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Evaluation of Test Suite Effectiveness: Problem, Progress, and Challenges

LU Ze-Yu"?, ZHANG Peng"?, WANG Yang"?, GUO Zhao-Qiang'”, YANG Yi-Biao'?, ZHOU Yu-Ming"”
'(State Key Laboratory for Novel Software Technology (Nanjing University), Nanjing 210023, China)
*(Department of Computer Science and Technology, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, China)

Abstract: The effectiveness of a test suite in defect detection refers to the extent to which the test suite could detect the defects hidden in
the software. How to evaluate this performance of a test suite is an important issue. Coverage and mutation score are two of the most
important and widely used metrics for test suite effectiveness. To quantify the defect detection capability of a test suite, researchers have
devoted a large amount of research effort to this issue and have made significant progress. However, inconsistent conclusions can be
observed among the existing studies, and some challenges still call for prompt resolution in the area. This study systematically summarizes
the research results achieved by scholars both in China and abroad in the field of the evaluation of test suite effectiveness over the years.
To start with, it expounds the problems in the research on the evaluation of test suite effectiveness. Then, it outlines and analyzes the
evaluation of test suite effectiveness based on coverage and mutation score and presents the application of the evaluation of test suite
effectiveness in test suite optimization. Finally, the study points out the challenges faced by this line of research and suggests the
directions of future research.
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BAFRR S — P EE A AR PR DREBOR, 36 H R APt il i ST B2 i, A8t R, I
BN T IR, BLISIE S AT 45 R 15 55 FUYI 5 SR — B0 AT 47 R T 45 RAS— S50k, 22 W00 i 4
BT IRE Y PR, TR S DL B B 2, JLR B R e o

BAFDR T ZE A B K0 I TR RURS 75 B Al o, B TT AN BRAE Bl — - (K I 1) A1 I il Al AT 1 9 5 1RO AR
iy O RPN 78 43, 2 X R I () B 2 S TS0 A SR A T 2 1 TE K, T2 B A i v
MM AR AR . A, e 0 DX B A s B AGH I A AT VA, DUREAE ST D A 55 R i 2 1) AT AL A

AT PO IR G A P — A EEEE RIS IR A IR PR A R TR R A 2 R P L e Aarll Hh ]
FEFY R AEAE R . AGr DI 250 R Py o 5 22 LA sl e Fty Ik B P 28 B . A, el - e B e i ) sl s B
AT, PRI TG T R DX A (R e B R A 28 D sk, AT 8 68 00 4 PO A o i o e B i A 2%
PR, T 7 o A AR A3 2 A PR IR A A . H T, DU 2k A P A R EE R ) 2 A T AR R
AR 7 o R MR A9 7). B it AR MR AT N 22 2 2 M RE P e 3R (1A 20 30) BILE, 225245
I R AR RENS AR JE RO IR 3 2 57 A4 H ELA3.

7 AL S A5y BT IZ. B 7 T2 T SRR R, 9 a9 1 B A L AR G B
AR SRR L TR L R PR T A BT L e T VR e e s i VA AR A A N T
FRESS, B1an IRE A PRAE L R SRR S ULt 0 VR A ST AR U,
Zhu 25N U AR SRR 4 R AT T ARG SRR BRI, e IR A VR (K R TR L

FEE 2 AL -G ), DR A VRN WU AT A+ 0GR, B H AT b 1k, 2 TARWIIT 1 8 o A RIS
RO Rk 2 Tl O R U522, A VF 2 LARRIFIE T A8 545 0 1 B A R A 280k 2 1 Fr 56 28 070 3R, b T
TRELEAFAEZE 5T, BUA WO 2 15 FRAE 574570 -5 SR AN ZPE IR 0 SR A AE — 28— B 4518, AR Rk
PR AR ST 1 e L AP

(1) f5 R 5 SR R R RAN B LE0F TR W7 o A e B R A7 R E A DGR iR, 1T o) LERIF 5
RWL i A SRR AT A SR 58

(2) 25430 Sk B A B 58 R AN — B — LEF TR W AS S 440 B ok B A DA 28k 2 8] FR A S P i, T
I3 LR TR AR A5G 70 55 BB R IAT P AR A 58

