simple working examples.
L2 - Practitioner Implementation, configuration, automation, testing, troubleshooting, and operational evidence.

L3 - Advanced Architecture, scale, concurrency, resilience, threat models, performance, and complex migrations.
L4 - Frontier Emerging systems, research directions, technical uncertainty, readiness gates, and adoption signals.
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CHAPTER 01

Delivery architecture and trust model

Map every source, actor, service, artifact, credential, and decision in the path to production.

Map every source, actor, service, artifact, credential, and decision in the path to production.

+5 1.1 Source and artifact lifecycle

Source and artifact lifecycle must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Trace requirements, source, generated code, dependencies, build inputs, binaries,
packages, images, metadata, releases, and deployments. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states,
ownership, security and concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and
acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for source and artifact lifecycle.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating source and artifact lifecycle as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for source and
artifact lifecycle.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

@ 1.2 Actors and authority

Actors and authority must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan, code-style
preference, or tool output. Define contributors, reviewers, automation, builders, signers, registries, deployers, approvers,
operators, and consumers. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and
concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for actors and authority.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

release_manifest:
source: sha256:...
artifact: sha256:...
sbom: sha256:. ..

provenance: sha256:...
signature: sha256:...

config: sha256:...
rollback_artifact: sha256:...

Failure patterns
Treating actors and authority as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.

Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
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Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.

Validation and evidence

Method Expected evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for actors and
authority.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

$+5 1.3 Trust boundaries and attack paths

Trust boundaries and attack paths must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,

code-style preference, or tool output. Model repositories, CI runners, caches, networks, secrets, third-party actions, registries,
update channels, and endpoints. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and
concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for trust boundaries and attack paths.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating trust boundaries and attack paths as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for trust
boundaries and attack paths.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

@ 1.4 Release policy and evidence

Release policy and evidence must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Define required tests, provenance, signatures, SBOM, approvals, compatibility, rollback,
and retention. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and concurrency
boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for release policy and evidence.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating release policy and evidence as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for release
policy and evidence.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.
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Chapter 01 laboratory and review

Practical laboratory
Create a delivery trust graph for a real or representative repository and identify hidden authorities, unsigned transitions, and recovery
dependencies.

Laboratory evidence package
Architecture or topology showing boundaries, identities, dependencies, and authoritative inputs.
Versioned configuration or code with explanatory comments and reproducible setup instructions.
Nominal-path validation plus at least two injected failure or boundary conditions.
Structured logs, traces, metrics, packet captures, test output, or other appropriate evidence.

A concise decision record covering findings, limitations, residual risks, and next actions.

Frontier extension

Extend the model to coding agents, distributed builders, confidential builds, and post-quantum release signing.

Review gate

Advance only when another engineer can reproduce the result, explain the architecture, identify the failure boundary, and
distinguish measured evidence from assumptions or projections.
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CHAPTER 02

Build systems, hermeticity, and

Ma%pjrdg.JQLug;llh!tlI!,ttyeatable, and independent from accidental environment state.

Make build outputs explainable, repeatable, and independent from accidental environment state.

+5 2.1 Declared inputs and toolchains

Declared inputs and toolchains must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Pin compiler, SDK, dependencies, generators, environment, target, flags, locale, time, and
architecture. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and concurrency
boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for declared inputs and toolchains.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating declared inputs and toolchains as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for declared
inputs and toolchains.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

@ 2.2 Hermetic and sandboxed execution

Hermetic and sandboxed execution must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Constrain network, filesystem, credentials, processes, devices, host tools, and undeclared
dependencies. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and concurrency
boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for hermetic and sandboxed execution.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

build:
network: denied
inputs: content-addressed
toolchain: pinned-by-digest

environment: declared
source_date_epoch: fixed
output_compare: byte-for-byte
undeclared_access: fail

Failure patterns
Treating hermetic and sandboxed execution as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.

Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
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Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
Validation and evidence

Method Expected evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for hermetic and
sandboxed execution.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

$+5 2.3 Caching and incremental builds

Caching and incremental builds must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Key caches by complete inputs, isolate trust domains, detect poisoning, validate outputs,
and manage eviction. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and concurrency
boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for caching and incremental builds.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating caching and incremental builds as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for caching and
incremental builds.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

@ 2.4 Reproducible output

Reproducible output must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan, code-style
preference, or tool output. Normalize timestamps, paths, ordering, archives, metadata, randomness, and compare
independently produced artifacts. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and
concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for reproducible output.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating reproducible output as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for reproducible
output.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.
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Chapter 02 laboratory and review

Practical laboratory
Build the same artifact twice in isolated environments, diagnose differences, and produce a reproducibility record with remaining
exceptions.

Laboratory evidence package
Architecture or topology showing boundaries, identities, dependencies, and authoritative inputs.
Versioned configuration or code with explanatory comments and reproducible setup instructions.
Nominal-path validation plus at least two injected failure or boundary conditions.
Structured logs, traces, metrics, packet captures, test output, or other appropriate evidence.

A concise decision record covering findings, limitations, residual risks, and next actions.

Frontier extension

Explore remote execution, content-addressed builds, proof-carrying build graphs, and attested confidential builders.

Review gate

Advance only when another engineer can reproduce the result, explain the architecture, identify the failure boundary, and
distinguish measured evidence from assumptions or projections.
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CHAPTER 03

Packaging and distribution formats

Create installable artifacts with reliable metadata, dependencies, lifecycle, and platform behavior.

Create installable artifacts with reliable metadata, dependencies, lifecycle, and platform behavior.

+5 3.1 Language and ecosystem packages

Language and ecosystem packages must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Define names, versions, dependencies, optional features, metadata, wheels or crates or
modules, and repository publication. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security
and concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for language and ecosystem packages.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating language and ecosystem packages as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.

Mythos Systems MYTHOS-SWE - Software Engineering & Design 0017



MYTHOS-FG-SWE-0012 MYTHOS TECHNICAL LIBRARY / LIVING FIELD GUIDE CANDIDATE FOCUSED FIELD GUIDE

Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for language
and ecosystem packages.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

@ 3.2 Native installers and bundles

Native installers and bundles must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Handle files, permissions, services, shortcuts, registry or package database, signing,
architecture, repair, and uninstall. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and
concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for native installers and bundles.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

release_manifest:
source: sha256:...
artifact: sha256:...
sbom: sha256:. ..

provenance: sha256:...
signature: sha256:...

config: sha256:...
rollback_artifact: sha256:...

Failure patterns
Treating native installers and bundles as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.

Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
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Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
Validation and evidence

Method Expected evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for native
installers and bundles.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

¢+ 3.3 Container and OCI artifacts

Container and OCI artifacts must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Build minimal images, manifests, layers, platforms, configuration, signatures, SBOMs, and
immutable tags. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and concurrency
boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for container and oci artifacts.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating container and oci artifacts as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for container
and oci artifacts.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

@ 3.4 Compatibility and upgrade contracts

Compatibility and upgrade contracts must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Control semantic versioning, data formats, migrations, configuration, APIs, plugins,
rollback, and coexistence. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and
concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for compatibility and upgrade contracts.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating compatibility and upgrade contracts as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for compatibility
and upgrade contracts.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.
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Chapter 03 laboratory and review

Practical laboratory
Package one service as a language package and OCI image, verify metadata and dependencies, and test install, upgrade, rollback, and
uninstall.

Laboratory evidence package
Architecture or topology showing boundaries, identities, dependencies, and authoritative inputs.
Versioned configuration or code with explanatory comments and reproducible setup instructions.
Nominal-path validation plus at least two injected failure or boundary conditions.
Structured logs, traces, metrics, packet captures, test output, or other appropriate evidence.

A concise decision record covering findings, limitations, residual risks, and next actions.

Frontier extension

Explore universal packages, WebAssembly components, content-addressed distribution, and peer-verified sovereign mirrors.

Review gate

Advance only when another engineer can reproduce the result, explain the architecture, identify the failure boundary, and
distinguish measured evidence from assumptions or projections.
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CHAPTER 04

CI architecture and test orchestration

Run fast, isolated, trustworthy feedback without giving untrusted code production authority.

Run fast, isolated, trustworthy feedback without giving untrusted code production authority.

