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Abstract: Combinatorial testing can effectively detect faults caused by the interaction among the parameters of the system under test. In
its 30 years of the development, covering array generation has been one of the key research areas, and relevant research articles have
reached more than 200. As effective algorithms to generate covering arrays, existing tabu search algorithms have some advantages on the
size of covering array, but there is still much room for improving the solution quality and calculation speed. Furthermore, the practical
application of the existing algorithms is poor, because they can neither take account of constrains nor generate variable strength covering
arrays. To solve the above problems, this paper proposes a new tabu search algorithm. Three improved aspects are presented. 1) The
process of parameter tuning is divided into two stages: pair-wise and climbing to ensure that the optimal configuration is hit with a
minimum number of configurations so as to further improve the size of covering arrays. 2) In order to improve the speed, the algorithm is
parallelized. 3) Constrains and variable strength handling are added to make the algorithm adapt to various test scenarios. Experimental
results show that the proposed algorithm has the advantage on the size of various covering arrays, such as fixed strength covering arrays,
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variable strength covering arrays and covering arrays with constraints. At the same time, the parallelization results in the increase of
average speed of the algorithm by about 2.6 times.
Key words: search based software engineering; combinatorial testing; covering arrays; tabu search; parallelization
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HAEMIXAEH 53R CA(covering arrays)fF 24 Wi FH A9 48, & W) J AT 50 P 2 2 — A 78 it 8 A4 ol il 78, B
Gl Bt ELAA IR A I 2R 4, 70 9 A R 0 2 2 TR R TR TR AR I — AN R T /N R 9] 4, LR TR ORAIE A i
oA BE D AT R R R T R AR IR BOA . B T2 R AR AR A OB IR B & — A NP R L [ P A 2 L R
SHHAT T2 WAMIBETT 3 0 TR 2 0513 3K 880506 B A 3 28 snn skl ik I R R
B J7 v 10N Kt T ik Rl D A R FEAS TRREIN F B  R (E L B 8 R B B AN B R R BRI B
Lo¥E BARTE 40 A BR A, A L AR B ) 7 5 R B AR A f K. Bk Uy A B B R U R VE I R R
PR kA R A LT R SR I R R R ISR B i A /N MR T B 2, L REAN 2
SR e S B A B R T AT AT R I 2R 498 30 AR i 22 A I 9 38000 1 R R R A R B S il ek
IR () 482 ), AT T T — R B R T LS AR T A6 A v, R R SR R SR AT 1
S B A T ok 1
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Table 1 Test model of mobile phone call function
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HL 3 F AL IELEFT FEEA]
IR N I e AN HRRF D A2

AR T T TS S AZ L AR LA OSSN (R o 3, 38 T DAREAT 2 ORI m] A g B Ak
HLHEAT TS SR IFAT I8 T 4 s5 R ARG S th T — RS, RGTHVPAS T T 8 th Sk L .

95 1A A A NRA SR ER L TS AR i o R A T ARE. 5 2 1Y HEAT TS ZE R o 3R e B 2 B0k
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Table 2 2-Way covering arrays of mobile phone call function
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11 end
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14, end
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i 9 5 A AR e (1 2 A O SR [25] 7 (/0N 5 — 7 T A S A de DK 7 6 2 A B2 Al FE I DA b A S
H4 SCHR[25] H A28 =K RIS 2 PRI, 2 X 3 000,6 000,9 000 25 1L

25 LTI AR SO S S5 A R R I 2 S R U A

o (BEXNZ=EEZXNZ 1R KE=3)
o (EBXNZR=HINE 1HETBKE=H)
o (ZERXHZ=FEEWE 1ZEZKE=9)
o (BRXNZ=EERXNE 2,45 2K E=3000)
o  (ZERNH=FEZBIE 2,55 5K E=6000)
o (BEXZ=2EZXF 2,25 2K E=9000)

4) ARIF A AL
P 5 AR N P TS IR AR R e B v s T 3SR R s UK B R R A T 3R 3R AT R LA R T 48 i, TR
A58 o6 H P e IR T [ AR B R AT W N 4 B



IH EBERARNBRE R 3671

o APseR i 1 BEALIL HURE B o R8T FOF RS O

o ARIRpR L 2:F G, BEHLLE R K B T 5 R o SZ A RS T SR BEALAE ORI 1 s A d e,
TEPERE ST e NI R Bl EAT HH N R B T4

o ARIERA KL 305 AR e K 2 KA, HUTHE AR AT

o ARIRA KL 41 G BENLIE R — D ARBEL B oL RS, TS A B SR 2o A M BT B Bl e e PR
A B ANIRE S REAT HH R IR B 2

DA 48358 o K RS AR 5 OB iU 548 SR AR B R B o ) € e LB 22 T USRS 4 4R egy

B 151, X 40 5k R FA AT 150 .

101
, y . 1

R AR 26 R CA(42,2°) I A B A2 h WA AERE S 40347 T IRIEAVIE BUR SRAF IO RERE S 4 Sog AR,
111

GBI AE 2 AR 8 oL, 700 (pa=0,p2= 0)$ﬂ(p1—0 pa=1), 3 m1,pi A H i1 I <B) NS H B BLFE N
R 75 415 N (p1=0,p2=0), WA 3 Fl & el vl ak BT 53X — 41,20 900 4 H S[A[A1E 5Ok 0. S[2][2]11& 5k 0.
S[3][1]1& %A 0. 1%%*&5&‘3%*%&@]%5*%&?‘?%,%?%%%“ BT EEAT R s A K S[AIME SN 0)5,S IR
WAL i LA B0 0, R % AE B A2 SR M =0-2=—2. [F] B, n] 510 25 2 Bl s 55 3 FEE S IR s AR 7090 4 1,048
Fi 0k HOR S A Bm /I (0 5L 00, UG B2 1 RS 20, RIDH S[1][2112 50k 0.

VE R B, S AR T S 7 R AR R e A A TR A, B B T TR i 4 R U
T2 IR 8L AR 52 SC, A8 B A I B R vF ST 9 20 i o SR A DT S R W ARt Jn 4L R A SR

I 22 I T 5 0 R I ) 52 2% B2 Ny O[ZN X(kD Hot N O i AT Rk N ZHA S e O B i otk B Sk B 1 B 3)

AR B SO AN 5 2 5 4t v 55 L RE B SR 5 R AR n 1t SO AL DR b R b BT R B BUR IR AL
L5 AL BT 3 AR S IR AL 5 B 7 1 DU A T RE R AL R O T B RS s AR (R T SR AT T kR
1t CT(count table), 1% FI A7 T5UHT 7 7 BE4 72 75 (1 t JC AL AE 24 Wi R e o B B B8 AR i 36 B s AR 1 o

SIS 1] S22 B T B Ay 0[2 x (k 11]] RN CSURER R R

i CT & %M“Eﬂwu%?lﬁﬁﬁ’]( JAUEQHEPﬁNl/I\EMEﬁ1EHHHUJX¢5E HUBL 1 i B35

& L&E?ﬂfﬂﬂﬂ’]( lj At oA Ny ANRE D ORI H BX 282 5 30 BT WAL o A% 88 B RS s =

Ni—N,.
G2 R Dy A R — IR AL A B 1 S e FE S T N T (AL 5K P 7 A A B 2 X
FEAR A A 56 41 A 50 1 B — B 2 A R A B, 2 G U B (A AW A R B X R A A

Bk 1. TS5 3.
101 011
N 010 101
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7 5 21 5 B 22 2 AR TR F.
L5 LR, TS A i i 3 I IC B 2 BURE S DL e v 4 R WK 3.

Table 3 Values of configurable parameters
*3 NEZHIE
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0 Min(NxkxVinax10,1000000)  BEML 72 FEEN% 1285 KE=3) 203 o H 1
1 Min(NxkxVimax20,1000000) ¥ ] B 5535 (GRS % 1,25 2K JE=6) RISTTE )
2 Min(NxkxVmna,x30,1000000) -3 T-4E3%: SR 1, R K E=9) RIS ]
3 (BN 5 2 2R K =3000) 4Bk £ 4
4 (BE 2% 2,48 2 K i =6000)
5 (FE B0t 2,4k 2K J=9000)
T SR, IRATR 2 3 T E S BB AT S5 0 N AR 3 AR 1 A (B S ) B AT E S H
n ANIUE, BATT 5 30,1, ,n—13 K2 7= 25 HUAEL 481 4, e B {Min(NxkxVaxx20,1000000), B H1L 77 725, (2 e Xt % 2

48 2 K JE=3000), 4% 5k 5y £ 3} I % 7r 4{1,0,3,2}.
2.2 KRR

FEPORMATIL B S HORIE 3R 3,TS FL 1) 45 £ 3L 3x3x6x4=216 4. I R 7R AF— 45 L B T #R b AT 2 76
) A 8, R 5 36 A0, B 4 AR I ) R R ATAT .0 T B8 ey R0 A8 % 1) R, A SO R AR S 56 43k B AN B B kAT, 2
B2 pair-wise SE56 R L SEA6, DUR OR 7F e KRR bty b e DR G 2 1 AT B2 R % ek b BT 75 1R TC AN

1) %5 1 B Bepair-wise S256

20 A WA B 2 — PR T v Al 2 — P Sz 3G e vh 7 v AL S e w s R H A A IR A ) 2-way ZEE Bl pair-

wise Sz Sk Ky A P N IEE S S TR A8 EAE  pair-wise SZIG S BN E A WK 4,1% I E £ SR T A
ACTS(http://csrc.nist.gov/groups/SNS/acts/index.html) 4= .

Table 4 Paire-wise configuration set
% 4 pair-wise It B4

BoE s AR RKEL YGRS 2R SRR | ICE SRS BOOERIRE Wit 2k AR AL
C: 1 1 0 0 Cis 1 1 3 0
C, 2 2 0 1 Cu 2 2 3 1
Cs 0 0 0 2 Cis 0 0 3 2
Cs 1 2 0 3 Cis 0 1 3 3
Cs 2 0 1 0 Cur 1 1 4 0
Cs 0 1 1 1 Cis 2 2 4 1
c, 1 2 1 2 Ci 0 0 4 2
Cs 2 1 1 3 i 1 2 4 3
Co 0 2 2 0 N 1 1 5 0
Cio 1 0 2 1 Co 2 2 5 1
Cu 2 1 2 2 s, ) 0 0 5 2
Ci 0 0 2 3 cH 2 2 5 3

2) 52 BBl s

€ LI 256 1 4 LA pair-wise 73 2 1 B AREC B K Cuo A SEHERC B AR J5 S 1S 8 Kk IR BT 4R, 0
JLAE Cyo U FF PR FE F AL S BUE AR, B B S 000 WU 8 558 ok 0% 40 B A 2 AR sk
FAR U HE B AE R Cyq, LA Cog 1 R 38 1 SE VR L, A8 FESE A B DR 28 2 AN S 5001 4R 1k R B R R K S i
Bt 2B AR I A B B E N Co ME N BTSSR B 0k & 5, H B AR5 4 AN S H040 3 oh SO0, A 3R
AL IR B U L B Coa, LRI A 5 26 00 B AR B 2 T WL 1) 2 0O B 4R 02 vh Bk sz i — 20 2D 8 & =
A B AR AT WA 2.3 1

B L AMBANEE T HIESIE S5 W8 4206 ¢ R R I 0, 110 HOE KB T ECE I 4
B A AL B 216 45, 0X — M BUN T 24 R0 E RN S 2 BB T RS LAY BN 2 AL E S
FOL AT NIRRT R UL — P2 IR K A S8 B S0 SR, X — BN T 12(2+2+5+3) 4 il . iX
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FE B BEIL 36 45L& N A AL B 45U 16.7%.
2.3 RWER

A SRR N 20 AN S, B 56 MR BE 2~6 4, VLR 5,30 T 15 Aok F AR = R S50 soi M s 5 Ak A
ti Charlie Colbourm #E3 ¥) 78 & % & 171 3% (http://www. public.asu.edu/~ccolbou/src/tabby/catable. html).

