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funclion not performabte by ihe element alone
Architoctwre - a top-down descriplion of the slructure of the system

F.B. Vemadai, 1956 [12)

Reference Archilectwre : 2& Al2@e YUY 7t Wl UelyEs =428 3juiz
Ry o|ede R Fechs SYH of7/AME 2ol

Enterprise Architeciure : 71 £ 21giel NA™S ZiEat 2t FARLo AR
HUFE SYUS HME: LE Y@ #¥ol2, ol OW, model, descriplion S8 2F
=9

Framework - 38t ST F 9 M2 Kol 74 24me e
Architeciune : M27t| MM} RYST, M2 ROA v NS HAE
T

T UE FY 2

Bass, Clemenis, and Kazman,
1997 [5)

Software Archilecture of a program or computing system is the sinucture or sticture of the
system, which comprise software ocomponemt, the extemaly visible properlies of those
comporients, and the tetalionships among them

1999 [7)

Booch, Rumbaugh, and Jacobson,

An architecture is the set ol significant decisions abowt the organization of a software system,
the selection of the structrad elements and thelr interfaces by which the sysiem is composed,
together with thek behavior as specifled in the collaborations among those elements, the
composilion of these sinwclural and behavioral elements into progressively larger subsystems,
and the archilectual style that guides this organization-these elements and their interfaces, ihelr

and thels composition

Mehdi Jazayeri, Alexander Ran,
Frank van der Linden, 2000 [19]

Sofiware architecture is a sel of concepls and design decisions about the siructure and
lextwre of software that must be made prior lo concurent engineering o enable effective
salisfaction of archilecturally signilicant explicit funclional and quaky requirements and implicit
requirernents of the product famiy, the problem, and the solution domains.

Bemard H. Boar, 1999 I6)

IT Architeciure : a set of prnciples, guidees and rules that guides an organization thwough
acquinno, buikiing, modying and interfacing IT resources ihroughout the enlerprise

Open Group [26)

T Architeclure : a formal description of an mIotmaﬂon technology system, organized in a way
that supports feasonng about the structral properties of the system

Clinger-Cohen Act, 1996 [8]
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oOD, 1996 [10) T Architoctwo =2 (workd®t $l X{location), 2 T 2information sel), & &(applcation), )%
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IEEE, 1996 (15 System Architectre : AlA® 2HR27 2% TXE WA, SAEAD AAH
AE{HOIAN X
System : Mi#t(people), ?[M{machine), THI 2T g5 Y3 T3E W (method)
INCOSE, 1998 [17 IT Architectwet Al2@ 2:2{cloments), EIHOIA, Z2MdA M= Hiconstraints), BWE

behaviol2 2 Mol Y, BUY A2H TE

Federal CIO Council, 1998 (13}

IT Archilectures ME2E BE7|a® 8%, %, DA WY EE ZAY Hos,
UL ORI MY Z2HAR BUHG ZX YN IER WYHE T
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