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Efficiencies of design information structuring and visualization in a
representation that represents design process

Kei Kurakawa*

One of the issues that designers face during a conceptual design phase is to get hold of a
variety of complex information, which emerges during the design task. This paper presents
an approach to support designers in understanding such information including design
rationale after the conceptual design process. 1 propose structural representations for design
information based on a design process and design information structures prevailed in my
preliminary study, and present the CD-Scenery system to help designers to externalize and
visualize their design information in the representations. A user study was conducted to
validate the efficiencies of the system. The system mainly influenced on design documents
that summarize design results to be easy to understand because the design documents have a
common form, '
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Fig. 6 The number of design information units by video
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Fig. 7 The number of design information units focused
on scenario by video analysis
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Fig. 8 The numbers of design information units counted
on video analysis and the numbers of design information
units externalized in the design tasks
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on scenario counted on video analysis and the numbers of
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Fig. 10 System efficiencies on design result reports
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