Ht 2t § (Kwangho Park)

ERP EIAT X W& AlLk2|Q T

Scenario Framework for ERP Testing and Training: SF-ETT

G T YN G

2 o

ERP(Enterprise Resource Planning) Al 2819 AZA) ¢ 3 99 Slo] & & dY4AHF 24
Z 3tUE 98 A ot 1eut ERP A28 BT et Y 7Y BT AA Z2AA XY A e AEs)
H ARE AF3A Ed AEANA EoAY H2YA ZE2A A WS oS AA R Y e
AAolty, =5 ERP Al2glo] tig Wi B4 HA8E Ax ESES D vladz el AHEA

TLOE oojA X QT

¥ =E9AME ERP A 289 HAHG w88 AUses A5 fd Z#H A SFETT
(Scenario Framework for ERP Testing and Training)S A Alst1 AT SF-ETT+ uniERPIIE 93 T
H2E AUge Z2AHEE B3l €8 ZHE L 7|8 ERP B AW Alvg]e A4 2yde s &6t
AAE Zolth, SF-ETTE ERPA 2R Y AHEA7E A 02 ofgfste Hl2YL ZEM A9 AAE
7|9keto] FAE O Y A(Practice) Ao, £7] WH, 2 FE£F AAT.

7]8/E : ERP E/2%, ERP 2%, Z3 94

[.A &

) B

ERP(Enterprise Resource Planning) A] 28l
BARo® FHAY nays Z2AAE AA
Huonz olE EsteE /9y A, 23
72 9 F3E H3 ANE ¢ Jde FEFHE T
A 31 QT (Devenport, 1998). ERP A| & o] T
g EnulE ol3| Y A4 o] BZstH A= ERP
g Ay &+ o= Adojg(xrld, 2003).
T3l ERP A 2H £ o} AR n &
FRAS oy Ad dFAA 57 g 3l
&ZT 5, 1998; Bingi et al.,, 1999; Gupta,

¢

£ o ox Ao

T o] =F2 ¢Yusty Yutd 4y Yo 2 A+
A2 (HY-2007-G).

2000, ©] 4 <&, 2001; FAEH oA =, 2002; ¥
B33 5, 2006) &3], McAlary(1999)= ERP Al
28 99 Augelezr BRI u&EY
o g AASI o, Kapp(2001)< Dow Che-
mical, Dell Computer, Hershey Foods & %<
7140l AHEA Ud & Aoy FAE
AUE 252 Bato AdAsld da-s& AU
= AAE A3 ERP 289 A48 =%
gk v Qlth
o] &# Zo] ERP M 2HIS 4FA &

TG ol HY 4T ¢ FaIHT <
A5 1 Qlt}, o] &= ERP Al AHlo] ¢, A4H A
W, 41, A & A fe] B2y L ZEA L
E Fsta, Be A volHe % AHH
7] " Eolth. ERP A28 BEHHo= 7%
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Hi
=1

o

2

dod ol A dHolg®t olyl Vs FY T
A diolg Y 43 A3 BAE A% T
Ae]st7] ol A e AL @3 ol
3t717F 4+ Aol opytt. tiFEY Ar&AE
759 d W v2Y2s Z2A 2 g EH
ol & i JYAT AAHoEE J|FIHT
M, 3P0 P A ulolg o sl =&
o2 o]3fsj o} 3y,

ERP A}8AH= A4lo] ERP Al 2E oA 43
dlof & A AHele} AP Z2AH 2 B3] 7}
A olslE YA & 4 ok 23U, ERP A
2" Wi s oA AA A AE FAd o)
TFAHOE WESIAHAL ol A3 AHE A
38t Zot1 Sle AR HEAE, 2002). =
ZA2 AA A AHbE 71gvig 27 g &
o] o]& ERP A£H Ht7} £&3), 743 3§
71o ool V] HEoltt. &3, =Y 7Y
T AA ZEAN2 A B di&] HAHOE
AHE F#38HA st ot 2= ERP Al &H
i e} £9) 71 5 AR Z2A A X A
o] F¥3E ARE 21]-4—6}21 %3 ARg-AFol Al
AE e ZEA A B8 UeHE AA Z3t
= AA ol

