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Abstract

Proposed in this paper is a standard-compliant
business process modeling tool which is based on
the UML(Unified Modeling Language) activity
dlagram and produces an XPDL(XML Process
Definition Language) file as an output. The XPDL
is a standard process definition exchange format
by WIMC(Workflow Management Coalition). To
develop an UML/XPDL-based modeling tool, the
mapping of modeling elements between activity
dlagram and XPDL format is conducted after the
detailed analysis of each modeling specification. As
a result of this mapping, it is revealed that
modeling dlements of each activity diagram and
XPDL must be expanded. So new modeling
elements are identified and added to each
specification. Based on this mapping, the prototype
system is developed, and the usefulness of the
developed system is shown through the case
study.
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CActivity [&~"FPDFD0000015" Name="DBEX">
Description/> %

<Implementation>
<Tool 1&="DBE%" Type="APPLICATION">
{ActualParamed

ters>
<ActualParameter>DataName</ActualParamsater>
<{ActualParameter>KoreanName</ActualParameter

>
<AcmalParnmeter)E.nglIshNama</ActnalParnmeter

<AcmalParamster>Datal.ength<lAcumlemaer>
</ActualParameters>
</Tool>
{/Implementation>
<StartMode><Automatic/></StartMode>

{FinishMode><Automatic/></FinishModa>
mmamn-ibms;

ame="
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