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sharing)3t 3, 8% 2% (cooperative work)E F33}9, TZEA X9 z3(coordmamn)ﬁr A

B A o] 4 (communication) 3 7L tlefdt =1L F3E EZEYETozNY JF
= acia= 3

o] Y7l AHAIAES Exo] AAH HAA E ALEA A MR EAAYE ©
A3 gow olE JEsy] 4% Mz WHEY "oy =¥ 27Iv{Howard et al,



1999; Wang, 20011 mwetd 2 dfoME 78 ARAlA"S sigstr] 98 zé:“ﬁ
(approach)¥ ¥ & (methodology)ell tid =& FPstx, A7) FEA 2" 2E2E 9
T ZHAAIE AA A T

O 7 "Iz A UHE
1L BRAEY 75 AT AT (I FTF

M A2 (approach)S Btk A EFFHE Ydelv= JiE B & (methodology)
2128k ol 23 EdZl fo. wetA omd HIHE A glevtel mer A
o] F3te 2FE ZetAH, I AA BAE FoldA veidd. & delMs Bo o

= Bexn FAAM HITHWLF Sociotechnical Approach, Interactionist Approach,
Speech Act-based Approach $& A#En Auxoz HHA AFH Yoo HIH
06 2 Information modeling Approach, Scenario Based Approach, Coordination Approach
& nFsA T

o
=
3]
H

rh

1) Sociotechnical Approach

of JZHelMe ArAAHY 7 AP A3y #FHFE A7 A8 FEAL
"& ‘socio technical’3t ZHoA B.12Y. ZF, Z 32 (organizational)¥} 7] & (technical) o]
E7te] &2 AT A (interrelation) & 7FEstH, ARA|Ade] AL 224 FAY 7]
&3 ZAE ddste Aoz 3 HKlicka, 1999].

2) Interactionist Approach
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2 QA B=E Aolx HFE Wt JEclgde AL A EFY R AUA gevEt
7 A9 Yyd3: 9oHKling and Saacchi, 1982]. wratAd AR A A= A2 L B3 237 &
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3) Speech Act-based Approach

ABAAHolglE AL social systemE B3] JlEFdor FEE Ao AR gon,
Z7 R ALE AHNBAE A8, 54, At A2z Ao it livari and
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Hlivari et al., 1998].

4) Information modeling Approach

Information modeling H2HlA vl AHA28S HHE 7|53ty A8 53
o2 AHgEE dHolH ¥ ZRAA AlAgo g Fodd. F, RE A& AREAY 874}
g2 BEANY F e FAEE JE3n ARUAIAS] AT LR BFTLH.
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A F Qe 7129 4F ZAAE BNt FE QAL F38E, =19 AdA
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5) Scenario Based Approach

AtEeZE AL ofn B4 AYS FIF o At Bose A5HY EEEY
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6) Coordination Approach
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Ar Al2d o ZgFA AL sy A% 7Y Ve 22 AL olFHo, o
HE o EZgAolAE HAY & UE BHEL I £ /A £&n JdvH{Howard et
al., 1999]. dwtzlo 2 1970ddjell /Nud WP E¢] HINA BE B ALSEH I e
AL B o MHEe HEAES vFo] MFY 4 Qo livari and Maansaari, 1998]. o]l
2 oM A" WY Sl A WP Ee U Adn BEXE ARE D, MY Py
22 7EEY oy s Wy o] Ut R AlAg] sfde] HESH sE =23l FF
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FH Y3 ojv]e] ¥ E(methodology)olels AL 23 (guidelines) & 39 (activities)
of Fz3d AFE Yuidd. a8y & 7Y 2HA FrA2YE AR PP Eclges A

ArAAde MLstr] 9 zAFAeld, Hah, AEE, /1Y 58 =ydoez HFYs
2 AAZ A9 WE F ok AAEA FEHAIAHEES A A48 iEL © &
¥ (well-articulated objectives), @ =H&A AYH AR (clearly planned process), @
71d=l= A7 (expected results) o BH3A =2id 5 glojof &

A wH 2 HHEN HIHol AFHARE WA w2t @O Methodology
selection, @ Methodology combination, 2822 @ Multi-methodology £33 2 A 71X
gy 789 £ Ut Mingers and Brocklesby, 1997].

(1) Methodology Selection

Methodology selection®]2t AL 71&9 WHE FolM X 4Fo AAsvdzn A9A
J= 4 Ee MYt HA AlA"e] A &3t Aol Mingers and Brocklesby, 1997].
, o® W2l E &g WHEC HEE AFol FAH JpAstA AU HE,
A AB oA To A% HF PHEL F L3 A

o & =49, Vlasblem et al(1995) 5& 71& AR A A" QY WHEe % F4
(activity-oriented)¢] 3, 71352 A A (functional design)®} 71€2 A7l (technical design)® ¥
g ey EAZS ArEd & A2E fFAEFY EAHE S F e o
ooz A3 F4 (result~oriented) 7H"‘°ﬂ nlete F BH9 AA(global design)et 4
Al A A(detailed design) HHEL L3l Al2dg MNLen gt Viasblem et al,
1995]. o] 7§ fFAEFEHE *‘%C'ﬂ =gt uﬂr’ﬂ‘:’r%‘% Zdst dde HHELS FHEA
7] W o) methodology selectione] T
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(2) Methodology Combination

Methodology combinationo]&ts AL A4 949 FUdAH, i A SA3=
dolgt olfrE AFdAY FL& ME & B (viewpoints)E ZHA I 7] wfEel dde
HHEoz HEds] FE AL A8 BHEES ZPs AlaHel HEIHe= Pt

[Mingers and Brocklesby, 1997].