(3) MIREEA RNV T TSI A G . e v B P M BRI IR 3G Ty 2 K78 1
HEN . GErt i, SREES I SEA A

(EARE R, RS AL LR s 2 Pk, (B ERA A SO IR A R PO SO T ST AT B 45 S BRAT 1P
K1, RYEAT VR 2 SAEWETCER I I SR R 1 MURERAT R e VPO O T AR, B 6T IR AT R RV ) B &
PERIZEA TAE (B 2022 4F). d PG HAE PP ST I8 SO R 2B PR, 0 T 984X 22 [, RN
T IR R S SHETE CARIHEAT, ASON 19912022 SR KAHSCHESEREAT T 4 st [, xS AT R PPAN (K
WFE AT 70 A AL &5, JFAEEIERS_E it RS AT R E VP ATUaT 1 i (b e O SRR B ST 1.

ATCE 1 TR MR AT RO E VRO AU 2 SR TT ) 58 2 1 Ui W AN SR SRS 3R - 0 a4 T 2GR STk
EME R 3 VRN I T i RN T AR AR VR, I 2D A 4 I 1) AU 1 AR AT R VR A
55 4 WA ANREABNE RS ZR . 5 5 SR BB A AN R 2 A AR A R VRN 2 . 5 6 LT
AR A H IR AT BAE VRO IO . 35 7 1 20 sl A R VAN A I PR AN AR ROBIT 5T 1) f3 7 265 8
TREALIINE.

1 #fxRIE;

1.1 WREBHMEIENBRENAB

NI ¢ PR AL — AN T AT SR A (test input) AN TAS 2 AT IE A
PR TS (test oracle). B 1 JE7R T 3EA 40 45 MR I ACHS, /R BIACHE K T EvoSuite™". & 2 1 test0 Al
testl A& H] EvoSuite 2F B PIAN I 4. AP0 55 30 3 SR FH nT 0T W 5 T 2K, 0 an 161 2 S 1 testO )
assertTrue(stack0.isEmpty()) Fl assertFalse(stack0.isEmpty()) v&FJ.
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@Test(timeout = 4000)

public void testO0() throws Throwable {
Stack<String> stack0 = new Stack<String>();
assert True (stack0.isEmpty () };

| packsgs tuterial;

+ import java.util.EmptyStackException;

A stack0.push({ String) null);
+ public class Btack<T> [ " + ~p-n
a privats int capacity = 10; stackO.push(" {y{j!vqtKek™P™");

privats int pointer = 0 stack0.pop();
private T[] objects = (T[]) nev Object[capacityl; assertFalse(stack0.isEmpty());
public veid push{(T o) { }
if (pointer »= capacity) i */
throw nev RuntimeException(*Stack capacityi"); @Test (timeout = 4000) '

ebjecta[pointer++] = o

public void testl() throws Throwable {
public T pop() { Stack<Object> stack0 = new Stack<Object>();
if(pointer <= 0) stack0.push({ Objeet) null);

throw new EsptyStackException(};
return abjects[--pointex];

assertFalse(stack0.isEmpty());

" ¥

= public boolean isEmpty() { stack0.pop();

% } b | S assertTrue (stackl.isEmpty() };
o ¥ }
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TR TS5 S, Ak R TS A 2 AR (9 F 43 Lh. S 2 RE BT S 1 3h 35 MUl i, AR & 55, B T
— 2K, R HENAE A — PP Al N AR B 7 v O T 2 52, DARS TR Lo Aittal, 9] it ot v - 0%, e SR AT
BT 4 s B i B,

(2) HE T A SRR HED

25 5 PR DeMillo 25 N BSURT Hamlet™ U . A5 57 IR T LASE 3ok ke IR 0 AT — ANk 22 AN T4 28 T A o
B P il I L SR B

K 4 FroR, 22 5k e MRS AR S 5T (mutation operators) BV JRARTE R p (K155 72 10 5 KO0 T0) 1) 2t — 441 A
SR M (mutants). 2B 74K p' e MR IRUARTEIT p PVERRIRCA. ARG MREE T N T JRUGTRIT p. 0 T VAL 4 2 Mk
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SCHR T 18 55 19912022 2 5 IR AR A U VPN AR DG I = B 9T UAE. Bk, A SO DUR P SRIEATAH 56
SCHERIA RS B 5 k.