+5 4.1 Workflow triggers and identity

Workflow triggers and identity must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Bind jobs to repository, commit, branch, event, actor, environment, review state, and
target. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and concurrency boundaries,
dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for workflow triggers and identity.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating workflow triggers and identity as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for workflow
triggers and identity.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

@ 4.2 Runner and secret isolation

Runner and secret isolation must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Use ephemeral workers, least privilege, network restrictions, separate trust tiers,
protected variables, and short-lived credentials. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership,
security and concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance
criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for runner and secret isolation.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

permissions:
contents: read
id-token: write
packages: write

runner:
ephemeral: true
network_egress: allowlisted
untrusted_pr_secrets: none
credentials: short-lived

Failure patterns
Treating runner and secret isolation as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.

Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
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Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for runner and
secret isolation.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

t5 4.3 Test stages and parallelism

Test stages and parallelism must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Order lint, type, unit, property, fuzz, integration, security, performance, compatibility, and
release validation. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and concurrency
boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for test stages and parallelism.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating test stages and parallelism as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.

Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.
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Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.

Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for test stages
and parallelism.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

@ 4.4 Flake, retry, and failure semantics

Flake, retry, and failure semantics must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Distinguish infrastructure failure, nondeterminism, product failure, timeout, cancellation,
and permitted reruns. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and concurrency
boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for flake, retry, and failure semantics.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating flake, retry, and failure semantics as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for flake, retry,
and failure semantics.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

Mythos Systems MYTHOS-SWE - Software Engineering & Design 0027



MYTHOS-FG-SWE-0012 MYTHOS TECHNICAL LIBRARY / LIVING FIELD GUIDE CANDIDATE FOCUSED FIELD GUIDE

Chapter 04 laboratory and review

Practical laboratory
Design a CI graph for a polyglot repository, then test an untrusted pull request, secret access, cache poisoning, flaky test, and
cancelled run.

Laboratory evidence package
Architecture or topology showing boundaries, identities, dependencies, and authoritative inputs.
Versioned configuration or code with explanatory comments and reproducible setup instructions.
Nominal-path validation plus at least two injected failure or boundary conditions.
Structured logs, traces, metrics, packet captures, test output, or other appropriate evidence.

A concise decision record covering findings, limitations, residual risks, and next actions.

Frontier extension

Explore elastic test scheduling, deterministic virtual time, Al-assisted test selection, and policy-driven compute budgets.

Review gate

Advance only when another engineer can reproduce the result, explain the architecture, identify the failure boundary, and
distinguish measured evidence from assumptions or projections.
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CHAPTER 05

Provenance, signhing, SBOM, and verification

Make consumers able to verify what was built, by whom, from which inputs, and under which policy.

Make consumers able to verify what was built, by whom, from which inputs, and under which policy.

¢- 5.1 SLSA provenance

SLSA provenance must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan, code-style
preference, or tool output. Record source digest, builder identity, build type, invocation, parameters, dependencies,
environment, output digest, and timestamps. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership,
security and concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance
criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for slsa provenance.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating slsa provenance as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for slsa
provenance.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

@ 5.2 Artifact signing and transparency

Artifact signing and transparency must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Use identity-bound or hardware-protected keys, certificates, logs, inclusion proof,
revocation, and verification policy. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and
concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for artifact signing and transparency.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

verification_policy:
artifact_digest: required
signer_identity: release-workflow
provenance_builder: trusted-builder

source_ref: protected-tag

sbom: required
transparency_inclusion: required
reject_on_any_mismatch: true

Failure patterns
Treating artifact signing and transparency as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.

Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
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Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
Validation and evidence

Method Expected evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for artifact
signing and transparency.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

+5 5.3 SBOM and component evidence

SBOM and component evidence must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Generate SPDX or CycloneDX from source and built artifacts, reconcile omissions, and
attach supplier and vulnerability context. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership,
security and concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance
criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for sbom and component evidence.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating sbom and component evidence as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.

Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.
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Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for sbom and
component evidence.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

@ 5.4 Consumer verification

Consumer verification must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan, code-style
preference, or tool output. Enforce digest, signature, provenance, builder, source, policy, vulnerability, license, platform, and
environment requirements. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and
concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for consumer verification.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating consumer verification as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for consumer
verification.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.
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Chapter 05 laboratory and review

Practical laboratory
Generate provenance, signature, SBOM, and verification policy for an artifact; reject modified source, unknown builder, missing
component, and revoked signer.

Laboratory evidence package
Architecture or topology showing boundaries, identities, dependencies, and authoritative inputs.
Versioned configuration or code with explanatory comments and reproducible setup instructions.
Nominal-path validation plus at least two injected failure or boundary conditions.
Structured logs, traces, metrics, packet captures, test output, or other appropriate evidence.

A concise decision record covering findings, limitations, residual risks, and next actions.

Frontier extension

Explore threshold signatures, post-quantum signing, cryptographic BOMs, and verifiable dependency resolution.

Review gate

Advance only when another engineer can reproduce the result, explain the architecture, identify the failure boundary, and
distinguish measured evidence from assumptions or projections.
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CHAPTER 06

Release strategies, deployment, and rollba

Move artifacts into production through controlled, observable, reversible stages.

Move artifacts into production through controlled, observable, reversible stages.

$5 6.1 Release candidates and promotion

Release candidates and promotion must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Promote immutable artifacts through environments without rebuilding, with evidence and
explicit approvals. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and concurrency
boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for release candidates and promotion.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating release candidates and promotion as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for release
candidates and promotion.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

@ 6.2 Rolling, canary, blue-green, and feature release

Rolling, canary, blue-green, and feature release must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a
framework slogan, code-style preference, or tool output. Choose strategy by state, compatibility, traffic, blast radius,
observation, and rollback behavior. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security
and concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for rolling, canary, blue-green, and feature release.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

rollout:
stages: [1%, 5%, 25%, 50%, 100%]
gates: [functional, error-budget, latency, saturation, security]

pause_on: telemetry-gap
rollback: previous-immutable-artifact
database: expand-contract

Failure patterns
Treating rolling, canary, blue-green, and feature release as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.

Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
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Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for rolling,
canary, blue-green, and feature release.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

¢+ 6.3 Database and state migration

Database and state migration must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Use expand-contract, dual read or write, versioned schemas, backfills, checkpoints,
validation, and irreversible-step governance. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership,
security and concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance
criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for database and state migration.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating database and state migration as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for database
and state migration.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

@ 6.4 Rollback and roll-forward

Rollback and roll-forward must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan, code-style
preference, or tool output. Define code, configuration, schema, data, artifact, traffic, and client compatibility for each recovery
path. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and concurrency boundaries,
dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for rollback and roll-forward.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating rollback and roll-forward as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for rollback and
roll-forward.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.
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Chapter 06 laboratory and review

Practical laboratory
Release a stateful service through canary and schema migration, inject a regression, and execute both rollback and roll-forward
recovery.

Laboratory evidence package
Architecture or topology showing boundaries, identities, dependencies, and authoritative inputs.
Versioned configuration or code with explanatory comments and reproducible setup instructions.
Nominal-path validation plus at least two injected failure or boundary conditions.
Structured logs, traces, metrics, packet captures, test output, or other appropriate evidence.

A concise decision record covering findings, limitations, residual risks, and next actions.

Frontier extension

Explore progressive delivery driven by SLO evidence, digital twins, and automated but approval-bound release supervisors.

Review gate

Advance only when another engineer can reproduce the result, explain the architecture, identify the failure boundary, and
distinguish measured evidence from assumptions or projections.

Mythos Systems MYTHOS-SWE - Software Engineering & Design 0040



MYTHOS-FG-SWE-0012 MYTHOS TECHNICAL LIBRARY / LIVING FIELD GUIDE CANDIDATE FOCUSED FIELD GUIDE

CHAPTER 07

Release observability and operational

%&Mr@g&ﬁﬂe it is running, and how it affects users and systems.

Prove what changed, where it is running, and how it affects users and systems.