YWt o2 ERP Al &H ) tg HARLE A
22 Aol 28 gidos AdPdt AEA
AEjHo]2s B4 dA AN Hod 2 Aol
2~(Use Case) (Jacobson et al., 1992)S 7}A &
TdS Aojtt, g ALEA Qg o) 20 o
ﬂ H2 S AAA0E ARAT} A e

T AT EE AHHE ddeE AAFo o 3
E}. Tk, o} Zo] BE Atg o tigk H2H o]
HAs A=A Yot Az AHLATL
A Helste AAAA H2'E e 2HE
g Aol

A H2HE HMAE & Aol
3t AUl & dH F4l, by FALE
TFAHoln A AFHow AAsfof it
F3, 1999). T3, AEH {2 Aojxd tig
Ay BT ofye}t b & Alo|AEY

Herd g dig Avglex 7
2 Aol 23k A BAE H2H
Avte] e o] mf¢- Fasttt

ERP 59 o= AU g 7|dte s 3l
Al&dlo] adAolgte A7F HRH v Qo
(AEH 2, 1999). 7199 7HHdRE AvEl L
Z 432 CBT(Computer-Based-Training) 7|
ko & F53to] Alute | et 7|de £E
Aol HlRUA ZZ M A9 ERPY Atgxl 3
= AEANHLEHN ERP AFRAZE 7199 HIZ
UA Z2AAE oldsly, vlRYA ZEAA
of & ERPY AW &AL g §5 ¢
T UEF AP 2ol aFZ ERP u&
Folgte FAo|n.

ERP A &®o T dit)e] &4t HAH
< Ao BFEs HAaARAE AHEA iso
Z ojojzith. A 7 BE Ateld g &
83k F8[71 7)o AA nse dukE el A
A AHE FALE 74635471 o Fo| v}, whet
A, ERP =9 ¥ +9¢ A& HsiAs AA
o FEF H2HI o E 7l .9 g aKo]
TREE o of gt} ARRALY] 7} T]%

U2 ZEAA AaS HAA YA Fd
BlRUA Z2A L AA 0 £FE2 287 H6)
Ae AAAQ s Zydedo] ag Aot

B =Fd A= ERP Al 2H9 HAHL W&
& *lb}ﬂig A48 71 Y3 Zd Yl SF-
ETT(Scenario Framework for ERP Testing and
Training)& A A8t1 Yot SF-ETT= ERP A
2do AgA7t AdHeE ogdte vy
2 ZEA &Y HAE Vet FAEH =Y
Bl & (Practice) A<, E7] ¥, ZHdY 7=

A A &th SF-ETTE M Z& ERP AJAH 1
3 A A st vl 2 A Z2A| 20 O 9]
Y AFd 159 ¥y aHE A&
E3, TP A Jgto g 3 a]zq}\
ZEN& E2E3 EQE vidsta ol & vty
HZ2U 2 g2 A 24 g olsl = 57}, ¢
BALE BRI T4, AR 483 A

Y =

II‘.

II.

20 12

.31

U GO L e DY 1 mlm
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ERP ElAS 2 28 AlLl2]e =3y

FUAA Y T At e

SF-ETT= AH4JSDS9 ERP £F/4%] uniERPII
= 3 5% HAE AYElL Z2ZHEE F9
HYE ZHEl X 719 ERP H2H Ay L &
A ZHdY e AT Aott. SF-ETTE uni-
ERPII A]AE}]Q,] ;(]5:.2—] ol E-]]}\El_],]. A]..g_z].
58 9$ uTF(uniERP Testing and training Fra-
mework)i AL Folty, B =FA AA s
Gﬂ uTF-«] }\—171] LHQ;'O ZA]OE A—ltﬂg]. 7-]
de Hth

1. =He]~: ERP d&¥ ¥
Adee A4E F A 7

2.1 ZEIE|A HOJ9| Ry

o)
31’-1.'

