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Evaluation of a Business Application Framework
Using Complexity and Functionality Metrics

HIKARU FUJIWARA ,t SHINIJT KUSUMOTO ,t KATSURO INOUE ,t
TosHiFUsA O0TsuBO tt and KATSUHIKO YUURA't

This paper experimentally evaluates the usefulness of a business application framework
from a viewpoint of saving cost and quality of the software in a company. Here, we con-
ducted two case studies. In the case studies, four kinds of applications are developed. Each of
them is developed in two ways: using framework-based reuse and conventional module-based
reuse. Then, we evaluate the difference among them using the several functionality and com-
plexity metrics. As the results, the framework-based reuse would be more efficient than the

module-based reuse in the company.

1. T C®»IC

V7 Nz 7 ORBIHEAL & BEEALICAE, R R
VI N2 7 e —EHENICIRELERTZZ N
HEILRSTETWS, ZhEEBTBEDICKEL 2
V7 MUz 7 TEHEGMREEINTE TS, HFA
FENSDOHTHRDEDREDD—DTH 5.

BAHIZEEDY 7 N2 7EREE— Y AT LN
ROV AT LTHWSEZ L THBLEHEINTY
Y, —ICY 7 MY = 7 OBEFEIGAEREN L
BEL, FERE UTIAMBET 2 Wb TWa, £
ORISR EBE L ERLDEIBRINTNSD DY,

—H, ATy MEFBERTIE, BEENEE
BLRTWY 7 7S BTS2 TY T

T RERRZR 2R TR
Graduate School of Engineering Science, Osaka
University
1t BRI ESSHEFE VX AV Y 2 — Y a Y

Business Solution Systems Division, Hitachi Ltd.

MYz 7 2RISR TEZLEZHHNLELTWS.
HEOEWREBENHATAZLTY 7 Nz 7O
BEALTHZeMNTE, BHRHREEL RS L iEH
ENTWEY, ATV Y MERSETORREICBY
THRBEEI IV LD - LIFENDREDSA T
SURENHATS. 7V—b0— RO RA LY
KT —ERERMETZ 7 SADRETHS. 7
V—bLT—7 & W= HRIRBERTIE, 7, B3
HX 70T S LOERNRIEERYEI. ZLT,
7TV =Y a Yy #BRT D DICHEROES R AE
U, ZhBEERLT—20707 5 LICT 5. Hl
Z1E, The Microsoft Fundation Classes (MFC) 1%
Microsoft Windows D2 —H—A 2R —T A AFHE
WL =7 T ) r—Y a v ERT 52007 L—
LI—JTH5.

HNSHERTDH BEE T, FERA AL VHEIFTOE
URARP7 TV r—varyr7b—L0—7 &L, &
ALEDSELTWA., LML, ZDEZE TIIERED
EVa—- )VENTOBEMHEFEREREEESTHY,



2 ATY =7 MEARETHR

A1
F—ARN—-2REHTOTS L
BT HEH
A A1z Aaiz:
A
F-smeabe | | HefR® | s somy

() #5 BIREART 7 TV r—va Yy

Bu:
F—RAR-REHTOTS L

B ER IR
B B2 Bis:
A
F-smeabe | | HefP® | s somy

(b) #eJ5 BIRHEBIAT 7 TV r—Ya Yy
B 1 EYVa— VR TOEFA

HLWT L—LT— 7 & BRBISICEAT 5 DI REE
RRBUCH S, TR S OERK & 4 FEMED A OB RN
D, 7U—LU—7 & HWEEREMEROEFHE X
YHEWNTHEZLIHOMTHEN, ZOEEE
BENIGRUCEADEH ST % T2 Z L NEEILRS
TW3,

22T, RRXTWE, VI M7 ORE L THE
BOBLEMND, 7 U—DbT—7 DENE & LRI
fliTaz®ENLTS, ZZTR2ODF—RA
RF L BITD. F—RAART4 ClR4BEO7 T
r—varv&JAVATHAETS, 407 TV r—
vavik, 7V—LU—2ICE S B LEROE
FHO 2 BY OFETHIESINS, ZhDDEDER
PR EMIOA N Y A EAWTEMET 5.
R LT, 7V—00—7FHWE=EHHIERED
BHAE LY DRNTHZ Z VR INE,

2. TR B 7TV —Varyy I ko
FEBASINET V-~ ORI RN TS, 3.
TRIT—ZAAZTLITDVWTIRA, 4. TIEEROFER
BN 5. BEIC 5. TRERERN, SHOFEIC
DWTELHab.

