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Abstract: With the quick and continuous development of the modem software engineering, the efficiency of software seems to be very im-
portant. How to develop high — efficient software , which can satisfy various different customers, has become a hot point within the soft-
ware engineering development nowadays. Because of being too depended on documents, the basic mode of the tradditonal software engi-
neering is influenced by its efficiency and vivids. This text has described a new design method which is called the formal concept analysis,
it is being used to describe a kind of design method of software engineering. The characters in common will use the form of lattice, thus let
people discover its related connections among them, then planning the time appropriately, which could increase the efficiency of software
development. In this text, also introduce its application in some parts of the software engineering.
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