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Summary

The new Demio is the first mini-segment vehicle with the Mazda’s unique new-generation technology,
SKYACTIV TECHNOLOGY is fully incorporated. The CX-3 is a compact-crossover vehicle, which is the
second crossover in Mazda’s new-generation vehicles. A lightweight and high performance platform was
newly developed to provide “values beyond the class concepts” which was the target of the new Demio and
CX-3 development. This is a “global platform” that can be manufactured at Mazda plants all over the
world. To realize lighter body and high dynamic/safety performance of the new generation products after
CX-5, ideal body structure was pursued by adopting new technologies in addition to the current engineer-
ing concept of SKYACYIV-BODY. The new Demio successfully reduces weight by 8% comparing with the
predecessor while realizing the class top level passive safety and 22% increase in torsional rigidity. High
performance is achieved in CX-3 moreover than this Demio. And also a short-term development was real-
ized due to the newly introduced development process. This article introduces the new-type platform

strategy and new technologies and development process performed for the new Demio and CX-3.
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