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Weak Mutation Testing and Its Transformation for Message Passing Parallel Programs
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Abstract: A parallel program can yield nondeterministic execution, which increases the complexity and the difficulty in program testing.
The mutation testing of a message passing parallel program is investigated, and an approach to transforming the weak mutation testing for
the program is presented in this study with the purpose of improving the efficiency of the mutation testing. First, the mutation condition
statements are built based on the type of statements and the changes resulted from mutating these statements. Then, a new program is
formed by inserting all these mutation condition statements into the original program. As a result, the problem of the weak mutation
testing of the original program can be transformed into that of covering the branches of the new program, therefore providing advantages
of solving the problem of mutation testing by using previous methods of branch coverage. The proposed approach is applied to test eight
benchmark message passing parallel programs, and the empirical results demonstrate that this new approach is not only feasible but also
necessary.
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#include"stdio.h"
#include"mpi.h"
int main(int argc,char **argv){
1 int myid,num,x,y,z, buf[2];
MPI_Status status;
MPI_Init(&arge,&argv);
MPI_Comm_rank(MPI_COMM_WORLD,&myid);
MPI_Comm_size(MPI_COMM_WORLD,&num);
buf[0]=x;bufl1]=y;
MPI_Send(buf,2, MPI_INT,1,1, MPI_COMM_WORLD);
buf[0]=y; bufl1]=z;
MPI_Send(buf,2, MPI INT,2,2,MPI_COMM_WORLD);
MPI_Recv(buf,1,MPI_INT,MPI_ANY_ SOURCE,?2,
MPI_COMM_WORLD,&status);
x=buf[0];
MPI_Recv(buf,1, MPI_INT,MPI_ANY_SOURCE,2,
MPI_COMM_WORLD,&status);
8 y=bufl0];

if(x>1&&y>1)
9 { buf[0]=x; buf[1]=y;
10 MPI_Send(buf,2, MPI_INT,3,1, MPI_COMM_WORLD);
11 MPI_Recv(buf,1,MPI_INT,3,0,MPI_COMM_WORLD,&status);
12 z=bufl0]; }
13 else{

buf[0]=-1;buf[1]=-1;
14 MPI_Send(buf,2, MPI_INT,3,1,MPI_ COMM_WORLD);
15 MPI Recv(buf,2,MPI INT,3,1,MPI COMM_WORLD,&status);
16 z=1;}
17 printf("result=%d\n",z);

MPI_finalize();

return 0;}
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#include"stdio.h"

#include"mpi.h"

int main(int argc,char **argv)

{

1 int myid,num, a,b,buf[2];
MPI_Status status;
MPI_Init(&arge,&argv);
MPI_Comm_rank(MPI_COMM_WORLD,&myid);
MPI_Comm_size(MPI_ COMM_WORLD,&num);

2 MPI_Recv(buf,2,MPI INT,0,1, MPI COMM_WORLD,

&status);
3 a=buf[0]; b=buf[1];
4 if(a==b)
5 MPIL_Send(buf,2,MPI_INT,0,1,MPI_COMM_WORLD);
else {
6 while(a!=b) {
7 if(a<b)
8 b=b-a;
9 else
a=a-b;
10
11 MPI_Send(&a,1,MPI_INT,0,0,MPI_COMM_WORLD);
)
12 MPI Finalize();
return 0;
¥
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#include"stdio.h"

#include"mpi.h"

int main(int argc,char **argv)

{

1 int myid,num,a,b,buf[2];
MPI_Status status;
MPI Init(&argc,&argv);
MPI_Comm_rank(MPI_ COMM_ WORLD,
&myid);
MPI_Comm_size(MPI_COMM_WORLD,
&num);

2 MPI_Recv(buf,2,MPI INT,0,

MPI_ANY_TAG,MPI_ COMM_WORLD,

&status);

a=buf[0]; b=buf[1];

while(a!=b)
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{
if(a<b)
6 b=b-a;
else
7 a=a-b;
}
MPI_Send(&a,1,MPI_INT,0,2,
MPI_COMM_WORLD);
10 MPI_Finalize();

O oo

return 0;
}
(b) HFE S'F1 S

s s S
@
@
©,
O
(5)