2. ¥ i

2.1 BRENKR7 IV —vay

HBUERT D BEE T, B4 elb)s BIBEMT
DAVSAVTTVE—=varyy 7 o7 EHFL
TWa, ZZTi, =077V r—=Yaryhnd-o

FoAR—
Jn¥sn

Fl. 7v—-2hu—»

F—AFEH T V—LD—7|

75 HiRE A EHED
NFA=4

%—amnabq ‘%ﬁg%ﬁ “?—iﬁﬁ

()H5 BIBtRAIT 7 TV r—va Yy

7R X=X
aysn

Fl. 7v—-2hu—»

F—AEH T V—LD—7|

H75 HiRiE B HED
NFA=4

%—amnabq ‘%ﬁg%ﬁ “?—iﬁﬁ

(b)H 5 BiatkBIT 7 T r—yva Yy
K2 7V—bU—2EfAWEER

M DR BIRMEICKT U TRElE U CRIRESNh S, 77V
Fr—vavVy7 My 7 ORI, EREOESE, it
SOXH, BREROBVBWRENHZ, HHFH
BRI K ST T—AWERBDT, 7TV r—
¥ ay OMMNVEISIEERS TS, UL LEBEREIC
DWTEAWRLBEIFE L THS. HEICWAIR,
BT — AN — 2 BREOLH E 7O WEETH 5.
R, ENSOT7 TV —varORBICBWTE,
V- )VBENOBEFEIEWS A TEE, 1 13
R Bl 2R LT\ 5, X 1(a) i3IS ERE A O
BFROT— R EFHTE7 TV r—varyDEIa—
WG TH D, BV~ A FAALVEY2—)
THEBEBOHE 17>, 2—VFRIAHT—RIIHL
THYEBHLLEE*BLTY T r—Yay 2 E8ET
5, BEIa—) Ar, A, A 3TF—RBSR, B
REROFR, T FFHFUHICEN TN T 5. #
ROEYa— )VEMNOBEFHATIE, TV VTR
DRIFTHFHINS. X 1(b) dHA BIRE B MY
DRC7 TV r—yayo&EERLTWS, 22T,
:E?\/“:'-“‘}I/Bn, Bi2, B I, %ﬂ‘?ﬂz%h Aqa2,
A IS TRV a— VELELTEAALEDD
TH5.

2.2 FATZTIV—-LT—Y

IR, ZROBETY 7 Ny PHRERECA TV
7 NMEAEMNEAINBDH TN S, 2.1 TBRET
TV —vayvbEEAT Iy MBAETHEREL,
JAVATEETZZLARGFINTEY, HLnwo
V=L —IHhEAINEDS> L LTWE, ZDOT7 L—
LT =713 Y a— VEIOBEF I A TEEEBL
MEEAHTOZLEEHNELTWS, 7V—LD—



BB L BREICE DS 7TV — Y 3y 7 U— LU — 7 OEERIVEHT 3

7Tk, TAWBE, F—XFH, T8N F—
ZYIERER Y, BARIEIC OWTOESENHESH
W3, fIZ, F—2EHE, T—20Rs, B
WEROFR, T—RXOFEHO 3 FEEOLH %47 > Wi
MO I NS,

X217 V=00~ 2HWEBEFHO—flERL
TW5, K 2(a) dHG BIGE A DRFRIRT -2 %
FHTHE7 TV —varyofEERLTWS, B it
F— AEFOEEBSNE — V2 EGhERF->TWE T
V—LU—=7%FRLTWE, F RFWSZLICLY,
F—RDEE, BEEROFR, T— X OFEHILMEHE
IR IND, HIF EIARER A ICEE DBEIT NS A —
AL LTHEABNG., ZADAABOT7 ) r—a
v ERHS BB B IS U CERT 285G, 7V—LA
U—7 By LHE EIRR B ICEEOREEE W TR
ICHRTHZeNTE3 (K 2(b) ).

