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Knowledge Integration by GPDAC: Goal, Process, Data, Actor, and Control
* Shuichiro Yamamoto (IPUT in Nagoya)

Abstract— There is an effort to collect successful cases of DX initiatives. However, it has not progressed to develop
a DX theory that generalizes the results of problem solving by DX. In this paper, we propose the GPDAC (Goal,

Process, Data, Actor, Control) as a framework for creating new DX knowledge by recombining knowledge from

different academic fields.

Index terms— Knowledge Integration, GPDAC, OPM, Systemigram, ArchiMate
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Fig.1 Problem Solving Structure
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