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Abstract

It is difficult to describe global properties and local behaviors of a system in a specification at
once. Each description method has each abstract level, so that these properties and behaviors
can not be described with only one description method (language). In case of using a constraint-
oriented approach, each constraint may have various abstract levels. To establish a specification
method with a constraint-oriented approach, it is necessary to treat various description methods
uniformly. In this report, we show that topology in a specification space can be a standard to
do it. Such topology corresponds to the abstract levels of description methods and equivalent
relations among specifications.
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