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Abstract Business process modeling is to represent
the business activities in a graphical notation that en-
terprises use to achieve their customer’s requirements.
Nowadays, lots of requirements are changed quickly and
variously. Therefore, business process models should
provide the means which can prepare for changes by
analyzing (pointing) elements of business process that
are likely to alter. In this paper, we propose a business
process family model (BPFM) which represents the
commonalities and the variabilities of a set of business
processes. In addition, we propose the process which
develops the tools for BPFM based on Eclipse Plug-In
Graphical Modeling Framework (GMF). The variabilities
of Business Process are modeled by using expanded
model elements of UML2.0 activity diagram.

Business Process, Business Process
Family Model(BPFM), variability, GMF
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3. 7|8 A3 - GMF (Graphical Modeling
Framework)
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4. BPFM (Business Process Family Model)
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