Table 5 Instances for parameter tuning
F5 ZHEE AL
CAL(28;2,473'2%)  CA,(37;2,6°4°3") CA3(44;2,6°5°3") CA4(46;2,6"4°2%) CAs(51;2,6°4°2")
CAs(65;3,4°27) CA/(69;3,573%2%) CAg(206;3,5'2%) CAo(353;3,6°5°3%) CA10(535;3,877°6757)
CA11(366;4,4°3%)  CA5(250;4,5'3%2%)  CA13(558;4,5%4*3%)  CA14(540;4,10'9'2%)  CA15(1200;4,10%43227)
CA16(14;2,3') CA17(39;3,3") CA15(24;4,2'%) CA19(56;5,2') CA2(118;6,2")

ZHUBC R (PR REVEFIFRIE &0 T 3RAF B 2 PE G vk &5 R, AT A L FE 5 S 5L R P AT 30 IR AR R
AR IR X 30 IHH A 5 2D A S A I LA BT Y AR B T AR R TR AR R B AN A s R 039K 5 K
)T AT S0 11 1 Bl A B CEURN ST 24 A b IR ) 53 530 SR,k T A2 B i BORN B3 DR 5 Dy e A TG 2 G 2R 2y
A2 B ECRIUAH ], D) SF 34 A Bt 1) R 85z 2 11 A S P TG 25

ARSI BB AT AL R I 55 L IR 5 A% I A A B0 11 A~ 2.0GHZ Intel(R) Xeon(R) E5-2640 v2 Ab2E
7% 16GB A 17 B A1 #1555 4 :Centos 6.5,Java 1.8.

1) pair-wise SZ4 45 5

ROMKT /M T AR SHACE N & S 58 75 2 5 A B iRk % A I 8], 7RI 36 B Ja e vh
DA AR R B AT

Table 6 Number of successful generation of the covering arrays under pair-wise configuration set
F 6 pair-wise It E 5 2 a5 2R ) AR K S

CA; CA, CA; CA; CAs CA; CA; CAg CAy CA;p CA;; CApp CAis CAiy CAjis CAs CAjz CAig CApg CAy
0 0 0 0 0

op

N
\IOOOU!OOO(A)OOOBOOOOOOOONOOO

o
o
o
o
o

(9]
ol

w
©o

(93]
©

(S}

w w w wW w w
OOPCOCOF0O0OO0O5F0O0OO0O 500050005000
©o

N N = w w
RoocooNooofoooooooBoooBooo
w w w N w
OPCOCOFO0O0OO0O5FO0OOOOODOO OO0 5000
w w N N
OOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOI\)OOOU-'OOO
w w w N w
SO0 O0OFO0CO0OO0O/5FO0OO0OOQOUOOO gOO0OO /50
w w w = w w
OO0 O0OF0O0O0O5F0O0OO0O 00050005000
w w w w w w
SoocoBoocooBoooBoooBoooBooo
w w w N w
OOOOOOOOOOOOP—‘OOO\‘OOOOOOO
w w w N w
OOOOOOOOOOOONOOOOOOOOOOO
w w w w w w
OO0 O0OFO0OO0OO5FO0O0OO0O 000500050
N N N w w w
OO0 O HOOO OO O 00050005000
o oo o oo OCOORFRPROODOWOOOO OOOo
[} ~ ©
N N [ =
BoocooPJoocoofoooocoocoocoocoocoocoocoifooo
w w w w w w
SoocoBoocoBoocoBoooFoooFooo
= N = w w N
boocoNoocoooco8oooBoooFooo
N N N N N N
NoocoRNoocooRoocooRoocooPRoooRooo

O

<

S
w w w N
SoocoBoocooBoooooooroooNooo
w w w )
OO0 OFO0OO0OO5FOOOODODOOOOOO 4O
w w w w
SO0 O0OFO0OO0OO0OszF00O0OO0OO0OO0OONODOO/O
w w w [
SO0 O0OFO0OO0OO0O/HFOOOODOODODOOO O

(9]
N

M pair-wise S 45 R0 LU HTS AEAN RN E 1, AL o 38 2E B P BE 22 I AROK . B e C & Cy B, TS i
DA j 7 o R B IKECA O,TIHE Cop LB N 21 IL BT2 MR VE RE VP HIBRHE,Cp4=(2,2,5,3) N iX — Wit BL i e A 7L
BN T BATTRE X 0 B O S L B AT T 1L S
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Table 7 Covering arrays generation time under pair-wise configuration set (s)
NN
F 7 pair-wise BCE A T B 562K AL B ] ()
CAi  CA; CA3 CA; CAs CAs  CA; CAg CAg CAlo  CAu  CAp CAi3 CAua CAis  CAis CAiz CAig  CAig  CAxp it

C1 3 1 1 1 1 20 3 5 8 3 7 15 7 4 19 0 0 2 6 40 146
C2 50 15 17 29 37 369 138 400 1154 550 1025 1428 1553 954 9 542 0 6 28 217 1936 19 448
Cs 36 2 2 4 5 83 9 25 53 10 31 74 30 17 109 0 1 5 15 173 684
Ca 12 0 2 0 1 60 13 2 7 1 4 4 2 0 3 0 1 0 10 85 207
Cs 4 1 1 2 2 14 5 5 8 3 7 15 7 4 20 0 0 3 10 41 152
Cs 17 5 6 10 13 275 47 399 1156 538 1025 1431 1555 953 9 236 0 2 9 73 1605 18 355
Cr 74 5 4 8 11 117 18 26 55 11 32 74 30 17 109 0 1 10 30 207 839
Cs 30 1 8 3 16 82 37 17 16 1 34 94 2 0 2 0 3 0 4 112 462
Cs 2 0 0 1 1 11 2 5 8 3 8 15 8 5 21 0 0 1 3 33 127
Cuo 35 11 12 21 27 367 93 399 1161 538 1025 1425 1553 955 9204 0 4 19 143 1926 18918
Cu 111 7 6 13 16 115 26 26 55 10 32 7 30 17 108 0 1 15 44 207 916
Ci2 10 2 3 5 6 66 13 54 118 1 104 167 2 0 2 0 1 0 2 163 719
Cis 27 20 22 31 38 58 31 62 74 71 73 78 84 81 145 1 6 6 24 94 1026
Cia 1253 964 1917 2792 2076 4062 4396 14281 20390 32407 20744 14496 37125 35213 178960 15 374 121 1163 8112 380 861
Cis 761 109 109 230 294 880 182 675 890 517 513 677 610 566 1525 3 23 31 102 646 9343
Cis 29 66 22 39 10 78 17 17 268 49 91 26 100 0 1106 2 21 0 78 134 2153
Cu7 58 35 48 55 62 117 60 134 137 134 147 154 149 154 212 1 10 11 42 147 1867
Cig 2453 2268 3454 4708 4856 7070 6476 30279 43405 56169 46270 33771 75970 75410 231400 29 558 234 2236 14829 641845
Cig 2149 314 220 591 765 1926 397 1705 2314 1186 1330 1682 1428 1235 2696 6 34 60 205 1200 21443
Cao 30 333 55 96 17 422 135 36 615 100 183 50 166 1 1227 12 61 0 217 565 4321
Ca1 47 9 55 74 89 89 94 205 218 204 225 199 236 226 284 2 15 15 62 202 2550
Czz 3397 3215 5056 5890 7014 10278 9381 39302 76110 98803 80865 55895 127506 128006 358376 42 789 346 3234 19925 1033430
Co3 3490 441 418 1118 1315 2984 599 2573 3398 1817 2162 2117 2187 1883 3626 7 46 87 307 1736 32311
Cos 82 507 64 126 22 750 204 53 822 150 269 64 222 1 1360 20 129 0 633 291 5769

2) el s

TELISEHs LU Cp4=(2,2,5,3) 4 HEHENC B, K K 5022 5 JUHR AR, 38 0 0 W . 5 B AT AL, LA SR AT 5 25 fe AL I
BN R CIE RS WG TTIE . SRR AR AR ek B AR N AT A E S B A,

o IKIEARKREL

LR Cos=(2,2,5,3) ™ 1 B KIEACEL G 5 2 70 5B Tk 0,1, 7T 3145 2 AN FT L C25=(0,2,5,3),C26=(1,2,5,3),
X3 AN L 1A 7 i A P AR R B S A B ) 2 ) LA 8 R 9.

Table 8 Number of successful generation of the covering arrays under different maximum iteration times

R 8 AN KIRACIE T A7 i 2 R 2h A K £

CA1 CA2 CA3 CA4 CA5 CAG CA7 CAa cAg CA10 CA11 CA12 CA13 CA14 CA15 CA16 CA17 CA13 CA19 CAZO /E\'H—
Cy 30 24 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 27 26 29 30 18 28 572
Cys 30 17 28 30 30 29 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 14 19 30 14 27 538
Cyp 30 24 30 30 30 29 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 25 25 28 30 19 26 566

Table 9 Covering arrays generation time under different maximum iteration times (s)
RO AR KIEAIEL T AT i 2 A R ) (s)

Cy 82 507 64 126 22 750 204 53 822 150 269 64 222 1 1360 20 129 O 633 291 5769
Cys 125 337 100 156 35 563 250 48 791 122 287 86 254 1 1534 10 113 0 334 330 5476
Cys 77 508 100 157 38 725 234 44 824 135 266 76 232 1 2132 16 152 0 425 558 6700

T 8 Al LLE 2 B KA A TR B Min(NxKxVimaxx10,1000000) 4 A1 1] Min(NxkxVimayxx20,1000000) i, Cog
()75 75 S IIX B Cos 1Y) 538 1IN 1) 566, 3 Jin i F W 2 AR 2 2 ds Rk AR E i Min(NxkxVimaxx20,1000000)
N F] Min(NxkxVinaxx30,1000000) i, Coy #HFT T Cog HIEIN T 6 ¥k, 78 35 38 e Th A4 il i B0k 1 52

