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Abstract  This paper discussed the domain conceptualization, suggested a meta-ontology for C4ISR capability conceptu-
alization under a domain-specific modeling language, which can be defined to describe the C4ISR capability concepts. The
method is elaborated upon the multi-leveled domain reusable object modeling technology by taking advantage of the
UML. extension mechanism. In the paper, the abstract syntax, concrete syntax and formal semantic of the modeling lan-

guage were discussed. Finally,a case study of C4ISR architectural simulation modeling was provided to demonstrate the

availability and applicability of the method.
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