0'0

®
©)
©

(d) Pl

Sample parallel program and its control flow graph
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Bk B B FE “onesource” IF)VH B, AT it o — HL A& A (T AL AR R A ZE 8L T8 1 i A AR 5+ 557,40 Del
Send,ReplTag,ReplArg,ChanArg,ReplCall,DelCall,ReplStart,RepiWait LA} InsUnaArg, %+ HH N 1118 £ S 48 7 45
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Table 1 Commonly used MPI mutation operators

F1 K MPL A RHT
B S BRHET BRI A5 5 K
ReplRoot MPI_Reduce A ZE root I
A ReplReduce MPI Reduce AR 54 MPI_Allreduce
bk ReplGather MPI Gather AR 5tk MPI_Allgather
FRAL DelBarrier MPI_Barrier B i% ek
MoveCollectiveUpDown A IAE R B FBETIT
RepIModelSend MPI ISend A5 5N Send
ReplModeSend MPI _Send A5 h_Ssend
DelSend MPI Send k1% bR L
ReplSource MPI_Recv A 2K Source HIME
ReplTag MPI Recv AR B R Tag HIMH
o 5 ReplProbe MPI_Recv %;‘3’1 J3 MPI_Prob
5 i ReplModelRecv MPI_Recv AR 52k MPI Irecv
{4 - DelRecv MPI Recv B BRiZ R
1& ReplFin MPI Finalize A5 5k MPI_Abort
ReplSendRecv MPI_SendRecv X5t k) MPI_SendRecv_replace
ReplStart MPI Startall AR 5N MPI Start
ReplWait MPI Wait AZ 5N MPI_Waitall
DelFinTask MPI Abort VACRET R
DelDerivDType MPI_Type_contiguous R LR 5L
DelDetach MPI Buffer detach BRI
Repldrg 429 MPI & % IO BRI K RS B
. ChanArg A7 MPT B 45 B KA B2 O B
ﬁ;f ReplComm A3 MPT p6 4L U A A
_— ReplCall 4B MPI & % 0 B
DelCall 4= MPI 5 3 btk
InsUnaArg A3 MPT b6 5 N — JCERAERT

X T AN SR IES AT R AR B AU AT 2 5, T RE 5 R % R e 3 £ PR 1) 503 A R A S A AR

YT, 0 T PRATE I A P55 (1 — B0k, 75 22 IR FAT R8I R ) A5 B 05, A A A8 el S 7R Rl — il FR B T 2
AT LG 5 Ab, 30 75 BEAE A8 S i R B ORI ) 45 1% 1 ) DS IE (938 ) 2 5 W 0 5 v ) BRCRR) B A (1 DT e 1 A, DU T
X LG 3K — Sfe S I — S84 ) M T e SR AR S 0 ) B T TR A AT 2 R S L AR YR R Sk 1 S Al ] TR
JI AR S 45 AV R 1) T 1) 0 08 X, TR BE 8 S5 LA S Al 7% 0 ) s 6 38 ) A Dk 12 4% 1 18 ) TR L 40 32, B T 45 31 A
AR
5y GITE AT R (R A [ 388 45 05 A4 Y AN [ 1) 308 £ P 5 3 75 T SR A k6o 12 4D 7 9 T A Y ) A
FREE 0T s B AU BR B BT e AT R0 BB S A DG R E AR, DR R R AR AR e v ) R U )R] 4 N AH B P It
ERER TR I NEI I A VAT BCR R A (B P S e B R TR Aok E b N aE A Nl I dol 2 INAT OB LR R 2 B A NI N s
AR S v R R DU ) TR 4 N B 08 T AL T ) , 30 75 T T G At A DG R AT 00 T 1) A R
PUAE A Tk — M9 7= 150 W b3 ) AR S A% A D R
FREE 1 R IRERR IR 8" AR R TR RTE A s) A
“MPI_Recv(buf,2,MPI_INT,0,MPI ANY TAG,MPI COMM WORLD, &status);”.
S 1% 18 A i i A% 53 551 “ReplModelRecv” 2 J& A3 I 48 547 s)' A
“MPI_Irecv(buf;2, MPI _INT,0,MPI ANY TAG,MPI COMM_ WORLD,&status);”.
BT %A e T AN 5 AR S AR BEAE, DR a7 ) 7 S 4 P ) R, 1 SR IR B AR R ) sy S LU )
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sS R A B s) M ILULRCTE ) 55 “MPI_Send(buf,2,MPI_INT,1,1,MPI_COMM _ WORLD);"4} M¥s n £ s il 59