P

P

— 54—



o] HoHe AlAadel Ao wat wlf F8% FLE Ut dE £49, Yz Alad
(cooling system)3} Zre] <432 (continuous)! AlA® £33 BAEH(discrete)d AlxH
_Q_

&£4E BF 717 Folv e = Al A= (hybrid systems)S AAE A9 o] YEHE Adsy

g u FFAY Al2dE FEFE 4 lHMosterman et al, 1998]. 23y ofd AjA=

oAl ME Aol sleittdoe] EXste B F2He ve Aol a33A A By
o

o] HA E&th. o & 9, Howard 5& 7|&9 U Al2de] 58S 93 dolg &
A e 71‘3:“5-\} Ei/\ﬂ/: %”“:4 AIY F 7HA7 7= AAGAY A"y B g
g REY A2 EAY AXE E4d & Yddn gt [Howard et al, 1999].

(3) Multi-methodology
R ANALE 1537 AT HPEL A 39S FE3|(fully) w3, ol & N2
RE =77 Hojok gt} o] & HF B dFdAes MR uE FAIHH PPEY =¥

&2 8 Multi-methodology & Al¢tsl A} %t 5 o2 e A1 ex9k AT S
3t Al ®(reactive systems)S AASE A 2 7MY AHEL AP 7 FSaek
1998]& wtdgittn 8 4 Qo

ok AR A2 FTE28 o glo] Multi-methodology7t 83 =471 € & 9122
g2 #Zo]l AEE F vk AA, AAFHYD Ul - g7 TFE %A = AAGAH
Al2dle] 74 sldsjor & EAYGY AAs ol st n bk 3 < (multi-dimensional)
&4 71A 7] wFEolti[Mingers and Brocklesby, 1997]. E#, 7|8t AR A| A"l 7 ¢
EAE doly #F2E 73 JE& B ofdg vEYA EAE Aol e d#
ZAA FAH 7R ZAle] £A) &} Takahashi and Liang, 1997]. &, 9718 FHA 29
4% S, 28n HFY SR FHA S EFE ZEE F %l°1°P3P7] “ﬂ% =2

a8 el E tEE A2 Multi-methodology® o] trre] HEY L& g
1S TFFAY tde] FIHE s AF E JF2H 52 NE ‘%“‘3%01 M2 &
A 4 glE(coherent manner) B9 T YYAE WA AFsfol &h[Saeki, 1998].
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3. 71E9 G BEAIAY NEYRES vl

AN AEAlAE S P57 8 A FEAAYE AA PRES IdE FE3)
lole g8 F87F & {Howard et al, 1999]. Bl Kol A& 718 71E 23 ] BEA|
2d30] QA slolvu|tio] &4 5& WA AALHE] YNt FEA L] Bt H
et Wi Zo] = Folth & HoME J1S9 dEFA AL Y E RMM(Relationship
Management Methodology), EORM(Enhanced Object Relationship Model), OOHDM/(Object
Oriented Hpermedia Design Model), SOHDM(Scenario-based Object-oriented Hypermedia
Design Methodology), WSDM(Web Site Design Method) & AA3H <F >3 Zo] &
oFstdm, B3] Wi AHAIAEE FEE7] AT MY FIEH g BHEY ¥y S
Holl M B} AT =oE FP3in
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isakowitz et al. Lange Schwabe et al. Lee et al. De Troyer & Leune
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AN FARAAL S FE5Tl ol 44y MEPFEcl fFxst U= HIH dis
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(data-oriented) A A WHE A Z information modeling approach® WEZE= AL 4
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d £ gl SOHDMe] 7% w2 #4 DA & DFDe BB EE A& h-, diol
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TAE dolgwlolA HA 71¥e] ¥E7] uEo} Methodology combination % Ej<]
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E3 Aage EAstn AAE stu ot WA WSDME Methodology combination
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AEYolats AZFgeA FTEEHE LU FRAAHLES BAPF A (distributed
collaborative work)E& S ol FAEH v & AHEE AFs] W, JEHU
Eo ARAAY T3 2 AU FuAAEH JfE I FEL ol TR AT olFE F
Z}¥] 31 9l tH[Takahashi and Liang, 1997]. 718t FHA|AL 71&9 AR A|AHAY A
K Euj(dissemination) S ¥ oflet vi=2UA FEFE 9437 9T ¥l=2YS
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T2ALE A AL A, e FFY H=UE FEE G457 A& FEA
B ALEAEC] AW FEIARE RA FHHk = A TF XL EAE WRAE F
E P Ec] Tusool & Aotk E 7S YAtolEe 2 HEI} woiuta, I
Aol wet fFARSF FFE EAE 2HT F Qe ol F EAE 1HT T e
AALHE 78T 53 71E9 ML PPES *}ﬂs}cﬂ L7 %E*lé@% N
el dasgel oA AFHA Agtvt= =AE ¥ Howard T
al, 1999DE 9d o Mz YPEY ool v #Y }74] ced = 9\114

