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Abstract

In this study Cyclomatic Complexity of Web Software has been analyzed quantitatively by
correlation between complexity and Number of Classes(NOC), and Number of Methods(NOM)
which are object oriented programming measures. Based on the frequency distribution of
complexity, NOC and NOM of software at the Web environment, correlation between complexity
threshold and NOC threshold, and NOM threshold has been measured and more than 4,000 ASP
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files of 10 Web real projects have been used as the sample. The empirical result shows that NOC
threshold is 21, NOM threshold is 40 and complexity threshold is 68 as high value, and 8 projects
among of 10 except 2 projects with especially high frequency distribution shows that NOC
threshold is 12, NOM threshold is 21 and complexity threshold is 52 with relatively low value, so
correlation has been found out as exists. And also 8 projects with low threshold of complexity,
NOC and NOM were internal management software, and the other 2 projects were external sales
service software, Number of Classes and Number of Methods can be defined at the design stage
according to business properties , and also the complexity can be estimated in order to improve the

software quality.

» Keywords : Cyclomatic Complexity, NOC, NOM, threshold, Web software

B QolgA] gon, ATEdo] NASE TeAEE
2437 9m 2gaeeE e AEae mE NS
LM E SEE ALEaA s a7lol @Ak 84 A7) of

- So] WAaE Z0|TH(2)(3).
AZES} el S8 AT AR5 2EEolo] thet 9 $7 Tzl
L oltts 5 el A ARl AN AR RE ga wage asge] et McCabet: 724 Z2a
P el B olelgo] BAME b el of L et e

rlo

n°"

1E Agom ol g

. i , Lopez= 7

79 ;{]'?:1]'9‘ ’Zr;;g Hc}]?:l]o] _[_c/ﬂ\% @6}1 ]ﬁH ul._;—q = xﬂx]b‘]: j;ﬂ]moﬂ}ﬂ ;]{}1,:_ ﬂ-ﬁ]%}\—o FE X{]O]'o]— u;]

AR ke A7) DA QB olelgel RN ERE o000 %J 2 ae) B el 5002 A

= ofeigel ddRE A= 5 Al 2F2 SAWE gqanguie). 9 Zeague o 84 rre A

B e BAI AYES fEsked R Al oF o HTML94 A gsv) w99 ges
] o o [ vk ' . = -

=1 \_?'01]/\‘1 EE7‘” ]/}'E}q"‘ UHT 01321 Xﬂi O]' MCCabe‘/} Lopez7} Zﬂol'ﬁ]— %;S'E ?’l’ﬁ]%;\ 1_]_' l——‘__ %} 1_73

A% ol ok AZEAF 10048] S8 7 b AZEQeld] & Bwd] g Ao] Brbssit
uzFoz goja 4 glrkolthl). . '

s ZRWA = uhe =g Hhn 3 2 ATellM e § @A) o ZeAlld Fatedl i
olgjgt AW F e FL e s ek BAS 9ajo] 9 ALESole] 7|E} A 2A}ste]

J

(threshold ) 27 Belo] Sick. AR =S RS oo Lass o an sy mgee Sus 4
= Befeke 4ot AR A AAS <fnise g (Number of Classes, °|3} NOC), Bf=e} wA= 4=
BAE B 587 €9 M SHS AWM =EE (ber of Methods, o3k NOM)S] 4 gioz
Eol WAkl WA OO AR AR VIE o o s gmam g sdels] e
AR AT e H) B RADAN BE FE 0 o vie) 2] adle] wih B9 Baom
Folaio] £ o olelg BAGIT 3te AN N g5 w9 g ez Aol
42 #5) WA AR AW 12 A ol g wge w4 omegeluen] wHmaE
Aol sler, Jdl, A& DARE Al AL =T A 00 \ome wE B Avela, o BEE oz
AE §7) Aalo] 290 68 el AT B BT oy Lon OO b O]
R L s Y3 48 Aoz g o] Zel Aol Mzt Au st %@5 9
QXd oz3l= AL 3l 2 2t} adgox® EFsla A 27} Hol Akl HAEs) e o)Zajz|o]Ale] M B
2 g

U
WARte] i 531 A 4% 54 9 24= A% NOC, NOM sm]gMA

|

3]



§ 2ZEols] 2PRAE UF P BN 185

BV ekt Aol
ol i 488 A 1080 § Aol zRd=o
ASPolZgjAlel Y] B=, NOC, NOM ¥ &34

a2
AE 233 4 ﬂ%ﬂﬂﬂ ojidel Tz wE Bt
Aze AW 2TYPE 24 FPo|JE ~IYPE ek
HTML A7 2489 BT e Ao glom A
B 1w FeoldE BT Ay 28 Alo] 55
A F2F 8 BG4S Adgon HTMLEREE
ga0] 4 +1& AL gholth(6).