2

25 B R AEE ) 55 A s) 2 )3 AN TR AE S AU “buf[0]=m[0];buf[ 1]=m[11;”, UL T EUAH B (138 15 TR 55 40 1A 5 4 1

2
WA, AT ) sy A sy Z T4 N IR 15 A “n[0]=buf[01;n[ 1]=buf[ 11,7, VAT 3828 5748 1 (1 2 B A1 48 J5 R
“(buf[0]!=n[0])||(buf[ 1]1=n[11)"1E Jg A8 57 4 AF 18 AT ¥ 1 1 R TA 20, U W AR 52 01 5 B B i X buf P 5 R A
A g5t T B “sgn= 1A A 1% 4 A VB ) TR L 43 52, LR B 2% 43 S 100 5 A7 L.
25 LT AE A G H TR rh S 6 ) St A 5 51 “RepIModelRecy” i N (AR5 it ] 2 FT7R.
int m[2],n[2];
m[0]=buf[0]; /it A5 F %
m[1]=buf[1];

2’ MPI IrecW(buf2, MPI INT,0,MPI ANY TAG
MPI_COMM_WORLD& reques); /4 %41

2 MPL Send(buf2, MPL_INT,1,1, n[0]=buf[0]; /L RAERIEIMATIE S Al
MPL COMM_ WORLD); //X}Rzifi 4] s n[1]=buf[1];

2" MPL Send(buf,2, MPI_INT, 1,1, buf[01=m[0]; //FEHLAH V(138 175 4 35
MPL_COMM_WORLD); //#t[¥ifify s buf[ 1 ]=m[1];

2 MPI_Reev(buf2, MPI INT,0,MPI_ANY TAG
MPI COMM WORLD&status);, /% Riifity S,
if ((buf[0]'=n[0]) [ [(buf[1]!=n[1 ]))
sgn=1; /ARYEAE S0 5 (0 SRR S 4 1HTE )

(a) WERE S° ot I p A0 (b) HERE S" w1 AR
Fig.2 Building the mutation condition statement of communication statements
B2 ARG AR ST A IR A A
2.3 FEFMILEEL

T AR AL 2.2 W E AR S A A ) R X T ) 4N B SRR IR 3 6 L e
B8 T B — A0 A D R e, T T R AR T, AN 7] 1 7 0 1 ) A A 1) 2 e 2 1 i ) A N TR e 1 7 AUAS
[, TR 0 AN [RS8 R FR) 2 S5 4% A1 1 ) 4 L A N R R e PR AR [R) 7 9.

U SRAR S R T AR R T A HERE Y R I8 208 X 8 S A T R AR AN B AR S DT AR ) T
W 3 7R o B 3(a) R B 1 R B RAT R RERE S i O L B 3(b) AN R T AR R AR TE R R R
ST R TR 4 T P P o, R NTLNT2],.. . N 43 ke I AN [r] PR AR S5 4% A 15 ).

’ s°

Fig.3 Mutation statement is the statement in-process

K3 AR itf) R i
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T SR 5 BT AE IR VD R IR HERE 2 T P 38 A V4, A B AN B B 2 IR X AR R 4
PEVE )M VAR N B SR AU Bk 2 DS R 0 ) 2 5 B 4 BT, B d(a) g ol AT R b AR SO R ST i
FR o T T B AR S TR IR A ST T A 2,8 SRR A Ol SO Y A 20, 5 A 2 DU B E ) ST
(R 55 27, DR K AR S 4 P AU AN B ST (R 5 2" 2 S, W 4(b) .