+5 7.1 Deployment identity and inventory

Deployment identity and inventory must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Track artifact digest, version, configuration, environment, instances, dependencies, data
version, and feature state. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and
concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for deployment identity and inventory.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating deployment identity and inventory as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for deployment
identity and inventory.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

@ 7.2 Health and acceptance gates

Health and acceptance gates must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Use startup, readiness, functional, synthetic, performance, security, and user-outcome
checks. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and concurrency boundaries,
dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for health and acceptance gates.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

release_acceptance:
startup: pass
synthetic_user_flow: pass

prohibited_access: denied
p99_regression_percent: <= 5
error_budget_burn: normal
rollback_readiness: verified

Failure patterns
Treating health and acceptance gates as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.

Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
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Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for health and
acceptance gates.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

+5 7.3 Change correlation and diagnostics

Change correlation and diagnostics must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Annotate logs, metrics, traces, incidents, capacity, and errors with release and
configuration identity. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and concurrency
boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for change correlation and diagnostics.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating change correlation and diagnostics as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for change
correlation and diagnostics.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

@ 7.4 Post-release verification

Post-release verification must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan, code-style
preference, or tool output. Validate required and prohibited behavior, SLOs, resource use, data integrity, security, rollback
readiness, and owner acceptance. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and
concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for post-release verification.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating post-release verification as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for post-release
verification.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.
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Chapter 07 laboratory and review

Practical laboratory
Create release telemetry and gates, then diagnose a regression caused by configuration rather than the artifact while preserving exact
deployment identity.

Laboratory evidence package
Architecture or topology showing boundaries, identities, dependencies, and authoritative inputs.
Versioned configuration or code with explanatory comments and reproducible setup instructions.
Nominal-path validation plus at least two injected failure or boundary conditions.
Structured logs, traces, metrics, packet captures, test output, or other appropriate evidence.

A concise decision record covering findings, limitations, residual risks, and next actions.

Frontier extension

Explore signed runtime attestation, deployment SBOM reconciliation, and self-verifying releases.

Review gate

Advance only when another engineer can reproduce the result, explain the architecture, identify the failure boundary, and
distinguish measured evidence from assumptions or projections.
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CHAPTER 08

Supply-chain incidents, governance, and

ngxngsem gcgl;ation, determine affected artifacts, restore trust, and improve the system.

Detect compromise, stop propagation, determine affected artifacts, restore trust, and improve the system.

t5 8.1 Compromise scenarios

Compromise scenarios must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan, code-style
preference, or tool output. Prepare for source tampering, dependency takeover, runner breach, cache poison, signing-key theft,
registry modification, and malicious update. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership,
security and concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance
criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for compromise scenarios.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating compromise scenarios as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for compromise
scenarios.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

@ 8.2 Containment and scope

Containment and scope must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan, code-style
preference, or tool output. Freeze release, revoke identity, quarantine artifacts, query provenance and SBOMs, notify
consumers, and preserve evidence. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security
and concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for containment and scope.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

release_manifest:
source: sha256:...
artifact: sha256:...
sbom: sha256:. ..

provenance: sha256:...
signature: sha256:...

config: sha256:...
rollback_artifact: sha256:...

Failure patterns
Treating containment and scope as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.

Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
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Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.

Validation and evidence

Method Expected evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for containment
and scope.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

+- 8.3 Clean rebuild and trust reset

Clean rebuild and trust reset must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan,
code-style preference, or tool output. Reestablish source, builders, credentials, signers, registries, artifacts, deployments, and
monitoring from verified roots. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and
concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for clean rebuild and trust reset.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating clean rebuild and trust reset as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for clean rebuild
and trust reset.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.

@ 8.4 Metrics and governance

Metrics and governance must be treated as an observable production mechanism rather than a framework slogan, code-style
preference, or tool output. Measure verified builds, provenance coverage, unsigned artifacts, reproducibility, recovery time,
supplier risk, and recurring gaps. The implementation should name authoritative inputs, types, states, ownership, security and
concurrency boundaries, dependencies, limits, telemetry, failure behavior, cleanup, rollback, and acceptance criteria.

This guide traces the subject through the source, dependency, build, package, test, provenance, signature, release, deployment,
and runtime verification chain. A compiling build, passing unit test, successful request, valid type check, or green dashboard is
not sufficient proof by itself. Intended behavior must be reconciled with runtime state, negative and boundary tests, cancellation
or partial failure, performance evidence, deployment identity, and the resulting user or service outcome.

