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Abstract

In object-oriented software development, reuse has been studied for the enhancement of
software quality and software developer’'s productivity. But improper modeling in design
phase and uncontrolled change during maintenance activities have a problem to reuse a
class. In this paper we analyze a semantic cohesion of classes using C++ program
dependency graph, and slice a class with cohesion, so that this method supports the
re-estimate of class quality and the extensibility of class.

Therefore this proposed method in this paper increases the easibility of the restructuring
in the reusable systems, when the developer selects a requested component for a

object-oriented program development.
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