1

N
@
©
®
®
©

@g@

s
@
@
©
®
®
®
® ©
© @

() (®)

Fig.4 Mutation statement is the communication statement between processes
Bl 4 AR Spi i) HERR @ A5 1A

AT LAE H TR R R R PP 0 35 R 79 A BRI 22 (L I AT o R R R £ 0 e K ot TRL A A T i 2 5 41
TR R PR N SR e R R 2 AT R [0 1 % A2, AT 7 A AH ) B0 3 i L

BT 07 AR5 )28 e 4 A 0B ) 5 AR S A — — 6 B, AR S 4 AR O R R A SRR S AR S A 1) 0 T 4% A A
AH T TR R AT B 0 7 55 73 e W W) SR R R R 1) R — AR S A, I A i R B — S R W R AR
T VAR S5 G A B ) PR L S IXRE — okt AR 2% 0 R AR S A 11 1 R0 2 A kg SRR e 1 3 S 78 5 1) A, DA TG S5
IUIEATRR 7 5978 2 M 1 e AL
2.4 Ll

T CABE LA R AR S A A8, U AR Y S A S AT R Y 55 7 e W 0 T T R R A A 1 B

X 7R B RE 75 A g 1R E S (0> 1 &&y>1)7SE M AR S 44 43 2K 3 AN 7 JE &Aool b «if
(>=1&&y>1)",5if (x>1&&y=>1)"LL J“if (x<=1&&y>1)", 0 E AT B HIAE FAK Y 54 m1,m2 LA K m3;50 35 £ n?
{3 A5 38 ) “MPI_Recv(buf,2,MPI_INT,0,MPI ANY TAG,MPI_COMM _WORLD,&status);” 52 Jiti 45 = 54 15 2 i)
2 AN S TEA) N “MPI_Probe(0,MPI ANY TAG,MPI COMM _WORLD,&status);” M43 5417 A0 & ATH Y 148
SRS ma T mS; AN S s ng MRIE R (a==b)" L 28 A B 2 N R R RIEX 508 «f
(a<b)’FHif (a>b)”, FACXF IV (1178 S A4 43 53l Ky m6 1 m 7. 02 AR TR 7 A b3k A4 j 1R 738 S A SR R 565 2.2 T )
5, BB A9 B 5 %5 7 SO Y A S S AT TR AL LR 2SR A 2.3 T IR 7 VR X B e S5 AR R AU N SRR e
5453 1) 5578 S IR A A i B BN R e LA i B S BT A R si(i=1,2,. L TR Y R e A A,
HERE SO BT R 40 N RS B AU “MPI_Send(buf,2,MPI_INT,2,2,MPI COMM_WORLD);” i1 §* I35 & 2!
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R 5 ny (78 S T ) FIAH DGR (E 15 ).

Table 2 Mutation condition statements 72

F2 BREMENR

RPN A | BREMFEN | BREMEUIIFERENL | BREFEARNIN L

51 (> 1&&>1) I=(r>=1&&y>1)) bl

n 52 ((>1&&y>1)1=(x>1&&y>=1)) b2

53 ((>1&8> 1) I=(x<=1&&y>1)) b3

) 54 (buf[0]1=m[0][[buf[1]1=m[1]) b4

2 55 (buf[0]1=n[0]||buf[ 1]!=n[1]) b5

3 56 ((a==0)!=(a<b)) b6

" 57 ((a==b)!=(a>b)) b7

Fig.5 Control flow graph of new program
5 FRER IR

2017

7% 18 B 3L S0 — ol v R MR B 2B R i, DR 3 A2 77 9 A A i B R R R AR S A R )
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FLOY SR H . LA 55 % R I T 78 e 4 P ) L S H R AR I I s B O T={[46,38,42],
[31,58,251,[1,19,911,[32,1,81]}. H1 788 5 4% fF 1 ) 2L 49 3 15 70 S Ak — — % N, A P 7 140 0k 5040 4R AT 7 19 R
HAR AR AR 9928 SERME N R R 5E T M={mi,i=1,2,...,7} (I FT 28 44

AT I 2 AN IR 0 S 56, 1k 5 U W AR SOV T AT R

w
s

L

AT I L S 5 SR I AR STV R TAT P A B T S 4 L ST T ST 1) i) L AR S A 4R B R e P
AAT N 52 56 PRI 77 A 41 S i AR 2 5 4 S 5 RN 43 A
3.1 FEWIEA B

