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Abstract Evaluating methods for software asset have been made based on subjective evaluation
criteria. In this study, we try to evaluate the usability of complex assets obtained from the previous
measurement of the complexity of the asset management system. The evaluation used a scale
provided by measuring logical complexity to measure the complexity of the asset, and evaluated the
relationship with the usability of the software asset by measuring the index related to reusability.
Therefore, it can be seen that HVs maintain a constant ratio according to the composition of various
assets for the two types of assets and maintain the applied consistency. Therefore, it can be
determined that an asset optimized in terms of usability can be applied consistently in the
architectural design process while securing as much diversity as possible.
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Fig. 1. ISO/IEC 25010 Configuration
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