ERP Al 2Hl2 oln| B3l vie} o] 7[¢f ¢
H2UA ZENAE Y Adste Alagol
1:} ﬂ]zq/k EE}\-]]}\EJ- zzlg] E.Ir EE}/H.Q.
Aste] TheFd Hlz2U 2 3ol s Fod 4
SdB?o] = HRYU X 7Y AFE Hdiy
(AR, 2004), H|ZY 2 Hbkol] A3 EA, &
P %EOH s &4, AYxAS 283
AHAA & vHEZ, 2005). E=3, HRYA
ZEM2E A dHeoleHY AHe|fAHANA LA
3= o8 FFEE MdHoln xRHoE A
g3l o 2 AT :sz(Artifact)Ol‘jr. ERP A
AEJ]O 0]9_} 451-0 q__ ix—]]AE g
Ho Hgez 74 6H T2 Aol & g U

18, ERP A|2H S T93l= 7192 ERP
of EF HRYUA ZEZHAE AA EA 2
H&stA doh WA, & HR2UA ZZAHA
o= A4 (Customized) HI 22 ZZA A
& FALE 3 Ayt HAaRoY wFd
oS EFFoltEtF5 e AP, 2006). &3
o] HlAEo|L 4 AUE]LE= ERPY &
2N 27 of et AR HAR A s o)
& v 2Y2 Z2 A 20 i3 Hapet el o

¥

)

i_.

& Aolth. 7Iguith HIZY2x ZTEAH A AA
Al A EA3E YR +3, B4, 242
ERP A28l HTZE vRxYA ZEHA Ao
Zpol 7t & F A ol AHEAY Z 75
Al H2Y 2 Z2 A2 A4 HAE zpd
A g H2YA ZEA A 2439 o]z
Letdot ¢2l+= ERPY =YUE ¥ RAYA ZF
A2 AdE A 2D Adsla o] & 74l
02 % H2® 2 2& AU ZEYYS
A A s LA ST

F

2.2 TE|A HI|

dutA o 2 ERPE EY3te 719e z7]9)
7A2Eulo]d ZYPE A Heul o AP
ERP £F Z 2 M| Ad 7|&AR, 4R H A
U2 734 A4t 9458 Z2A 2R A8
N7Ie ALz & F At ¢ 22 5% =
ZHAZ ERP7I S Fol= AAR dF &
g7t Aeste A FEREE 44 594
o2 AogHE 4 gled fEe oY A& X2
Azl A F8E ZEEAE Y35 &
o ZHE 2T ERP =9 719 nlays =
2A &0l e 7AH AA & AdZAM ERP
A7 AAA o= olgste A A HolE
ﬂaf&l TAAQ W AAE A Aol
AE| 2v 27] A" A (Setup) AEE
71 wi AdgE, Al2" B AR (1) &
Z A# A, BOM(Bill Of Materials) 5 7]& A
H, 2) qRlgEse, gAY E 59 HAYA
T3, 3) 58, +E3JH, A% 2/ FH
5 ¥ (Configuration) Xa‘i ONERER:
A % A T 2AH AE FOE EREY E
gF ZHE| A9 3 A 74341 ool g7} A
A Hed, A, 33 Al dHolE Y duAd e
ZFAA Aok 3, SAH A Hde 3
AXRE7} A8 THEHIE 3 3 75 B
Ao A LA A7t & 75 dH B =
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=13
=k

-1

4]

A4 284 Adt $2HE A= U

metd, ZEg2 £3 ARz WA A
Holelg} o] A3 d# #AAE P

AR g8 Aok

olgh Zo| ZAEAE EY AU A2
4A, o2 JHeE & 53 Ade e4 A
4, 49 A A A HolEY 45 o

d
BUAE AAHoR 4% Aoln YP
% St

2.3 A& meE|A £X

=
hul
l>

of W3k B2y s Adges
Ej2ollA 5 ZHE AR 4y E 2
. @9 ZHE 2(Unit Practice) A
oo ZEIH MNEA T)E
2857 9% 2A0E A4
2 Ao s E T2 3399
Agsl FHEHASIIE HAF3L o E
te ASE 7H 9t v+ gd 0 £
(Level O Practice: LO)E A}, 5
, 2355, eAddss 54 2 ©H

