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A Object-oriented Program Dependency Graph for
Object-oriented Program Representation

Hee-Yeol Ryu'

- Joong-Yang Park'' - Jae-Heung Park ™"

ABSTRACT

Mauny software engineering tools and techmgues rely

on graphic representations of software, such as control flow

graphs, program dependence graphs, or system dependence graphs. Existing graphic representations for object-oriented

programs are complicated, reduplicated. We thus propose a new graphic representation for object-oriented programs,

Object-oriented Program Dependency Graph (OPDG) An OPDG consists of class dependence graph, class hierarchy

araph and procedure dependence graph. Other features of OPDG are (1) the representation is compact: (2) the represen-

tation is easy to extend for the incremental development of a program; and (3) the representation can be extended to

provide dynamic information.
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