(1) K& B F5: BRI R 51% (Google Scholar). DBLP computer science bibliography. ACM Digital
Library. IEEE Xplore Digital Library f SpringerLink Digital Library 1 SCE#i 2. #6020 SCHR 322K 5 R TRy
I [ 25 L ICSE FSE/ESEC. ASE I ISSTA Z5H1— it (f1 111 TSE il TOSEM 25 LA S JUAty 7 52 1) 25 RN
T/ 40 ISSRE. Journal of Systems and Software %5,

(2) #r R I 38R 0 BT 4 “test/testing/test case/test suite effectiveness™“test/testing/test case/test suite

99¢¢ 99¢¢

fault/bug/defect detection” test size effectivenesscoverage effectiveness/fault detection” “mutation effectiveness/fault

2966 29¢¢ 29¢¢.

detection”“mutation testing effectiveness/fault detection”*test faults™test quality”.

AR SCAE AR P oo SCRR I A NN 506 Lk SSBA AT R

(3) WAL I IR): K528 1991-2022 4F 8 H 3L 32 4F A [ SCHR.

(4) SR A e R Z A SCIR 1 Se AT WIE I, T PR UESCRRBURE, A SCANE £ 23 U] workshop SCRR. T if
55 2o il S5 APF 7T 25 BN AH SQ BRATCAH 2C (19 SCik, 1930 T 101 45 SR, ZEFI B R, ASCHIN T 2 7 EZ (K workshop
MR, B 24132 T 103 F5 STHR.
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6 % [13,21,70,87,100,110]\ SANER _L/ei 3 % [74,90,106]\ ICSME i@j( 1 % [85]’ Eﬁﬁ;’f‘ma"]%ij{i@i 27
Aﬁ: [20,30,37,43,46,49752,56,64766,76,77,7‘),84,92,94,96,98,101,107,109,1l1,114,115]; ;ﬁﬂ:ﬂji@j{ﬁ 35 %, @;?ﬁ TSE _L/ejc 10 % [22,27,3‘),44,55,86,104,116,120,123]‘
TOSEM &3¢ 4 4 171180 STVR #5324 f 17741200 1SS 830 2 5 PO ESE 30 1 451", sCP g3 1 4B,
AT FC A (R AT 8 3 13 iy 429424553 S 8S0SLEOMOSL 0\ Py DA H, SRS R ME VAR A 7 A R A
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A1 17 AU A R R A B TR
3.1 ETEZERITM
3.1 A e
1 IR T VRBIE (R BAR ) 1] S A1 K 80 s SCHR Hh 8 FH PR 2k 483 5 14 70 20 M DU PR I 00 TRIATT Sk b A5 )
oAb L T8 25 B0 78 A PEME R A 48 1F 4125 7% (modified condition coverage)™ . 5 /4448 35 (decision/condition

coverage)®®, % %14 #% (multiple-condition coverage)”®. 5% #% (exception coverage) " Hlfy i 7 55 (output
coverage)?"4. T TR L o (30 08 o HE AT T PRI 4A.

R EBESCHERAL T 7 s E

e SCiik SCRRE

WS all-edges? i [38-40,54,111,112] 6

177 [20,53,106,110,113] 5

A [12 14,18,19,23,27,2186:3571,&1121?(1),55,i,1596:152963&6,89,90,92,93,95,96, 2%

P [18,21,42-45,87,88,108,109,119,121-123] 14

A iR [22,45,56] 3

bk [18-20,45—48,50-53,59,61,90,92,93,105,116,117,120] 20

EIR HE Bt [21,22,27.41,43,44,56,88,89] 9

BIESA A e [22,27,50,52,56,97-100,102] 10

AR 5 [18] 1

J7 i [20,110,114,122,123] 5

c-usefH i« all-c-usesf i [21,43,44,88,103] 5

. D-usef ik all-p-usesf i [21,43,44,88,103] 5
Hdi it

all-uses?& i [25,26,38,39,41,57,58,103,108] 9

def-useZH i+ all-DUs7 5 [40,47,49,50] 4

AR SUL SRR [88] 1

IR B W [37,51,95,96,114] 5

(1) A&

FE R SRR GE LR, FE R RIS 17 B CFG = (N, E, entry, exit), ot N j&—4145 45, E 2 —41
1, entry ﬂ] exit 73 MR ARFRFIN DRI O g1, AN S ne N RPN — 480, B4 e = (n,n;) #w
T Ry BT Ry BRI

1) A

XTI P, B (K4 SRR A FE D, D P& — A EANFMN CID=CieCeo...0C,, Kt ok
RAEY, RZE L HE L.