8o gt Ave 27} ofell &3t

131"}, LO ZHE XA Ay es Yuido
HlZU 2 242 AAldn Hostr]d = o}
A u|efgt Atefolth, @9 A AHEAM= 4
g o oun|7} Aol WfFolth Bt HAAA
A ouE Fo B7] YA & ZHEAS
A, &3 #AZ 243 Y Z ¥ X(Integrat-
ed Practice) Al U8 & A Ysfof s} T =
HE 2 AlYeEles It od oy ZHE A
Zrel A 2 7E Wy 4 BAE IH
7] {3 FHo® FAAHEY. wetA, #A Y
H 2 (Scope of Relationship)oll @&} 53 =8

2 44 194 37142 e,

SA g 1 58 ZHE A(Level One Inte-
grated Practice: L1) AlUgl & O A &
Ag BHoF F3HE 2~37) LO ZHE 29

(r ox 42 (g
)

© oy
M e
o

o

it

k=

£
>

o O

H=l of & El X Ioae fo 12
JHU L Ho o -
> B
do
o Kl
i)
- o

2Ho2 A4EY. L1 ZAE 29 thEH 49
T ABAHYHETE =>ARZWI TS => AR
=), FFHANEFETE > TFHETE => 7
T2, M (E88A => 3N H T F =>
Z21%5%) o4 Zo| 9¥ AHNE FHIA A
gite ZAE2E & 7 AW L1 ZPE 2
ojo} Z2 ©¥ Ao AT Ao A 4
Bg Flots 23 &9 z2 33717 29
dPFHE A 5 do A& &9, 54
o ZAYHAE 3 AY A 44 742
st7] #% =3, £9 ZE IR EF3}o
TFAY(FFTE=>TTHWI T E=>TF5Y
>FFUF2I=>rFUREYH>A WG 2
) s 492 & Utk

#d 2 5% ZAE X(Level Two Integrated

Practice: L2) AlUg| 2+ ©¢ 75 ¥ =
AE 2 HYH AW A gigh Axpel
Hol gk Aolt, g B (FFAe=>S3 A
gl=>ul & A 2l=>A A A =>A FAH ), A4t
He| (A Y=>A N A g =>ZH A A X &]=>5
%%Jﬂﬂﬂ“f_"“"éﬂ;ﬂ Ael=>F A HALA 2] =>4
AdaAe) T2 4 71 9 AR
4 b4 7‘1343 %aii 3t Alve] ot

gl 3 53 A E ~(Level Three Integrated
Practice: L3) AUl & T8l 75 F47te
A FolA HgHo=w ﬂiﬂe %Zﬂ # 2] 8t

SzolH 4B oS S 3o o)
AQAA 2 Bl BAE 2EC L%H_Tiziﬂl >
QB> R ->IALd) 5 % 47 7)

> gadzte 12 TdEA AV LE dANA
72 f2dd B AdE 42 AEste

3.1 &

SF-ETT+= <18 1>3 Zo] Ay 2(Scena-
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ERP HIAE 3 I AlLj2|Q =aoly

Practice Hierarchy

SF-ETT

L3 Practice
Transactions Processing across Functional Areas

<<Component>> = |
Scenario

L2 Practice
Transactions Processing within a Functional Area

Practice

<

L1 Practice
Complete Transaction Processing

T

Activity

L0 Practice
Unit Transaction Processina

- S S W R O o s IR S BN PUR S B D SR e mam mm sel B N GO e Em o e Sl R B W W B

Agent . Scenario Construction Supports

(18l 1) SF-E

rio) AZUES AU A4 1YL 95k oo
HE(Agent)E TAH O ot $A Ay e A
THEE v AU A Z2A 29 AFsE LA A
A3 A9l ZHEAE gAoZ AAEY
%, SF-ETTE 1O, L1, L2, 13 5 44 % =g~
o g AU LE 47 -%%“&E]_}:(Practlce)ﬁ}
N €] B| Ef (Activity), 12} 22 B M (Action) FH =
E JAGEF A=A