FEAE SRS TR 7 102 9 o R B Yl 7s e KGR AR R B 5 A2 s TR) B A 0 SR DG 3R AT g o tH I e R AR EOR
ST A2 3¢ B T 5748 2, C g P2 S S TR] BE C /I 20 7 v Ji RIS S B, AR i TS AR 7 75 R W 30 1 mT
MR 5 A HOR B O I, BT A 0 VA B0k e KA O, A 4 5 O TR b, RIS g R kA O i
(AR DR, 32 B A g ] [A] 413 W BEAR /S AR X AN 2 7% g Rk AR IR BB R A, DX 2k — 77 18, 24 e Rk AR IR B B ik — &
DCHUG 38085 Rk AR BOAS 25 W it BRI A 26 3R UASE, 5) — 7 T, 24 788 5 8 A R 130 T 26 S I, b ik R R AR ik 4
Fik I KIEARIREL FIEA RE S5 AL X MG D0 R, 5 RSB AR IR B AR T i) 5 23 K

L S5 RAEAR IR B S 56 &5 T, Cog 117 15 38 BRI A2 BRI K AR A 1 RE VP AR HE, & H Cpq~Coe =& P
) B M C B VR A — W UR A 5 R TR R S8 v Y v T
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¥R EEE

AL L ARES
HC . C20=(2,2,5,3) " WU AL T ¥ 90 5 2 73 il &
X3 AN E ) 7 8 AR P P UK S P R TR

S L 10 ISR 11,

3675

%y 0,1, AT 53] 2 4 H B E C7=(2,0,5,3),C5=(2,1,5,3),

Table 10 Number of successful generation of the covering arrays under different initialization methods

& 10 ARV ITVE 7 o R A R KL

CA; CA, CA; CA; CAs CAg CA; CAg CAy CAjp CA;y CA;p CAjs CAi CAjs CAjg CAjr CAjg CAyg CAyp it
Cu 30 24 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 27 26 29 30 18 28 572
Cy 30 27 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 27 26 29 30 16 28 573
Cps 30 25 30 30 30 29 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 22 26 28 30 20 27 567

Table 11 Covering arrays generation time under different initialization methods (s)
F 11 ANFEWILEATT T 28 i A s 1) ()
CA, CA, CA; CA, CA; CA; CA; CAg CA, CA,, CAy CAj, CA;; CAy CAis CAy CAi; CAy CA CAp  &il

C, 82 507 64 126 22 750 204 53 822 150 269 64 222 1 1360 20 129 0 633 291 5769

C,; 133 494 85 138 36 373 214 41 922 143 265 72 282 0 2504 19 162 0 800 304 6987

Cy 101 542 96 166 38 670 210 39 818 142 283 73 206 1 2798 23 212 0 633 772 7823

10 SR AE T 55 R BN AR KB B 3 PRI LG Ak 7 VR A ZE AR /N, e R B B R L Cor 5 /NI ELEE Cog
H2%6 XK.

1L SRR A N ) b, 3 B AR A 7 A 25 B AN K, 3 R T B DL B Cog PRV FE (S S 1B L Cog
ff) 1.36(7823/5769)1%.

25 L RTIR,3 R Ak T VE AR B 5 3R A i ANAEAE B B 7 ), AT B A A Al T AP ) Ak VR R SRS
P ¥ 485 R I A PR BB IR a4k 7 1R B A T 2 1)

FR 5 Pk B VF IR e 22 W1 AR 10 0 VR R A 5256, Coy S HE P R i .

HHLE Cpr=(2,0,5,3)F HIZE 2 RIH LT 5 /BB ECH 0~4,1XFE R 3 5 MHIELE Cp=(2,0,0,3),C5=(2,0,1,
3),C31=(2,0,2,3),C3,=(2,0,3,3),C33=(2,0,4,3),ix LETHT. 1 11 78 5 8¢ 180 Ty A2 I 00 B A6 J ik T 43 il L 5 12 F6 13,

Table 12 Number of successful generation of the covering arrays under different tabu lists

F 12 AIFZERAE N & R R R
CA. CA, CA; CA; CAs CAs CA; CAs CAy CAiy CAu CAi, CAiz CAu CAis CAjg CAir CAis CAww CAxp &if
Cr 30 27 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 27 26 29 30 16 28 573
Co 22 30 28 30 30 14 28 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 14 19 30 22 29 536
Cox O 29 0 29 5 2 1 29 30 30 28 26 30 30 30 5 2 30 29 26 391
Cx 0 2 0 0O O 0 0 2 10 30 © 1 3 3 30 3 0 3 3 20 218
Cy 30 22 30 30 30 29 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 27 28 27 30 13 24 560
Ca 30 25 30 30 30 28 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 22 24 30 30 16 26 561
Table 13 Covering arrays generation time under different tabu lists (s)
& 13 AIFZEREE N o R AL U ) (s)
CAl CAQ CA3 CA4 CA5 CAG CA7 CAs CAg CA10 CAn CA12 CA13 CA14 CA15 CA16 CA17 CAls CA19 CAZO /E\'H—
C» 133 494 85 138 36 373 214 41 922 143 265 72 282 0 2504 19 162 O 800 304 6987
Cy 19 0 3 0 1 5 13 1 7 1 4 3 2 0 2 0 2 0 29 65 208
Cp 31 2 8 3 15 92 39 24 13 0 41 71 2 0 2 0 3 0 10 57 413
Cy 34 7 8 14 17 95 40 58 121 1 101 163 2 O 1 0 3 0 2 192 859
Cyp 32 232 24 57 13 158 48 18 338 51 84 30 102 0 424 6 47 0 317 297 2278
Cyg3 69 559 52 80 23 417 131 34 620 90 175 49 185 1 2426 12 91 0 570 418 6002
2 12 12 13 )RR B W1 A A TS A U o 2 0 Rl LA RO R 1 SR R AR R % 1 L
(CZQ~C31)ZLF5LC%J:HM<E‘XTJ%¢ 2 EI’*JQdﬁ(Cy,ngng)%%%ﬁiﬁiﬁfi‘ﬁ%,@ﬁi\%%%{)&I)JQEESZW\%U/'\E =

R
KEh 3 (B Cop,

TN T 1N AN IS

XB1CFL Z T 7 58 R D 2B B BOH 22 R 1 2R 2 K B 9 (ML Co A L2 2
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T 6 R I A IR b T 318 K.

XL &5 R 55 2.1 WA RR IR AN A G RS G 1 As PO b — 5 3 2 5 A
o, (H L 2A 50 L 5K 2 S B AN REOR R, & W R 5 (AR /N, S B8 R i T .

FRAE 1 BE VT IR e, 75 28 AR SR B b Cor 18R N S AR TIC .

o SRR L

4 Cp7=(2,0,5,3) AR I bR BN S5 3 /0 BB O 0~2,1X FE AT 3k A3 3 AMHTHBLE C34=(2,0,5,0),C35=(2,0,5,
1),C36=(2,0,5,2),iX L L T 11955 5 28 ) T A= ek B8 A J b TR) 43 ) L3R 14 FER 15.

Table 14 Number of successful generation of the covering arrays under different neighborhood functions
R 14 AN[FI B R H N A o R R K

CA; CA, CA; CA; CAs CAs CA; CAg CAy CAjy CAj; CAjp CAj3 CAy CAis CAig CAi7 CAig CAig CAx Al
Cy 30 27 30 30 30 30 3 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 27 26 29 30 16 28

573
C4 0 0 0 O O O O0O O O O 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0
Cs 0 0 0 O O O O O O 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0
Cg O 0O 0O O O O 0O 0O O 0 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0
Table 15 Covering arrays generation time under different neighborhood functions (s)
16 AN[E) AR o K B o 2B N TR )
CA, CA, CA, CA, CA; CA;, CA, CAg CA, CA, CA; CA, CA; CAy, CA;s CA;s CA; CAj CAy CAy it
C,; 133 494 85 138 36 373 214 41 922 143 265 72 282 0 2504 19 162 0 800 304 6987
Cay 28 19 19 27 32 54 28 54 66 65 65 71 76 75 140 1 5 6 25 98 954

Cy; 651 602 747 1065 1410 2867 2001 10037 21084 32275 20812 14003 37340 34433 140804 9 226 77

742 7934 329119
Cyp 1575 215 289 621 787 1175 291 606 874 509 509 646 588 537

1465 10 73 78 255 920 12023

14 B S 7s AETE  R I A JRBE CE, Cag~Coag 78 1 AR ST AL J3C AR B A 4 0,111 SR I 4R35
PRA 4 TR IC . Cop A1 1oy 1 S5T3XZ M TS 2 — Fh AR % 2R n st G rh # 3AT M 1 32 e HAR R BE 7). Coy AEARRE 1K
AR B A AR 16 4 A R LUALEE P T Cag~Coae 3 3N IE ELAEAL P P B ALIE % D In SR AT B B R AR
I

2R 15 RO s A A S 1), 25 P 2 18] A AE AR K22 0 A5 41, Cg 140 51 22 SIS T 24y 954s, 111 Cas i i
329 119s. 73 Mt b R AN A A DL AE B B Cag T, BEFEIEACH AR AT AR S AU 1 BB 1 2K, Cas ik
N(7 i R AT 80X

WAk P RE VP AIARHE,C7=(2,0,5,3) N Fe & I B L L L.

2.4 FHITHH

W S HORL LS, ARG T TS AL o6 3R 1 S PR BC B. h T 3000 7 B AL SR S DRt 482 R ok AT ) 4%
W0 B HEAT ZE vk o3 AT, DL SRS 56 12 e U G B 5 At T 15 A 7 i 3 P T AR IR B bR A A A 1835 0

HO 560 o) K B B Cq~Cogo 11 HUARL 182 8 by U SEE 46 v 4% S0 Bl T A A 7 5 3 1A B A 30 i e LA 43 R 252 26
12 R A Friendman 56 V5K 2 TG 2 5000 B A7 A5 0 35 1k 72 e AP A0 035 75 3 2 45 R H Wilcoxon £
5 A 50 ¥ I KA ) i DA A ) A % P R AT B

1) Friedman ¥ %

# Friedman #5569, 15 2 1 7K 1> @=0.05, P A IR 5 43 51 4

o R HO:PTA ML B 2 MAAE(E B & 7% 5,

o HFEMEHLELH NEESH —MUEFEREER.

Friedman 36 (1) 48 71 45 L L3 16.
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Table 16 Test statistics of Friedman’s test
% 16 Friedman ¥4 X4

LA B
BN 20
7 637.035
HHE 35
ik 3 0.000

BTk 5 35 1:=0.000<0.05, A b 45 44 Ji i i A A B A — AN E 5 59— ML E AR B3 7 e N i 3kAT)
FIHH Wilcoxon £ 5 Bk A B vk A A dee U IC B [F) HoAL % T & = 5 A 3 2

2) Wilcoxon 5 #A i

7E Wilcoxon £ -5 FRAS 46 v, oA 14 e U T 2 5 L 4x 35 ANC B EAT 328 ) bR, A — %o B AR PRI P (B T A

o AR HORA L B 5 59— B0 B L A ANFAE W 2 5

o AP HLEAMIE S ) — Ml & 2 AT W% 75 5.

H TS AR, AT Bonferroni K IE VLN 2 KT @=0.05 HEAT KL IE, K 1E 5 1 42 3 1 KT
ani=/35=0.0014.