ERo| AL AN il ne e Eac
A 24 9 Baw 23 uEdd gg 7|2 2w o
T 5T elatar, 3ol Aetit she ¢ 2ZES ]
28 AN, 4730lA - i}

Arei de dste sa 53t
., NOC, NOM ¥1= *H‘r_‘_:ﬁ_oﬂ gk EHE=AR NOCEHA
2 ¥4 YRt 53l Ae

B Lo
J
i)
1
2,
Eu)
r&":
e
44
5.:

SO 1
Z
@]
. 5
g
ﬁ
o
Lo
ry
)
A
i

. oie{ciol mE =EE
B Holde A zraefielxe] eSudEe} A4

A Z2aeele] BRE 3 ¢ @409 H=

3 dolE At gt
McCabes AXEdole] =2|2l BI=E HFHoz

FUle MEdlon £ A e

jau iﬂ 52 ¥¥dke Alos

e 4
m

=

ol
Fr
= 3
|m
ﬁ
-
HJ
oo
E
i)
=
>
Y
)
[ot
it

o
£
il

i

i}xq_i =33} (5).
FEAT OCE MM £ K, =29 £ N, 92 94
pE AHgdlel thest Bt

e

lo

01"%‘7:: McCabe?] T8EATE 724 Z2agye] &

ol o]g=o] gom Aol 550 EREE wlf- &
Tjrzﬂ—i FHste viEg R A gt 1022 1 &
o tigk of| Ag 2U& glrkes E4o] ok & 100]
2h= gk Aol 9E-S 2ol A %(695,741
A B 54 AT 7123 AtolrH(2)(3)

ARG A2 e BAY] FY3h £ES e F
g3} o) WE 5% vECR ofd K7k EAsked]
1 Z PR AT oAl Z;go] ot} x| Awdeel 7
o] ;d—ZE] /\13(1}_,__,] zh:]—_i 6 __i/\]?ﬂ g ‘_g_o]
3]t} McCabed] 357E, ?“_?J*%JJ_O]'T%% Aol &

A 574l A-8ETH6) (8).

AN z2adgelde] BfEs oy HA =
HZ2HE ALtsle AR Lopeze AHHF Z2IHS 9
& BREE AN Aste] McCabed] wBEAE AAE
g SPadie] MM =R Hejata vt A8A7 A=
80%7} 2018t BHES 7HL 90%7F 5olste] HHES
71 e} AAA G 2o EE gk 5= At
H3ler s¥Es BRE AR ddo] gtk sk

(2)(3].

A

Ll

N 24
oholo Be) BaE e A WAs AE ofess
Az Ik, EF olzia oleigol HAHtn dw 24
Azle] olg-e ehix) ghm glon] 23e] o4 ZAx
A B ke EAall INAFIA Sl o] Aol 4

7] k& AoltH2).

54 o] & DAY Fag oldre I3 oA e '
Hx] a1 & A (threshold) ] 2ot} T3l Foizl
GHAIRk ek A FEo] 7 Ao g2 HalE - 9)
om AA| AZEQ o] ZRAEA] LAY 3k
20 o & $4E A sta 24 AnE &
g 5 ik, dARke AAehe 71 G e
bebe) Aejshs Aolot. %&ﬁmk&
%g_,] /\1647(4 HiE
ozve 3202 the 22l A AL ol
& YA AZe] Aol of@y] wjFe] Azkt ]

N

o oE
r1‘c~>lﬂdjir\'

©
8%
o,
[t

o
2
2
)
S

o

S

ml
|

e}
)
=
2

C

2 o
> -% 2
ok
i)
1o,

)

o
lo
e
o,
1o,
o,
~ ob
olX
3,

o\

o

2o

o
>,
op
o|X
o

>
e ® oz M
e
i
e
f
s
X
2y
|
o Mo
1o
of
T
i
I
2
&
&
m
rlo
X
N
N

o
)
T
2
o
A =

m
Ox
e
2l
)