3.2 HM(Action)

N ERP A 2H G 9lo] 713 712 A
A &g AYolth. dHL GUI(Graphical User
Interface) 23 1 FHo 283 U¥ ©olH
718 $40E AHA¥ F I 4L 9= ¢
AU, 2EE, doldH, EgH, HWAA,
2E¥r2 Qg n|g By HBA T ARSI} 71i
Eo e AE 3 g9 AP Aol

GUI & FAZ g 2R3t Y3 7=
Ao g 2714 48 HolH, inputValue0l3} in-

b

b
|
DISIISICO

Action

TT 7

putValue02& AH&SHA Aok 22y A4 B
HE P54 He 2ol ojdFolmg
deolg ¢ et 242 & 4 vt gt o
€90, @& ¥ o]&d A= integer EFY 0]
Ab&- 5= R A 7 ‘3]0]51‘% U9 7459 inte-
ger, date, string & Th¥3 HoJE EFQlo] ALE
Aot whebA, AH L inputValue012) H o] E E}
dg F8F F+ U= Fdavg Z8 AParame-
terized Class)?! BEZ8 02 AT 4+ ol
HMHL <19 2>9 WM (Action) 4 SR~
oA AHel®H Z3 Zo| actionID, actionName,
inputValuelD, inputValueOl, inputValue02, de-
scription 52 £A4 22 A H ). o] & action-
ID, actionName, inputValuelD= A& &4
(Static Attribute) 2 2 Feff Ant} Abxle] 24"
Y= 7EAD Qo] AAE AuE e B4 Al A
0]'71] He A8 AAe A8 £4 9w 2435}
A B0, & o1, ProgramExecution 4 &
2ol AL actionDE “101”, actionName-S
“%1 3lH-E AT, inputValueID+ “00001”

il
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1£
o
o

Action

+actionlD : string

+actionName : string
+inputValuelD . string
-inputValue01 : InputValue Type
-inputValue02 : string
+description : string

+create (actionlD : string, inputValue01 : InputValueType, inputValue02 : string) : Action
+execute (inputValue01 : InvalueType, inputValueQ2 : string) : void

ProgramExecution

+actionID : string = “101"
+actionName : srring = “%1 StHE 2ESAI2I0H

+inputValuelD : string = “00001”
-inputValue01 : InputValueType
-inputValue02 : string
+description : string

101 S3111MA1: ProgramExecution

“101”

“P1 2tHE FSAZCY
“000071”

“‘S3111MA1”

A X = L]
TTsE

(8 2) 44 2

(ProgramID)E AR T o] gt} of dH Fe =
22 3RS F3E AJozA JdEHE #e
ZE2IYIDE Yrjdt. @AM, F5E Z2
d9e 735417171 98 44 AA <= inputVaue
01, inputValue02, description &7l i 3+
AA £402 AAsto AL QAN A
Aok A S 29 execute() A <18 6>
9} Zo] Aol TEZEHIJE W@ AlEHA o
HE7} w3sjoF & L= B2 Ut

3.3 YE[HIE|(Activity)

>
Ir £ 12

O
s Aol wakAl, A4 AA e =9
Po 747} Q. AMLe £xHog 2§ o
AejE)Z FAY f H2A oug =) o
Hulgs o9 Z2ade FEA 538
He RE MS 2¥Ea 43 A0 <1

