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Abstract
 
The prostep ivip Association’s Cross-Discipline Lifecycle Collaboration (CDLC) working group is a community of  
manufacturers, suppliers, software vendors and process and tool experts, who are all facing the challenge of  
improving digital transparency and continuity and thus cross-discipline collaboration in the product development process.  

This document summarizes best practices for cross-discipline collaboration (processes, roles, data model, architecture) 
and recommendations of the working group for setting up federated architectures and enabling end-to-end data 
continuity and traceability.

The recommendations presented here are derived from the lessons learned from three demonstrators developed by 
Aras, PTC and Contact Software, based on an industrial change process use case and a Mars Rover dataset.

Disclaimer
 
prostep ivip Recommendations (PSI Recommendations) are recommendations that are available for anyone to use. 
Anyone using these recommendations is responsible for ensuring that they are used correctly.

This PSI Recommendation reflects prevailing state-of-the-art at the time of publication. Anyone using PSI Recommendations 
must assume responsibility for his or her actions and acts at their own risk. The prostep ivip Association and the parties 
involved in drawing up the PSI Recommendation assume no liability whatsoever.

The prostep ivip Association encourages anyone encountering an error or the possibility of an incorrect interpretation 
when using the PSI Recommendation to contact the prostep ivip Association (psi-issues@prostep.org) immediately so 
that errors can be rectified.

Copyright
 
 I.  All rights on this PSI Recommendation, in particular the copyright rights of use and sale such as the right to  

duplicate, distribute or publish this PSI Recommendation remain exclusively with the prostep ivip Association 
and its members. 

 II.  This PSI Recommendation may be duplicated and distributed unchanged, for instance for use in the context of 
creating software or services.

 III. It is not permitted to change or edit this PSI Recommendation.
 IV. A suitable notice indicating the copyright owner and the restrictions on use must always appear.
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