Implementation begins with a small, inspectable baseline and explicit invariants. Introduce one dependency, concurrency
primitive, optimization, permission, or abstraction at a time; preserve before-state evidence; test expected and prohibited
behavior; and retain a reversible path. Generated code and Al assistance remain subject to the same contracts, review, tests,
provenance, and release gates.

Troubleshooting and assurance locate the first divergence from the expected contract or state machine. Account for time,
cancellation, ownership, aliasing, schema and version drift, caching, queues, resource saturation, hidden blocking, platform
differences, partial deployment, and missing telemetry. Completion requires reproducibility, causal explanation, validated
restoration, residual limitations, and prevention.
Engineering practices

Define the objective, owner, authority, inputs, outputs, invariants, limits, and acceptance criteria for metrics and governance.

Make types, lifecycle, trust boundaries, concurrency ownership, error states, and cleanup explicit.

Validate design, source, build, runtime behavior, observability, and user outcome independently.

Test positive, negative, malformed, boundary, cancellation, failure, recovery, scale, and rollback cases.

Retain source, toolchain, dependency, artifact, configuration, telemetry, profile, and decision evidence.

Prefer bounded work, least privilege, typed contracts, deterministic gates, staged rollout, and reversibility.

Failure patterns
Treating metrics and governance as a library or syntax choice disconnected from end-to-end behavior.
Assuming static types, framework defaults, or a successful build prove runtime correctness or security.
Ignoring cancellation, cleanup, concurrency, version, environment, resource, or platform boundaries.
Changing multiple variables before preserving the original state and stating a falsifiable hypothesis.
Accepting generated code, dependencies, or optimizations without tests, provenance, review, and rollback.

Declaring completion after one happy path without negative tests, profiling, deployment proof, and recurrence checks.
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Validation and evidence

Examine Requirements, architecture, source, types, contracts, dependencies, versions, ownership, and assumptions for metrics and
governance.

Observe Runtime state, tasks or goroutines, telemetry, artifacts, resources, errors, permissions, and user-visible outcomes.

Test Expected, prohibited, malformed, boundary, concurrent, cancelled, degraded, failed, recovery, and rollback cases.

Measure Correctness, latency, throughput, allocations, memory, concurrency, reliability, security, and operator effort.

Reconcile Intended design against code, build outputs, deployment identity, runtime behavior, tests, profiles, and residual limitations.
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Chapter 08 laboratory and review

Practical laboratory
Run a compromised-builder exercise and produce an affected-artifact map, trust-reset plan, clean rebuild, consumer notice, and

verification proof.

Laboratory evidence package
Architecture or topology showing boundaries, identities, dependencies, and authoritative inputs.
Versioned configuration or code with explanatory comments and reproducible setup instructions.
Nominal-path validation plus at least two injected failure or boundary conditions.
Structured logs, traces, metrics, packet captures, test output, or other appropriate evidence.

A concise decision record covering findings, limitations, residual risks, and next actions.

Frontier extension
Develop a governed supply-chain control plane that continuously reconciles source, build, artifact, deployment, and runtime
evidence.

Review gate

Advance only when another engineer can reproduce the result, explain the architecture, identify the failure boundary, and
distinguish measured evidence from assumptions or projections.
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Integrated learning roadmap

The guide is intended to be revisited. First establish fluency, then build a small implementation, operate it under failure,
automate repeatable work, and finally evaluate emerging techniques against a stable baseline. Progress is demonstrated
through evidence rather than reading completion alone.

_ Demonstrated ca pability

Foundation Explain the system from first principles and trace its critical path without relying on product terminology.
Build Implement the smallest representative system with explicit contracts, identities, telemetry, and tests.
Operate Diagnose injected failures, recover safely, and preserve evidence of the causal chain.

Automate Convert a proven manual workflow into bounded, idempotent, observable automation.

Architect Design for scale, resilience, security, interoperability, and lifecycle change.