EX 1 (GERER). 161 E S HE N EESRO A nl ) ol R FIE 1) n B0 HAT IR,

EX 2 (RHEER). FME USR5 C e D B/DHHATH - IRFTHME.

EX 3 (5rXBEE). 43 07 o 1HE W 5 200 4 IR e 42 T AL VSl PR A A P 21038 43 32 D, BRIV LA B B A A S
AT 3.

EX 4 (BEEE/HIEBSE). 1B IE451/H % E &% (modified condition/decision coverage, MC/DC) # JUI| B 5k
TR 7 6] I35 2 BLF 4 N5 a) BRI N DT A entry FIH 3T £ exit HR 2 /DA AT IE —IK; b) FEFH
IBEAN 73 3 D #SBEANAT AT AT eI 25 21, BRI o) X TN C e D, B0 BAT - IRETRMEL d) %
FEANFAT C; e D, WTRGUE WA ST 540 53 3 D FIE IR, B € HA T 51 C; (j # i) , 245K D(C; = true) # D(C; =
false) .
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EX 5 (BEER). WM MENZRIIT S P A S I E T AN T & entry B E5 AT exit (WA
PAT HAE.

EX 6 (FF3EBEE). Jid 8 S T4 £ 3 F2 I8 AR Hh (R AN T3 v 2 15 e IR A T B 5.

2) Edhint

EX T (EX-ERX). B v 08 SUREH T AR v (11 fn, . By AR v 197 s, . KT
A v TG E A% (definition-free path) J& H P ANELEALR & v (I FHTE X BRAR. WERAETT fin, 51 Min, ZIA)
AR EARAAAEAR & v (M HE AR, BB T — AN 58 SIS (defuse pair), R8N du(ng,n,,v) . WERAEH
HILAE T K35 (computational expression) H, ABA %X} & c-use. WA HH HHBLLEE 1 P, A% /2 p-use. all-
uses f§f c-use I p-use.

TE X 8 (c-use BE). c-use (computation use) 7 i HE U Z KN} BTG 1K) c-use B 2 /D7 i —IX.

TEX 9 (p-use B2). p-use (predicate use) 7 i 1 B SR X T A 1) p-use X /08 i — K.

TE X 10 (all def-uses B 35). all def-uses 7 i (45’5 all-DUs 78 i) HENE SR A (R 58 A8 F 6 48 /078 % — Ik

(2) B AN

SR IR SRR T e .
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sy SR P s T 5 AR D 6 5 A R v
Cat A 2005 TN cuselitif, puse RPTT C SRR T2 T AR b R TR b AR 3 2 AR
o om e A AR 7 S A P e
Yo, MR - N N .
age | [44] BLA K o ’ - i L, DL EG, Jr ARG, c-usefd on Alp-used o ifE
Andrews%% 2006 e %uj%e?ﬁm, p-use RTH C  BREH UL AT
e 1 159 AT P, g, e e VT i (B PR a6 U R (0
Gupta® A" 2008 o™ imimm s Tava BEE e e o ot R B (A A A
Wei s A" 2010 [N 4 —  Eiffel ECSCBMME 4000 6 A AT AP B A
4y LG, def-use it e SR v
N g3 DT B, multi-point TEABHR, def-use i 5 WA RCPEARHIX, Hf HIL

Pars
HassanZ;

FES

stride coverage

RSIR  CH++,

ARSI A L0 SO ) LA R R PN RE ). MPSC

(MPSC) Vi Java PEAE L 2 SO G T (AT e
IR ERAH
WA A . 4 R T ‘
Gligoric 2013,%;5?’% Eﬁ/“j?DEBB’ ]}Iff ?i,R;%’f C pmpy BRI A AL WAL, )
s \19481 9015 " , B3 i, ’ P BIBILTS Java o7 N S ot RS A 4 R A 1 S R
4% AIMP, PCT i pz IR 2k
R, RFIT
blocking, blocked,
blocked-pair, F/RMEMHNL, A5 R I 1 A2 o5 45 bRl w2 FE R R
HongZ A™ 2013 BEHLERL follows, sync-pair, ISR Java Eiﬁ?}?ﬁﬁ’ P () v 2 SR TOON HE AR, I ELE R 2 IR