T T B R 0T YA ) R, 5 W T 754k R T AT e A B

(1) BT ASCTTVE, LA 93 378 7 2 v T A2 B 1 U 25030, B 1 71 99 728 S W00l U A 280t S S e 2

(2) KA IR B A8 e R O 2 15 2 w22

AT RN B I P A 0] L, o T A S AR R, R P A S5 A R 5 AR S A A ) B 43 S A KK
B, 5 T A RS K B , £ 55 72 S D0 v U ) A S AR R AT I 1K 30 o R S A RE A RSB, SRR AR
SCTT A I R 1 AT AT P RS T I S SR A ST VR 5 A 8 D7 VR A i U EOH I AT R AR
A R ORI N (1), Jsz B SR ) AR SC 549k A G ik 40 1 o
3.2 Wl FFIKIINE

TEFE 8 AN FEATIRITAE b B DR 7 X e P P (W) A5 B L6 3,30 rp B2 % Including (WD) RESE FIWT s 5 24
& 2 1) (47 B 0% 2% A% 7 B E SCHR[39];Ged U5 T SCHR [38] H 1) SRk B de K 29 30R 7, 9 38 T BB X e 1)
fi;Matrix [¥) Dy B A2 SR BEAH e, 3 SR HUAS SEAE R b 5 R I I AN J0 32 5 TR (8] 11 90 &R BB AR B2 7 Index H
TR R B KT HAE TG /N4 Max_triangle F T SREXPI A4S 45 578 (< [ ) 5 K G 25, 9F AT e AT RETS
VB =TI, AR BBk — 20 45 A TR B = A T (R 2K s Compare HI T-XJ EE 2 M E0410 R TC 38 2 T I G 2R
Lem HJIhEEESRE 3 ANH B/ A 55 Rectangle T HIWr 4 ANEUAE A AL W BTG A8 LRy,
Including,Ged 1 Matrix & it 584 ) 347 #2 /5, 110 Index,Max_triangle,Lcm,Rectangle fil Compare 33 4 & AT 2L HEFE P
M 4T 2.

S PRBE G E N AE AR E Y Intel G630 CPUS 500G i 4t 2G N 77, 1 £ 2243 4% Windows 7 #:1F R4,
Visual C++ 6.0 i 24 LA & MPT W H 5231 4 £+ MPICH.

Table 3 Basic information of the programs under test

R3 PR IHEAS R

e N AR B o P T A

R e B wmy SRR
Including FIWT pi 5 2 8 2 A A B O R 2 4 24
Ged Rds KA LIBOF BT BUE XS L 3 4 15
Matrix 9 O A e, ) 7 4 SR B v B K I T A T 3R S T TR G R 2 4 12
Index TG B &R 10 5 8
Max_triangle SRR KT ER, IR HAIWT 3 MRS = MBI R = TR 2 5 32
Compare X EEPRAN B X N Te 3 2 T ) DG &R 6 3 4
Lem K3 A R AL 3 3 8
Rectangle JIIKT 4 AR AE by I Y 4 3 8

3.3 Xtz

SERS RN

e TR AR R R AR A 2 AT BRI A R A R AR H AR 1 hARSE
JELFEFEAEB ) MPT 48 5 517 A A 12 Fh 7 vk 9048 S5 511 VOV ) 3 2645 S5 51 bk — e A 0 R P 3 0 R i

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



R 50K BAF R AT 0950 T F XA 440 2019

P (B A5 TR A AT AR 52, & R P IO AR S AR LR 4. b iz 3, e P9 A ) A8 ™ 2 AR S AR W W 2 T
R it U W] IR AR P (A S AR A A 7 55 2 S UK o U 10 35 A 2 S A, LU T3 5 AR 5450
Table 4 Mutants of the programs under test
R4 PR S
B 7 BERE (A0 A5 1R A R 8 R AR AR R RN BRI

Including 3 110 113
Ged 12 34 46
Matrix 12 40 52
Index 8 70 78
Max_triangle 32 32 64
Compare 4 39 43
Lem 8 36 44
Rectangle 6 16 22
&3 85 377 462