H# Wilcoxon 755 5 FkAer 46 45 e ik 2 ¥ Asymp Sig THTHEF, 45 R W3 17.24 Asymp Sig<0.0014 I}, #H 4
DA e 2 e 5 D A . e v 4 52 D Al B PRV E T IR AR 7R

Table 17 Result of Wilcoxon’s test
% 17  Wilcoxon i &5

BR8] Wk e giie 9] Wk e gt
C7 Vs Cy 0.000 A JEARB | Corvs Co 0.000 T AR B
C27 Vs Cyo 0.000 TELJRIBE | Corvs Cy 0.000 T4 J 8 B
Ca7 Vs Cyy 0.000 R BE | Corvs Co 0.000 T Js B
Cy7 Vs Cy3 0.000 FEL B B | Co7 vs Crz 0.001 48 AR
Cy7vs Cyy 0.000 ) | Corvs Car 0.001 45 40 R A1 13
Cz7vs Cis 0.000 TEA B | Carvs Ce 0.014 ez R B
Cz7vs Cy7 0.000 R4 | Co7 vs Cao 0.017 5z i ke
Cy7 Vs Cyg 0.000 ?E gﬁ]ﬁ;\ﬂﬁ& C27 Vs Ca3 0.040 E%E@%&
Cz7vs Cyg 0.000 e )5k | Carvs Cis 0.058 Bz R
Ca7vs Cy 0.000 5B | Car vs Cos 0.068 $5%2 Js B
Ca7vs Cn 0.000 FEL R | Co7vs Cap 0.093 ez Ak
Cy7 Vs Cy 0.000 ?E%JE\@Z ‘[«ﬁ Ca7vs Cy 0.114 %%ﬁﬁi ‘Lﬁ
Ca7 Vs Ca3 0.000 TELJR B | Car vs Cos 0.200 252 A e
Ca7 Vs Cy 0.000 RS BE | Corvs Cag 0.241 252 5 e
Co7vs Cay 0.000 R4 U | Co7vs Cog 0.244 ez Ik
Ca7 Vs Css 0.000 SR B | Car vs Coo 0.279 % R AR B
Ca7 Vs Css 0.000 FEL B B | Co7vs Cos 0.655 5 JE
C27 Vs Cs 0.000 T4 S A8 B - - -

Wt % 17 7T LA 35 AN E AT 28 AN S ERALEL B Cop FEAE B3 2 5 b S M EHE AT LR I 5 B AT
BARLEAE B E RN 12 AMACE DA 8 AN SRR G R A AR Sn B 2, T 41 358 i 504 0 5% FH AT 480 B 4 4.3% — 45 1
FW T AR 4 FIZE RN B 2 E G0V AR T A A4 bR ORI 2 o) %

3 AR. THEMHFITIHE

3.1 ARALIE

YR SCHT I 5 S B N FH v 2 B ) 14 240 SR A7 £, 1 2R A A 7 o 2 I AN 2% R8I SR 24 3R, AT RE 2 DR
2 JE A P 481, DT e 00 3K A A 20 e, DR b 8 e 3 A 0 ) 2 TR AL B S A Al b B ARSOR R T AR R T
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(02 AEAT AR B RS AV I S O A A B, 38 1 35 IR B R 2 o (6 5 3 S = /AT 0 TR
A=IEAEST B )2 — AN AR o 428 o g 4 R R 07 2UnT B4y i 98— 282 th R S8 R B 109, ik (i X 4
IETCA; ) — 2% h S a0 L e A HE S SR I R B A 28 1o .
IR AL 3ANBHEC N AB.CHNSEA 2 MNBUEW N 0,1.%7 (A=0,C=0) f1(B=0,C=1) }y B 25 1E
TG, M (A=0,B=0) 2} B & 2% 11 Ju 41 . X 4 418 (A=0,B=0) Jt. 41 ¥ Bt 4 35X ] ] (A=0,B=0,C=0) A1 (A=0,B=0,C=1)#F
W AR AL B (A=0,C=0) 1 (B=0,C=1), I\ Ifif T B0X 1 4% I FH 481 248 2 JE 5% ). bR 6L 1% (A=0,B=0) it 17 I3 JH 451 41 j
TEA I, BRI IA 4 (A=0,B=0) 4 %% 11 Jo 4. BR T i, B 2 275 1 o 2 B AR SR A 7 vE AR M AL 18 15 . SCR[20].
MAEI R G LR, R PR E T AR R R T R — 4 W T B A S A SCABAT 3 AN THT AT A B
o AR ST R P AR AT A AR L G G EUE A A R R A AR R ] e L IR S A 3 RN A
B B IOk 3 4 o WG V2 A O G R

o U WU HE BE B AT AL I 6 AT BEAT 2 SRR 7 0 R AR SR A U R B R S AT AT AR b G A AT AR R
AN S AT IR, 2 AR B A O JASjskk ARG S HA )NS5 py e Ul
vi(vieV;, VA py A AL A ) BF, an SR v 55 YT OO 8 1 -1 A S EORE R BRI T2 (v, Va, - Vo, V) AN B
AT EE LGN vy 6 A2 29 R IXFE AT 4R 8200 T — S 808 s UE, L 20T 1T S 508 a . T WUE, 4T
PR RS Y TR, S py U R Vi (V) # v,V eV)) R (v, Vg, Vg V) AN BB AT AR 1B AL IX R R A
Vj TR LRI R 2 (Ve Vo, Ve V) N EL S AT AR 2 11 T A T E vy R 2R g R e 2 —
SE T LAAR B — 4 AN B AT 258 0 e 201 000 0003 P 4973k e R Ay 2 SR AN BB R BT AT — 4% A R0 D3R T 491 €,
(Ve Va, e Vi V), U (Ve Vg, Vg V) — B B DL — AN R B AR LR TG AL X 5 (v, Vi V) A
BATATEE LT A 7 JE X B FE A A S 400 py SE MR 75 9 2 2 DR AN 55 2225 18 5 T 5 SO 15 0,
X — e R Rk T 4R A

o IptJE AR B AR R P BEAT AR B AP I — U R G B RS BUR B BT R T AT AN A AT AT Ak L
JCA.

AR TEAHA B N8 T 0 24 TR Ak B BRAT T IR A 1L 0 A e R S BB AT 43 21 A A R
ZHAE S LT B R R R R 3 A58 AB.CREANSHAE 2 NEUEY 0,1, %% 1o 20 4
4% 6 40,43 9 9 (A=0),(A=1),(B=0),(B=1),(C=0)A1(C=1),H: " ,(A=0)3X 41 1 £, 2 (A=0) (K1 24 1- 7T 20 44 i, FLAth 41 2
LI AR L TG 4y A, AT IR A W7 R — i 2 s R B2 A5 R AR B, M AR BE AR I(LSISN)AT RO ER
PASTSKIBUE B Vi(I<T<KYBEECH Vi (V) % V,,V) €V,)) I BT (v, Vp0 e Vg, Ve Vi ) A2 75 096 A2 24 3R, U5 )
(Vo VgV, Ve V) ETR AL (= V) ) IR AU — 28 R TC AL R AT 3 6 0 8 e 2 1 K TR 2L (Vava, oo Voo Vi) A B
FALATEE L TOAL, B TR (Vy, VooV g0V V) B A 25 IR DGE SR IR O 58 55 (p; = V) )T K.

Ty A0 T B R AR AA R B A R A R R B L, S OB T S R ) S AR I 7 5 AR LR
h B A SCAE T AR HE B A2 B 4 2 BORAB T 12 B S 305 5 AR BOHAT B P HE 7 1R T DLSE KR 46 22 15 5
2 2R 1) S BB AR ] 40 56 B b H I AR RE 26, DT A7 R0 BRI 7 RBL AR L S B 2 N IE S 5 401, 4%
Z: 58 WA 2 WEUEIEATHEF
32 THELRE

A S B N L 2 B AU AE 20 3R T B e AT 22 R0 148 B BEAR AR AR IR, — 28 2 500 56 R L i S, —
AP I R 6 A L, A — S AT i A L TR (1 2R 0 AR AR AR - — > A3l 10 7 o 0 REEAT [ e BE AL A
DR (L) T SR 55 ) R 3 Bk O, S 491 T e b AN 406 2 (1 0 A, AT 38 I A A (2) T SR 26 ) R 3k
3t /I, D 2 2 i) ) A8 AR A e LA 0% 453 281 5 4 (R 00, AT PAAI 55 46 00 66 7. A 1k, Cohen 25 A1)
P T AR ) RE 7 5 2% AR ) RE T 55 3R T LA AR b R TR Y 2 BRI AN R B 8 75 0 BE L — A AR S A R
% AR ) FETE 5 2% VCA(N;2,3% {CA3, 3N E R AU 5 MNSH TR 2 NS Hk AT 2 487 o, i
3/ANSHUMAT T 34 .
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i AEAE ) FE 7 25 R T SRR 2 AN H ) BE N e 76 A8 ) B2 56 38 AR b BRI BT T 2 3k 38 4 AR
AR RS A3 1 2 SO A 4 3 o R0 6 T4 g ) 7 7 % VCA(N;2,3% {CA(3,3%)}), Al T Bt T ok %,
Sy RAETIAE B FE R 2 460 3 YR S U 41 9 78 26 R T IX e 3R 8 ) R 7 6 3R 7B A #

o YIS B AL A IR EAAEAEIUE A 0 (oG 2 I ot 2 BT 48 B ) FE S B 41 A #0 b 7E

i 5 A T A
o YT EIEMCAY E i S EUNE N & AT E S0, 3F 2 AN ) BE S BUOIAE A AT A AR TR L I
P05 M TR A T ) B 6 rh e B IR g e A8 L 0 B PR 4L B ARG AT L g R 4 O i ol 7 o, R L s X e 4]
HH R TSR N %R,
o EWHEIGEMBEIBIRNIN, FEZENM TR P EZCEM KNS HAEHIE. — BiZoE
WG o, BT AT 3 6 2 B 21 £ 1R BUART 4T I 12 1 B B
3.3 FiTHALIE

h T B TS BRI B LN T ) AR SRR TS HHT T AT

AT A A 38 [ I A FH 22 b vl 0 0 A R U B () 8 ) R e S ML R 8 T S R R Ak A ) 1) — el
BT B S A SR AR R T 2 A Kb 3388 SR il 7] 3K e ) — ) B, B0 2 A SRt 110 i) 0 ot 7 1A 358 4, 4538 4
B R — AN 1 A B LR AT VL I AT U R G BE o] LU L TRV ST 2 AV LS ISR A T S AR T
DA DA A 7 2B 3 (0 25 6 B S Tk ST P B A A SR 12 B 5 TR SHL N IO AR B A7 4, SR 11
AT ZFRAT N — 25 TAE.