ol B ATl fJAte|E ol St ©de] AR 24ES 01‘%711 T/gstx, 4
olx AFHAHOZ AFTE F lEvtel dF EAL, P %
A BERE 24stnA & o, o] A"l ofgA FHE ook ‘3}—‘:—7}011 et ZA
g A4 & de AAFE PHES =daA Foh

o] W W W HRA2Y FHE T Multi-methodologyE 2 &37] A WHPESE
FRAsE FSHWE FolM oS AFEE nHdd AFE A2y A% £ PHEY FHel

L L 52 I> -lU fr

AR, dePdxo] dut FRAIALR L7 FRAAE
T 28AA "o mety AddgEE fHude EARSS %‘E‘Lél
A, 71& WHES UEd dRB9 FXH(procedures)E©|
FE7 o] HEE ojd HuldHfully) B ZAFEE TIE 5 glojok g

< F 3| kel

AR, Lol 7]k ABRAARS 52y ol AME 71&AY S 2329 A
A 29 258 n3dol #chKling and Scacchi, 1982]. Wty 76t FRA A" 2HE
A% BPEY Mdd EUE olFA B HIWHE MYl glol 7€ FW(technical

2]
aspects)¥ A3l A Zw(social aspects) RFE 13T ¢ & ATZYel 278

YA, 94714 BRAl2de 20 f - 7 ARG FE FEE AWse ALPeE
A HzUA TS FPs v2Us FEE 2457 A8 AY, 24, dAER, O

A1 54 59 #2E B2t £FE02M &3 FHANRGE FRALED A A
A(Social system)E HZAdE= 0|23 U TN HAS ool #th[Ruyter and Zuurbier,
1993].
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(function) Aol 24L& RFuxt 3o} = 2 ¥R UL EXE Q3] 9438t 94
old 1 Aol eFH T, A%2E e ada § X
¢ oHz2ys Z2ANAE X EE] 93 ol¥A dZd=En ey
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(Domain .
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Analysns) WS A=A ALEIQ M7 O|ETH LY
@ {Context Diagram) ojHieE (Scenario) (Dﬁggzg:gfe )
HEE & informational
(Ccﬁwceptual functional SchA g8 ) 2A(relationship) A PRT
Design) (Class Collaboration (Class Structure -
esign; | Diagram) i (relationship)  {_ Diagram)
Q Object Modeling >
organizationai
behavioral I v FEJlview relationship)
] Le X 4 TS A S
00 View (Node Structure (Node Detail
Design) Design) ,
R " U HEZA
@anon De5i9n> l (navg%}t?gnmgélc}lfnism) (Navigﬁg?r?ﬁl Link <
—
LE PEE aoll HA HIOIS 2 A
(Node Structure (Navigation
Diag{am) Spec Table)
‘ LEY
LCax {navigational link)
tucture)
=c|& &H X A0
(Logical v page schema)
Design) =2I0B A3(0 QIEHIOIA H Al OIE{HOIA & ]
e Implementation {Logical DB Schema) (User Interface Spec) {User Interface Design)
: Design 7
2215 & DB A3|0 HIOIX A3|0t
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2w AE \D
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<E 2> Nd A L AR JUE
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ZSH;{ HE "Xt Mg U8
Level-0 DFD(Data Flow Diagram)
= dagram) A AlAZol St 4BEHE ENEQTFUNE SHo2)
¢ Macro ZHEO|M AlATS| AISKE ST 24
TEAA & Ao SEof dist o @z
Domain (AIL}EIQ 7;‘}5,1) ng{ Eﬂzgfﬂ f | aigt g ¥ =2HY
i nario charts
Analysis isce Z1CiE 3t - in user?t out usere| #F 7Y
AlLl2|20] HIEl8 T ZRMASTZIC| 2T AA HA|
ojEA =y A - DEMAS? OE/ S8 U YA HAE
{dependence relationship modeling) o o TeEA TS R =R —
7/Ci& 2t : optimum flow design
Object Modeling = OOHDM + SOHDM
ZEE3 - OOHDMEl A FY HF{LIEI SOHDME FEIY HME ZEdezM = g%
Bt M deliveries M4 s N
Conceptual =t 2dg s CF7| S0lst=Ftractable)sty| s &4
Design |2@j2~ ¥ &2 2|a=(ishet 2t A (relationship)& ZEA|
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