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ABSTRACT 
 

During requirement specification we analyze requirements. 
These requirements are properly documented for the looker-
on. While in on initial requirement phase of a project the 
requirement team using a world processing program to 
produce a single requirement specification document  
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INTRODUCTION  
 

 As the cost of hardware 
component continues to decrease and the 
technology expands along Toffler’s curve1 
software continues to insinuate itself into 
almost all aspects of our lives. In the filed of 
money transfer Electronic fund transfer 
System2 is playing on important role. 
Developers have to concentrate on users 
requirement as well as technological 
requirement3. In early 1980’s requirement 
specification seemed to be a simple task. 
The  requirement engineers would elicit 
function requirements from structured 
analysis method from various stakeholders 
and produce single requirement specification 
document. Every one i.e. executive 
managers, subject matter experts, and testers 
etc. would base their work on the 
requirement specification document. Many 

projects still use a similar approach to 
perform requirement specification.  

Requirement Specification Problems 
Single R S Task was time consuming and 
expensive to produce. It was also 
incomplete, ambiguous, harder to read and 
not up to date, .it did not contain metadata it 
was some what useful for some audiences 
but did not provide sufficient amount of 
detail for their looker-on. So there is a need 
of proper changers in the Requirement 
specification task for all its audiences.  
 
TRENDS IMPACTING REQUIREMENT 
SPECIFICATION  TASK 
 
 Perhaps the most significant trend 
affecting the requirements specification task 
is the replacement of the traditional waterfall 
development cycle with modern iterative, 
incremental, parallel, and timeboxed 
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development cycles. Today, the most 
effective development cycles have the 
following characteristics: 
 
Iterative Requirements Engineering 
 

A development cycle is iterative 
when it recognizes that non-trivial work 
products (such as requirements 
specifications) are tentative and will initially 
contain numerous defects due to human 
errors and ignorance. These work products 
must be iterated (i.e., fixed in an ongoing 
manner) as their defects are identified and 
corrected. Thus, parts of the development 
process (e.g., the requirements elicitation, 
analysis, and specification tasks) are 
repeated on existing work products (e.g., the 
requirements, requirements models, and 
requirements specifications) to improve 
them. 
 
Incremental Requirements Engineering 
   

A development cycle is incremental 
when it recognizes that many work products 
are too large and complex to be produced all 
at once in a big-bang manner. Incremental 
development means that parts of the 
development process are repeated to add 
additional work products or more to existing 
work products. 
 
Parallel Requirements Engineering 
 

A development cycle is parallel 
when it recognizes that numerous activities 
and tasks must happen concurrently if the 
application is to be completed within any 
reasonable time frame. Thus, we cannot wait 
for the completion of the requirements 
engineering activity before starting 
architecting, design, implementation e.g., 

prototyping, and testing  e.g., test planning, 
test case development. This parallel 
development of requirements, architectures, 
designs, implementations, and tests leads to 
increased iteration (and thus improvement) 
of the requirements. 

 

Timeboxed Requirements Engineering  
 

A development cycle is time-boxed 
when either its tasks or its work products are 
scheduled so that they must be completed by 
specified deadlines.  
 
DIFFERENT STAKEHOLDERS AND 
THEIR NEEDS 
  

Different stakeholders need different 
requirements specifications with different 
scopes, amounts of formality and rigor, 
levels of abstraction (detail), and metadata 
(i.e., attributes about the requirements). For 
example, the following roles have very 
different needs when it comes to 
requirements specifications:  
 

Executives 
 

They need executive summary level 
documents that are short, concise, and easy 
for non-technical readers to understand. 
 

Managers  
 
Managers need specifications that 

are somewhat more detailed than executive 
summaries, but still at a level of abstraction 
so that they can concentrate on the 
requirements forest and so avoid becoming 
lost among the individual requirements trees. 
 

Subject Matter Experts  
 

They need requirements 
specifications that concentrate on their area 
of subject matter expertise. 
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Architects  
 

They need more information that is 
more detailed than managers do, but should 
not be bogged down with numerous low-
level requirements that do not had any real 
architectural significance. 
 
Designers and Implementers  
 

They also need requirements that are 
organized so that they can concentrate on 
only those requirements that are relevant to 
the components that they are developing, 
even when there is no one-to-one mapping 
between the requirements and components 
which are based on completely different 
kinds of abstractions (e.g., functional 
requirements vs. object-oriented compo-
nents).  
 

Testers  
 

Like designers and implementers, 
testers also need the most complete and 
detailed requirements if they are to produce 
“complete” test suites of test cases. 
 
SIZE AND COMPLEXITY OF 
APPLICATIONS 
 
 Applications have increased in 
criticality with, for example, simple 
informational websites being replaced with 
eCommerce and eMarketplace websites. As 
applications have become larger, more 
complex, more business and safety critical, 
and more ubiquitous, their requirements 
have grown in number, complexity, and 
type. Requirements engineers can no longer 
concentrate almost totally on functional 
requirements; instead, we must also 
adequately address data requirements, 

quality requirements, application 
programmer interface (API) requirements, 
and various types of architectural, design, 
implementation, and testing constraints as 
well as business rules and relevant laws and 
regulations. Thus, for example, increasingly 
stringent quality requirements such as 
operational availability, performance, 
interoperability, scalability, and security 
often have a bigger influence on 
architectures, cost, and schedule than the 
vast majority of functional requirements. 
Larger, more complex applications have also 
traditionally meant larger, more complex 
requirements specification documents. Yet, 
as such documents have become larger, they 
have also become more difficult to 
understand, review, and use. No single 
documentation organization or level of 
abstraction scales to such large documents, 
especially when all of the different 
audiences for such documents are 
considered. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 

This article has explained the 
traditional  R.S approach and also explained 
the trends that effect the R S approach. To 
remove the drawbacks and limitations of 
traditional paper based requirement 
specifications approach, there is need of 
some improvement in this approach and to 
introduce a new concept of requirement 
specification task. So that the R S document 
can fulfill the need of its individual audience 
and they can use the information for their 
respective work efficiently   
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