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Figurel System Integration Concept
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SYSTEMS ENGINEERING PROJECT CONTROL

* Systemn Design
— Requirements Definition
—Technical Solution Definition f

* Product Realization f

* Planning

. * Management Planning
* Risk Management

* |[ntegrated Assessment

—Design Realization |'I * Configuration *» Schedule Management
— Evaluation Management « Configuration Management
— Product Transition | ° Data Management |, pasoyrce Management

* Technical Management | *Assessment * Documentation and Data

~Technical Planning * Decision Analysis

—Technical Control
—Technical Assessment
—Technical Decision Analysis

Management
* Acquisition Management

1)
Figure 2.0-1 SE in context of overall project management

1) NASA/SP-2007-6105 Revl NASA Systems Engineering HandbookH\ 55|
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6) Leveson, Nancy G., “A New Accident Model for Engineering Safer Systems,” Safety Science, Vol. 42, No. 4,
pp. 237-270, April 2004.
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> FHA : Functional Hazard Analysis
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> FMEA : Failure Mode and Effect Analysis
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