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Abstract The existing valued innovative requirement engineering was a way to extract syste-
matically requirements through prioritizing requirement with ERRC[1]. this approach was based on
structured method, which needs to complement a quantitatively numerical representation and unclear
ERRC based calculation[2]. In this paper, we apply the current popular use case based development
with refining ViRE, which is based on Goal instead of value, and also suggest goal oriented
requirement engineering mechanism based on modified ViRE. On this process, there is to identify goals
with use cases as the basic unit of the system, and prioritizes and extracts requirements within use
cases. To do this, we define Use case oriented goal importance decision matrix modified with the
ViRE. With this approach, we also compare and analyze our proposed process with the ViRE process,
and validate the resulting calculation with the UseCase Point concept.

Keywords: value-innovative requirements engineering, goal oriented requirements engineering, use

case point, goal importance, use case
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