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Second-order Mutant Reduction Based on SOM Neural Network

SONG Li, LIU Jing

(College of Computer Science, Inner Mongolia University, Hohhot 010021, China)

Abstract: Second-order mutation testing simulates the actual complex defects in the original program by manually injecting two defects
into the original program, which is of great significance in the mutation testing. However, the number of second-order mutants formed by
the combination of first-order mutants will greatly increase, which will bring large execution costs. In order to reduce the number of
second-order mutants and reduce the time consumption in the running procedure, this study proposes a method of second-order mutant
reduction based on SOM neural network. The proposed method firstly utilizes a morecomprehensive combination strategy to generate
feasible second order mutants based on traditional first-order mutant generation, and then construct accurate SOM neural network
according to the similarity of intermediate values in the execution of second-order mutants, and at last mutants are clustered based on such
model to achieve second-order mutant reduction and subtle mutant detection. This study uses the benchmark and open source projects to
verify the method. Experimental results show that on the one hand, although the number of mutants is very large, it has decreased
significantly through the SOM neural network, while the second-order mutation score level is the same as the pre-unclustered mutation
score. However, because the number of second-order mutants performed is significantly reduced, the time cost of mutation testing was
greatly lower than the execution of all mutants. On the other hand, subtle second-order mutants that facilitate the addition of test
components are found.

« FEGTH: K R F 22542 (61662051, 61262017)
Foundation item: National Natural Science Foundation of China (61662051, 61262017)
AR EH R RE A KA BB R TR 24 G i PR 08 B RN 2 R R AR
W R i Tl 2018-08-31; & B i): 2018-10-31; SR HI i [i): 2018-12-13

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



KA LT SOM AW E Mkt N5 AR 7 ok 1465

Key words: mutation testing; second-order mutant; SOM neutral network; mutant clustering; mutant reduction

A S AR I bl 30 i ) 0 R v N T N TR o R L 2 e i o e B ) AR N B s 1 R R
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A % 5 1 T L, A DR 2 (10 2 4% B By T A 5 T e L

HT— B 2% S AR 2H B 0 B A v A A S AR i 4 R B, K K 0 T AT T T DR e, 9k v B A e A
B R T I g v A% S 4R (subtle higher-order mutant) £ 28 i Sk 24 i e 48 Sk R A 9 4 81,

Ji R R A T e 2 S 0 S v At e g A S R T ) A R D T AR S K
T FEFR IO IAT TF8Y 15 A2 A7 A8 R 5 DR % 4L 45 T e 0, 33087 B AU Ak 4 o Bt i o vk e ol 7 P 1
o o T 5 R, 5 B A S A 1 il A28 T R T R A e IR A 2 R e B R TR R A A 0 (R e SR
L W AR AR AR L T AT AR A (2 SR 5] M 25 N T P B 2K v AR AN S M AR 7 78 20 (KD RT3 R b T AR
AR B b, AR T R O AT TT Y AELZE S F 21 w0 22 S 0 I 250 IR 350 22 41 1 52 B 1) % 1) A, AR S22 T T 5
T AR SR A SCAS M TR AR e A R AT R R e TR AR BL I AR TR 2 K 12 H TR AR BL T A S 4 A
T B A AR S A Al T SOM o 28 9 4 AR TR ST 1y ok R AT AR S AR SR 2K LLIK B 7S 0 R AR AR A
IRy /D A8 S A AT T8 AN B B A8 4 (subtle second-order mutant, s 32 5E S AR A e ph
47— B AR S A B Al R A1) % 6 (B P 4 5 5 I P B AR S A i ol TR A A 491 A% BB P oA A S AA) O 2R

AR LA AR TAE S 2 W R AT A B SR AE S 5 3 T BT T AT BRI A5 4
0 TR T AT B A4 5 5 T4 R SR IG £ R AT AR 6 T R A SCIN A .

1 #HxIE

FE AR ST IAR PG A R IR TR AR S A 1) 48 R T U R 1 5 SR AN [, DU R % 48 S AR R B8, A5 T
AT ) A AR DU 28 S R AN B T A A AR S5 A8 S AN B AR PR A 2% 57 78 43 P P20 A 4 1 4 e A S g i ik
L8 JFAE R g N — AN Bl B T 7 A 1 — B 28 544 52 Bk | Purushothaman 1 Perry TV 4030 B 2 Fe HH AR AE 4 %
il B A8 I A A B X SIS B TG VR AT ] — B AR S AR AT AL R T R 2% ) e A S A O T A SRR R

A AR .

KT BRA i B A2 e M A 5 vE AT R O IR 2 22 38 TE IR 2R 43 SCHR [8]RTAH S S dE AT T AR I 1) 5
S B e D SR S A B (0 VR TR A 3 RPN RIS YA 1 B R R R A I v R A T T R
() A TR M A ST, 5 2 o Ul 2 A S B 1 e 19 4 last-to st (1045 S5 B 8 B BT VA T AR (7] £ A8 5
S B ST 5 3 A el D A8 S AN, B A B AR T8 O T o IR K v B A S A i B e
10 53 A P R 2% 0 e TR ) S A RS A Y 1 R g e (12,2381,

5[] B B 20 2R A A S IR P 45 B T AR (0 B L% 5 1 5 08 T B AR S AR AR S A 57 2 1
Pt 2 AR W 1% 7 VA ok AR S A e T LA R TR R AR SR 20 D 2 7 A% S M A s B 75 T 4R Kk
Jp DL15.19.200 (i 527 15 9 W v gD — A S 1 e I L BB e ) 8 SR 0 A TR b R AT T B A S AR
SRR — o (4 5 i, BV ] SOM(self-organizing map) #14s k) % J7 30k 47 B 255,

SOM - if1 5 4 2 CROL I 33 o R 00 A i o 22 2R 495 10 10 00RO S 00 A T 1) — o FG A 5 4 o 2 S Wi 1 4%,
223 8 I 245 2 ) SR BB v 1) B AR AR B A A AT R4 0 O AT SR ST SOM At 28 T 45 (1 2% > SRR 2
W B A Y g T2 B2ty Ul Sl TR M BAR B Z) J) % IR IR 3R 5 W 4% 1) 4 ) 5 T AR,
JIT LAAZ 9 2% EL AT AR o (1 SR 2 i 77, 9 ELAE A% URAS 81 7 732 i .