LR-Def, PSet, def-
use

i

AR A B E A

A EA A, o e, e s I 5 N sy 1t .
e 051 e o o e oo B ROy, s T AR R 2 47 LA S 35
Gopinath% A" 2014 ﬁQ%,EELJJ %%ﬁ%@m, e T Java AR SREERH o 2T D M TR B A R
AN 935 A2 78 25 ME D) R B8 TC YRR I 3K W R I
JeER, KB BB i BE AT 25, A TR RIASE (1 B8 AL 38 A
Gay % NP 2015 EZER @, MC/DCHE R, BUREIEA Lustre BFENE 0T LR DUAT AL 2 0 2 O GRIA. /LR
OMC/DCH #%: FEFIR I A OMC/DCHE NI ) I8 45 EbAH ) MUASE Fr) B
AL AE AT DA S BT v (1) s g A il
YH. P2 P
PR o SEAH BRI T DR WS VO
Hemmati®™ 2015 hﬁﬁa‘ ﬁmlﬂ,%éé def-ﬁn:g — Java  BCSZERRE AR IS 1 VE 2 Bl A I 2 R BB 3
A gﬁ‘“’ 25 X
W) E R, 0 E R REBT 4 IR PR IARE T
Cheng®5 AP 2016 HZAEM ih, ®RiEXEE, H*El;é Haskell 2560 BRARRIT. B4R 2 107 o vl ) L, &5 n]
W5 VA T fie 5t S XAH
X A
[, A8 215t
BC, DBC, LC, EC, FIM 4L AT 70 R BE AR U AT R FR A 2 R KT 1
Gay™ 2017 HAZEM MC, MNEC, OC, S5HZEE Java ZL92BG ARG 364, EvoSuite K14y 37 4 36 i 2 fit
WMC A R AR
LR
el
3
pi 551 oo DI e e AR FEHER e TEI L, 0 068 i e LA 3 P 5 2
Kochhar¥t A7 2017 oy, ™ A7 BT, 7308 it ek, g Java FUSRB o o b o g1
e E)E|
DurliF A 201 bt LA U, ¢ sy CETREE AT LRSI S G,

A
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(1) 74 55 ME LA

1) $ A e v ) Lt

£ 2014 4E, Gopinath 2 A\ USRIHT 97 45 & 1T, 78 R4 MR S5 A 1 Randoop T EAE BN 4 vy, ) 7 i 2
TSR AR Tt ) e R T FE A5

WIFFEN G2 28 30 3ok I 2 5 2R R LR 4R . 78 R ) C 420t T — MR R I g m MR A 3 T 2
DGR KB 100% 7 55 2 MR N AR . TR 2 GO, BB 780 RS S A DI SEpr ), Ha
AHBEM. 7 2015 4F, Gligoric %5 N "I T 55— MR IRAE AR FE 4 OB ST, AATIEAS T K A e, (4515 f
N4y 378 15 S 3EAUEN, DA R S s v ), LR IE TR BE A0 B i v R I S N R TADIRZS (P HE D). 3% ok JU)
YU Fahdn S A A sh A R AL K Java Al C F2)7 _LATAG ). JEF 9256, A WA MENR IR U 08 &
A A2 N ARE PR B AT 55

£ 2017 4E, Gay™ B4l T EvoSuite HESR (158 b6 I §E Iy & H6 K 1 Defects4d K 172 1) 353 ALz BIA 1Y 8
ANIE RN FERREL W RIN, B 7 R B A A RUCPEFR B v KT A RIS 3 55 %6, EvoSuite 43 378 i HEN & fe A1
. 7E 2018 4F, Durelli 25 A P*UH ] 39 A C FLF i 189 AN BB LA T 3 T 7 36 MEN: 34178 75 (edge coverage).
X7 i (edge-pair coverage) Fl 1457 i (prime path coverage), 1 A8 ARV B AR L. 45 R H 1142
7 5 v LRSI R B 2 (R BRE, e 2 e B S i B IR e v, (AN B .