“S3111IMA1 =S FSAlZIC

hast 2uFE

d 3>9] AEIHE)(Activity) T4 S 2ol A
olgl A 2ol activityID, activityName, type-
ActionSequence, typeActionValue 59 HAMo
2 Ao Ht, o] ¥ activitylD, activityName,
typeActionSequence, typeActionValue 442
A SH40% dEHE FHaninr ARA 2
A e 7HA Ao AAE AYg L A
Al AASHA He AEHE] AA &= description
&M v AASHA E9. o & €9, Domes-
ticSalesEntry A EJME] S8 29 3¢, activity-
ID= “S3111MA1_DSO”, activityName “=

I35 5", typeActionSequences 3, typeAc-

tionValue= “DSO”Z ZAH o AT

HeJH| oA w3 EH JHES UERE activi-
tyAction &4 HEH|E| A (ActivityAction)
Ze) 29 #4 (Attributes by Relationship)E *
o) = 21T}, ActivityAction E 2l 20l &3] Ao F
= YA el AHA M (Collection) A 7F HAHo
2 dERE AAE AU LE FESA "o
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ERP EIAE 2 I8 All2le =aele

Activity

+activitylD : string
+activityName : string

1..% +sequenceNumber : int

ActivityAction

+actions : Action [1..*] {ordered}

> +optional : boolean

+typeActionSequence: int
+typeActionValue: string
+description : string

+create (activityID : string) : Activity
-adjustSequence (): void

A

DomesticOrderEntry

+activitylD : string = S3111MA1_DSO”
+activityName : string = 2L XS 2"
+typeActionSequence :int = 3
+typeActionValue : string= "DSO”

+activityAction

+auto : boolean

+add (actionlID : string) : void

(1%l 3) Helu|E] S22

BEIHIE] WY QA WA Mo we} 35
ojoF ¥}, sequenceNumber= ©]$} 2o} &¥
& AR AT Aot £, HEuEH W
2t AL B AY R EHF 948 5y A
3 =1 ol= optional §4d¢| YERAT TS
A3 Ao o) AFoz JEghe]l AAE 4
e W auto SHCE AHFHY.

HejHlE] E}dL dlolgjwlo] A A 73
o2t &, &3, 29, A ToE FEE
Atk E, T5 dEBEHs J[EHoR 7]
HAEE SE5FAY B AHE AstA He
H Az EA4d mat gde 27 & UTh
&, 5314 H& dHlolg7t ©d rtay H o
o) AZAE< 459 viaEH HolER &

X))} qEﬂ%l HolE2WY AR)d AAH= 7

& TEsto dEHE BYS TS 5 9
=3 ‘Q‘i’l—i_‘li ot AH-UH Y Ho| &l dlo]y
7t A5 = 7d$= A A<l (Transaction Pro-
cessing)?] A2 & F Qv olg} 2 A
Al Ay JAHEI AEo 2 7|RE = HYE

AN > _—%

(|

HEl = 3 A4 deuE, 184 42 4¢
B3 A2 dEREE BYS FEYE U0
HEJ B 9] w2td AH Y g dEF

A AEiHlE] Tholo 1 (Activity Diagram)=

=438 & F 3t <3¥ 4> vt2H EHolE

5 dEuig el tigt AQEnig thojoj

e Ho Fa v o) 43 Z& HEHE E}

A Aot el dEHE Holoaflg £4

S e AEelE Huue Aee W

g Yo dH FA g BF HEHE A

98 & 9ok
Atele ge Aeule AAel that A

AN A2 FAE Aol oh]n Ao T4

g dEedd Bag dHe 2A4HoE M

te AT = A He Aotk mpekA, A

o) e alpol met gak Ax A AMY &

Holoh, HERE FP2o HEH adjustSe-

quence() 94+ HIZE & A&t AU L E

TAS & HFHoE QM «AE AL B

othyet, F3t Fhol AHEEHA Fe JHOE

s

O
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£
V=

[iterate]

>[ Datainput

>

~

TextBoxMove

J

[iterate]
2 oo} fomore]
PopUpOpen PopUpIinput
J
[done]
[done]

