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A Study on Implementation of the Design Support System Frame
with the Functional Extension

Dae Jin Shin*, Il Ju Bae** and Soo Hong Lee***

ABSTRACT

Designer has recently required the supporting system to assist the design steps that are not simple
and standardized. But, as it is often the case with many researches, the design support systems have the
problems that the functional module’s expansion and the tlexible connection with the intelligent CAD
System arc insufficicnt. [n this paper, we present a framework, EDSS Frame (Expanded Design
Support System Franie) to improve in its problems. For the implementation of the EDSS Frame, we
make the functional modules, the executable files and analyze a chacacteristic of the functional mod-
ules. Finally, we checked the cases that is generated. Through these works, we organize the algorithm
of the running process in each cases. A user can make the process through the association of the func-
tional modules. Also, we muke the DLL files or algorithms for corresponding in change of the intelli-
gent CAD System. User can make the additional file or algorithm for a new relcase of the intclligent
CAD system. EDSS Frame can be used for the implementation of the design support system on a vani-
ous fields, and assists a designer with the rapid reconstruction of the design support system through the
continuous addition of the functional modules and the redefinition of the running process hetween the

functional modules.

Key words : Fxpert system, Design support system frame, Extensibility, Flexibility
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