FE 4R FER T T, A SCIE S T Java 7 $R4E ForkJoin AEZLAEZMEZL R X T — AN REWL MR L 2 A TAE 55,
H BB A A AT AT 55 045 Rt e 08 31T 55 2 45 T 10 B T BRI R N DA T 75 2 A B P AT AH G 5 5%
BN D . WA AU, AT ST ) R AT 45 R 4H & v ) 5 51 L4y TR il ForkJoin k5 i, IXRE i fk 7 JF:
TFERE I 40 S . ForkJoin TAEW ALK 2 fios.

v1

R L

Task0-1-1 Task0-1-2 Task0-2-1 Task0-2-2

Fig.2 Procedure of ForkJoin
K 2 ForkJoin TAE

B 2 H Y RARAT 45 TaskO [FIRIRSE LY 8 s I I AR, W e i i) R &7 Sl JE— 0 4R vl 2 AN AT %
Task0-1 FH Task0-2. %15 Task0-1,Task0-2 [fIRURATIAR L & T (1 B AR K, Ik 2247 4> B A1, X AR AR 8] 4 DN T1T5%
Task0-1-1,Task0-1-2,Task0-2-1,Task0-2-2. 4 R 1X 4 A4 55 I RUASAS B 0K T35 0 11 B, D) I 4R AT X 28 AT
55 PN HRAT 45 R B 1) B SkdEAT 5 91 SR W] A9 B R 4 4 L

HRHE ForkJoin LAEHFR, HAT T BHATAT 5597 471X — 2P (G A2 4 58 . — M5 e U o0 e 2 A A1 5%
9 4% A S 1K S AT 55 22 AR HBRST. e FRAT HEAT 48 50 B oA TS 2B U 35 3R I 00 1 o B IR I BRI AR A 75 22
NEBIR IR T B Bl rhok A AE R AR B (B8 6 4T), 1% — 45445 B B 41 3ak b B AN 8% Bk AT 225 T 4 W g 408 48
B EN A B 28 LA B AN, HBE B 55 3RBTGO 1 K, BRI B AT n] LUK X — AR 347 95 43, Al
FAAN A AT 55 20 AN [F) A8 2 1) 258 s 0 . TR) 3, e B RS Bl RO SR AR (B 7 47)~ B LR BRI BB (B8 10 47), 41T
H ] LT % 2 AN 1T HAT AT I F AT 55
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FE55 975> J&, AT A ForkJoin 42 (it A HEZL ST IFAT 46, 1 AR S IR 4% 2 A W 47 46 o 1), 45 ForkJoin HEZE

NI G R HEAT L.

BT W BT AR AW IR AN — A M g B3R — AN TR e Rt s
M4 R;
SR G, B —A ForkJoin 145, 1

TabuJudgeTask task=newTabuJudgeTask(M,R,1,M.len);
Horh TabuJudgeTask & —4H ' H & X304 T 53 ForkJoin {145, TabuJudgeTask 75 B4k 7K Java $244t
) RecursiveAction B{# RecursiveTask &,iX PHAN 2 1) X A& 17 & FH TAE SR A IR &5 Rt 54
H ARS4TR8 1B 45 AL 14 3% 5. TabuJudgeTask HARSEIL S WL 2. 30, 240 M.len 2 M R 5= /M4
3t A2 AR A B B A4
5 )5 fid ForkJoinPool S0 4T 4F 4%,

new ForkJoinPool().invoke(task).

TabuJudgeTask & UH4 W5 2, 3 575 1) computer J5 k(5 13 47 ~35 27 A7) 38 L R 58 AT 55 11 4
SY 5L, 2 TabududgeTask [X 51 - Al 3 26 it 56k 2 &b 755 compute 77 125 o1, 1 2 341 9T 244 31T 45 v 7 25 HE 4T 4%
S AT S B A BORE 5 KT B8 IR (5 14 4T). 45 45 AF AN L, JUDGE RIS DX 1) P ) A sl AT 48 e P OF
B8 HE R 4 7 5 SRR AT B R PP (55 20 4T~38 2447 ), 35 WL 30 4 BT AE 45— 40 0 — (68 15 47~ 17 47), R IR 3 X B4
TS IIIAT R 18 7). TR P TS BT TabududgeTask 2, K 76 E 1T HIIAT T R b 48k N %
compute 7732, I T i 4.

BiE 2. AR HIMIFATAL.

I

I o el
Nia Wb o &0 MM LNBMRO

26.

27

publicclass TabuJudgeTask extends RecursiveAction{

int THRESHOLD = 5; /AREHI %7 {8 THRESHOLD
Element[] M; /IR T RSP E Ng R M
boolean] ] R: //R BT RS R true R IR FIG IR T, false R PRI HET
int beg.end; /ARIRITFE PR TERAIM SIS IE M PR Blbeg 10 end SHIFEET 740 | 7
public TabuJudgeTask(Element[ ] Mboolean[ ] R, int beg,int end){ /STy
this.M=M;
this R=R:
this.heg = beg:

this.end = end;

@0verride
protected void compute( ) {
f{end-beg>THRESHULI{ / SEFESTAS ARSI EAT THRESHOLD 6, #HESSRIFMES
Intmid = (end-+beg)/2;
TabuudgeTask subTaskl = new TabuudgeTask(M,R begmid-1); [ABETES 1
TabujudgeTask subTask2 = new TabufudgeTask(M,R,mid,cnd); [AREFES 2
invokeAll(subTaskl subTask?): [IBMA T RERT
}
else{ (&M, # Mbegl®| Mlend]Z EEVEEMHTTEES FIHT

or(int z-beg: z<—end; z++){
if(Mz]iFEES)  R[z]=true;
else R[z]—false;

1 % ForkJoin HEZLIEAT 40 4 F2 B 22 4071518 2 % Java #H < 45 B SRS (http://docs.oracle.com/javase/8/docs/api/
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index.html).
4 % I

h T RIS ST TR VA B e R AR, BRATIFE T AR 20 5 3 MBI S T L PTS_CVS(parallel
tabu search with constraint and variable strength handling), 73 i S 46 48 5 PTS_CVS A2 il 75 R (KM fE. 53 4h,
H T HE PTS_CVS X HEAF I 2 G2 P e 28 i i) d /N 75 36, FAT 14 PTS_CVS AhIfIIN— )2 — 40 8 R, WE% 3.4
R UV BRI BN TR N B S5 [ — DX )R d /N [ 7 6 3R 1T N 2 PTS_CVS FI R 58 i
— R A ) 7 2 R AR R TAE.

BE3 MR

Input:  low.upper *low.upper FI¥ELER L TR

Ouput:  the CA of minimal size or @ TR R PR REER S S MERR: B SRR
1. A<9@

2. N« |(low + upper)/2] *PeER(E Bl I el M

3. while upper = lower

4. A’ « PTS_CV3(N, ..k V) PTS_CVS FEEIMFETE AN NV EEFRY
5 il countNuncoverage( A') =0 v AR EEY

G. A A TR A

7. upper« N 1 YRS R

8. elza

0, low = N +1 CEFHEET R

10 enid

11. N « [(Iow + upper) /7] HERER N

12. end

13. retum 4

HEED 3 HFEEENE N TH B ERIE N LR PTS_CVS &7 MIh 4 M R i) & 5638, PTS_
CVS #RHs o 244 2= B (1) e DU B (B SRl 78 6 € JCAL B0 /) IR BT (B 4 A7), DR bk, 75 LA AR [ 1) A 75 0k 31 4
7 15 (5 5 17).

VR 3 T ER N7 55 R S low IS upper, A SO low B A B 55 3K U8 e/ NMEL BI AT t A
KA W TR upper 1R X LU 77 72 B 3 A1k 1 7 55 R0 ASE dge KA. T SR AR 3 — X 7] G v 26 B 78 5 38, U)Ky
upper 340 10,88 J5 T HT AT 5% 3, H B A ) AR i A6 AR N 1k

HRHEHISC,PTS_CVS AAVAEAE Bl & ) FE 78 o5 32 R I i R AL AR D EE S w5 36 . WA R 78 25 3% L4 PTS
CVS i AT T HIE AT Ak, DA Ik, S5 30 43 = ZEAR L LU 4 A i) 7.

o ) LAE[ ' S EANAF A R A d 3K U7 1L, PTS_CVS 5 Hau /A JF 0 78 7a 3R AR il S0y sl T AR B, v

fewnfar?

o I 2:4EAR I JEARE L R T T, PTS_CVS H BRI IL?

o A 3:AE [ E 1 L RS Dy 1 PTS_CVS AT EREII L BL?

o Al 4:PTS_CVS 5 H IFAT LRI SIS AN L E AT 2 KM 2

HI 3 AN M) & PTS_CVS 5 VA v (M e e, e I\ 78 6 2R AR I 7 6 2% A2 G 8] W 7 THI JEEAT, FRAT T K
M S TAE R FoRIES 4.1 A 5 — /ML PTS_CVS SR T L AT 803, iX HLAR A STS_CVS(sequential
tabu search with constraint and variable strength handling) tb 4. 1 F 364746 S i 25 o5 26 45 GE B, IR i e i I
e LU 2 A T 5 3 TR IR D) FRATToH A O S50 A 26 4.2 74

4.1 PTS CVSEBEAZEMLLKRE R

FEIXZH S8 o /AT PTS_CVS 5 MiTsHY HHSAR Calot??®! cCASALT sAlL® sAl®! |pGAS P9 ACTS & H
T FF 1078 o5 2 A2 TR B T A L e, T 2 X S T VR AT R B A 4.
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MiTs & H AT A TF AR TS 2 55 48 A2 il 7 i, 128 J i 58 0 FEAN A £ R 1 7 75 36 ACTS & —ak fo 9 A 75
F AT H 1 NIST(National Institute of Standards and Technology Information Technology Laboratory)$ fit, 7|
FA S0 5 1POG HEAT 8 i 3 A2 A, 1% T LR B A7 20 SROAD B2 4B B0 A7 78 ) 2 40 7. SAI™) SAP?] CASA HHSA
A5 PSS 03 K 3 R AT B 2 2 2B A, b SATE L RE AT [ B o R A AR, T SAPSBE AT AR ) % A
1 CASA Fl HHSA ReEAT 2 AL HLIPGAS & —Fi kT~ Spark R JFAT A bt AL 5305, 1% 7 1 R N PR ast A% BEVE A
P 5 A IR AH AN REHEAT L0 SRR 0 B Ab B Calot 7728 78 76 3R AR R VR L1 SR )8 AR J5 R SAT 20 3k fi
A5 AT SRR, DR M B 2R RS AE /N 1 7 76 3R

SEUG AL BRI T 97 AN S [l g J) BE AN A 29 SRS 44 AN LR 18,0058 18(a)H 29 A4Sk B SCk[11], 74
i E 2~6 4 18(b)rh 15 ANSEI Sk [ SCHR[29], 78 5 5t 2~3 4 AR ) BEAN T 29 SRS 18 AN, WL 19,3 o il
11 /9245 i Cohen™ Mt J5 7 4t Bestoun™ M4t & rh VCA(2,3" {CHF R (Ext it 15 A~ 3 (S Hlk4T 2
Y2 w5 B b GO R oy S BT T T8 v 7 R 5 T v ) RE RN 2 s BRI O e {CH i A n SR VS-10
1 {C}h CA(3,3%),CA(3,3°),CA(3,3%), e /n skt 3 YISl AT 1 3 4l i X 3 415 MUty Hoy il it 4~6. 18 5 J)
ML A 35 AN, L2 20, b BT 5 AN ELSE R JE 30 A Cohen 25 A2 i i 35 ANz k) vz N T
AU 3 R AR T A

YU BCE T, S0 PTS_CVS & —FiAN & 5000, BAT — @ BEHLYE, 0 17 3R19 S UMER 45 2R JAT I & 18~
20 R EEAS SN ER S AT 20 IR 3,500 4 SR 45 T AR IS A R AR B ) B ML SPERIAME . BREZE R
TS5 A RGN ], AR B I TR] DA Sy SA07, AR 2 4s (e 0.