IRJG FET A RE P RVE AT AR A8 SR A SCI 7 R T B A I OB R e 0k — 20 Ml 3 T e A s (R BT R
SR CUAT 10 73 SC78 i 75 125 74 PO i 2 S 4 A1 T ) B0 23 SRR AR B, O ) P K 2 00 X el 6 598 2 S D0k o U
TR AR AR REAT IR, 10 SR AL A RS SRS B, LSS UE AR SO R AT AT e S SR AR ST 1 AR G ik
A2 8 FR) 2 S D TR R AR AT R R S A 8 BRI ) VR AR ST ¥ b B T AR SR — il
MEF5 10 53 ST o R B 75 BT 725, TR b 8 42 77 0 P B e 4 S DX

SR P 384 S0 P A 8 0 SR R B T, ¥ 5 AR B i 1928 5 4 A1 0 0] B 20 SR % — M F AR 2y
SCIFAETE 82120 S B4 H b A28 Y B2 SR AL 51 3 1 80— RAIE £ A8 UL AR S 4 4 2B RO 1
DR Kt SR A2 K o B 6 8 o H AR 20 SCal I EAt AR B o 1 20 S84 O B D0k e e 7 2 1) 23 SRRk
CL 1 00 32,90 M I AR B i 3 SR e 86— AME BT IR H bR 00 32 I ROz R A AN e o H bR 20 S84 1%
H A5 STATY R O B A R 78 i (K A8 5 20 S P, B 80 78 5 BT AT [0 H A 20 S ik 38 e Kt A AR M 188 A SRVE A 2%k
SRE BRI DR H s e 0 782 i R e P 4 B A S A A T ) L SIS R A S U X B s s 1 D ok A i 1K K
P R

AT AR R A AR — 10 1) 2 5,385 1 52 bR 0 1 S B R 0 R A e FG v 2 S B T AR e A
v ) U ) 20 XA P AL R PR 5 00 P A0 U X U 2 D A 25 2 S 2% A 8 0 BT AE Y R R
JEE Gy SRR MR AR JE (K71 575 35305 2 W SCRR[41]. 384 #5500 3 RE A WA 0 4 | PR e A0 SOMI L e A S S 5
HhRIRE RS 10,48 SCRIAS 384 5303 D 0.8 1 0.2, 8 K IEALAREA 2 000 (B 15 5t W ) & 1t 4% 535 1K) 2 B0 fE
SO S A5 R A R IR LR (1 2 SO T 2 SR IR A R 1 B A (AN R R % S B e .

R At 46T 1 A P DN AR el 6T, A SE 4 B A S Ay L e, 7 U K0 (1 48 2R 3 1 A BT 2 i 00k K die, O
R 2 B PR X 0 AT J5URE e A1 %2 S A AR D R AR A S A ) R AT R 3 P T A 5 A i 75 B R A8, 9 44 LA
FRAC.IX — I A A BEAT, B3 2B R S8 BT A 22 S AR ) D Bl s B dee KIS AT IR AR ST vE A 25k i R
J PR X 0 808 1% BE 4 0 A S A, DR A e Uk 5k b s 7 O A e I s A 2R

N T AEAR ST A S KIS AT UCHOA R AT R 2B RS 300 2 10 IR e, e s 4T Xk 100 000546 - [A] —F2
o A ST R 5 AR G807 K DR i 8 2R VG B A R), 6% T FE R Ged AR — AN AZ B8 R VG F 0 [0 25512 4k, 3
MRE P (KR R AEHII [0 127). 5350, 10 T ASCOT 6T B Wi K H AR 7 30,5 (e S5 A ORI A 7k — %)
JS2, DR AN ST 6 F bR 93 SO B0 5 AR 48T i  BE AR SR A2 S AR AH .

3 Ji, 23 ) W SRR YA ST T3 95 R 8 T ik A p il ik A0 £ 55 56 5 SR O 3 A7 0T L, A IE AN ST 75 925 1 T A7 1
HRs L A T b B WL PR 38 0] 52 56 45 2R B0 5% i BT IE AT RS20 30 IR IS AT S5 R T- BB AR SE
giR.

