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Abstract

As the importance of non-functional requirements has increased, many researchers have become interested in the
software development process for non-functional requirements including the notation, modeling, and assessment of
non-functional requirements. However, the characteristics of non-functional requirements are so sophisticated and there are
many topics which have not been solved until now. In order to address one of the unsolved problems, we propose a
systematic software development process to support the management of non-functional requirements. The process consists
of six steps, each of which is composed of detailed activities. Using the proposed process, the non-functional requirements
can be managed and modeled more effectively and systematically than previous ones.
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