Table 18 Fixed strength instances without constraints

R 18 [y AN LI A

(@)
bR eI A T | g A pajia
S1-1 2 51-15 2
S1-2 38 92 3 S1-16 52 4% 3® 3
S1-3 4 S1-17 4
S1-4 5 51-18 2
S1-5 2 S1-19 57 2% 3
S1-6 4231 2% 3 S1-20 4
S1-7 4 S1-21 2
S1-8 2 S1-22 3
S1-9 451 3 51-23 10t 9t 2° 4
51-10 4 S1-24 5
S1-11 5 51-25 6
S1-12 2 51-26 2
S1-13 11 A2 ~42 3 S1-27 2 21 a2 A7 3
S1-14 4rs2 4 51-28 U 3%2 4
51-29 5
(b)
bRETRS A HE | g BARL
S2-1 37 2 S2-9 40 2
S2-2 5! 38 22 2 S2-10 6'° 2
$2-3 38 2 S2-11 3¢ 3
S2-4 41 3% 2% 2 $2-12 4° 3
$2-5 5t 4% 31 28 2 $2-13 5242 32 3
S2-6 415 317 22 2 S2-14 5° 3
S2-7 6 5 4538 23 2 $2-15 5’ 3
S2-8 7' 61 51 4° 38 23 2 _ - -
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Table 19 Variable strength Instances without constraints
R 19 A LA LR A

VCA(Q2,3" {i i I EE %)
LBy  {Eem ) EEGRY  EHIRS {E v ) A i Y

VS-1 @ VS-10 CA(3,3%CA(3,3°)CA(3,3%)
VS-2 CA(3,3% VS-11 CA(3,3"™)
VS-3 CA(3,3%? VS-12 CA(4,3%
VS-4 CA(3,3%° VS-13 CA(4,3%)
VS-5 CA(3,3%) VS-14 CA(4,3)
VS-6 CA(3,3°) Vs-15 CA(5,3°%)
VS-7 CA(3,3% VS-16 CA(5,37)
VS-8 CA(3,37) VS-17 CA(6,3%)
VS-9 CA(3,3%) VS-18 CA(6,37)

Table 20 Fixed strength instances with constraints
20 [ E Iy A 4 RS

KPS AWARSH HARSE | TGS AWARSHE HARSH
SPIN-S 218 4° 25 CS-14 2°13°4%6° 2337
SPIN-V 29232 41 24732 Cs-15 2503441 52 6t 22032

GCC 2189 310 237 33 CS-16 281 3342 61 23034
Apache  2%83%4%5lgl 2331 4%5! CS-17 2128334251 63 2534
Bugzilla 24931 42 243t CS-18 212732 44 55 62 25344t

CS-1 2% 3% 4 5° 62 2203341 CS-19 212394953 64 23838

CS-2 286334351 gt 21933 CS-20 213834 4554 67 24238

CS-3 277 42 293t CS-21 2703425 6° 240 38

CS-4 25134 42 51 21532 CS-22 2723441 62 2% 3

CS-5 215 374%5%6% 2323041 CS-23 2% 3t gt 21332

CS-6 27 436t 22634 CS-24 2103251 64 2534

CS-7 2293t 21332 CS-25 21836 4251 64 25334t

CS-8 219324253 63 2323441 CS-26 25731 4354 2% 34

CS-9 253 4* 5 gt 23037 CS-27 2% 32425 ¢* 217 33

CS-10 213038 4552 ¢ 24037 CS-28 2167 316 42 53 ¢ 231 38

CS-11 28434425264 22837 CS-29 21343753 21933

CS-12 213634 435 63 2834 CS-30 2733343 22032

CS-13 2124 3% 41 52 62 22234 _ - b

ACTS IS HHIZAT 1% T ARG ACTS S — Rl s B9, AT U AT 1 IR AT vk 06t A gt . T
FL, S0 48 SR v 1) B0 35 S A DG SR 2 FF I Bt

S A LIRSS T PTS_CVS RIS SR /M5 BT A 6) Eb 5 10 BT B 10 78 o A S /M 2 28 AR OR. T
T AN 42 JL ] 52 g S AN 20 5 A% 7 JBE AT 240 SRR [ 52 B 75 240 SR PO G P 4 H 52 e 45 SR, 9 56 s i 45 SR AT
AT

S0 B A PR BT 5 5 2 7 S R R A P A .

(L) [ 5 7 B A 2 R S 56 () /0 1)

i 5 7 FE R 2 AR S o 7 6 3R A il R ILER 21 (a) AR 21(b), 3,38 21(a) >k PTS_CVS F1 MiTs X} L& i,
% 21(b)H PTS_CVS 5 ACTS,SA CASA HHSA, IPGAS % Lt 1% .

F 21 s R (1) EB SR MAEL L PTS_CVS FHLT MiTs,B T S1-10,S1-16 A1 S1-17 iX 3 /ML
Ab, PTS_CVS EJki%E i £ MBEA KT MiTs, sk L PTS_CVS tb MiTs 7> 6 4%;(2) 787 56 8 4 Al
[,PTS_ CVS W] 4T MiTs, F-HI3k & PTS_CVS ({13 B Jy MiTs ) 162.6(13284657/81686) 4.

PTS_CVS 1 MiTs #liRFH T 4% 48 22 s, A 2 (1) 5 22 2 il 12 1o R R0 AR 5 ok B30 UM AN ). 7 3
2R 2 FE M MITs K548 38 bR 5L 1~4 85— 52 IIAUE R B AT 2 A B I 2 BR800 R 1 SR o — 4 35 oA
4 ¥ PTS_CVS Jy T 38§ It 2= 21 s U 1 T R, U3k ) T 28 i FRHAR NI A o % 23X K PTS_CVS RETETE
ST TR IR ) P 2B S MTs BR300 110 7 76 26

F 21(0) T HIR TR E S ACTS,SA CASA HHSA,IPGAS 4% % Fl 7 it Lb v, 15 56 70 7 v MR 7
1i,PTS_CVS (545 W AL B T S2-14 52451 41, PTS_CV'S E B f) 78 5 28 MBS 4 T A7 v v (0 ot /IR £ 26 7
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N 7] 77 17, A © A BB Sk B PTS_CVS B AR 18 T ACTS(ACTS & JH 20 5 0%) fH W] L e T HHSA F1 IPGAS.

Table 21 Result of fixed strength Instances without constraints
21 [ E I BEANHT L RS A5 S 45 R

(@)
MiTsH PTS_CVS

Sl | KA W) | KAhEAME)  KRACHIME)  KAGRHEZE)  WITEEs) | A

Si-1 9 0 9 9.0 0.0 0 0

S1-2 27 0 27 27.0 0.0 0 0

S1-3 54 0 54 54.0 0.0 0 0

S1-4 108 0 108 108.0 0.0 0 0

S1-5 16 0 16 16.0 0.0 0 0

S1-6 48 516 48 48.3 0.6 45 0

S1-7 164 1815557 161 162.0 1.0 6458 | -3

S1-8 16 7 16 16.0 0.0 1 0

S1-9 64 106 64 64.7 0.6 26 0

S1-10 | 256 379 894 274 274.7 1.2 798 18

S1-11 | 1024 225148 1024 1024.0 0.0 528 0

S1-12 | 25 977 153 25 25.0 0.0 13 0

S1-13 | 144 1074545 139 1393 0.6 684 -5

S1-14 | 738 3373412 713 713.0 0.0 67050 | —25

S1-15 | 25 0 25 25.0 0.0 0 0

S1-16 | 105 1398262 108 108.3 0.6 161 3

S1-17 | 516 970 672 532 533.7 21 1157 | 16

S1-18 | 29 5 29 29.0 0.0 0 0

S1-19 | 202 1780537 197 197.7 0.6 225 -5

§1-20 | 1082 1283576 1077 1078.7 21 1768 | -5

S1-21 | 90 1 90 90.0 0.0 0 0

S1-22 | 180 0 180 180.0 0.0 0 0

$1-23 | 540 0 540 540.3 0.6 122 0

S1-24 | 1080 358 1080 1080.0 0.0 1 0

§1-25 | 1890 2191 1890 1891.3 1.2 1591 | 0

S1-26 | 100 0 100 100.0 0.0 0 0

S1-27 | 400 21 400 400.0 0.0 9 0

S1-28 | 1200 2696 1200 1200.0 0.0 184 0

§1-29 | 3600 0 3600 3600.0 0.0 865 0

ik | 13732 13284 657 13726 13735 11.2 81686 | -6

(b)
ACTS SAPT | cAsAl*] HHSAM™! IPGAS™ PTS_CVS

. P N X o | IR L | T R K KA | B
S g | MR IR g [ | i | et | detin | @ | 2
S2-1 [ 9 0 9 9 9 44 9 5 9 9.0 0.0 0 0
S22 | 17 0 15 15 15 | 120 | 15 9 15 15 0.0 0 0
$2-3 | 19 0 16 15 15 | 101 | 15 14 15 15 0.0 0 0
S2-4 | 26 0 21 22 21 | 1086 | 22 | 168 20 20 0.0 78 | -1
$2-5 | 25 0 21 23 21 | 241 | 23 48 21 21 0.0 0 0
S2-6 | 36 0 30 30 29 | 961 | 31 | 206 28 28 0.0 4 |1
$2-7 | 33 0 30 30 30 | 177 | 31 42 30 30 0.0 0 0
S2-8 | 44 0 42 42 42 | 175 | 42 23 42 42 0.0 0 0
$2-9 | 57 0 45 46 45 | 2647 | 47 | 1092 45 45 0.0 19 |0
$2-10 | 63 0 62 64 63 | 293 | 67 84 62 62 0.0 28 | 0
S2-11 | 48 0 33 33 33 5 33 28 33 33 0.0 0 0
$2-12 | 64 0 64 96 64 1 64 34 64 64 0.0 0 0
$2-13 | 112 0 100 100 100 | 153 | 100 | 126 100 100 0.0 0 0
S2-14 | 201 | 0 152 125 125 | 78 | 125 | 168 148 148.7 0.6 80 | 23
S2-15 | 239 | 0 201 213 202 | 473 | 206 | 212 197 198.3 1.2 181 | —4
GiF [ 993 | 0 841 863 814 | 6555 | 830 | 2259 829 831 18 390 | 17

(2) A8 7 B Ry 2 R S 56 (1)t 2)
AR 7 FE AN 29 RS20 78 w6 2 A A SR L 22,NA 7 A 56 SR B TR AL 0T I 1 B
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Table 22 Result of variable strength Instances without constraints
R 22 LA LR LU 4 2R