Actions within a Tab Page

[next peV

>
V

|-——-—-———--———-————-———l

(

[ProgramExecutioﬂ

(18 4) 55 A
ol3) thed YET "ArEHAZ o]55l7]
& ® 7 FE= AFE AFoR A H
T},

3.4 TE|A(Practice)

A2 <19 5>¢ ZHE X (Practice)
g 2ol A HoE AT 20| practicelD,
practiceName, parentPracticelD, sequenceNum-

3t
A
o

2
-1
} 2

_:;z__
ber, startDate, ownerID, optional, practiceDia-
gram, context, globallnputValuelDs &2 <4
o2 AHoHn. o] F practicelD, practiceName,
practiceDiagram, Context 42 A4 Ao 2
A FY2uith ALl 2R E ¢S 7HA
o] AAE AV e A4 Al A H
= AR QA s §4 9 4 24
Aok d & €9, UrgentOrderFullfill-
ment ZHE|L FY 29
“SN010”, practiceName-& “T5
Al 2 Fojr2 AARo 9t
25 O AEHETE SAF R

FHHE Adgeot, ZHg iy 3g

al
A=Y

74, practicelD—

of o]k 2tHA

iz 2
— 1

done
TabMove] \J !

.

L

Elg|E|2| HE|H|E] CHO]0]22Y

BEH B & YEE practiceActivity 4 <
2 A E] 2~ B E) W) E] (PracticeActivity) £ 29 &
7l (Attributes by Relationship)Z A 2} 3} R t}.
PracticeActivity & 20 23] Ao 5= A
H €] 9] Z 3 M (Collection) AA 7} AHH0Z
ZHE A AAE Ay s FEHsHA Hoh o
gbA, AEHIE & oE ZHE A9 Alnte] Qo
g AE JEREHEAN cHS 7HAA "
o] 2 ZHH XA A o E HAR
T dgHEAZTE UBEWE Aot se-
quenceNumber &4-& oj¢} Zol HE|HIE Y
£H-8 omgt). T3 transactionDate 3|
AE|HE] 7} FfEm dystE A dlolg Y
LA AdAE e, o] £4L2 ZEE A A
el 24 Al F8 9 AlFoE ALEEHTL
optional2 3Fd HEH|EI7} £ HA &S F
AEE Aad + Y& HEHUWIL auto 4L
A AEREY Aot A AEH E
o3 AFoR AHE 4 ASES HERATH

ZHE 2 ofd THE L9 Avteg] o) of
MNBZHEAE AL Jom o] wf &
YA A "ot o] £H HE] 2 AL 9

s
0O
=
o]

A
g 4
0-—-
- A
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Practice

+practicelD : string
+practiceName : string
+parentPractice : Practice
+sequenceNumber : int
+startDate: date

+ownerlD : string

+optional : boolean
+practiceDiagram : Diagram
+context : string
+globallnputValuelDs : string [1..7]
+description : string

+create () : Practice

-add (practicelD) : void
-getTimePlan () : TimePlan

+propagateGloballnputValue (inputValuelD : string, inputValue: string) : void

-propagatePracticeData (practiceDatalD : string, value : string) : void

+practiceActivity

AN

UrgentOrderFullfilimen

A

PracticeActivity

+practicelD : string = “SN010”

+practiceName : string = “==0| 2|t &S XAl &

al

e

FOY

+activities : Activity [1..*] {ordered}

: UrgentOrderFullfillment

“SNO10"

70l 2|5t
NULL
NULL
"2006/03/01”
“500145”

ZE XAl & moy”

- OrderProcessing

+sequenceNumber : int
+transactionDate : date
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Abstract

Effective Training has been recognized as one of the most important success factors for enterprise
resource planning (ERP) system operations. However, both ERP system vendors and user companies
have failed to provide an effective training method for users because practical business process cases
cannot be formalized. Also, incomplete testing by ERP system vendors results in insufficient and in-
effective user training.

This paper suggests a scenario framework for ERP testing and training (SF-ETT). SF-ETT is con-
structed by expanding the practice-based ERP testing scenario construction framework designed for
unERPII. SF-ETT contains concrete business process entities that users understand actually and pro-

vides practice definition, notation, and architecture.
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