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Supporting Tool for Describing Software
Processes by using LOTOS

Mitsuteru Yoshida Motoshi Saeki

Department of Electrical and Electronic Engineering

Tokyo Institute of Technology

This paper presents a supporting tool for describing software processes. Software processes are described with a formal
specification language LOTOS. Our model to describe software processes consists of two parts — one is for tasks which are
performed in a software process and another is for resources which perform the tasks. Tasks and resources are modeled as
processes concurrently communicating with each other. We have developed a method to describe software processes based
on our model. In our method, seven kinds of tables, diagrams, and charts are produced as intermediate products. Our tool
supports the constructions of the products, and contains seven structured editors for them.
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