SALF] ACTS PTS _CVS
Sl | KON | KON EEIGS) | ORAMORAME)  KRADCEIIME) KN GRHEZE)  EE(S) A
VS-1 16 21 0 15 15.0 0.0 0 -1
VS-2 27 27 0 27 27.0 0.0 0 0
VS-3 27 28 0 27 27.0 0.0 0 0
VS-4 27 29 0 27 27.0 0.0 0 0
VS-5 27 38 0 27 27.0 0.0 0 0
VS-6 33 41 0 33 33.0 0.0 0 0
VS-7 34 48 0 33 33.0 0.0 0 -1
VS-8 41 51 0 39 39.0 0.0 95 -2
VS-9 50 63 0 50 50.0 0.0 16 0
VS-10 | 34 48 0 33 33.0 0.0 0 -1
VS-11 67 82 0 66 66.3 0.6 56 -1
VS-12 | NA 81 0 81 81.0 0.0 0 0
VS-13 | NA 100 0 81 81.0 0.0 2 -19
VS-14 | NA 165 0 128 129.0 1.7 164 -37
VS-15 | NA 243 0 243 243.0 0.0 0 0
VS-16 | NA 461 0 374 374.7 0.6 279 -87
VS-17 | NA 729 0 729 729.0 0.0 0 0
VS-18 | NA 980 0 814 816.3 25 893 ~166
&t 3235 0 2 827 2831.3 5.4 1506 | -315

M 22 ATLAMEE H AR PTS_CVS (W4 Bt ACTS 18,18 PTS_CVS Epl(K) 78 o5 3 U H1 e~ T
ACTS, Wi # 2 72 5 K AT A 21 166. B S5 SRR RUE K Sk It SAMSTA LE, 11 A sl vh 4754 5 AN (VS-1,VS-7,VS-8,
VS-10,VS-11),PTS_CVS 4 i ff1 7 i & /N T+ SAP,

(3) [l 52 F7 B A5 2y RS2 56 (0] 1L 3)

[ 5 3 P A A RS 2 i 7 w5 8 s R L 23.

Table 23 Result of fixed strength instances with constraints

23 [H5E Iy Al L RS S 45 R

HHSAL! CASAL1 Calot!™ PTS _CVS
e | T | T | T PN PN PN I i)
SR T Y e MY e | s | crsm | g | @) | A
SPIN-S [ 19 144 19 2 19 1 19 19 0.0 39 0
SPIN-V | 31 1725 38 19 31 87 41 42.2 1.1 111 | 10
GCC 18 2552 21 | 1317 | 15 135 17 18 1.4 348 | 2
Apache | 30 3676 30 115 30 144 30 30 0.0 0 0
Bugzilla | 16 119 16 2 16 2 16 16 0.0 0 0
Cs-1 36 3093 49 47 37 809 36 36 0.0 15 0
CS-2 30 1074 30 15 30 25 30 30.8 1.1 39 0
Cs-3 18 130 18 0 18 1 18 18 0.0 0 0
CS-4 20 448 21 5 20 4 20 20 0.0 0 0
CS-5 44 8731 54 69 45 | 2344 42 44.2 2.0 788 | -2
CS-6 24 1248 24 8 24 8 24 24 0.0 0 0
Cs-7 9 364 9 0 9 0 9 9 0.0 0 0
Cs-8 37 5 362 43 53 36 501 36 36 0.0 18 | 0
Cs-9 20 682 21 5 20 3 20 20 0.0 0 0
CS-10 40 8902 46 144 39 | 2195 39 41.4 2.3 624 | 0
cs-11 38 3096 42 868 39 575 38 38.2 0.4 498 | 0
CS-12 36 | 4097 42 110 36 127 36 36 0.0 4 0
CS-13 36 3309 36 107 36 79 36 36 0.0 0 0
CS-14 36 1780 41 13 36 30 36 36 0.0 0 0
Cs-15 30 628 30 12 30 5 30 30 0.0 0 0
CS-16 24 689 24 12 24 10 24 24 0.0 0 0
Cs-17 36 2684 39 26 36 87 36 36 0.0 34 0
Cs-18 39 5779 47 36 40 926 37 37 0.0 765 | -2
CS-19 44 | 10685 | 55 93 42 | 1572 42 42.4 0.9 940 | 0




3686 Journal of Software #k#F3 4Rk Vol.29, No.12, December 2018

Table 23 Result of fixed strength instances with constraints (Contiuned)
R 23 [HE Iy FEHT A RS A S0 A R (48)

HHSAT CASAPT Calot™®™ PTS_CVS

et Hsf ] fsf ] fsf ] PN PNAN KA B 1]
K Ty M e | e e | ersin | geex) | o | 2
CsS-20 | 50 12 622 53 | 1689 | 54 1382 48 49 1.4 1084 | -2
Ccs-21 | 36 2513 36 141 36 21 36 36 0.0 0 0
CS-22 | 36 2234 36 8 36 12 36 36 0.0 0 0
Ccs-23 | 12 188 17 1 12 0 12 12 0.0 1 0
CS-24 | 40 3909 46 68 41 1917 39 41 1.9 481 | -1
CS-25 | 46 6 399 49 959 48 2748 44 45 1.2 518 | -2
CS-26 | 27 1927 32 16 26 1337 27 29.2 1.6 201 | 1
CS-27 | 36 671 36 6 36 9 36 36 0.0 0 0
Cs-28 | 48 10 709 55 175 49 2 269 46 46.2 0.4 927 | -2
CS-29 | 26 2995 30 70 25 63 25 25.2 0.4 31 0
CS-30 | 16 1405 21 3 16 8 16 16 0.0 15 0
43 | 1084 | 116569 | 1206 | 6214 | 1087 | 19436 | 1077 1091.8 16.1 7581 | 2

23 MBHERWI:(1) A% o5 R IMFTT1E ,PTS_CVS W /T CASA & /NT HHSA il Calot, IU 1) i 47 52
191 78 76 22 FUBE RN 235910 2 1 077,1 206,1 084,1 087;(2) 7 7 i 3¢ 4= Bk & 1) J7 1 ,PTS_CVS B B4 T HHSA
Calot,~F- 14K %& PTS_CVS i J&F /& HHSA ) 15.3 f%. Calot /] 2.5 % .4 PTS_CVS 1 CASA Wi LA b, in f A
2 [E G % e MAAN A R I 8] & PTS_CVS ZE48 T CASA, W A2 il s I 18] 43 531 g 7581s K1 6214s. 4k 1 M2
23 WILLE Y PTS_CVS Ml CASA TEA: i A S5 MU R /N 8 5 8 I PTS_CVS  F 2 1 b [ B8 /b 43 i T
Apache, CASA A i 30 1778 77 K 75 2 115s,1Mi PTS_CVS #IA 2 1s.
4.2 PTS_CVS5STS CVSHILLR 59

TR B A S AT A Ty 0 7 5 e AR O R FRATTHEAT T PTS_CVS ML JRAT 4L BT (1) 57% STS_CVS
) EL A FRATT 40 5 F STS_CVS Fll PTS_CVS X 3R 18~3 20 ' fAEAN SZ 9l A6 il — AN 58 K/ 56 3R $8 e HI K
Ny 21~38 23 PTS_CVS A% W K /N (e /ME) A9 G 6 52 18 HR it szl S1-7,. % A2 i — AN K/ 161 78
T A B B:STS_CVS F PTS_CVS 78 45 i 76 2 I8, 28 Ji i 1) 2 A 1R K i B LA . DALt 7 e 36 vk B0 /b 1)
UL, A B TR AN B AE A T80 RE ) DF o A AL 2 o 1) 5 0 U 250 L A 0 6 AR A [, 1% L AR 6 65 M s bl B9
TH AN B TR FRATT A A (e oy B kAR N [R]) SR AT i f STS_CVS M PTS_CVS W )E AL FES 5
WG4 H 5 IR UGS AR W]~ 3445
Bl 3~ 5 73 5ill g 3 18~ 20 o B 5490 () A7 4k 52 36 4 2R B B AR FR DA STS_CVS A i 25 % 1 B IR AR
INF 7] (BEA7 2K ms); AR KR S STS_CV'S MUK N ) PTS_CVS F sk A IS ] AR 3K A hnas b, FH 2k 26 7 9147 4k n s
L.
(1) [ 78 I3 S AN 240 0 R T L 52 56 (1] R 4)
Pl 3y [ 2 g 5 AN A TR I 92451 (1) S 06 45 5 a] W24 STS_CV'S B YR AC I Ta) 48 /NI (2T 1ms), s He<1,
RIS STS_CVS T PTS_CVS;{HRfi# STS_CVS H i AR IR [a) (¥ B4 0, in 2 Lb 6 2 890, 5 243 4.0 AiAq.
500
400
= 200

100

0.00 10.0 20.00 30.00 40.00  50.00  60.00 70.00
STS_CVS H.yE AR i) (ms)

Fig.3 Parallel result of fixed strength instances without constraints
el 3 T 3 A4 SRS AT AL 45
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ST HR R RS 3 R IR, AT BT 10 AT 45 50 5% Wi AT 40 I 3 L 1) 22 K 3224 STS_CVS 1 B AR I
i)/ FRARFN RGNS E SEIEA S DL S 0558 B A LA/ e B ] FRAT AT 1 AT 55 B b i 20 R B 9
TR AR LR FEONEE . D)4, 45 5555 )y THI A7 76 I ) FF A, DR ) R B OFAT Ll R AT 0, 03 Ll <1 (H Bl A5 A5 0 R
GRS A S BONEA B LR T 55 90 B 138 K B 2 AT FRAT VS0 AT 45 Bt 189 22 3ol LU (B AR B b A5 3 T
.

(2) A2 77 B A 0 o A I G S (1) R 4)

Bl 4 D78 ) BE AN 29 S S0 (K FEAT Ak 5256 45 . 5 (8] 52 ) B AN 5 240 ROAE I S5 491 S8 40L, B AR ke LU A7 A — 26
Peh AR AT SR B STS_CV/S B S AR N T1) 18 0 it 18 o £ 2 A, e 1 2 28 v ) s ) A L 2 o o () 4
TR R AL e BN TR] 87 S i 13K ), DS G AT AT I 1A 25 U 20 IR T2 AR (1 3k B A X [ 5 O B AN A 24 R
BB A T B

400 -

00 -

s b
w
3

100 -

000 L L !

0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50
STS_CVS #LikiE A I [] (ms)

Fig.4 Parallel result of variable strength instances without constraints

K4 A2 H A LR EHIFAT S R

(3) [l 5 g B 2 A o 0T El S (1)t 4)

Bl 5 Oy [ 7 g B e 20 o S4B 9 AT 40 S 6 45 2R by T e 240 SRR ol 3R 1) A JOAR X T o 4 RO o 3R 7 AT
TSN AR AL B8, H T FRATT I BN 3X 5 43 BEAT IFAT A AL B DR B 12 ABE AR ) S 349 o0 3 LA X T AN BB BT R
A8 [ I ZE A58 2R v AN [i) S A9 0 240 SRR D AN 5 S AR 7] 3K 330 7 258 20 () o e B3 5 1k A iy g S 2R K

3.00

0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00
STS_CVS H.yk AR i) (ms)

Fig.5 Parallel result of fixed strength Instances with constraints

K5 s sl I ATt g R

5 AR SE ) FEAT A S0 25 LA g W2 24,50 [/ B 21 43391 2 45 28R 3L 6 /) STS_CVS,PTS_CVS i HLIK
IEARKT T .28 24 (R EHE 57 ] 5 ) B AN Y 240 SR G S5 401 AT A 205 SR e e, s L~ 30 B 319,78 Iy Bk
SEGVRR R L FRAT VAR A R HAE R B 1.47 A5 hnad. w5 29 SR s B 29 R IR0 i, 1474k ik
TR 1.45. 574G MR SE 61 347 40 P38 In g 2.68 fis.

