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Abstract - The paper will provide a detailed description of the case study of the designing, implementation and
optimization of the unified Continuous Integration and Continuous Deployment (CI/CD) pipelines in the course of
migration of the Microsoft Team Foundation Server (TFS) to the Azure DevOps on the full-stack development platform.
The migration project aimed to update the source control infrastructure, automate deployment processes, and foster
greater collaboration between cross-functional teams. The phased and incremental roll-out approach was used to
maintain continuity of operations and reduce the risks associated with transitioning on a large scale. The technical
solution involved secure builds, automation of quality gates, and a multi-stage orchestration of pipelines that could adapt
to heterogeneous application stacks, providing consistency, reliability, and compliance across different environments.
The evaluation step included a comparative analysis of the performance of the pipelines before and after migration
through critical DevOps metrics, specifically decreasing build time, increasing deployment frequency, defect
identification rate, and integration success. Migration paid off in terms of high performance as the average build time fell
by up to 35 percent and deployment success rates increased by 28 percent. These technological improvements were
followed by a more rigorous adherence to security and enhanced operational protection. Furthermore, the endeavour
helped to align cultures and processes between development and operations teams, and foster a DevOps culture that
focuses on collaboration, transparency, and iterative advancements. The results provide the takeaways and best practices
that should apply to organizations that seek to modernize using CI/CD, including the necessity of a phased
implementation, a security-oriented design, and evidence-based performance optimization in ensuring successful
migration.
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1. Introduction
1.1. Evolution of CI/CD and Legacy System Transition

An example of an important technique in modern software engineering is the use of Continuous Integration and Continuous
Deployment (CI/CD) practices to meet the requirement of delivering quality applications quickly. With the pervasive full-stack of
development scenarios, CI/CD Pipeline management would be required to synchronise development operations across various
technology stacks, including frontend interfaces, backend services, databases, and cloud systems, and operate with consistency,
security, and scalability. In the sea of the industry, adapting to the digital evolution, organizations abandon the legacy source
control systems like Microsoft Team Foundation Server (TFS) in favor of the modern ones, such as Azure DevOps. [1-3] Such
platforms provide more powerful automation tools, more extensive cloud-native tool-chain integration, and better distributed-team
collaboration. Nonetheless, the process of transitioning CI/CD pipelines does not pass unnoticed. It is the endeavor of technical
complexities (such as discrepancies in compatibility and redesign of workflows) coupled with organizational concerns (such as
enforcement of security, standardization of processes, and alignment of stakeholders).

1.2. A Rationale of the Research and the Statement of the Problem

Although CI/CD is becoming increasingly popular, there has still been a lack of published empirical studies that discuss the
problems and opportunities of migrating frameworks from legacy to modern systems in full-stack environments. Most
organizations that implement such a transition undergo operational threats, unplanned downtimes, and reversals of performance
due to poor planning or a lack of best-practice migration processes. The current study was designed to fill that gap by documenting
the experience of an actual migration to Azure DevOps. They aim at discussing strategies that will meet modernization goals
without threatening the stability of systems and continuity of the business. Recording the achievements as well as the failures, the
work serves more as a practical guide that can be utilized by organizations that want to undergo a similar revision with less
disturbance.
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1.3. Major Contributions and the Research Goals

The key aim of the present paper is to provide a systematic approach to the design of unified CI/CD pipelines, as well as their
implementation and optimization, when migrating a source control repository in a TFS environment to one in an Azure DevOps
environment. It also aims to measure how the implementation of strategies to reduce migration affects key performance, security,
and reliability aspects in a full-stack application ecosystem. In the process, the study identifies a set of practical lessons and good
practices that can be applied to various migration situations. The essence of the contribution is the suggested migration framework
containing the mix of incremental roll-out planning, secure build enforcement, and performance-oriented pipeline optimization. To
supplement this model is a case study that provides not only the quantitative measures but also qualitative remarks to reveal the
value that can be achieved, as well as the functioning problems. The obtained advice will have a tested source of reference to teams
interested in upgrading their CI/CD infrastructure within a hybrid and diverse technology environment.

