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The Design of the Workflow Management System for
Engineering Change Approval
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As most of information systems developed are data-centric rather than
process-centric, it is difficult for users to understand and manage the system
from the viewpoint of work processes. To zesolve the problem of the data-centric
design, we propose a new method to design WEMSs(Workflow Management
Systems), which are focused on processes and modified from current information
engineering methods. In this research, the drawing approval and engineering
change approval process of a K manufacturing company has been analyzed as
a sample process. This method takes two steps, i.e., process analysis and system
design. In the prosess analysis, data and processes are analyzed, and functions
and tasks are derived from the processes. In the system design, a dara model
for the operation of WEMS is designed, and based on this data model,
build-time and run-time functions of WFMS are designed.
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