Explore Evaluate frontier techniques using stated hypotheses, limitations, and adoption gates.
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Source authority register

Source policy

Official standards, specifications, and project documentation remain with their issuing organizations. Mythos Systems provides original
engineering interpretation, synthesis, implementation guidance, and relationship mapping. Source verification dates do not guarantee
that an authority has not changed since review.

01. NIST - SP 800-218 - Secure Software Development Framework Version 1.1
Role: Secure software development practices, tasks, roles, and evidence.

Verified: 2026-07-26

Official source: https://csrc.nist.gov/pubs/sp/800/218/final

02. NIST - SP 800-204D - Software Supply Chain Security in DevSecOps CI/CD Pipelines
Role: CI/CD supply-chain control integration guidance.

Verified: 2026-07-26

Official source: https://csrc.nist.gov/pubs/sp/800/204/d/final

03. SLSA - Supply-chain Levels for Software Artifacts Specification
Role: Build provenance and software supply-chain integrity framework.

Verified: 2026-07-26

Official source: https://slsa.dev/spec/

04. Sigstore - Sigstore Documentation
Role: Identity-bound artifact signing, transparency, and verification.

Verified: 2026-07-26

Official source: https://docs.sigstore.dev/

05. Linux Foundation / SPDX - SPDX Specification
Role: Software bill-of-materials and supply-chain metadata standard.

Verified: 2026-07-26

Official source: https://spdx.github.io/spdx-spec/

06. OWASP Foundation - CycloneDX Specification
Role: Software, service, cryptographic, and ML bill-of-materials standard.

Verified: 2026-07-26

Official source: https://cyclonedx.org/specification/overview/

07. Open Container Initiative - OCI Image Format Specification
Role: Portable container image layout, configuration, and manifest semantics.

Verified: 2026-07-26

Official source: https://specs.opencontainers.org/image-spec/

08. Reproducible Builds - Reproducible Builds Documentation
Role: Techniques and threat model for independently reproducible artifacts.

Verified: 2026-07-26

Official source: https://reproducible-builds.org/docs/

Authority application and refresh triggers

Authority class Required library action

Protocols and specifications

Security and assurance
frameworks

Languages, runtimes, and
projects

Benchmarks and evaluations

Operational evidence

Mythos Systems

Recheck interoperability, security considerations, defaults, and migration guidance when a referenced specification
changes.

Update control mappings, evidence expectations, risk language, and assessment procedures after material framework
revision.

Re-run examples, tests, deprecation checks, and operational recommendations against supported releases.

Re-execute claims when workloads, methods, models, compilers, drivers, hardware, or scoring rules change.

Incorporate validated incidents, failure tests, reader corrections, and measured implementation outcomes into the next
revision.
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Limitations, freshness, and revision control

_

Publication limitation This guide synthesizes broad engineering practice. It does not replace product documentation, legal advice, safety
certification, or environment-specific design review.

Evidence limitation Not every pattern is benchmarked in every environment. Examples illustrate engineering methods and must be validated
against actual versions, workloads, hardware, policy, and failure conditions.

Freshness limitation Vendor behavior, software libraries, Al models, security threats, and emerging standards can change quickly. Volatile claims
require source revalidation before operational adoption.

Adoption limitation Frontier content is not an implicit adoption recommendation. Adoption requires defined value, qualification gates,
controlled proof, rollback, ownership, and residual-risk acceptance.

Status boundary Candidate Focused Field Guide describes the publication, not certification of a product, implementation, engineer, or
organization.

Revision record

1.0.0-candidate Initial candidate living-guide edition. Published 2026-07-26; scheduled review 2026-10-26.

Search and relationship metadata

Primary domain MYTHOS-SWE - Software Engineering & Design

Secondary domain MYTHOS-SEC; MYTHOS-CLD; MYTHOS-DAT

Publication class Field Guide / Canonical Living Overview Guide

Skill levels L1 Foundational; L2 Practitioner; L3 Advanced; L4 Frontier

Tags build engineering, packaging, CI/CD, release engineering, SLSA, Sigstore, SBOM, reproducible builds, OCI, supply chain
Canonical route /library/field-guides/mythos-fg-swe-0012/

Living publication

Corrections, expanded laboratories, improved diagrams, authority changes, and new engineering evidence should revise this
permanent publication rather than create disconnected replacements.
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