2. Problem Statement
2.1. Challenges in Modern CI/CD Pipelines

Although CI/CD practices are very mature, the issues of full-stack environments contain specific and sizable complexities that
out-of-the-box solutions cannot effortlessly solve. Pipelines require the unification of diverse technologies, handling environment-
specific settings, and coordinating deployment across multiple levels of the application execution length. Since organizations make
use of cloud-native platforms, the services that demand more sophisticated features and automation, which require automated
security checks, dynamic scaling, and environment-specific testing, are growing constantly. [4.5] The capabilities, however, create
more points of failure, inflate maintenance overhead, and create dependency issues that need to be managed carefully. Moreover,
recent CI/CD pipelines must reconcile faster iteration, on the one hand, and stricter compliance regulations on the other, which is
frequently achieved through secure credential management, need-based access control, and traceable deployment records. Failure
to have an effective implementation plan may lead to poor releases, incorrect deployments or even security loopholes in the
production systems.

2.2. Gaps in Existing Source Control Migration Practices

Although the positive aspects and advantages of transitioning from the legacy platform (e.g., Microsoft TFS) to the modern
platform (e.g., Azure DevOps) are well established, the actual migration process remains poorly documented in both the literature
and the industrial area. Available literature largely concentrates on either mapping processes in a state at a point in time or high-
level automation plans, and less on, or not at all, the practicalities of blending newer source control systems with existing CI/CD
flows within a full-stack context. Best practices today include incremental migration, a period of hybrid coexistence, or addressing
the challenge of cross-platform compatibility. This has led to situations where organizations often face long periods of downtime,
lost build history, broken integrations or slowed work productivity when undergoing migration phases. This insufficiency in
migration-emphasized advice, especially in architectures having tricky architectural attachments, brings about a serious gap in
knowledge that this study tries to fill.

3. Related Work
3.1. Design Approaches to CI/CD Pipelines

The development of Continuous Integration and Continuous Deployment (CI/CD) was driven by the need to automate
software delivery processes, reduce human errors, and expedite application releases. [6-9] Contrary to popular understanding,
traditional CI/CD is built mostly around the automation of the build process and simple unit tests. A current trend is to incorporate
more sophisticated technology into the environment, including infrastructure-as-code (laC), automated security checks, and
environment-specific deployment. The results of the work have focused on modularising the pipeline to achieve maintainability,
while also giving preference to performing scalable deployments through containerization and orchestration tools such as Docker
and Kubernetes. An increasing focus on multi-branch pipeline patterns where parallel development is possible and selective
publication is made is also evident as well. Notwithstanding such advances, it is often assumed that the underlying source control
environment is stable and established, and that the difficulties of the pipeline redesign process during platform migration are not
taken into account in many designs.

3.2. Source Control System Migrations

Migrating source control in organizations that have decided to change their legacy systems into modern ones using cloud-
based applications is a typical but complicated process. Both upcoming industry blogs and presentations at conferences have
described migrations from systems like TFS, SVN, or CVS to Git-based systems, such as those offered by Azure DevOps and
GitHub. The main forces behind migration are greater branching possibilities, better collaboration capabilities, and stronger CI/CD
integration capabilities. Most of the literature focuses on the technical aspects of repository migration, including history
preservation and branch mapping. Still, it fails to effectively discuss the consequences downstream of the automated build and

52



Kiran Kumar Pappula / IJAIDSML, 2(4), 51-59, 2021

deployment pipeline. There are also no standardized practices to achieve service continuity during migration in the full-stack
environments, where many application layers rely on aligned pipeline execution.

3.3. Lessons from Previous Case Studies

DevOps derivations by way of illustrative case studies can be used to glean information on migration continuum methods on
an organizational and technical basis. In this field, it has been emphasized that stakeholder alignment, incremental roll-out, and
auto testing alleviate migration risks. For instance, numerous Enterprise-level migrations to Azure DevOps have reported
increasing deployment rates and reduced lead time. However, they have also encountered difficulties with training across teams,
reorganising permissions, and interoperability with other services. There are further indications that the success of migration is
closely connected to pre-migration pipeline audits and proof-of-concept implementations. Most of the documented case studies,
however, are either small-scale case projects or single technology stacks, making them inapplicable in full-stack environments with
multiple technologies. The existence of such a gap supports the necessity of elaborate, empirical case studies, e.g., the one
proposed in this paper that can determine the technical and the organizational aspects of CI/CD migration within a variety of
enterprise-level contexts.

