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Abstract The convergence of various industries has removed the boundaries of software application
fields and reduced the restrictions on convergence fields. Software requirements are diversified and
they want to reconfigure software requirements in a fast cycle. Since various changes in requirements
have to be accepted technically, research on methodologies and standards to increase the efficiency
of software productivity and methods for standardizing and producing software are needed. In this
study, we studied how the reusability and complexity of the software asset reconfiguration system
appeared according to the developer's characteristics and environment to utilize the assets optimized
in previous studies. At this time, we measured how the change in complexity according to the usability
and asset composition method that appears according to the developer's characteristics appears, but
there is a limit to the collected data, so it is necessary to secure the quality of the measured value
through continuous data collection. In addition, an intelligent system application plan is needed to

supplement the problem of context classification in the use stage of complex assets.
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Fig. 1. ISO/IEC 25010 Configuration
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