1

FARE F 71 £33 AAEH A
AR =), E]]}\E] 3} oBUE w Bl oy}l v
Ho] Z7gste WaoltH10]. 714 H2=E x=FHolu &4

o) o] O £RAYE o] o2 Bele] A4

pd)

yr N
JEE



186 Journal of The Korea Society of Computer and Information February 2014

83 WHltk5). et o] WA e UF F4a B
H dAre] sdd] ofe HgEe wAlde] stk

F A e 167 s e sREiis
]ﬂ*‘:‘:—%—lﬁ—g Hé‘}fiﬂ/\i —6}74] ’] _'—_J.E 7]4—i OH}\i 73;8'5‘]—},—3
% 47 AL, ) 42 229 Qolops R
el 50%71 100]8te] HR=E 71 1“% 902 80°l3t
o S Wik ARAAE ANILON LA B

HEE 59 A0 w9 JEAWA

z710] Bl5) elgt

O_u

of gt g7E A
o), A 4

A WA oz 10 o] %EE Z¥e At mix s
HES ERlgenn AtE ¢dEdE Mgl 4394
Hrkehe W2oloh. X} | TRAE] 694 ATE 0] A]Zo]
2ol *}J—LEJ"‘D} EREe} A¥E AR 2 Z2 o
e EanE) uﬂ AR % «16}329_‘31 O] A
*&%% SIAolE ghilo] Rojxo] d&H A& tideR
1*&0}04 90% °l’de] bolate] &

o2 AAR G Apup Z2 o
fﬂ% W ojn]7} glem 59] FAIgke] A
xﬂf&é}‘ﬁiv}. 23] GAFL NIAle ATl

T

N

=3
é
2.:

4 d) o
N
ot
1o
u:
ﬂ
T
3!
ru

o oo
N O A
o o . M
(e]
Io
Jkﬁ
14

d o
ARE AAIBIATH2) (3).
3. 5 F4 HEg
g AR & AlzEle] dE] AMEE BT SHdde
CK(Chidamber & Kemerer) #EZ 1} 'H‘oi} gl w

2 23 vEo] 9}

Chidamber$} Kemerer7} Algker Aoz Bxw =4t
Hell F 77 EAleked], shve 2= Wl 2 o) 1 =9
BT golu gE shie rME BREE 12 HkS )

=t

M= o & & FY 3 WA= 471 dra o5
(61(12.

&SZEL0] 34 WMEH e &3 22 A7t AT
o

19961 Basili, Brian & Meloe F32 AAIAF 2419
AA-Ag A vEHS HF A Fge] = vA= 4§
(NOM), “&4 E&] Ze|(DIT), A8=(CBO), el 5
(RFC) 53 #&e] ke A& SHaATH10).

19989 Chidamber, Darcy & Kemerere -2k
AT E 0l A AA AMR: 7]EF] B Ao A A, AR
=¥, A =& AF=(CBO)% 3% FF(LCOM)
o =& Foll &l g3 werha AkskATH13).

19999 V. MisicZ} D. Tesice =&
AA-AEE Aol 2B oA =3I} F S~

oL = (NOM)7F B g #ado] glrkes AL A3
AN e Bl AT Bwel 3 ok AHaAE
APA G35 Bl Ao mA o5 A A FEE
ek A tslHeH8).

EE 2003\ Ronchetti 52 AA-AgF @Aoxe] &
ZEdo] & 7] 4o B ATl AZE 0] A
il FRE SHsHA HEZo2E LOCE AMSIN
3 SXESO] SjAlA T 27 ZRAE
A o2 si9ich AES Hste] AHE F 6709
= A= (NOM)7F TFE(LOC) 9} %433t Aol 9]
BAA BAE B3l ARl 14).

714;‘(4]_;(]6‘]: 01010

5
2

C++ (Li &
A9k Adda AR 2 A3 T2 g thsle] o]
Folglot £ ?i?h @ Z2aw el ASPE A"
o/ C’]'ME]'.

A=IR=)
T

AR ¢ 22} B4 Ak 2HeM = 1
SEZESOIE AH], ZEe|IE, HTML Al 840 dFe=

B3 AN, FeoldE Bl s 2R Ao 55
A 2% £9 B g AN HTMLERE

e o

L
olt}, ¢ AZEdoje] Hzt
EAT O(SSS) ¢ Sl

r9~‘1-

H
gA9] 4 +1& ALK 3
CCWAE= AHe] VB =3 %‘

ES Aul ~3¥E HIZ® ((CSS), HTML =EFA=
C(HTML)S 3oz A4 %D} 9 AZE EX{E A

2h& CCWA = C(8SS) + C(CSS) + C(HTML) < At
£3TH).