2) P AU R ESc A At A VR U B L

Frankl 25 A P51 51 1991 4201 1993 4E4# FH 9 AN H AT T FLAS all-uses A all-edges Wik 76 43P E U ) 45
Wk S AT S0 BT B, S 5 AN H, all-uses WIZ L all-edges A %4 75 4 NI H , all-uses 7843 ik
AELERUIAE T all-edges 7843 MWK AE AL, 76 1991 4, ARAMEHZ AR R R W, 76— L I100 B A, IS8 251
B SCAH I ORIE 1) 23 Lo 5 FLRR R A 8 ) 2 IR AP FEAR S IEAR DG, ME—20 b, 7E 1993 45, flufi 148 F 22 48 [ VA 43 By
R I AT DB 1% P HUE 236 2 5 I o 7 5 1 o S-S P DR ) T 49 LU e 5 PR3 1) 4 LG PR B n i 389 0. &5 SR 5%
B 4 AT E B E I B8 ) 5 8 55 1008 XA QIR T 4 b S SR IE AR DG BRI RE D 5 4 AN H 2 5
(R 23 B 2 IE A OG, (HOE RS,

7 1994 4£, Hutchins 2 A\ "fHF90 4 T all-edges H1 all-DUs (155010 all-uses) F9 M s vl . 45 e ], 78
BRI 90% IR A Y b B A% % 1) A R ASE 1) JUAR A I H B8 4T () R B A DU A 2550, e, 2478 5 R
90% HEINE 100% B, 105 4 W3 4 w2 T 5 R MK A R0bE. A AT &5 RAE R W, AN 100% FfRAS 2 56 K JF

£ 2015 £, Hemmati" 57 T Defects4d $idErh 5 ANIFUE Java T H MR A1, L 7 JURPELA AOF B
Y a7 oV DU A A AT T R B 1) VB ) A 5 A AR AR 59 (DU 21 10% RISk FA); 2) $ 2 AN il
75 i TR DU 20 5 70— B PG T oA P g i 1 2 A A YR D) (MIC/DIC A 31 19% (R B, B A 425 1)t 2 i 4 DU A
T 28% [FIEEIEA); 3) FEA (K BHE H07E 55 P LRSI 042 07 o AAS U 2 (R 2 BB (79% A I 381 1) il b vy LA
Wi def-use 78 o B F); 4) T3 15% [R5k A TG B 2 i A0 R M S 7 o o DULARG IO 81, A AR I 21 1) e B = 2 55 00
FEREPS

(2) 7 75 2RI A A R AR DG

SV RV A & A —, AR 55 26 TRk OO IR AR A Ak ) F LR AR, SR T AT BT AR I 2 5 R A
2 I A SR B R DU 5 ) 7 T I AN 5. £E 2000 £E, Briand %5 N PURITIFST 45 BN SRR o R A B 7 v K 2
AR R R G R IR .

£ 2005 4, Cai 25 N VR IR RINAE J1 5 4 B IO G5 AL TE SEHEN) (B it . FIETE H . c-use 7 i Al p-use
HE 35 Z [AAFAE P RS (R AH DG AbAT T R A AE 7 55 248 R B 7 55 28 2 (AR AH DG 7 e o T 0 .

£ 2013 4F, Hong 5 N "UE ] 9 NIRRT VAL T 8 AN 78 o v IR B A A vk 22 1) (0 26 &R A AT )
S5 SRR, DA I IR 35 FRhR 8 I A MG R iy b S5 RSP R A, I FLE H S A AR i A 2 H Ay
SR, FE 7 w5 T bs A S T s Rt A B 5 bR 0 A R0 IR e 1 .
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WEFN 2 VB R T — e 45 b A0 78 5 7 DU R A I T (R 78 o0 P M 2 Pl 7 8 8 R At S R B AT,
T AL 2R A7 5 VT P UK B A E b v R 1. Bt i DR 1Y) B B A I AR e TR B IR, AR 5 A el A ok
T AL X R AR R TR UL SR, 7 A %) 00 P 48 P e R WU i 0 T PR A AR v AR AR B AR 4 BE AT AR 2015 4,
Gay 25 N PP Ak A i (0 R (A R G T4 2 2 i TAE B9 ), AATI45 3 A58 1) {30 2 7 o6 HE U
AI BETCYZAR U Hb 2% BH R IR [ 1A 285 e, A ) RS P b AL R 08 5 T LR IRARRAEE 22 0 % 1R . 2) A 454
A0 28 555 YR DUV A O 4810 2 1 ) b 7R T A B b, BT 8 RUASE 92 B8 il AL 738 5 1 U %)~ B LG 10 A4 bt 2 7
it Y DU (R A I B[R 5[5 22 13.5%. 3) Observable MC/DC (OMC/DC) #E NI MOV R] LU /)il w1 45 45 W A0 78
THEDU R B, A 1 A OMC/DIC P Uy UK 4 A () AIUASE 18) AL a8 T LA S 300 B vy PR B s DU ARATT ) 85 SR i
TR SN R A B VE A AR T 0 2R 40 45 ) B e 3 5 o ) A sk

