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Modeling size estimation of object-oriented system
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Abstract: Taking into account existing software size measures and their defects, Class Point Analysis for estimating the
size of object-oriented systems was presented. Two measures were correlatively defined to refine preliminary size estiamtion
when more information is available in the development process, as predictor of development effort and management projects.
The size estimation process that led to the definition of proposed measures was gived. It turned out to be suitable to capture
specific object — oriented feasures, based on design documentation and independent technology.
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