© PEBEBPHIFST  hip:/www, jos. org. cn



2020 Journal of Software ¥ #k Vol.27, No.8, August 2016

3.4 KWERMSHT
341 AICTIERAATHE

AT IR AR SC VR I AT T S, R T AR SO R U A S KB RE P, O SR 18 A SR AR R 6 R R A AT
VB A B3 S IR DU B s AR 5 R AR B R Bt 7 59 78 S DK o D) S5 2% B 19 A S AR B AT IR, O = R
DO AR )N BORIAR 543 53 A R WA 5.

K5 1 AR5 2 B0 5T 0 S8 a8 A2 R B s AN 25055 3 510 2 ax e R 4 55 AR
AR ) H AP ST EGER 4 B0 TE SS9 AR S UAHE I T3 80 B SR S8 0 AR S A AN HG 5 5 51 Dk A e £
i 22 450

Table 5 Generated test data and mutation score by the proposed approach
F 5 ARICINEAE RIS B AR 574543
B PRHHE AN AR SO RN AR RN B REN(%)

Including 12.7 113 113 100
Ged 10.3 46 46 100
Matrix 4.0 52 52 100
Index 18.3 78 78 100
Max_triangle 7.4 64 64 100
Compare 18.0 43 43 100
Lem 10.1 44 44 100
Rectangle 12.0 22 22 100

B2 5 A4
(1) 0T AR PR A3 IR e, A2 o PR 000 A A AN () 3 4 00 3k B 40 7 i 1) A 5t 7 SN BEOAS [ A I 3, %
HERIAR AR BB AN ] AR A Hie s i 2 R 02 Index, 4 18.3, 1K SENK K Hl /A0 T 78 AR 4%,
P 7 Matrix A2 B AR 00 B>, 2 4.0,3% Se 38 $d 2 48 1078 F AR AN H0h 52.
(2) AN HHs 4 RSB AR SR (9 B8 0 AN )RS Matrix A2 B fR) 45— WA 7 2 0 A8 13 A48 54k, g
H 9 Rectangle 2F B 4 — P B % SEAR 54K 1 BE ) B fIC, T AL BE AR AE 1.8 AR 74k
(3) B KR AR (A2 513 3 AR TR O 100%.
TG R A L7 VR AR S AR 2% BB ) 1L A kg 7 S 55 P T ) L 03 SR 78 il il e i R g A SRR AR R
107 155 48 23 SCIR) I B HOHE 35 B8 7 59 4% S UK R U1 A B I AT A8 S Ak RIVAS SO HR 100 2 A D VR 2 T AT 1Y)
3.42  AKRICTFIEH A EAE
AT A BT A ST A 5 R T A SR %, BE S i 8 2 R e A B U SR T A ST VR A
W R M, ) T AR ST RN AR 498 T3 A R A B R U B i 3 A S B ) B I A A T A
MRS PN E T BEARAT )7 B S O 9 O LA B A AT I T, v B54% 8 0 vk 5 A S0 T s 9 R s />
AT TR )7 B S AR YR B DA B AT I T 18 LU AR, 3 5l 1 DA s A bl o BRAT IR B LE DA 23 A7 I ) L, 45 2R R
6~ 8. 5340, 0 T e A ST ik AL ST ) _EaR FR bR 2 A A5 H AT 8 %% 2% 5 R Mann-Whitney U 45
B vk 56 HU 2 1K O 0.05.36 9 #1 H T BB B 45 A H 0,1 FI—1 J3 ) IR BE X 1tk B e A AE L IX Y
TR BE SR ASOTE SN TG T7 1 U R AL G IR BT A 05 .
Table 6 Number of test data
F 6 R E K

T A CT5 1 UL WIRES N "
) Ml A
ARy TEE hE | THE S E DR Bl A £ b
Including 12.7 2.06 12.6 1.37 1.0
Ged 10.3 2.29 10.9 3.26 1.1
Matrix 4.0 0.43 4.0 0.50 1.0
Index 18.3 2.76 15.7 1.81 0.9
Max_triangle 7.4 091 8.2 0.91 1.1
Compare 18.0 0.53 18.0 0.73 1.0
Lem 10.1 1.33 10.4 1.11 1.0
Rectangle 12 0.87 12 0.47 1.0
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Table 7 Times of executing program or mutant