3.4. Proposed Migration Framework

Modern CI/CD in Full-Stack Environments: Source Control Migration Workflow
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Fig 1: Modern CI/CD in Full-Stack Environments: Source Control Migration Workflow

3.4.1. Source Control Migration
Source Control Migration marks the commencement of the migration process, during which the codebase and entire version
history are accurately retained while migrating from Microsoft Team Foundation Server (TFS) to Azure DevOps. Repository setup

tasks, such as establishing a branch strategy as well as setting up adequate access permissions, are also part of this phase to
guarantee an organized and secure code environment.

3.4.2. Continuous Integration (CI) Pipeline

After migration, the workflow moves into the Continuous Integration (CI) Pipeline. This phase uses automated unit and
integration testing to check code functionality, build triggers for pull requests and scheduled builds to monitor on-time execution,
and static code analysis to maintain code quality and security practices. The CI pipeline serves as the quality gate before code
moves further along in the delivery life cycle.

3.4.3. Continuous Deployment (CD) Pipeline

Outputs of the CI pipeline are directly consumed by the Continuous Deployment (CD) Pipeline. This phase involves deploying
applications to both staging and production environments, requiring consistency and reliability across all releases. Through
optimization of the deployment process, it enables quicker delivery of new features and bug fixes.
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3.4.4. Security & Compliance Integration

Security and compliance are woven in throughout both the CI and CD phases. Important practices include credential
management to safeguard sensitive access data, artifact signing to validate deployed components, and audit logging for traceability
and regulatory adherence. This integrated approach guarantees that security is an integral part of the development process, rather
than an afterthought.

3.4.5. Monitoring & Optimization

Concurrent with the deployment and security procedures, the Monitoring & Optimization module promotes operational
excellence. This involves monitoring pipeline performance metrics, applying efficient failure recovery methods, and conducting
performance tuning for optimizing resource utilization and decrease execution periods. These practices allow ongoing
improvement of the CI/CD pipeline's efficiency and reliability.

3.4.6. Integrated Workflow Benefits

The modular design in these modules assures that every step builds on the previous one, producing a robust, secure, and high-
performing CI/CD system. This model not only complies with contemporary DevOps best practices but also enables a seamless
upgrade of legacy systems to Azure DevOps, resulting in tangible performance and delivery improvements.

4. Methodology
4.1. DevOps Continuous Integration and Continuous Delivery (CI/CD) Lifecycle

Fig 2: DevOps Continuous Integration and Continuous Delivery (CI/CD) Lifecycle

The figure demonstrates the cycle and repetitive characteristic of the DevOps life cycle, which is depicted in the form of the
infinite loop representing the never-ending partnership between the crew of developers and the operation team. [10] The blue-
coloured loop, left along, portrays a development cycle running iteratively, starting with Plan, followed by Code, Build, and Test.
These phases are devoted to designing, code writing and integration, intensive testing to verify functionality prior to release. The
focus of this segment includes agility, high iteration and quality assurance during the software delivery process.

On the right side of the loop, which is orange, we focus on the operations cycle, which begins with Release, then proceeds
through Deploy, Operate, and Monitor. These phases ensure that the application is introduced to production smoothly, is stable,
and remains stable during its operation. It is also constantly monitored in terms of its performance, safety, and user experience.
Feedback on the monitored insights is looped back to the planning stage, allowing for continuous improvement to eliminate the
disconnect between development and operations, thereby making software delivery quicker and more reliable.

4.2. Overall Architecture of the Proposed Approach

The suggested migration approach is constructed based on a coherent and organized modular CI/CD solution which may
effectively permit moving from the Microsoft TFS to Azure DevOps without interrupting current development environments. [11-
13] Fundamentally, the architecture follows a layered pattern consisting of source controls, build orchestration, automated tests,
artefact management, and deployment pipelines. This modular system enabled the system to remain visibly adaptive while
upholding the individual needs of the frontend, back-end, and database development streams.
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In the initial steps of migration, the architecture was set up to run in the hybrid coexistence mode, during which TFS and
Azure DevOps pipelines ran simultaneously. The two operational methods provided a validation-controlled environment wherein
stakeholders could check build outputs to identify any variances in expected results and ensure that the new system met a priori
performance and reliability standards. Azure DevOps, as the orchestration hub, was built and lends itself perfectly to Git-based
repositories, container registries, and cloud-based deployment, including Azure. Additionally, shared services such as centralised
authentication, logging, and monitoring were introduced at the orchestration level to ensure further consistency and preserve
operational transparency across all pipeline phases.