SO T 5 B S R PAAT R AR A AU 1 BR 3 B T IR AT AR T R T SOM i 28 I 24 2R 2K
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2 FHETZMEMTRIK

TR AR SR IR 24 1 S B, A B AR AR A AT I R 1 R TR R AR B A T A A A A S A
AT B9, 0T LR 454 R 0 A0 A8 S R R M 2 4 R AT % s SRR 8.
21 MREX

Q) EANAR AR T AT AT IR B AT USRS R A SR AR S B 5 SR [ (1 AR A 2O,

b) A SRR BE g0 T AH R IR E A, 2 AT AT AR S AR R 7, R S AR R R R T I AT 45 SR AN
(7], DU 2% A S A e % 2 120,

c) AT EAN AR R R (conditionally overlapped mutants): $8 55 FAH [F] PR3 FH 491, — 41— B A% S A4 1 HR 1)
45 B ) B2 A T RE 2 4 1% A P 491 % ZE F — 41 AR S A T4

d) AR SRR R g AR S U ANIEAT B A AR AN e S S A B A R AR AT e 8
ANFEF S 13 300 45 5L 30 24 intermediate results of second-order mutants, & #4304 Irs;

e) AT B S AR S A AR S A T AR (R A 9, — 41 T A S Ak 1 o ) 4 AR IR (E AT g
2= Wiz IR B % P8 ) — 4 B A5 74K, 3¢ 4 second-order conditionally overlapped mutants, fiij B3 A
Second_CoM.

22 EHTZHENTRIKRG

19 5y F B A SCITHE 4 T B S AR S LI 1) o Java B B EAT B A6 A OC
RIZHF ROR MERIZEFF AOR 73 AEH TR 7 088 34758 74T AR L4 B I — > — 8 s ] 1(b)
Kl 1(c) 7 PR ISHVE FH T35 3 AT NS 7 AT A — A B As Skt & 1(d) 7.

1 int my(int A,int B){ 1 intmy(int Aint B){ 1 int my(int A,int B){ 1 int my(int A,int B){
2 intC; 2 intC; 2 intC; 2 intC;
3 if (A>B) 3 if (A<B) 3 if (A>B) 3 if (A<B)
4 C=C+A; 4 C=C+A; 4 C=C+A; 4 C=C+A;
5 else 5 else 5 else 5 else
6 C=C-A; 6 C=C-A; 6 C=C-A; 6 C=C-A;
7 C=C+B; 7 C=C+B; 7 C=C*B; 7 C=C*B;
8 return C; 8 return C; 8 return C; 8 return C;
9} 9} 9} 9}
(@) (b) (©) (d)

Fig.1 A Java example for related concepts

K1 MRS Java 7 il

CL(A=4,B=2)F: A MR EAE 43 3 B AT 5 7 A0 A e 4 45 S R B 15 B LR 1 .

B 1 s, — AT 28 AN AR AR L R S — 4143 Ak 28 A AR S AR ) 4 SRR S A
T AR Sk Second_CoM IR AT A B AT AR T L 6 A R SRR n B i R A e A S
ID 25 1,5,17,21 1 A8 S R ity o () 45 oA -8 8 R BT 204 1D 4 2,6,18,22 1 [ A8 S A i o ) 45 SR 6,48
RETHE 1D N 3,7,19,23 ) A ARt b R 45 oA -2, e H T 44 ID 4 4,8,12,16,20,24,28 1) AL
PRI 25 5508 0,748 R BT+ 414 1D 24 9,13,25 (1 B Ak i &5 20 8, 4 ¥ 414 ID 2§ 10,11,14,15
26,27 ) i AR S AR B A 455G 2. RZ RGN 6 LAE T I S I AR AR AR M S A R
A B AR [R] IR B A A0 ] R B LA T A — 21 P i 3 — A R e 4k 4 A7 B A BRI b 18 AT B AN R P LR
6 A R AR A,

MR R] LA 0 T At R B SN AR S AR DR A 4 AT o AR AR A e AR S A T & R T A
RIS LAk S0 AT R T 42 do 28 45 SR B — R bk LR AR — A T B B — AN AR e AR 4k g AT BT IX S 4
AT A Z B A8 S AR A EL 1T A0 IR 22 I 1AL 9T LAAS SCH H A SOM . 1 48 I 28 X6 4% A1 Z B 45 A8 S A 1 AT 28
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I8, LAl A AT B AR S AR FR) I )
Table 1 Intermediate results of second-order mutants for the example

TL Bl rh AR A v A AR

1467

ID At AT BRrETHE MRS Lo A S A Y ) 45 R
1 3~7 ROR;-AOR; A<B, C=C*B -8
2 3~7 ROR;-AOR; A<B, C=C-B -6
3 37 ROR;-AOR; A<B, C=C/B -2
4 3~7 ROR;-AOR, A<B, C=C%B 0
5 3~7 ROR,-AOR; A<B, C=C*B -8
6 3~7 ROR,-AOR, A<B, C=C-B -6
7 3~7 ROR;-AOR;3 A<B, C=C/B -2
8 3~7 ROR,-AOR, A<B, C=C%B 0
9 3~7 ROR3-AOR; A=B, C=C*B 8
10 3~7 ROR3-AOR; A=B, C=C-B 2
11 3~7 ROR;-AOR; A=B, C=C/B 2
12 3~7 ROR3-AOR, A=B, C=C%B 0
13 3~7 ROR;-AOR; AxB, C=C*B 8
14 3~7 ROR,;-AOR, AxB, C=C-B 2
15 3~7 ROR4-AOR;3 AxB, C=C/B 2
16 3~7 ROR;-AOR, AxB, C=C%B 0
17 3~7 RORs-AOR; A==B, C=C*B -8
18 3~7 RORs5-AOR, A==B, C=C-B -6
19 3~7 RORs5-AOR; A==B, C=C/B -2
20 3~7 RORs-AOR, A==B, C=C%B 0
21 3~7 RORs-AOR; False, C=C*B -8
22 3~7 RORs-AOR; False, C=C-B -6
23 3~7 RORg-AOR3 False, C=C/B -2
24 37 RORg-AOR, False, C=C%B 0
25 3~7 ROR;-AOR; True, C=C*B 8
26 3~7 ROR7-AOR; True, C=C-B 2
27 I ROR7-AOR;3 True, C=C/B 2
28 3~7 ROR;-AOR, True, C=C%B 0

