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High Abstraction Level Software Visualization Using Metaphor:
A Preliminary Empirical Report

Kenichi Kobayashi'

SArF Map is a high abstraction level software visualization technique and is the combination of

software clustering and 3D visualization using the city metaphor. In this paper, we applied SArF

Map to dozens of actual enterprise systems and carried out a brief questionnaire survey to investigate

the effectiveness of SArF Map and whether a metaphor can support visualization.
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