AR 719 AgER g 10709 9 Z2AEed
4,23770¢) ASPSIlel thsl BRI NEREE S5 22t
90%7} 50013ke] $& B mrek WAge] 5002 AgHs]

At
2 A7 53T g 339 Al A B4R Lopezd]
AE F AAA G Ao At Z2 WS Sfjsle] ¢ ofF

glAlo]dellA ERE, NOC, NOM eHAgS F253te] 853
%9 NOC, 5= NOMe| A S EAstaat gt

49S 9181 10719 9 AolE Z2AEAN 9 oJZA
Vi) F2A B9 Austel BT 99 1 Hol7} 5ol
491 oZ Aol e BT, NOC, NOM HLE 2ES sho}
dof ARRAE BADT.

7120l ofn] 724 el (C o)) st A4
Qof)el A 249

A (C++
sl AZFH BT <gFolH



Y AZEGolS] SRR U HFH BH 187

(NASA®]  SATC(Software Assurance Technical
Center) oA e FA 54 SH ol AH-SE7] 91gk 1)
3 BZ3logn J9E& 0~6o2 TH3l] 994,56 4
rlsAlo] e zradow EYyelyl Jasitln 24
SHTI5)) el wet AW S B35 C(SSS) < § o124
o|de] ERE(COWA)Y 99 zlol7} 5(Z BPw zlolr}
20)0173Q1 A% 7FsAo] & ofEYAIAE FEI &
s

i

F%, NOC, NOMe| W% R¥E moldto gy e
NOC, NOM®| #HAIZt #4& Ea JAdAE gtaturt

i

o] BEE ¢ AxEdole] BHEAUT NOCH
&, SREDA NOMBAge) JeeAE Bostel 4o
WA ek AARANA 9 T2 Aol 9T
ZEgole] B4ES vie) FHT 5 Ug Aolnl AP B

=g oA F4 i 719 3ls Aotk

o,

Al
B ATEe 9 40 ASP oZeAolde] BRE
NOC, NOM®] RI=g¥d wE g FE3] 5=
<} NOC, E3=e NOM| 4#3AE #43ke Zlo] 54
o2 Ax AMgHI e 10749 ¢ AllE Z2AE
14,9440 3t F 4,237709] FdellA 1 o ZejAlol A
T2 W 8% NOC, NOME AHEsle] Wl =3
gt

AP A2Ele ASPE AAE ¢ ojZAloldeR
A2 VBScript, FER|AEZLS JavaScript® 2H¥
Alzgolt, (D2 A o AlzEle] T/ 2 F oY
o} ERES 353 ASPHY §, 19 FHEIE} A
ofo] Bxm g9 abo|7} boldel & BREE /K U
ez NOC, NOMe| RI=EEE 53 4 s 4
g},

B
A

1

H1. AErha AR 7Y 3 Fea FE O 5
Table1. Description of source system & no.of files

nz | zg | S8EF | S92 =

e | oA | B> | =20t D2EZ

= =T asps) e

P01 831 243 8 CHOIHOl MAF THA 22l AIAE

P02 | 263 222 12 QIE|Y! A0§ AIAE

P03 757 340 4 HIAIEH SAC| Thst ZHI0IXI

P04 1,658 658 81 AAE MIIX- & Crolofel

P05 | 1232 407 9 So|SHR2 AL

P06 | 748 315 23 SEYUTHR|AIAE

P07 | 980 142 4 EEEEINESE]

P08 | 6,106 1,456 70 DMTRHE AIAE

P09 | 62 269 8 ER22| AIAE

PI0 | 1,747 185 5 TI2HE 22| AIAH

S | 14944 4237 224

A o Alz=dle ) ofFeA AT Anele] BT
g9 AoldE A

1) ASP 2291 S 3ME 53] EES 23t ASP

2) 3Md#2]F LOC(Lines of Code) 9} +3-483%=(CC)
& S4s AnE HuR g At

3) oAl AxmdE 3dAEse] NOC(Number of

Classes), NOM(Number of Methods)& =43}

o A7E HEAEY A7ec)

A Eg]d AgH FEE FoR HE B3 53

=, NOC, NOM9] Rl= #X& 93 94 HEq &

A JHlHe ER BAA 23}

gHlgol el Y&-S ENE IAZS S8l 4o

AE A, Hrista 2345 E4tt

4

N

5

=z

TRILOC)
RS T E(CC)