3 ET SOM #HZ M4 B — M = F KA E 7 0%

F T SOM 145 W 4% 1) A8 S A 2 15 7 VL IR B AR HE AR 4n 1] 2 BT,
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Fig.2 Framework of second-order mutant reduction based on SOM neural network
K2 LT SOM 28 b £ () —Joi A 7 A 24 fia] FO HE 22
BT IR TS 3D R A B R PR R IX 3 NP R,
3.1 ZMERKMEE
WA 2 Fros A SO AR S AR B AR RS > B PR 3 ALK
B A R AR A AR S R R mudava BEAT B AR AR ) 7 AR
% SR R HH AP S A e T PR ke R L 5 RO S — I A S AR AL T B B AR S AR B AT RS AN R
B AR AR A — B AR S AR EAT 4, A8 70 AU RE P o 1R B2 2 e B DASRS 2.2 5 481 5 JEAT 1 B 28
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AT 7 MR FARE S 74T 4 MR SFARIAT 7 H G 77 4 28 > I AR 4K, RE S K IX A8 57t R
A1 AR AT R A 5 R R
(3) WA SR A B SR P A — B AR SR AR B AT B, SR 5 AR — B AR S A P AR S AT BRI AR R S A
AR R B0 B (T AT AR AR A T B AR AR AT IR ) I 68 S BRI i
A AR 1) 45 AR SO0 mudava T RFUEAGEEAT T8 0500 1 HiE T AR 5 557 AOR i il (18 2.
BE L g5 R AR AR A
NIRRT A, sl G ik 20 AOR S TAE T8 S ml LU I RIA 3
B < T ) 4 R R A S A Y java SCAE
BEGIN
P*ERER AR 5 1 2 5 Jri ik 3%
String mutant_Immediatelyresult=mutant.getLeft()+mutant.operatorString()+mutant.getRight();
1 R P 8 ) B2 T T A4 1) java SO/
out.print(“statement”);
AR S AR AN S ) G5 RAE AR S A A i
out.print(“System.out.printin(“+mutant_Immediatelyresult+")");
P78 S i VL M AR S B A B N SRR A log T/
CodeChangeLog.writeLog(class_name+MutationSystem.LOG_IDENTIFIER+
mutated_line+method_signature+log);
END
DACE BRIV SA A S5 AP A p T 2 SRR 23 AT S 2 P B A AN AR R A R 3R AT G SOM 2 ¥
28 IR R e
3.2 HFER RS TN E
ARICAEE T SOM FZE I 46 A8 S AL 7 I, B SE A0 W7 T SEM 4 1 W23 A S A B R
2 IR AR NN R JE . EZ LT 3 AN J7 I REAT 43 #r
(1) S2m0 B AR S AR 4 R A 0 i PR
24 AR A o ) R YRR AN TR IR, B AR S AR AR S A R BB, T A SRR B AR S A G o ) &5 2R
BEAT 3 BT, A . — B A S AR A D) i DR o A S A g R A AR S R 58 S U, 2 A R B 1 AR SR R
55 2 AR 5 1B 3 T A AR A P A AR S AL AR S AR AT G SR AEAT (R 0 2R A

AN z ~ - - N
HVw(l.y)=Vw(|,,m)o|_’| Vs n R TRAE, Vg B AL AL |

BRI T Varin

[RIBE 2 Vg 1pade

PRI 257 Variau

K3 5 Vi o
BRI 5 Vo2

Fig.3 Analysis of the causes of second-order mutants being killed
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W Va1V 2y
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Vw(l_z)%b‘iff\‘ﬁﬁ

Va2 ™=Vsspo2yo |_’| Varan B A Vo R TR AE |

Vinxa) # VeV zn l_’| Vi R BORIE, Vagoea, WA SE |

5 Va2V 2
Varxa® Vo)

Vot A Vi A5 |

Bk trant.
AR P A AR RORFEIN, AT RE R J5 DR B AL o K YA B S s I [ 3 AR R A R B,
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53 A P A HLBEAT 3 M it il
a. R 1A AR = 5 I A5 R (D Vi vy R )38 8B 48 S A48 2528, 0 AT 23 T 3 Al ol 73 4t
H Vnan 55 1 AR WA RTEA R LTS, HE 1 MR AIBITRE 2 BRan ER,
4 Vit poyo) H I, B2 0B Va2 525 5 8 5 96 S B 7. SR — W A5 5 A 98, 97 B £
Viawy)=Vmpoyo 2 15 T 18 B — B A8 AR AR TR 1 J A 2 58 2 48 5 s AR 5 I R 45 R (AL Vi, 2)) 3 ).
B Vi R RIE Vg BERFEIR BT Z B A8 S (R 45 R A8
o B Va5 B I L (P A 5 L A AT A 2 A5 5 N I 12 Vi)
AL BT LA Vinay)y T IEFEF S5 R 2B Vinayy=VYvwar X H Vinazp B85 5 SIRFEFA R T Vina vig
WL T A S ATE B Vi B T Voo A 2 FEI ST — A5 5 4 b A TE.
o VM(1,Y)iVM(1,po)o,VM(l,Y)?ﬁVWLzﬂ 1t B4 VM(1,Y) SYEFRIT A 1 A8 5 R T 45 AN [, B DL 2 3L VM(l,Y)i
Vinpoyo: B2 Vay#=Vmaan W Vuxa 7B Vnay b FFRESCE T ZBr 2 AR P EME, $ 30 Ve
Va2 B Ve B 58, Vi 2 B R FE I P BUT Z B 28 5 AR 3 R B8 B Vi vy 8 5 8, Vi 2) 8% 5 FE I S 3L
T =B AR m AR R I
b. RUEE 2 48 5 s S 5 1R 48 AR (Vge2y) I3 80 B0, U] SCRT 23 A 3 i ot 23
o V)T 248 5 SR TR A SR (W 5 AN R AR AR S I S AT A 2 AR S A AR A R 8 A Vo, 2)0) AH 7D,
TUAZABR BV mx )38 B B 28 S A A D8 AN S SCBE D — B A8 S AR R B8, 0T LATE. Vi 2=Vivpo.2o 5%
PF7F 38 AR S A R IE IR R Vi vy & BT Vi 8 55 28 Voo R AR ZEI S 30 T B 42
SRR
o 3 VM(x,2)=VM(1,2)|,FﬁU\ VM(X,Z)'%%%ET?%%NE,@EE VM(x,z)=VM(1,2)|-X Va2 F &5 R 5 RPN,
JITBA Vw238 BB A8 S AR A3 25 FE. B Vg, vy R AR T, Vi o) B S ZE IR 3 30T A8 S A4 B R A8
o VM(x,2)iVM(po,z)o,Vm(x,z);ﬁVM(l,z)|,U'llﬂHﬂ Vm(x,z) ST 2 A8 5 s U 45 FAS A, i 8 VM(X,2)¢
Vinmo.2)o: 2 Ve 22V ap BB Vi TE Vi) b TR R ESCE T Z B A48 S48 1 v [, 2 30 V22 VYina 2)1-
B Vi B TE Vo B AR FE IR BT B 48 S A Bl R SE.
O3B T AR AR IR TR B AR R T S R R  RE AR R) v R) Bl SRR AL B R A A TR
B S0 AR S AR I B 35 Vi) VY poyor VM(x,2): ViM(po,2)0: VML 21
(2) 23 b EAL I 520 B 3%
T RN AR S A AR AU, 5 P AR R A AR AR R A B DL R S S S A LS I = A
TR o (138 43 ACRE D4 0 1EAT U B, €] 4 s,

