Systems Engineering Domain Special Interest Group (SE DSIG)

Paris Informational Meeting Minutes (June 4, 2003)
The following are the minutes for the OMG SE DSIG at the OMG technical meeting in Paris, France on June 4, 2003.  This was just an informational session, an opportunity to enlarge the SE DSIG.  Vincent Arnould hosted this meeting. The SE DSIG Chair, Sanford Friedenthal, was unable to attend.
In paris : Vincent Arnould

OMG SE DSIG Paris

THALES

(33) 169-330-009

vincent.arnould@thalesgroup.com

Were also present :  

Vincent Ibanez, Thales Communication

Miguel De Miguel : Universivty of Madrid

Alain Wegmann, Ecole polytechnique de Lausanne

Discussion points :

· General exposures to the SE DSIG effort, and to the Orlando meeting.
· Depending of the kind of system, several definitions of what is the System Engineering could be done. The following questions should be fixed.
· Is the SE limited only catching, refinement and analysis of the requirements ?

· Should it include also the first design and the first decomposition of the solution ?

More and more the system engineers begin to design solution, so it could overlap with the software engineers works, creating some time losses


So the interface with the Software may be more clearly defined.

Maybe a definition of which kind of system the profile is addressed to should be done.

· Alain is also interested in following the Enterprise, Business DSIG
He summarized what was the status and the directions of this group: definition of what is a Product Rule : If(condition) Then (action)

And definition of what is business rules : CIM , PIM and PSM

· Alain and Miguel are interested in helping in the working group reflections.
· Software intensive systems represent the large bridge between the two words : System and Software (is that the target of this profile ? )
· Simulation could be the little bridge what allows to stay in the software word so it can be very much closer from the semantic of UML. 
· The System semantics which are supposed to not be able to be mapped on existing UML 2. concept should have a representation not UML, like the SPEM profile for example…
· A system metamodel, and several generic instances should help to identify what is common to any system level from the high business level to the technical levels.
· Alain (alain.wegmann@epfl.ch) has proposed to present its business metamodel decomposition. This could help the DSIG in the integration of Business rules in the System profile.