3. ¥—ARAF4

22T, BAFRERDTZV—LT—Y DEERE
flidTBE=DIATo T —ARZT L IZDVWTRNRS.

3.1 % B

H—AABRTFL 12D 22%fFo=. F—ARAR
F4 1T, aBEOTO TS L%, #ROEYa—)V
BNOBFHEE7V—-LU—7 2HWEENHO 2 @
YDEFETHIELE. CoCy, C.,Ca T V=0T —
JERWEENATHRSAEABEN IO/ S bk
£3. —H, P., Py, P, Py IEROBRIHERWET
075,550 7. C L Pi(i=a,b,c,d) iZE UHkEE
TH5.

F—AART 4 2TCE—2D7O7S LN 2BV D
FETHIEENDG. ZO%5E, 4 DDWEEE fo, fo, fo, fa
FERLTTO TS LENENSE, DFY, TU—
LU= ERWESSR, $370750 f. OffE:
Fo7nr/shC, 2BFL, ZLUTHRE L % Ca i
BITBZET Coys 2BIFT D, ABRIC Coys I fo
EENTBZ LT Cotore DEEFRI N, BRIC Cotote
IC fa ZRBMUT Cogopera DTEHRT D, —F, KR
DOEHMEFEEHWT P, Patt, Potvte, Patbtetd M
BREIND. C,P XECEETH 3.

3.2 ARNUZR

BRRNSET — AR AT L ICBWTERORRET
BRI RO ENTBERETE o .
% Z T, OOFP(Object-Oriented Function Point) &
C&K X bV 7 X (Chidamber & Kemerer DEMES
ARNYYR) B, ZRENAEMENEL FEEIMET 57
DICHWE=

Ty aviRAY M (FP) RV T Uz 7YX
FLOBRERZFHML, V7 MUz 7EROTBOR
BYZSIHHTEDICRERSHE, LHL, 754D
FPREAT V27 MERTOY S LIS UTREIN
EBOTIRER, #4E, OOFP MERENY, Zhid
MRS TO TS L SEHHIN TR TH L, 22
T, OOFP &EEHEEFWTH=DICHWE.

—F, C&K ANV RARFAT V= MEHY T b
U7 DEMIEFHUT R BELRA NI IR
DIBbND—D2THB, C&K A NI ALFHREINE
NTEE OBRICOWT DR #HEINTWS. &
& 213 Basili HIFERIIC CEK A MY ZANT S X
DONTDOHEPTE %, fEROT—ROA NI 2 XY
EFHLTWBZ L EFMELEY. PR C&K
ANV RET7 TV r—vayOEREHT5ED
ICHWE.

3.3 OOFP

Caldiera BIIHERD FP AT Y7 MEH TR
SRR/ BEHIREN O HPUTE S LDICHR A
<4 XL, OOFP L LTEHLE.

ek, FPEHNCHIT ZHIMERITRE 7 7 A VL
EFNSDTFANVERDS NSUF I varyThot.
ATy MBAYVATLATIEIKE 58RI T 74
WRTF —EAN— 2L FEHEEGEI L, ATV B
WHDE 2D, VSATRETIPANELXTIY b
BEY 7 My 27 RICHBRSEEEOLEZ DN S,
FPIETIIRE 7 7 A VIXNHGERE T 7 A )V (ILF) &
AL VR =T 24 AT 74) (EIF) ICHEHES N5,
OOFP T, 77V r—yaryDBERNICHE IS
2% ILF IS ®, 77U —Y a v OBERNE
ICHBY S5 A% EIF ICHHSBTWS, ILF, EIF Z
DNENICOWTT —ZEHE (DET) & La— R
B (RET) 2EHTH20ENH S, BEOANIVT
7 CEHR BT DET L hkhdh, VSRAERIS
ANDBEEIDBHED & 51 EMERBHEE RET & &
RIN5.