Table 24 Parallel result of various test models

24 FIMABAIFAT LR

[ STS_CVS I [aj(ms)  PTS_CVS If[al(ms) -3 finisk bt
i 52 7 BEANHE A1 R 124.34 38.94 3.19
B EAR LR 7.26 4.94 1.47
i 5 g JE s 4 16.75 11.57 1.45

&t 148.35 55.45 2.68
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4.3 LIHIR

T VEA S PTS_CVS WA #Ut, BATTSEE 7 K550 % PTS_CVS 5 H A A JT (W e A 7 25 58 AR v
B R EAT R B X 0T LG IR 7 vE A SR T IPO B SRS IR, A K TS, GA,SA 45 i e U4 28 SR g 1), 18 A7 48
SAT 2 Yfife phe 35 ¥ 75 SRS Jy T FRAT TR B T [ 52 g B A% g BE AN Ay £ 03X 3 b S 4 R W TR 10 2 7E W
— b S A AR AL e AR A 7 9 PTS_CVS #8 fik E 7 25 35 MBS J7 10 R T g /s ;i A6 22 g i 1) 77 1T, B 4%
PTS_CVS B or LA AR R B At G bL 5 vE 3 J. [A 1 PTS _CVS S H T — Pt 145 55 3R A2 1 7 ¥

AN RATIEHATT PTS_CVS Jf. AR AT PE S 50 S 90 45 L W - L AR O S ) S 401 RS 20 474 e
FEANTR]AH 2 AT 40 038 LG 3 A b 2 5 I HE B R AT R D P IR AT T 8 v 348 o 4 s 34, BT b o — o R
B AR SCIFAT W IR AN R S — B AT R0 B o TS 2B il 26 3R (19 07 7% | T3 PSR F 1) ForkJoin 2 — Rl At
FAT AGAE B, FE 52 PR 12 5 1 R 56 W 52 K, TR b, AT A0 0 TS AN K BRAR. 43 A1 S Bk 25 °F & N 1R 7 o 3R A A
AT TR R TRAT A 5 TAE A1 — 4.

5 EMEWERGUMERZSMN

SIEUE A RIS 56 P BIF 5 00 4 A7 A 5 Wi SR 5 AT P 1 DR 3R A S AN B, R T FRATT AN 3 A5 T S
ARSI 45 RAT I B AT A0 W0 5, Ok T e PTS_CVS BT RE A A1) d5 /N 26 3¢, A SCAE LA T i —
JEIS A Tl B 4% R S A R T i T BLARA S A ) 4 SR R AR S BRI T — B A AR TR S 4
N SEE B0 G (EL X T At PR S 81 S5 56 45 SR RT RE AT I AR A, FRAT TS 75 A S 2 I S 1)L iR A ST VR IR AT
R S, SRR I A, SO AR 4 T R ISR EOR A IR B Sk B EORIK 30 LD B BARIRE TP
(RIS 223X PIASGE vl Bt LB 22 1) 3 52 DB i S S I 1) S 36 & 8L

6 fXI{E
AR R R A OAT 30 245 M C TR 3 600 255, Horh 200 £ 58 A5 e 2% 264 e T WL, B 6 %

J8CA B AT VA DG ) — 2 A

Nurmelal™8175 2004 4F 3 A8 TS SR i 26 2, % E I 7 — SRR 2 4. 3 Bl s% -
G TRV X TR 9 2k J 10 A TS S92 5 7 247H.2009 4F, Robert 25 AUl ] TS 4090 Wtk 77— 428 3~5 4 %
T BT ABAVE S — R A R ITVEA T 6~7 Y w4 A 25RO T AR s i 7 15 % Robert IR E
a0 TS 48 A o 2%, 1M 2 2% 2F B CPHF(covering perfect hash family), 4R J5 % CPHF %3 5% 8 o 26 X FE T LL K
RGF T I TRD Aol 75 A e v 4 5 7 25 3R ARG TTAT AN I % 07 76 RS AR S B AN B0 b 20k 25 B 3% BRI
7 7% 4 b5 Gonzalez-Hernandez 25 A\ V248 W 7 MITs 75 145, 1% 7 v R F 53 4 20 458 R B0k S i 48 22 5 A (1 4 o
PEFN SRR, I 35 5 /N 36 36 %7 VE I B AR 2R i ) i K .2016  4F Kamal 23 ABYSER YT HHH(high
level hyper-heuristic) /7 2%, & 4& H §I A7 5¢ TS A2 8078 76 38 19 BB 77 1L % 7 R F TS 48 B 3R 3B Pk R 22 I
AR RV, A B PR 2 48 R SR AT S 2 e P I L4 25 AR 2 5 2%, el b R SR A B3 /N 1 3R
E A SCHR [0 32 AL 11 52 36 &5 SR A HHH 7 vk A2 B I 78 55 R S SRS KT MiTs vk,

152930 ib B )7 T, 2008 4, Cohen 25 AP p5 vt AETG ) FH Al 3k Je 1 1) 0 (SAT) =K gt 48 HEAT 29 oAb B8, A=
BT 35 AN ARG 2 Y7 16 2 HE45,2009 4, Garvin 25 NP AN BHE K BT SA 5 SAT SKAR B HEIT 454 2
BT A R 7 5 6.2015 4, Yu 2 \POSE T A% el Af ] IPOG BEAT T L7 o5 248 %07 ¥ AR AE IR
T o A B K (E 3 P AR AT W A 5 IR £ 7 95 AN [, Akihisa Yamada %5 A\ PSR 7 25 e 1 A R N2
IR R 8 i R FH 240 SR e 8 R AT SRR % V0 R SR A IR /N U () 2 1 R

FEAR Jy B 78 75 26 76 IROJT 10,2003 4, Cohen 25 NB15S 1 Yt Y T A8 ) 78 o5 32 HOME &, A P RE00GE K 553k
SA R T 11 A4N8 g i 48 7 3422000 4E, Chen 25 NP5 Al FITISCRES9 ACS 2 i 7 4% ) B 788 o 6. 55 SA I EL,ACS
A TR )5 26 3R IR BRI K AEL AR ok B T . 2011 4 Ahmed 25 A\ LI AR oy B Sz 9™ R 3] 18 A, A% b 7 e A
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1 VS-PSTG AE i T M1 K178 55 #.2012 4£, 1 7055 N BNy —Flogr i w48 ) B2 40 A B0 Jf 45 th 738 T
one-test-at-a-time SR (1)1 AR Jy 5 7 6 3R A2 ROV 68T (072 ) B3 DS 280 v 0k FH 4B 2 A T B2 2 G AT t
A SH ) PUE AL G AN 75 B985 42 25 7C 1 78 55 7 =K BV AT, BRI A8 28 T DU g MEAff s il IR R 48 T S 40 R 1 A8 AR
A 78 w5 2 BT T, 12 S0 I SR A0S T B e m] A8 g J 7 o 2 A i T R fn PICTBA AT — 2 1A 38 AE A A
41 Cohen %5 A42 i) SA.

FE AT V5277 11,2011 4, Himer 25 N BRI g 1k B oF S WL FAT b S8 v & S 80U 20 & i 788 76 15 0 A e Sk
I IF — N 2 1 0 4 7 2 (E A% SO F AN R 4T 7 75 R 10 7E . 2014 4E,Lopez-Herrejon 2 A\B4R T f 47844
SR =R A A e R 2 4 55 R ATk, — B F U FF 4 R FH 0 A1 SRR S kAT AT 46
Geronimo % A\ B*31F1 1| Hadoop MapReduce 5B 8 4% 53 JFAT 10, 31 156 78 26 2 A7 1o 1 ol JR o i 2\ 29 o
T A —Fh A X FHAT U EHESL Spark $& H T — Tl By A5 T HAT A0 8 4% 0323, 1% 07 323 3 OB R 1 1 Rt -
DL, BER NP7 76 38 10 A2 BOd RS H AT, 3% 26 23 A7 2 AT A 0 3 I J2 1 0 18 4% B3

7 HFHREARFKRIE

T 75 2 PR A DA A R ) DG ) B —, — EZ B T TR S R T B SR AR R S DL R AR
B i) 2 1 12 7 6 3R A AR N 3 AN BER AR AR — R S0 R A U A R R A S R T TR
IR HH — o D A (LA 0 5 R 0 I8 Sl A AR AT H T I 2 TR0 A% 2 B i AT 1 28 s 1 3R B DG T A X R
14 851 7 7 S8 G 20 SR 1A 20 G RS 28 v RS b AR 2 3 R G b, S BN M AS B BEAT AR R TRV, S 4RI
2 TR 3 A7 A A SRR 2 R N A 3 A A DR DL LA

O MRS AR o T 30— B4R T TS 4678 o R AR (W R A SCHR i T — RO i) TS ik
PTS_CVS i) 3 2 TAEWF.

o HSE ML pair-wise STIRTE L ST UG BRI S ELAC B R AR, 3RS T TS AL S ECE, I A Friendman

F1 Wilcoxon A8 56725 12 dee P O B B0 AT 8811434
o HWKM TS 5EEILCA ML R A J LA 456 A TS RE A G AR M A R i — D9 B TS F
LT FF AT AR g B2 25 3R IR AR

o I, N TR AR AR BOEE, T ForkJoin FEZESEIR TS AT ik

S 45 SRR W A B B AR T THT PTS_CVS {E Z Rl A #0858 7 T — 2678 36 3R 1 b I 2F ol
b AR R AR AR Y 2 T BOMT A AR R E 273 BT 2.6 5 gk

20 TAEHR BATH 4R SR R A HR AL B v, 3t — 03 PTS_CVS MR fE 1 36 T248 110
YA B A A AN I L B B R A H I M A RN B 2 I R TS BRALLA) G SPIN-V - S48 v 2% 1
TCA K RIA 66 AN, H 60% IS E bS5 —AFE L el I PTS_CVS A ot R 2 T i ik o K
(W32 23). 3Lk, R ForkJoin HEBEFEAT S0 AT (b, AR — 8 B3R, 1 il T A b A7 4 52 5 AUAE A4 5 58 BR 1,
B A B TR, AT T RIS 52 33T B 43 A1 3B 2 P 6 B B b R I 2857 88 5 P T 55 6 0 T DR S it
SE ik — DR T 1R AR R
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