4.3. Technology Stack and Tools Used

Its migration utilised a well-chosen set of technologies that combined cloud-native functionalities with open-source mobility.
Azure DevOps was the source control and pipeline orchestration platform and we used Git as the low-level version control system
to support distributed and branch-based development processes. YAML was harnessed to define pipelines in a declarative,
reproducible and versionable way that could be versioned with application code.

In executing builds, the system integrated a mix of Azure-hosted build agents to support more general build workloads and self-
hosting to support environment-specific build workloads, thereby achieving the best performance and accommodating pre-existing
dependencies. Testing took place in many layers:

e NuUnit for backend service unit tests,

e Jest for frontend component testing, and

e Postman/Newman for automated API validation.

It was deployed with Azure Kubernetes Service (AKS) as an instance of containerized microservices and Azure App Service
as an instance of conventional monolithic apps. The infrastructural provisioning and management were performed using Terraform,
which enabled Infrastructure-as-Code (1aC) practices, resulting in the same configuration across the staging, QA, and production
environments.

4.4. Incremental Roll-out Strategy

The migration process followed a phased approach to mitigate risk and ensure knowledge sharing among teams. The migration
itself began with a pilot migration of a non-critical, low-risk application, which was used as an example or proof of concept of the
intended architecture. [14-16] Pilot lessons learned were applied to improve migration scripts, branching/merging policies and
build trigger set-ups.

After the pilot, controlled migration waves of a small scale, regarding repositories and pipelines, took place. This method
enabled granular control, improved rollback in case it was needed, and allowed for quicker issue resolution. On every wave, the
TFS and Azure DevOps pipelines ran concurrently, and output could be validated side by side, giving development and operations
teams confidence in what was running. An actionable rollback strategy was provided with every migration wave, outlining precise
steps for rolling back to the use of TFS in the event of extreme failures, thereby maintaining continuity of operation.

4.5. Secure Build and Deployment Practices

Designers had to consider security in the early parts of the pipeline design based on DevSecOps concepts. Secrets and other
sensitive credentials had been kept in the Azure Key Vault and fetched securely during performance, and they were not exposed to
the source code or in the log. Static Application Security Testing (SAST) was also embedded during the build stage through
SonarQube, whereas, the container security scanning has been adopted where Trivy is used to identify base images and
dependencies vulnerabilities prior to the deployment stage.

Strict Role-Based Access Control (RBAC) was implemented in Azure DevOps, allowing only approved users to approve
builds, release, or edit production pipelines. Also, to help perform the auditing, deployment logs and the generated artifacts were
preserved in immutable, compliant storage to support the audit readiness and achievement of regulatory requirements. Such actions
made sure that security was not a distinct exercise but rather a part of continuous process of migration.

4.6. Pipeline Optimization Techniques

Pipelines came to be harnessed by a set of optimization strategies to reach optimal efficiency and minimization of time-to-
deploy. The concept of parallel build stages has been added to perform independent stages, keeping parallel build times to a
minimum. In npm packages and NuGet libraries, dependency caching allowed caching of frequently used packages so that they did
not have to be re-downloaded during every build cycle.
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The conditional triggers have been set up that would execute the only relevant pipeline stages when the change occurred in the
specific code path and, thus, avoid unnecessary builds. Parallelization and selective testing techniques were employed to speed up
the execution of tests to decrease the execution time, but not the test coverage. A solution for continuous monitoring of pipeline
performance using Azure Monitor and Application Insights was also deployed to ensure that aspects of the pipeline that could slow
down throughput could be detected early and corrected through iterations, in an effort to ensure optimal performance regardless of
the system's scale.

5. Case Study and Evaluation
5.1. Case Study Setup: TFS to Azure DevOps Migration

The setting for the case study was a mid-to-large enterprise with a portfolio of over 40 applications, including frontend web
portals, backend APIs, data services, and batch processing systems. Its current infrastructure was using Microsoft Team
Foundation Server (TFS) extensively to perform source control, build automation and work item tracking. [17-20] Nevertheless,
constraints associated with the TFS, especially its lack of scale, flexibility of integrations, and cloud-native features, led to the
strategic change to Azure DevOps. The shift in migration of pipelines sought to unify the pipelines into a single unified pattern,
move away from TFVC to Git version control, and use new DevOps functionality with YAML-defined pipelines, integrated
security scanning, and containerized releases. Such an initiative involved not only migrating the application code to the new
platform but also replacing the entire CI/CD infrastructure, as the workflows for building, testing, and deployment were fully
migrated to the new environment.