FPIRICBIF3 NS YUYy Y a vy dANBAR, A
W71, ANBIRRO 3 DICHfHI NS, OOFP T, #
NSRBI —EADER (SR : Service Re-
quest) & LTHD. YATLADTSADAY Y K%
SR L UTHASW, HIRAV Y N3z, ERA
Vv R, 377 XSRS TWTE, (BEESh
TWBYSANT) 1 BEFEASNE., AVY KR
Baohizd, 205 T 55— X8I 5 BRI L 4
MRl 2FEEICHEET 5. BpiAaslds s o—
NV UTBRBUTWAEBER AN v VBl % Hk



4 ATY =7 MEARETHR

U, BRI ZDOA VY RIiCkoTHBRBIhTWS
Bt (JSABIDY S ANDOSEEID) B,
RTO—NVER, A70xy MRS, BBt
DET & &iah, #SMRENIEE T 7 4 VE (FTR)
EHRREND,

BRI, & ILF, EIF, SR % DET, RET, FTRIC
HEOBMSTERA DT E L TEFLELOA OOFP
EUTHHENS.

3.4 C&K ANUI R

Chidamber & Kemerer 5DA M) 7 RAFA TV
7 MERY T N7 DY S ABMER, NES, R,
FED 3 DOREN LM H2HDTHY, LATD 6
FEHOA N) 7 2SRRI 5.

WMC(Z S ADERIFEAYVY RE; Weighted
Methods per Class): FHIXHRI X C W, X
VYR M, .., M, 82235, ZhHDAVY
RO EZNEN 1, ..y cn £T B, ZDE
E, WMC(C) =Xc; TH5. BYREBRE f
EBEIRNUTCcoi = f(M)ICXKYRAYY REEA
1T%3 5. Basili Y LU Chidamber H% D
MEICBWTIE, IRTOAY Y RO AR
CTHBEVWIFEEEBNWT, WMC 32XV y R
DEELTWE, AL TEEUAEEHVS.

DIT(REARICBITF BE; Depth of Inheritance
Tree): DIT IZFHAIXR Y 5 A DA DIRE TH
5., ZEMENTINDGEE, DIT IFRECRIC
BIFTBEDY S ARTHRN SWICED KRN
ADES LR,

NOC(+7 S5 ADH; Number Of Children): NOC
WEHIN SR Y S AN LEHEEH SN TWS YT
FSADETH 5.

CBO(7 52[’50)%%%; Coupling Between Object
classes): CBO I, FHRRY S AMNEE LT
VS ADPTHB. HBBYTAMEDY 5 AD
AV KA VAR AEHEBRL TS L X,
BELTWA WD,

RFC(7 5 ADt>; Response For a Class): 1l
MREDYSADAVY RE, ZhHDAVY R
LIEOHSINE XYY ROBOFE L TEHEESN
3 (Thbb, XAvE—IIlKn U TEENICE
TEINBAYE—IDETHS).

LCOM(X Vv ROBEEDRAL Lack of COhesion
in Methods): FHHXRI S C A nfHDAY Y
K Mi, .., M, 882235, Li (i=1,..,n)%,
ENENAVY R M ICE->THWONE A VAR
VABROEEL TS, P = {(Li, L) LnI; =0}

A NIAL/R 3V
P,

TV—LU—2HY
C

e

3 F—RAZF4 1 OFHE

TVU—LT—-THY
Ca

TVU—LT—77RL
Pa Patb

K4 »—RARF4 2 DFMFHE

LRHBL, Q = {(I,[)|LNI; # 0} LEHT
5. L L, ., L AITRTOIDEE, P=0 &
T5. ZOrE, LCOM(C)=|P|-|Q|, EE
L, |P|-1Q| <0 DBE, LCOM(C)=0LRE
#35.
3.5 FHW A
ZZTiE, ERUEA NI ZZXETOTSLICED
IDIHEHTENEHPTZ. T V- T~ DR
BFE S 57201, FABEARNSICEE TS, K3 i
B —AABRF4 1ICBITS Co, P DREERRLTWS,
C, TRFW X7 V—Lb0—7%RLTWE, —4,
43 —ARAT 4 210813 Cu, Pa, Cays, Pags
OBEERLTWS, EB5Dr—AlBNWTH, A
M) 7 ZOERFHICT O S S LOBER S NS
BODWEHRD) MoEHT S,
F1L2FENENT—RRAT 1 1 & 20
BERT. CCK A M) T ZADEF1 7S AEEYD
NTHB, 22T, NOC & DITICOWTIHED O
ICho =Bl T 5. Zhid, Zhbn7 7)) r—
vayhy S ADMEEFHNTWaeWEHTHS.