1[_If @=0b=0]c=<0) k’i;;:::;Dﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁ
2 return INVALID;
3| tri=0; S AR R AR e 4 Fn
4| If(a==h) T A S A R 2 4 TG
5 tri=tri-1;
6| If (a==c)
7 tri=tri+2;
8| If (b==c)
9 tri=tri+3;
10| If (tri==0)
11 If (a+b<c|la+c<b|b+c<a)
12 return INVALID;
13 else
14 return SCALENE;
15| If (tri>3)
return EQUILATERAL,;

.
HiNe)

Fig.4 Analysis of intuitive factors
Kl 4 B R R 2 i
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XPFRF A LAT 58 5 ATIEA) 40 it ROR A8 4 7 A1 AOR 28 5 851 w] LAFS B 58 1 AR ik
INF, DU 5F5 2 AR e A 1) 5 ARG ) B 24 25 TGRS A5 24 58 L AT R R O B 3 3 AT ~58 16 ATAF A8 e s 45 1
0T R 28 45 TG B LA 5% g B AR S A b TR 4 AR D B M ] AR e A L AR AT I
AT B 2

(3) R M Bk — B A% S5 A (R R 2%

R 5 e — 8 S A 1) SO, B0 Z B A e A b BB R 55 1 AR AR NS 2 AR AR R R AT (R E A A S
AR AR A M R BRI AR e A TR b, BR] R b B AN AR S A3 AR S IS AT AR R AR S N ) T £
%(TE‘JJ Vp(,poyo F Vp(po,z)o)\ P AN AR S 0 4 ) AR A JE IS AT A 0] AR S Hﬁﬂ‘]?ﬁ%(ﬂ)ﬂ Vm,po) F VM(po,2)|)\ ]
ANAR S 1 RIS AR AR S i R 45 R (R Vi 2)) 33 3, Vi pojo B Ve poyo BRI Vi poyo 8 A E 1 AL 7 6
RAAR S A 2 AN RUR R AR S I A TR 45 2R Ve 1 pojo TS TEFE 7> AR LI AN 2R 57t i ) R R ZE AR S I B 1
ANAR S5 IR P 5 TR Vpo.2)0 FH Vip(po,2y0 T DX 3104 A2 a1 .

L5 BT, A SCAE T SOM 4 48 I 4% 2R S I A A S 4 D - 491l AR s U . B ST BN Rk
MIEEES s ey Vmpoor VMx2s VMpozos Vmaars Vewpoor Vepozor Viwpoy Vo ,2)o-

3.3 SOMMHEZEM K& T

WA 2.2 T AT, 658 T R AR S A v ) g R B R R R R L IE T S R AR ) SOM R
I &%

R 5 2.1 745 P I 7 vE SR B — A% S A4 R B A S AR T ) 45 2R 0045 R T 8 A S i N 2T 4R 4
P 0 Fo B RS A B AT ASCIH G 3 4 AR S 1) SOM A28 I 4% 7E PyCharm 5 s3I, 3035 1) 3 0 IR
AL A& 5 PR,

#1. W HERGERBUE BRI AT IH— A 2
dataSet, old_ dataSet = normalize (dataSet)
com_ weight = normalize _weight (com_weight)
# 3t JJ7 A — L JE R s
for data in dataSet:
#2. FRRMANZ T
n,m= getWinner (data , com_weight )
# BB ICII N 4Bk
neibor = getNeibor(n,m,N_ neibor, com_weight)
for x in neibor :
j_n=x[0];j_m=x[1];N=x[2]
#3 . BUHTEHE
com_weight [j_n][j_m]=com_weight[j_n][j_m]+eta(t,N)*
(data-com_weight[j n][j_m])

Fig.5 Implementation of SOM neural network algorithm
5 SOM #ili £ b £ 535 1) ST
HAZ L2 ) FAE B W HARSZII T
(1) #asith
A SRR A5 B A J AN B8 45 dataSet, A I 2R BEH LI 4 AT BEAT 17— AL AR 31 58 4 2 v & ph
JUXT R [ N R AL 1) 4 com_weight(=1,2,...,m),m Sy %tk =40 & e B 6 kAT I3 — 4 AL 23— i 7 L
K@) A 3(2), 1 L ATAR LI RS 4 N7 (0) 12 ST R BH BER 0.9.

dataset — _dataset N
|| dataSet ||
= T com_ weight;
com_weight =—————1_ (2
" |lcom _weight; ||

(2) SHRIRMEAZ T
AR 52 Wiy 5 2 S A% 16 o i) 5 R PR R 38 AR SO SR A 22 T 19 o 575 300 554 A RE AR 5 UL 1) 2 (1 1K
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JURAREE R (A d). BITH SR NS 4R dataSet VA —1b 5 U 55 50 4 J2 vh 3T A 2R 0 R 1R 1A R )
com_weight;(j=1,2,...,m) I &K JUELAFBE 25, 4 23 20(3):
d, | dataSet - com _weight |~ /3" [dataSet - com_weight 3)
P 25 S5 /N 8 T0 A AT 55 4, 0 BE 8 A/ R P 2 T AR BB R B R B R O — 2K,
(3) JE CHLMESRIL NJ ()
DUk 461 28 70 A PR B 5 — AN AR 4, 12 A7 2 (10 90 FBLPR DA DI AT 3. 188 LA ™y v 4 € s 220 1) 00 I 40
A NG (), BERTAR A8 Ak N7 (0) B8R, I i At v N (t) LA I 6Bk T4 £ 18 o i e 4
(4) VREEAE
PRI NG () P9 T A5 1 s E AT AR R, R i A K () .
com_weight; (t+1)= cmtij (t)+eta(t, N)((ﬁr;?@t—c’OW_WTghtij (t)),i =1...,n,je Nj(t) (4)
e, com_weight,, (t) 7R 7c i 6 j IR 209 BUAE; O<eta(t,N)<L K% ) 36, 1 —ANARIRN 45 i AMHiZe o6 5 1k
PR TC 2 1) R A1 B S N B8 B, Bt 5 2 >0 3 e i 2>, B 8 4 ) R AR/ T 3R rp .
(5) FFrH—fbab
A ) 1 00k Y LS, 15 2 0058 ) A TR A ) 5, RO N A S R A S ) ) = AT A — L I B s
E7,24 eta(t,N) <etam;, B 45 I ZR AT L i T3 AT 20 3R (1), H B % ST %24 0.
5 A R 285 M2 187 1 o AR S AT R 3 1 6 S AT B i S AR
PLE 3 /N R AR SO R 7RI 3 AN ER, e A 4 B RE P vh 1K 55 2 B, 3 HLIB0 D 2 e AT T4 1 T 4
AR R R, BRI AT 40 B AR B T4 5 VR IR IE A PR RN R

