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Modeling Software Specification & Design Methods
for Product Integration

Motosur Saexi, Kazuuisa IcucHi,* Kuo WENYIN D**
and MASANORI SHINOHARA T

This paper discusses a meta modeling technique for various software specification & design
methods and its benefit. It is more effective to use multiple methods rather than a single
method in order to specify various kinds of systems and complex systems. It is an essential
point how to integrate sub specifications developed by the multiple methods into a final
specification. We propose the meta model based on Entity Relationship Model to use multiple
methods in the supporting tool. This meta model includes not only the model of products
constructed in the method but also the model of the activities in it. For integrating the sub
specifications which are developed by the different methods, it is made of the common concepts
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that various methods have.
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Fig.3 Meta modeling based on the common model.
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