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Information Relation Abstraction Method of Objects for
Component Modeling
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Abstract In this paper, we propose component modeling method using object-oriented design information. it
will be supplied to simplify and specify the relationship between informations that to be developed technology
based on clustering, encapsulation and inheritance concepts. Also, we propose abstraction method, it will be
support to understanding information relation, and it can modeling on system level without particular domain
through dividing common service by reuse unit. Thus It is possible reusability and scalability by this concept,
and shorten development period and enhance quality.
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Fig. 1 Classification Component
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(Event Flow Diagram)
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class FileAction : Virtual public StrAction
virtual public Border{

LineAction *Crt ;

FileAction *next ;

int cx, ¢y ;
public :

void Dpl (LineAction *p, int) ;

void Dpl_Ln( ) ;

void Dpl_Sc( ) ;

}

void FileAct::Delact
{

int lengthl, length? ;
inti;

if(currentcol < currentline — length)
save = 0 ;
Crt—del(currentcol) ;
Dpl(currentline, cy) ;
Dpl_Ln( ) ;

else
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Dpl.Sc( )

}

void Dpl_Sc( ) ;

{

Dpl(currentline, cy) ;
Dpl Ln( ) ;
Space( ) ;

Move To( );
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Fig. 5 Source code List
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