5.2. Implementation Process and Stages

The migration was conducted in several phases to minimise disruption and ensure stability. Preparation Phase 1 consisted of a
comprehensive evaluation of the current TFS pipelines, build agents, and deployment scripts to determine dependencies, special
setups, and areas where refactoring was deemed important. Risk assessments were conducted to ensure that adequate rollback plans
were in place. Then, a pilot migration occurred based on a non-critical application, allowing the team to confirm Git repository
migration practices, branch policies, YAML pipeline definitions, and connections to automated testing platforms. After the pilot
was successful, an incremental roll-out plan will be applied, where apps will be migrated in batches, with pipelines running TFS
and Azure DevOps in tandem to ensure there is consistency in build artifacts, deployment behaviors and test results. The last
cutover was intended to lead to the decommissioning of all TFS pipelines, and the complete workflow of all Azure DevOps was
implemented as the main CI/CD platform. The after-migration optimization involved the better organization of builder
performance, the use of test parallelization and the integration of security scanning into all of the deployment pipelines.

5.3. Evaluation Metrics and Benchmarks

The assessment of the migration involved both performance data measurement and qualitative stakeholder responses. One of
the major improvements was the reduction in build time where average times have been reduced by as much as 35 percent
compared to historical TFS baselines. The frequency of deployments even rose by about 28 percent, indicating an improvement in
the delivery agility. The increased rates of defect detection in the stages of automated testing helped raise the quality of a program
and minimize the issue of incidents after the deployment. Stability in the pipeline was significantly enhanced, with a notable
increase in the pipeline success rate and a substantial reduction in environment-specific build failures. Security compliance was
also enhanced as scanning was integrated, resulting in a better pass rate with no serious vulnerabilities. These technical benefits
were also supplemented by reported increases in usability, maintainability, and transparency by the people developing the product,
testing it, and operating it in new pipelines. Comparisons of the TFS's performance using historical metrics and those of the
industry, as reported by DevOps Research and Assessment (DORA), further supported the finding that the migration significantly
improved delivery capability and operational efficiency.

6. Results and Discussion
6.1. Quantitative Results (Efficiency, Accuracy, Deployment Speed)
Table 1: CI/CD Performance Improvements Post-Migration from TFS to Azure DevOps

Metric TFS (Pre-Migration) | Azure DevOps (Post-Migration) | Improvement
Average Build Duration (mins) 18.4 11.9 35% faster
Deployment Frequency (per sprint) 2.8 3.6 +28%
Defect Detection Rate (Cl Stage) — +14% Higher QA
Pipeline Success Rate 91.3% 97.8% +6.5%

The Azure DevOps migration yielded significant performance benefits in terms of the most critical CI/CD efficiency
indicators. Mean build times reduced by 35 percent, with the average mean time taking 18.4 mins in TFS and 11.9 minutes in the
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post-migration. The frequency of deployments increased as well by 28 percent to 3.6 deployments per sprint, which was a direct
quarterly enhancement to faster feature release and bug fix cycles. The total automated test coverage remained unchanged, yet the
detection of defects improved by 14% in CI phases, demonstrating the advantages of combining the new test framework with the
ability to run in parallel. In addition, the pipeline success rate was improved to 97.8 percent, after it was 91.3 percent, lowering the
number of environment-specific build failures and instilling more trust in every release cycle.

6.2. Qualitative Observations (Usability, Integration Challenges)

According to usability, there is an improved experience, as discussed by development teams, due to increased transparency,
control, and maintainability during the configuration, monitoring, and debugging of the pipeline. The pipeline definition provided
through YAML was more flexible and portable than the graphical editor in TFS. Additionally, the workflow, branch policies, and
pull request validation in Azure DevOps enabled improved collaboration and quality control through Git. Although such
advancements were made, the migration was not problem-free. It was found at an early phase that the integration was not as readily
available as expected, especially integrating with legacy on-prem build agents and external services when integrating Azure
DevOps. There were some TFS-related plugins to be replaced, and some particular build tasks to be reengineered to correspond
with the new environment. Furthermore, there was the transition process, which entailed certain Git and YAML training sessions to
upskill the teams, initially negatively impacting productivity but ultimately positively influencing autonomy.