RTOPITRE AR

2021

- RS WIS o
AR - - - - AT IR
BWEY ymm yE | VBl E AT
Including 1 020.0 453 080.00 22 049.8 187 799 614.29 21.6
Ged 399.3 78 352.89 254175 190 512 668.25 63.7
Matrix 1158.0 679 729.33 392433 1137696 301.53 33.9
Index 673.7 90 163.22 199353 187 802 301.36 29.6
Max_triangle | 1139.0 138478233 | 45807.6 1322995245.77 40.2
Compare 3021.0 2990335.67 | 63420.5 1041633 590.65 21.0
Lem 846.0 231957.33 25966.3 2070354 434.47 30.1
Rectangle 2205.7 2111277.89 | 48252.9 383 315 659.66 21.9
Table 8 Run times (us)
=8 BATHIIH (ns)
. . A ICTi LI WIRES e
WA — —5 IBAT R[] L
L TR T TR TE AT )
Including 700.31 319 877.90 | 3485.13 6201 893.72 4.98
Ged 79.28 353521 1332.37 7 852 44.66 16.81
Matrix 195.90 28 356.37 993.47 1170 020.10 5.07
Index 300.33 34 670.09 1013.39 1303 068.09 3.37
Max_triangle | 305.94 90 776.62 3007.30 6139216.20 9.83
Compare 327.38 35158.70 1 065.89 420 101.87 3.26
Lem 68.03 1 054.98 989.71 296 930.68 14.55
Rectangle 156.77 8 701.46 781.71 217 133.87 4.99
Table 9 Result of nonparametric hypothesis testing
*9 BB KA R
BN I B s A2 PAT XHL AT ]
Including 0 1 1
Ged 0 1 1
Matrix 0 1 1
Index -1 1 1
Max_triangle 1 1 1
Compare 0 1 1
Lem 0 1 1
Rectangle 0 1 1
1% 6 F1% 9 A
(1) 23 3R A ST 548 G2 05 vk AR B SR R s 1A B0 58 2 AH IR 3 N2 77, BT Matrix,Compare

H1 Rectangle, “E 130 391 2 I8 4k AN R 1R] 00 T 53 46 5 AN RE R, A2 R Dl B0 S B4 7).

2

PR H K2 Max_triangle, {UAH 22 0.8 4.

3
ot 2 S 0 A 5 1.
M2 7 MR 9 WK

M

T RS e, B AR A 1 300 S D0 X el A A ) (E R A ZE AN KR ZE B K2 R Y Index, 2 2.6

AR IR PR AN O 22 AN AR AR R 56 10 45 SR AR W 6 T 77 Index Al Max_triangle 1M 5 ,1X

AL 85 BERAT R e 10 U832 /) T 48 7 VA 7 SR AT R P s S A (R K 0 T B AT e e 4RAT

WA LI 20, H b AT RS L K IIFE P 2 Ged, 8 63.7; 37N 21.0,72 27 Compare.

(@)

T BT BT 00 UM I TR 5 T 28 53 I 0200

2 8 f1Z 9 ] 4

ABCBLAGL I 14 45 R W], AR ST 3% IR AT DHR A 35 /b T A G2 777 3 3 Ui W R A S 75 5 e s K 2 ok 2>

(1) X F R0 3, A SCT7 VLIRS AT I [ 33 20 F A% 5 75 v SR AR SC 7 92 26 A s AR B8 75 s
AT ) e b I J2 R Lem, y 68.03us;#ix 22 1) 2 F2 ¥ Including, >4 700.3 1us; 1 5K A% 48 07 1, M R 2 7
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Wi BB AT I 45104 989.71us Al 3 485.13ps.

(2) KT A FE AR I8 AT B 0] LA [R]LZ 47 B 1) B s K2 AR 7 Ged, 2l 16.81;3 /MKy 3.26, %] N A%
J¥ Compare.

(3) MBI 56 1) 45 A W] 0T B AT DN RE P, A% SCT7 0 RIS AT I ) 35 20 A% 48 5 % n] R A L IR A T A
ST AT R 7 BB > TAL e 7.

BB AN AE AT T2 PP sl AR S5 A B IR BSORIE AT I8 ) 77 1T 0 35— Bl RS 7, AR SCOT VR 0 7 22 38 /N T AR GE 07 15
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