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Figure 6 An Example of Global and Local Graph 
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Figure 7 System Configuration Diagram 
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Figure 9 Database Registration Support for Agenda No.8 

ソフトウェアエンジニアリングシンポジウム 2017 
IPSJ/SIGSE Software Engineering Symposium (SES2017)

©2017 Information Processing Society of Japan 102



9

 

No.8 10

J, G, B J

 

 
 10  

Figure 10 Number of Remarks per Stakeholder 
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Figure 11 Extracted Subgraph 
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Figure 15 Relationships between Stakeholders 
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Figure 16 Stakeholder Matrix 
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