6.3. Comparison with Legacy Processes

The TFS-based environment had poor integration and uniformity in its CI/CD pipelines, and issues between teams regarding
the CI/CD pipelines varied, including build scripts, deployment processes, and testing. This was not standardized, thus being the
cause of error in integration, unnecessary maintenance, and inconsistency in deployment. The post-migration saw the introduction
of Azure DevOps, which proved to be a unified platform where pipeline configurations were centralized, quality gates were
applied systematically, and deployment processes across the full-stack architecture were homogenized. These 1aC principles have
led to the minimization of manual provisioning of the environment, which increases repeatability and auditability. Additionally,
fewer build administrators were necessary, as development teams now had the autonomy to self-manage the majority of their
pipelines. This resulted in fewer bottlenecks in operations and the ability to operate with greater agility.

6.4. Lessons Learned and Best Practices

The migration supported the significance of phased roll-out approach in order to reduce risk and to identify potential problems
early. Early security in the pipeline was also important, and secrets management, static application security testing (SAST), and
container image scanning will greatly help with compliance and post-deployment vulnerabilities. The provision of focused Git and
YAML training that a team undergoes before migration reduces adaptation time and boosts developer confidence. Continuous
tuning of performance was made possible by continuous monitoring of the build times, success rates and test execution patterns.
Lastly, keeping TFS and Azure DevOps running in parallel during the transition also created a safety net, fostered trust among
stakeholders, and ensured continued service delivery. Combined, these lessons aim to offer a blueprint that can be repeatedly used
by organizations attending to such modernization initiatives as CI/CD.

7. Conclusion
7.1. Summary of Contributions

This paper outlined all the details of a real-life system that involves the migration of CI/CD pipelines based on Microsoft TFS
into Azure DevOps in a complete enterprise platform. These results have highlighted how a structured migration strategy,
explicitly designed to be incremental, can, when complemented by secure build practices and deliberately selected pipeline
optimisation strategies, translate into significant and measurable gains in efficiency, deployment cadence, and reliability of
operations. The introduced framework for migration was aimed at facilitating the two-version hybrid coexistence during the
transition period, allowing for risk mitigation while preserving operational continuity. Moreover, the addition of a sophisticated
DevSecOps pipeline framework, one component of which was to include automated testing, security scanning, and secrets
management at the very beginning of the process, facilitated the establishment of quality-related and compliance-related
requirements within the process itself. It was demonstrated in the study that there were concrete pay-offs of quicker build time (35
percent faster), a deployment frequency that increased (28 percent) and reduced environment particular failure. The combination of
these results with the factual lessons learned provides actionable best practices that organizations can apply in planning similar
modernization efforts.

7.2. Limitations

Although the migration realised great operational gains, the scope of this study has some limitations. This assessment was
performed in the space of a single enterprise, and the results might vary in the context of other types of organization with different
technology stacks, developer team composition, or regulatory constraints. Additionally, certain integration challenges were closely
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tied to the legacy infrastructure on which the migration was performed; therefore, the usefulness of the findings in purely cloud-
native situations was limited. The improvements tested at the pipeline level were the main focus of the research, with limited
analysis of post-deployment operational measurements, including end-user performance, incident resolution times, and long-term
maintenance overheads. Furthermore, the migration was costly in developer training and management of organizational changes,
which cannot be applied in all enterprises contemplating similar changes due to cost reasons.

7.3. Future Work

Future work will seek to expand the proposed approach to multi-cloud and hybrid cloud CI/CD environments, allowing
pipelines to run on multiple provider platforms without interruption. The next frontier will be integrating pipeline analytics
powered by Al, where they proactively find out where the bottlenecks are, predict whether a build is going to fail, and suggest
ways to optimize performance. It will also extend the security model to runtime security monitoring and software supply chain
integrity verification, thus increasing the resilience of DevSecOps. Longitudinal studies will be undertaken to determine the long-
term effects of such migrations, with an emphasis on the quality of releases, developer efficiency, business continuity, and business
agility. These guidelines will assist in creating a more comprehensive picture of the long-term advantages and challenges of
employing modern CI/CDs in various enterprise settings.
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