4 IBESIR

9T J0 7 AT R AR T S 00 35,30 SR Shiin 25 PR L A0 A S R B0 BV ME 4 %)
ARSI 7 A% O BEAS AT 4 AT RIAE W A 2 DA 3 5 R 1) 2 S A St 8 F 140 1 =R P 11 U 12
R ZAE S22 A BE A U BH AN AR S 402 75 RE A8 7= A A1 [F) 45 S Dy fi, v 450 PR T 10 B AN (28) 4% e A4 1 25 SR 5 TR
T 1) i A A () (]S, B 488 7 9 At 2 ik T B A e AR ) b ) 45 SR 1) L AR AT 11, BT LA R DA 12 HE S k4T 1
T 23 AT IR WA e A 5 TR JOEAT 02 o T R ALE 1, D28 S Ak 24 87 R A SO 8 i — o 2 S5 4.
41 TRIKARIRLHT
75 A58 53 HT FHAIE B, NS T~ SOM At 28 150 445 (14 58 8 2 AR vl Iy g A v AR 3k — A Z B 2% S A DA i 7 — e
AR AR, DURICRERR TP I3 1 A B A8 S A4 R W3R4T 23 W (S Bn b, AR A58 i A8 e A v e L) 7 B 58 A
AT B A8 S A4 2 BE ALV ). 25 2 4 30 10 = B 4% S A4 Rl 4910 2 A e 7™ 2R B0 4 3 — A48 S A — 254 Mgy A, 28
KIEA N A, D558 MLM2,.. . MN, B3t /2 S_Coms={M1,M2,..., MN}; {5 & % M1 = BLATAE 4K m A, 43 5
TR B4 5 M1y, M1, MLy B 15 N AR 1 IR S A P 1) B 28 S A (i AN B0y, BT B ML AP ) B A S
AN SO y IR BUE ML b AR 2 — AN 38 S A A DA J R 9 it B M Lyg 48 D0 JE0 A, SRR ML e ) 97 A e ) v
[F) &6 5 TR AR AR mT A S R om ok
VM1 eM1,3teTS,—d(t, M1y, M1)=1(i=2,3,...,m) (5)
Herpd Rom R 22 40 (WIFR 22 93). AR 22 4 267 T RE 2 1) ) 2 e kP24 o 28 3R (6) PHAE R,
1, pxFlpyiz T BAE
det. px.py) = {0, pXFIpyIZ 1T 45 FLAH [F] ©)
TEBRRAEZE o J A T A s R R I 9 3 B B T A 2N (G) HIEEL M1y 1B R AL R R ML 5
M1, (2257 1.
AR(6) Trn T AEAH RN G F, WUR AR 5 RIS AT 85 AR, ZE 4 d il L5 Sy 0. 28U, R H 1%
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HE SR TR AR S AR S A 2 T 1) 22 e PRI T R A R,
d(t,M1,M1,)=0, i=2,3,.,m -
dt,M1,Mj,)=1 j=23..,N;k=12,.,y
Hop Mjge R BB R A T AR R % A B8 T 1R 58 ) B A 3 A B A AR [ i A e i
{0 e ) &5 R CEP res). b ) — A% 0 B R S A LA AE W9 s, BB G0 R 22 43 (KB O AR ] A v () — B 2 S 4
RANFE W Irs, A Z 5 d (A 1.

454 N A (B) AN A 2 (T), A8 3 1) o A% e A (1 240 17 Dt B P VR QR 4

VM1, e M, YMij, € (M,, —M1),3t eTS,W%:{

VmieMy,,3teTS,d(t,m1,mi)=1 (8)

=vmie) ' Mi3teTs,d(tml,mi)=1 9)

~VmieY ' Miy,JteTs,d(t,M1,,mi)=1 (10)

SPAT A B A AR S 2 TR B A e A L AL, 4 AR I+ (11)

Horp 22 50(8) 1 May 42 B — B A2 S 44 2 20 (9) b MR iR T AR A 2 5U(10) P My TR ER T AT A
AR S A A A SO BN iff 58 IRRAE B P e T AR AR D 1) B AR S Ak B A AR B Dh e A A AR S B A
Liitie, WZ AR G P AT 33— B AR e A2y B A A ARL I o R A A P R BRI B S AR TR B 1 SRS R A
8 AR AR R T R
Zr ETR, B bR A SO R R G ) A AN S A R 22, HLAS 520 J5 SR B A% S A R
2 L (B U DA 5 IR 3R R G ).
42 REBZMETREKEBIES T
P4 7 122 R I ek — B A S A ) T 3 AT A0 IR A SOM A 28 I 28 R 2K 5, 6 380 5 — DX 1 e ik
AR e s T A R A S P R B A S A, B ECH AN [ A3 T A T P B e A e, B Ay R B ) B
L AR S A K G AR S A A B AT 1 8 SR B xR B 46T B AR A
B A oy
d(t, po,mi(l, po)) =1
A Yt e TS, {45 12 d(t, po, mi(po,2)) =1 (12)
d(t, po,mi(L,2)) =0
L po AVEFRITmi(L,po) R 1 AR S s AR S AR 4 S R AR, B 2 AR S R R AR AR S AR S AL B A 2
(6) R %1, WA 22 43 RE R R % AR P AR — A B A e A 5 U A9 K132 AT 45 B O, B A 20 (12) T HH TR
SR T ) B A Ak
AR A AR SC 5 3k I 5 R H A U A8 1) ek o A e 4, B 5 Ak B A A 2 (13) I o AR Sk
d(f, po,mi(L, po)) =(1,0,...,.1)
a1, VE e TS 445 1 d (T, po,mi(po,2)) = (1,0,...,1) (13)
d(f, po,mi(L,2)) =(0,0,...,0)
S A py R 451 R0 2 43 35 48 T T R e 35 22 AN AR TR S B Bk i A S A et O R B L R
81 AT O, DU E AT A B 2 A 255 11 (T Ay 748 S A T i A e A S0 i P 4810 8 9 1 A R B T4 28 1 AN J — AN T
B RFE), AL Y30 (1,0, 1y AT O, A A WU HI 491 P DA BEAZ AR S A4 B ) 22 AN Bl 90 T 4k 3 Bk
A S AR 1 3 R T A P R 2 ) P AT 40 b R A ) ik U, R DL B AR S A i R ) 6.3 iR
B0 B 5 AR e AR i 481 R A 1R K B [ L R R A R AE. B 6(L)~ B 6(3) R T B I AR S ARTE R — AN
SR RIEN 1% TR SRR B 3 AN IR t1~t3 TP AR R AN IR R B R G R AN AR e B AR S
Jii % AR AR SO AN RERE 3 AN IR 51 % 28, BT 6(4) B s . b s 55 45 3 400 38 FH 491 2K A8 78 1% Bk — o A%
SR RN E 6(5) ;1B 6(6) &7s M) B R AL R Ak TP AT 2 AN KRG B A2 S A4 AR S B AN [R] B i AR Ak
T VB (kP 91 (2 P 6(7) T 7 ), A5 12 ik o 73 e Ak e 7% B8, P LA s i 4 2 1 Jo 2

