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ABSTRACT

Program slicing is a program decomposition technique to improve the effectiveness of program testing and
maintenance. In this paper I propose a method for slicing object-oriented programs and show its correctness.
Also, 1 propose the class interface slicing technique which can eliminate irrelevant data members, subobjects,
and methods from the class declaration parts of the given program. And 1 show its correctness. Finally, I
propose the class hierarchy slicing technique which can compute the declarative parts affecting or affected by
the given data member. These techniques may be used for information analysis in some area such as class

testing.
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[Fig. 1] Slicing of a object-oriented program
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