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Abstract

This paper describes the establishment of defense systems test works architecture model for the efficient
operation of an expanded test organization and the provision of standardized test services after the integration of
proving grounds in ADD. The system engineering vee model is applied to the defense system test works to define
the project management model and the unit-test management model. In order to establish the defense systems test
works architecture model, the process flow of test works, artifacts by life cycle, and interrelations between
regulations and test works are explained, and Integrated Test Information System for implementation of architecture
model is discussed. Through the defense systems test works architecture model presented in this study, it will
contribute to quickly responding to the test requirements of complex and diverse defense systems, -efficiently

managing projects, and providing standardized test services.
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Fig. 2. Triad of architecture model for defense
systems test works
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