dmieM

ImieM
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(2)
/% ST 91 13
mi

— AN R &#%H’J;Iiﬂzﬁzj‘

(6) 0]
BT B — AR S AR ER) 22 R e DAy A ek B A S (RS I ) DR 2 ) 2

Fig.6 Mathematical model of finding subtle second-order mutants

Bl 6 B IRE i —  2 Sr f [1 H o  Y
Bt 22 A DN B £ 22 A Bk — B 232 S A DT ) IR 81 i I 83 4 A 22 20 R e m] 3R Ok

Imi e M, Vi e TS, 15 : Imi e M,,, vt e TS’ f#45

d(t, po,mi(, po)) =(1,0,....1) d (¥, po,mi(L po)) =(10,...,1)

d(f, po,mi(po,2)) =(1,0,...,1) — =@ 1§ (¥, po,mi(po,2)) = 1,0,...,.1) (14)
d(f, po,mi(1,2)) = (0,0,...,0) d (T, po,mi(1,2)) = ,0,...,0)

FCep T S I A G 0 L I 22 3 5 K 7 7 F d(F, po, mi(1,2)) = (1,0,...,0) , Bl B AN A8 57 45
YR AR S I PR S At i) AT B v o e 0 491 R 2.

I o A 0 B R E SRS AR SC I 4 7 VA REAT 14 43 B R B G A A A SC T B 77 3 TR A o S AEUSE o
Sy Bk T H LA A I 2R ) 0 BN AR SR B DT VA AT T HE S UE W] A W T O R IR S PR A R T
oK B NS0 5 AUE T 5 T7 VA R SEBRBOR.

5 RBRERN

51 LIEE

(1) FEFPRISLH IR

A0 E S I AN 20 M 1 SR AE R B = A JE (Triangle) ™ 12450 4 oh [v) B (Mid) 712405k - 47 3030, 9K )5 48
ALK () 52 F e TTUS 55 B Snake /41 B BATT & F2 6 Shopping k3 1iE 77 32 i ml N 1t R0 2501tk SR AT
85 Eclipse HBOT R IR, 5556 (19— 28 57 B 50U (19 mudava TR 24, 3896 JR 28 5744 1 SOM 24
28 TR 5 AR B UERR 7 v R0 sl 481 e VR T SCHR[12], 5 A Pk 30 H DRI A B SCiK b 87 AH ] 1R T H 2R i LA
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AP 1 T BN 5 P00 P B8 R A S0 DAY A O[] Bt RS 10 45 SRAT 40 o i 22, e LAAR SO 45 L~ 35 1.
() ZRrET
RS U e 26 A P 2 S A D YR AT S 3 AR R A R A5 R DB S (AT oh SR IS A
R RIS LN AT I8 FATAE AT R BER LR R, T IR 7 AN 8 AL o T 2 BORE e ils &5 P B it BL AR 1
U0, T R A S B B AT e AR M HAE B LR 2,

Table 2 List of mutation operators

x2 BRETIIR

RRHT AEFR
AOIS Arithmetic operator insertion (short-cut)
AOIU Arithmetic operator insertion (unary)
LOI Logical operator insertion
ROR Rational operator replacement
Col Conditional operator insertion
COR Conditional operator replacement
AOR Arithmetic operator replacement

I,
o AOIS FREARBEAFN AT AN ERAERT, 20 51 4 “++,—7 A8 7m0 AL 4 0 “a=>a——"";
o AOIU R/R—JCHEARIZESRAN AT — AN ERAERF, BE«—" AR S 5 1) 48 S 45 U “a=—a”;
o LOI RIREMIBHFFHN S — A RIERE, BT~ A5 55 21042 5 W if (b==a)=if (b==~a)";
o  ROR H/RKRBHEF R A 6 MEERF, 2000 <, < >, = ==2" A 5 fUN A 74l “a>b=a<b™;
o COl RIRFAMIBHLFHEN AL G — MRIERF, BI“r A8 7 S AR S 46 i “a<<0=1(a<<0)”;
o COR HIRFAB LT AW E I RAERT, 20 0 N && |7 A8 57 AU AR 540 Ll (a& &b) = (alb)™;
o AOR RNEARIZERTR e, 105 5 MNMEAERT, 7050 0y “* .1, %, +,—" A8 5 25 1) 748 43 U “ (a+b)=(a—b).
52 IWERKRAH
ASSC I SRR I BATR JUAS 7 T i BT 42 J7 325 8 75 ok 2D — B9 248 S A AN 550 T 48 J5 VAR A8 e 78 43 o & 15 5 )
BT 75 1k B A AR ARG AR S IR I ) 48 ; B 4 7 vk e 107 B0 28 g, — A% S AR5 BA B JLAN I T B AT i S5 5
(1) =W AR AR HO S
H T AR A ST VL R D I AT ) T AR S AR AN B S AR SO OTVE AR e i R T AR AR 3 e — B
i AR S AR A B LA, DA I AR S A AN 00 D DK, 9 RN SCIR[11] 07 3 (3 0 © A 77 15 B A 38 B 1% SR
R R
o TSR b R P ) Ta) RN A ST I AR e () ) R — S0, RIS R SR e IR AR R AL S AR R
B AR S A AN BOE AT 240 15 5 17 At SR 50 T v B A S A 11 240 1 DAl o o — B AR e R T R AL A DUIE
S AR S AR BRI H IR, 5 AR SO il AR O 22
o HRZSCHERAE & P e i 50 2 — BR B A 5 v A8 e K, HAZ R S0 2 i it e 4L A R M — R
SRIR ST L v AR S A 240 7 1) SC 38 12 SR I A B A SR AR, i DA IR LA D X B X 4.
S5 R RS B 3.