o =2 R S == Il
Fig. 1. Measurement experiment process



188 Journal of The Korea Society of Computer

and Information February 2014

Jeih 9 SEst Au

Z 24 99 dd A7k bl (HERE Aol 20 o) =

2 ME AT 24

% z@a & 7}
4 NOC, NOM Hl%E BXS =33 éﬂr W7} ~‘:‘é‘ol
741 o] gl 2709 ZRAES sl H|g B2
Z Hole g7lle] ZaAE e e
(% 2& 107} Z2AE] R W] =
Z U Ao 19 9] oZeA o) eBEAECCWAS
VERYH 24(8299)2 189 SFEA(CCWA) & 7171 WA
zof /i, 34 (H1&)-E 199 EFZ(CCWA)E 713 M=
o] Hl&, 44 (FRAS) L 199 EF=(CCWA) B} 27
2 BRAT(CCWA)E 7 WA= A5, 58 (F4H1€) L 1
2] BH=(CCWA) Eot AU 22 E=(CCWA) & 717
“ﬂHEO v]&-S Yehfix o
e 21~232 HMEE 9.4%Z2 AA|eh 5005k
@EE THE HIMEE 62.9%, 73018te] BREE 714
WA EE 90.2%2 BFE gk 7322 2t

r‘

l

rr _I\-E

H2. SR HITRE (10==2HE)
Table2. frequency distribution of complexity(10proj.)

CCWA 2 Hg FHAS THHE
21~23 21 9.4 21 9.4
24~26 6 2.7 27 12.1
28~30 21 9.4 48 21.4
31~33 9 4.0 57 25.4
34~37 9 4.0 66 29.5
38~40 28 12.5 94 42.0
41~43 5 2.2 99 44.2
45~47 5 2.2 104 46.4
48~50 37 16.5 141 62.9
51~53 24 10.7 165 73.7
54~56 9 4.0 174 77.7
57~59 8 3.6 182 81.3
60~63 4 1.8 186 83.0
65~67 12 5.4 198 88.4
68~70 3 1.3 201 89.7
73 1 0.4 202 90.2
74 2 0.9 204 91.1
75 2 0.9 206 92.0
77~82 5 2.2 211 94.2
83~96 3 1.3 214 95.5
106~124 3 1.3 217 96.9
131~173 4 1.8 221 98.7
237~3159 3 1.3 224 100.0
= 224 100

3. NOC HITEZ (10=ZHE)
Table3. frequency distribution of NOC(10proj.)

NOC Rt | Eamug P =T
0~2 54 24.1 54 241
&= 16 7.1 70 31.3
6~8 25 11.2 95 42.4
9~11 23 10.3 118 52.7
12~14 24 10.7 142 63.4
156~17 32 14.3 174 77.7
18~20 27 121 201 89.7
21 2 0.9 203 90.6
22 13 5.8 216 96.4
23 3 1.3 219 97.8
24~28 4 1.8 223 99.6
35 1 0.4 224 100.0
S 224 100

H4. NOM EIZR% (10=ZZHE)
Table4. frequency distribution of NOM(10proj.)

NOM 29} =ZH|g i g
0~2 47 21.0 47 21.0
3~5 12 5.4 59 26.3
6~8 9 4.0 68 30.4
9~11 13 5.8 81 36.2
12~14 14 6.3 95 42.4
15=17 15 6.7 110 49.1
18~20 9 4.0 119 53.1
21~24 16 71 135 60.3
25~29 8 3.6 143 63.8
30~32 29 12.9 172 76.8
33~35 17 7.6 189 84.4
36~38 8 3.6 197 87.9
39 3 1.3 200 89.3
40 10 4.5 210 93.8
41 4 1.8 214 95.5
43~45 5 2.2 219 97.8
46~52 4 1.8 223 99.6
53 1 0.4 224 100.0
= 224 100
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5. Zt =2HEY NOC BITEE (10=2XHE)
Tableb. frequency distribution of NOC for each projects(10pj.)

=7, 23T ¢

TRE (BZZME)

Table7. frequency distribution of complexity(8proj.)

NOC | 29f | po1| p02| p03| p04 | p05 | p06 | p07 | po8| po9 | p10| &3t | §F CCWA ok H[& SERMNS FHu|E
0~2 | 54 2 1 51 54 | 24.1 21~23 20 15.3 20 15.8
3~5 | 16 | 3 1 1 11 16 |31.3 24~26 6 4.6 26 19.8
6~8 | 25 | 2 7] 4] 4 2] 6 25 [42.4 28~30 20 15.3 46 351
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12-14 | 24 ol el el al s 1] 2] 1] 2] 2 [634 Y s 38 9 5.0
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Table6. frequency distribution of NOM for each projects(10pj.)
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ES. 2 maNEY H freys
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L6208 9 5 LI L 53.1 9-11 | 21 1 11 | 3 3 3 21 | 82.4
21~24 |16 |1 2 a4 [1 1 Ja [1 ]2 J16 [e603 2 G a = : B 7 - % I o
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