4. 7 #r

41 F—ZARAAT11

OOFP IZoWTIE, ZV—LU—7 #FHWTHR
L7075 LOEDIED PERODEFHFEEHW
E7O7S AOBEICHARTNEL hoTWS. (P 1E
FRICHREINTHY, BRI RY) &I
C,,Ch, Cqy DIEIIIGT BT 0S5 LDMEL Y IERIC
INEL o TW3,



BB L BREICE DS 7TV — Y 3y 7 U— LU — 7 OEERIVEHT 5

#£1 F—ARET1 1 OFHRER
Table 1 Result in case study 1

OOFP CBO RFC WMC LCOM
C, 176 3.8 14.4 7.4 21.4
Chy 180 5.8 18.2 7.6 23.2
Ce 418 5.4 33.1 8.1 28.7
Ca 252 4.1 17.8 6.4 13.8
P, 526 2.1 5.8 3.3 2.1
Py 526 2.3 5.9 3.3 2.1
P, 671 3.0 7.4 3.4 2.0
Py 672 2.4 8.6 4.3 15.7

DX CEK A M) 7 ADEEHHT 5.
CBO,RFC: C; DOfflE P; DfE& V) EWEHEE 2R
LTWa., Zhik C; OFHBRY 5 ARELD
AV RIFOH LU ESATWSEZ L ERLTWS,
TVU—LT—JHDAVY RICHT B0 L%
BRWT CBO ®%3[li3 2L, C; DIRTDIS
ATCBOWEO sz, ZDZ WD, C, DY
FADAYY KEUOH U, §RXTT7V—LT—
JADY S ADAY Y RIH U TIThbhTWd
ZeDBbhd, BoT, ZV—DLbI—=JADYS
ADHENFHINE, FEICL2BHIT—RE
WP TV =Y ary7ays Lo
BlIrhnweEBEXOLNS,
WMC,LCOM: C; Dffilx P, DiEX Y EBEL o T
W5, C;DYIADDH WMC, LCOM A
FUBVWBDIOWTHRNELZ D, V7SADRE
HEFE, BRI BEDHD set/get AV Y KA
45% % EHTWE. set/get AVY ROABIL L,
24T THol=. WMC DEFZED D, set/get AV
REUHBIL T WMC 3835, H3EHD
set/get AV RiE, —BUICHDBHED set/get A
Vv ReBBITEHEICHBET 20N RNWED,
LCOM DEZEMD, set/get AVW ROMHEEE
ICHHBI LT LCOM 1ZHEINT 5. set/get A VW
RMZ W =HIZ WMC, LCOM HEL o TW
M, set/get AVY RWEMTHEZLHMD7
T = a v eEoOmEIl e LW e Bb
na.
4.2 Case study 2
F2EHAWT, XA NV RAOEINE*TUESTS. 2
ZT, Ap, A, Ag FEZNEN BEE fo, fo, fa, BB
LEBRD OOFP D¥NEERT. C (FV—LT—
R T, Ay A, Ay DIEIZZENERN 75, 327,
165 THot. —H, P(TU—LTU—r72L) Tid,
Ap, A, Ag IZFNEFN 89,234,235 ThHol=. A. T
i, Ci OFED P DELYENoE. ZHITHEEE /.

EFEETBHEDIC fo,fa FYVEELDT—REHE ML
HMINDE=HTHB, =, BB LTV—-LT—
7 DBEEHENBEL BNWZ bbb o=, #oT, fe
D& RBRICEOLELEDICHERIVEAR—-2 VB
27 U—LU—ZIENT 2NEND S,
RICCLK XA MU 7 RICDWTHITT B, 22T,
bb, bc, 64 VX ENENMERE £, fo, fa, BEMUEROD
C&K XA N 7 ZADEEMERRT.
CBO,WMC: C;, P; DRI TREREWVIR S AW,
RFC: G IZBWT, 6. 1 13.4(= 30.1-16.7) T
HY, P,DME (1.7 =86-6.9) KYBLHRYE
W, TL—LTU—2E2HWB L, AVw RIEOH
LOEIFEMNT 5. HBEhTWB A VY RiZIAN
TIV—LU—VILEENDTSADEDTH 5.
WoT, ZV—LU—hEHETHNL, 77
Ul —2ary7nys Lo EIET 2.