Table 3 Number of first-order and second-order mutants generated for benchmark programs

R 3 MR AN B A A e A B

I Ji ik — AR R TR AR AR KA
Triangle [REEDR7S 219 47 557
A5k 219 62 369
Mid [RESWIRIS 119 13935
AT 119 24 756

o O 7 A B AR AR I 7 148 ] (K9 /2 LastToFirst DifferentOperators I, 1% 5% g 2% 75—
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R A )G T R A AR 2 A A 0 38 R P o R SR 21 A Wl 8t s A O 78 2 5 AR T T eT g H I AR
YA, SR A A A T I 20 SRS o — B 28 S (A AT 2 5 A 0 B 78 e A B R AT SRR )G B R S AN B L
A S5 AT B AR S A D AR R R R, Rk AR 4 R 5.
Table 4 Number of second-order mutants after filtering for Mid
F 4 Mid FHLL S I AR e R =

Jivk bRENE]] I8 JT B e AN B 75 10 )55 9D % (%)
RS t1,t2,t3 20 99.86
tl 17 99.93
A5 t2 19 99.92
13 15 99.94
Table 5 Number of second-order mutants after filtering for Triangle
F 5 Triangle ik J5 1 — i A% S A8
Jivk URENE] Ik G AR AN 75 38 )i k2D (%)
SRS t1,t2,t3 52 99.89
t1 19 99.97
RITTIE t2 25 99.96
t3 23 99.96

VI S5 W AR S A A ST VA AR SRS BERE AR > B A S AR B — B AR S A

W 3 s, A AR AR A S5 VR R SCRR 110079 AR B — B A8 S AR (R 0 28 ) S B B e e — 20 vl 4L 5
B VAL AR SO VAR R T 2 I AR SR gt Triangle FRFPIT &, ©AT 7710 26 1 8 1 I AR R R 1 A
Hh A7 557, 1A SCIFVENE ST 62 369 A i e A4, I A R T 78 0 B RE I P B S 2R i L T 3K 4 ISR B
AL, 7 T, R AR SR AR IR SR AN B b, b SRR L > T AR 25 50— O i, s A T B ARSI VR AT
TR R AR S A, i LA Triangle A, C AT T VAR T 99.86%, 1 A S5V kb A A2 /by 99.929%6. X K W,
H T SOM Hi 2 M 45 1) — i A2 7 PR SRR RE 6 A1 280 b — I 22 S AR 4

N T WAUEL R 2T A AT K 4 & 5 TP ARSCITVER CUAT 75 150 1 I 1R ok 2 i 1 2 S S 3 O
(f T ARy TG FE AR 35 73, 3 b @=0.05), 45 2R L3R 6.

Table 6 Result of the significance difference analysis of reduction rate of
second-order mutants for benchmark programs

R 6 SLAERL P AL SR AR AR B 2 R T IR AR

7= 5 F P-value F crit
Mid i i mi Ji5 ok 2D 4 () 147 0.006 743 18.512 82
Triangle fifi i §if /5 J /b 2 24 1) 484 0.002 06 18.512 82

X6 MGETHae L B3 22 b AT o0 A, ARAS R n] LB W ZEMERE /F Mid R Triangle ¥ P-value #4/hF
0.01, Ut W 4 4 Bl B 4% B M 2= R A e KT 99%, R AT 5 O ikl bR =508 B LA
Gl m X R 2R B E Y SE T SOM #2925 1) — [ A8 e R TR 2R RS AT ki /D> — B AR Ak AN B

(2) BRAN LML

h B UE AR ST 16 AR S 70 43 B A 1 S HEAT — R B R R A A0 B LR I SR R IR B R S R
— AR AR A R A B B AR R LR 7 S R A e A e R SR I B RS B LR 8 IR 9, R A A
FEM LE B AE B 10,09, B A8 SR 78 43 BE VT 5 7 700 R % 100 AN AR B AR Je ik R 2R AT 20 MR
A 10 MEARER M B8 SR 4 5 28,110 10 MR EL 34 60 AN B A48 S 4k, A8 5 7893 15 0 60%.
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Table 7 Number of mutants under test cases for benchmark programs

RT O IEER I AT A SRS

iy Jiik PR — B R AN 5 VEII — B A8 e AR A 4L
Triangle [REEWARIAS 28 12
AT 28 13
Mid RESDIReS 36 10
A5 36 13
Table 8 Information on the number of first-order mutants killed

by executing test cases for benchmark programs

8 HLUERR AT I 9] I R SE ) — B A S AR A B 4 6

(g Jiik BRI —B A Tk | WHBEAREN— A RE | Sh—mERd | B
Triangle RESDIRrS 26 2 0 28
9 A% 26 2 0 28
Mid RESDIRER 32 0 4 36
ATk 32 0 4 36
Table 9 Information on the number of second-order mutants killed
by executing test cases for benchmark programs
F 9 FEUEFR P PAT IR B B R BT AR R AR B4 R
&y Jiik BERFEM Y Ak | B RRIE I Rk | S B RA | BRI
Triangle RESDIRER 11 1 0 12
9 AT 12 1 0 13
Mid REEWIRN 9 0 1 10
AT 12 0 1 13

Table 10 Mutation score of first-order and second-order mutation testing for benchmark programs
F 10 FLHERLFPIG— B R AR R 9 AR B 5 4

(g Jj ik B R 7Sy FE (%) AR R S A Gy (%)
Triangle [REEDRFS 92.9 91.7
AT 92.9 92.5
Mid [SESWIRFS 100.0 100.0
K T7 100.0 100.0

R 8 AR 9 JEoR T A7 MK P A2 7 R R AU I LA B IR X P R TA5 B3R 10 A8 57 78 70 B2 LA
SN AT T IR I AR AR RIOR FE T % AR R AR BT AR AR ) AR R R ORFE. LR 9 = TR
HERE 3 2 51, AR SO 3 05 i AR AR B A AR O 12 A UHR KR 12 AR B 22 e AR R AL,

& 10 ®J 40,

o U ASOITRR T ) T AR S5 78 03 JRERN [ AR 5 78 Oy AR . L = AR D 0, AR SO i R AR
SRR S TS 70 BE A 92.5%, B8 CL AT SCHR K 91.7%, SN AR — i A% 5t 78 73 FE AR SR [7, 111 BT ik,
2 AR R TS FEA B A S 78 0 PR AP AT I 3 WY A S AR R K e e, RIS S R 2R R 1
B A A AT AR B IR R
o iUy AR T RSO T VA O R AR S 78 03 BE R SCRR [11] SR B AR R S 0 B AR WAL
JTRTT 55 CA J7 A G, BENE I8 AT SE A 250 /B AR S A A B ) AR S S A0 T
N T A AZ T3 82 (0 AT IS A AR AT 280 AR SCAE P S R K [ T 5000 H A0 /N AL AT AT AR 1 R e R A

