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The Use of VFG for Measuring the Slice Complexity
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ABSTRACT

We develop the new data slice representation, called the data value flow graph(VFQG), for modeling the
information flow on data slices. Then we define a slice complexity measure by using the existing flow
complexity measure in order to measure the complexity of the information flow on VFG. We show relation
of the slice complexity on a slice with the slice complexity on a procedure. We also demonstrate the
measurement scale factors through a set of atomic modifications and a concatenation operator on VFG.
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