LCOM: C; IZBWTIHFHCEIX . —F P Tl
6a (8.2 =10.0 - 1.8) M & ® 6 ICHARTKREL
o TW3.

BHIC, Cotvterd & Pogvgetra ICDWTHET S,
OOFP X2 FEh 743, 1084 TH 3., HoT, 2k
TRIV—LT—=VEHAVWBZLICEST, BHRITE
BHIRZ N2 EZEXASNS, —F, CKKA NI IR
ICDWTIE, Catvtera DEREED Poyvicra £U D
BHlRoTWab., UL, ZOHEMEITIV—-LT—
TDYSALHHERT SAL DAY —IDERE
ILEBHDTHD, #-T, ZV—LU—IHNEHNE
THNIEMEIX 7 TV r—vary7nys L2560
REICHEILRWEBZI LN,

5. Bb Y Il

AW T, THEEEOZIERLY 7 N 27 DSE
EVHBENS TV — LT — 7 OB % EERINCEE
fliLiz. 22D —AAZF 4 DFE@RE LT, 7U—
LU — 7 BIOBEFHOFREY 2 — )VEIOBEHNH XY
VRN THEZ MRS

EEIIE FW BEROEDOTEALETH Y,
OOFP i 1298 ThH-k. LhL, Fr—ARET4
1 DFERMS 7 U— L0 — 7 BIOEHHETOD O0OFP
EIFEROBEFE LY 2.5 FEEHRNTH DL VA
5, HoTZn—EDTOVL Y NEHFELTWSE
BT 350407 ) r—va v EERTL,
FW NOHEIBHETEZEDDLEISN 5.

SHOFHEL LTI, 7V—LT0—7 OAEMEER
TEDIS, ZOVT7 M7y M7
V—LDU—7%BHLTWL, EBIS, 7V—ALD—



6 ATY =7 MEARETHR

#2 F—RRRT4 2 OFHURER
Table 2 Result in case study 2

OOFP | CBO RFC WMC LCOM
C. 176 38 144 7.4 21.4
Catb 251 50 16.7 7.6 20.1
Catbte 578 59 301 8.3 28.6
Catbiotd 743 58 283 7.9 25.6
P, 526 2.1 5.8 3.3 2.1
Payb 615 2.8 6.9 3.3 2.0
Poybye 849 3.7 8.6 3.3 1.8
Paybyetd 1084 40 105 3.9 10.0

7 DERAREE AT 5EDICHLVWIYR—X Y N
BT B2AENDD.

Z Z X W
1) V. R. Basili, L. C. Briand and W. L. Melo: “4

validation of object-oriented design metrics as
quality indicators”, IEEE Trans. on Software
Eng. Vol. 20, No. 22, pp. 751-761 (1996).

2) V. R. Basili, G. Caldiera, F. McGarry, R. Pa-
jerski, G. Page and S. Waligora: “The software
engineering laboratory - an operational soft-
ware experience”, Proc. of ICSE14, pp. 370-381
(1992).

3) G. Booch: Object-Oriented Analysis and De-

sign with Applications, The Benjamin/Cummings

Publishing (1994).

4) C. Braun: Reuse, in John J. Marciniak, editor,
Encyclopedia of Software Engineering, vol. 2,
John Wiley & Sons, pp. 1055-1069 (1994).

5) G. Caldiera, G. Antoniol, R. Fiutem and C.
Lokan: “Definition and experimental evalua-
tion of function points for object-oriented sys-
tems”, IEEE, Proc. of METRICS98, pp.167-
178 (1998).

6) S. R. Chidamber and C. F. Kemerer: “A
melrics suite for object-oriented design”, IEEE
Trans. on Software Eng., Vol. 20, No. 6, pp.
476-493 (1994).

7) S. Isoda: “Ezperience report on a software
reuse project: Its structure, activities, and sta-
tistical results”, Proc. of 1CSE14, pp.320-326
(1992).

8) 1. Jacobson, M. Griss and P. Jacobson: Soft-
ware Reuse — Architecture Process and Organi-
zation for Business Success—, Addison-Wesley
(1997).

9) B. Keepence and M. Mannion: “Using pat-
terns to model variability in product families”,
IEEE Software, Vol. 16, No. 4, pp. 102-108
(1999).