B 11,
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Table 11 Information list for practical projects
F 11 SEAWEAE RS

EES EIROE AT 5
Snake(github.com/JiaxinTse/Snake) 13 2160
Shopping(“MJT %) 12 1560

FErh,Snake J&—AN T U5 ) T Z B0 0 K T Ik BRI g g B s 3 ) 1) Ui S B S B AT I
KB K a] LV IR Shopping J&—AN H S /N SSH HEZE T & 1 FL 1 R 0, - BRI e A LT SR i . - A 2
T i L

i FASCHR AL & S fs Snake 15 H A Shopping T H A — [ 28 5 A2 & A= e 2% S 4, e o g
fF R 12.

Table 12 Information of mutants generation for practical projects

12 SHIH K28 5 R A i) B A B

UEEATS AVES — AR R B AR S AR
Snake Obstaole,Foodset,Cre_atNode,SnakeNode,Move 131 10 414
Windows 15
Shoppin ProductAction,UserAction,AdminAction 91 12126
pping ProductEntity,UserEntity, AdminEntity 84
HHEE 12 el g, BAR I E AR AT R 2 AR th T Horh Z 808 A S th A 1A E5, lr Snake H GUI A0HS, i%38 4%

AR ARL 1) B A 1k 4 VR 5 22 (P B AR T SR B0 ] 6, G000 8 T ) tH B Ve ), B i A E AP ARRD R 2 i DL — i A
FARIFAZ W Snake — AR AR HCY 146 A

BEL 2 300 1Y 32 BT R 20 A0 A5 F L 2R b FRATT SO AR 0 AT 43 A, SE S b AR AR 0 28 2 O T A AR A
ohy 0 UE G w] R AT B I BA G T 1R A8 AT S 6, 3 e 0 48 9 A B ORAIE R 8 4 3 110 A8 e 1 Tk
FELE A F I A9 T BEAT 43 A, T AT 71200 A B A I3 481 1) 2 S Rk A 20 5 0 58 2 1) o 2 S 0k 7 2 S8
RIS 1) — B A e AR 7 4 S AR B, F LSRR AR SC 7 vk 1R n] 182 4 L AR A LR 13,

Table 13 Mutation score for practical projects
F 13 SHIIH A F AR5

T H 4 PR AN SRR R RN R RN TS A BE (%) IRE S R R A 78 4 B (%)

Snake 146 10 414 13.68 13.73

Shopping 175 12 126 14.76 14.69

B 13 WAL PN H PR AT AR SR AR, B AR S AR IR 7 S R AR S 7R 40 Rk R
1 Snake ) —Fir A8 5 A8 20 O 13.68%, Uik Jo B AR AW A8 4 O 18.73%. i SCHR[7, 1107 0,2
B A 5 70 43 SR — B 28 S 70 4 JEE B AU IS, 2 W] B S A 24 ] 1) 8RB A N B e 1 B R 1 BT g vt i
5 S A A M 0T S o R B AR S X A 4 N R S I AR S DK 7 4 B R B A S S 4 A, 20T
W IR 14,

Table 14 Result of the significant difference analysis of mutation score
before and after filtering for practical projects
14 TR HT IS RS9I AR R A 0 L 2 M2 R A A ) A AR
ZE YR F P-value F crit
4111 0.027 778 0.894 863 161.447 6
M 14 ha] DL 2 35 1 22 e 23 B 45 SR (1) P-value 2k 0.894 863, K T 0.05, 15 B P9 240 Hodls A & 2 35 1tk 2
fR AT BEPE /N T 95%, 3 W AR SCUT VL I 16 J5 i A 5 78 70 PR — B AR S AR 7 43 BE A 2 0
() HNFA] -4 A 5 T G 7 — B A8 S A 1) S B

© hREE

AMFUFEEHT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn




1478 Journal of Software #t#F% 4% Vol.30, No.5, May 2019

AT Ay B 6 . o 7 A 1) 2 6 75 60 4 S o AR S AR AT 3o I A A S T DA AT TR R R AR A
PR AE P A% rPgR S — i A8 S A B T RF A, PR A IR 6 o 8 S5 AR A8 S5 A 240 BT FK) NS T 8 1) I 23 #

N T8 UE AR SC 5 5 RE A B4R AL IR ) 4, 1] IR 58 A T B ik — 2 57 A I 30 1) B85, e LA Sz B o 0 A
FEUERLF Coordinatel™ AR o I 78 43 TUAR A (B IR AL 1 AS 6 A FE A 38— 2% S AR, 346 A SC 0 140 F 11
[F)FH SCHRL7] b AR I [A) EAT B AL

a) I I A R S5

AR S TR SCHR (71669 75305 (A 2 SCHRVZ ) BT 387 1 T) A g Bl I 1) 7 4 . SI 360 75 AR AT 4 98 1) sl LA, i AN
SEPAT SR ) I3 4 38 AT I3 Coordinate 2 /7 T3 i) ()45 5 WL 15,

Table 15 Average time cost of executing mutants for programs

R 15 FEP AT AR AR 2 [ AR

8] ¥ #E
Ty ik AR S Ak R () WEARBIEAT B | RIUEGR | RIUBRE AR
e | BRI E() | B AEREI(S) | SRR (S)
SCHRIE o o ¥ 39 685.000 39 685.000
A5 756.826 38 010.099 0.067 80.900 38 847.892

M 15 Al A, — 5 T, BAR SR AR 2 bt ) e 4K AR SR 285 19 A8 e A4 ag AT A 9] 1) et (] 4R 8 55 —
I, A ST A BT 4R 07 VR AE % B R A8 S A ol B L B2 SR T 2 v A R DD TR R 2> T — 2 n SeiR R A T
39 685.000s, 1fij A< 3¢ /7 V& WIME ] T 38 847.892s. 13 B AL 3L J7 v e % vk /D B2 )3 AT I8 B I 4520

D) & I B, 7 S A [ S

T IR AR S UV e % R T R I AR S A, S v A A RS RS S T8 BRI L AR R TR A
O AR SR A 7 BTN, DA% SCHR 7 RN A S T R I R (1 R B AR S R 1S B B AR S R Yy
AR S AR IR R T g AR SRS ) AL e i B EH B A AR R IE . B A AR R AE (R 3 AL )
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