£ 2016 4, Cheng % A P15t of i CRE (0 W07 26 563047 758 1 ANSEUERRSE. AR IL: 1) MAE RS
IH— M A 1 (nomalized test effectiveness) WA BRAH G 2) Hr N 7E o5 % 5 LA MG 20 (raw test
effectiveness) A R IAH G, 3) 181/ 3078 o5 RN KA X 55 %6 (expression coverage) 5 MR R FIAH ISP
WH BEZES; 4) WS 4L (count of assertions) 5 M L IAH DG AR R 59; 5) Ko £ 25 % (checked coverage)
LM 25 PG AR SR AR DG PE. 1X e 45 R, K2 HOC T-ir & R MR IR 3& T ek B AR, 7k e 3
R B, g5 T e S AN, 75250 iR R P AT — R

fE 2017 4, Kochhar 25 A\ "Y3EAT T 43 W1 78 w5 506 TFUREK A SR A T i B £ 5 10 16 SETERIF 5. AT 134 T 100 A
KEYTFIR Java TH , 005 T XI5 H By 00l A 4] iR A QRS 2 55 28 A AT OB B0 R A i i S e In) IR B R 4
TP R B S BR B, AR AT SO0 4 AT AR A 5 6 5 R AT S BB TR TRI AR DGk A ATTIds 43 AT ARE AT 4R Pl 2 2
P SR b o AR 78 5 2R R R AT I R B 2 TRV AR DG s . A ATT 0 &5 e W 1) ZE D0 H 3, B8 56 /52 2% (E 1)
7 75 28 B LASLPE S O 88 15 e 2 vp B AT DG, 2) TE SO, AR 41 — 15X 5] )9 (negative binomial regression,
NBR) HE8, JRE SE MRS, IRk B4 1 5t B A 7 2 28 F 1 39 In T s>
3.2 ETTEREIIEN
321 AFNA

A S HEAR T MR T2 (1) AT B ¥ (competent programmer hypothesis, CPH) F1 (2) #4524 MR
¢ (coupling effect).

BRI 1 GAGIERF B RIS). AAGTET SUERER I B AR 7 U B HIFR P RSB TR 7 B i 24 LE A AR

BRI 2 GRERIRLRIL). M A VB 75 BR BRI 3 3K — B AL 544 (first order mutants, FOM) [0S AR KA
A B X B — B AR AR B =B A2 544 (higher order mutant, HOM).

TN S 2 TR 3 DB AR S o0 AT 77 A PR B B L S B AR, A S ol e s A A IR DA 1) e A
FEPR. IR LA AR ] 43 OB AR R (FOM) Bl s 48 5k (HOM). FOM Rt NNk, 1 HOM Z/vEA A
BB, RN S K 11 Wah!" 2 RS A3 47 AT Offunt! ) SEUERFFFE. #R1M, 76 2010 45, Papadakis 25 A "> ]
TR BRI Z B AR S SR AT IR SIS IR 46 R 45 SRR, — 5T, — B S 0k SR e i L A S
TSRS TG 3G 9 — 71, Z B S ] LR ORI 5 LN I S50 A8 e A (1 4

A S 3 M T B — A 10 8 S 254 A 44 (equivalent mutants) FIFIEPE. X U6 AETE X b 5 R AT A R B0 A8 S
A, E— R SC L, AT AR AN AT a5z (1 U0, SR A5 A S AT 43 T T R TR B 2. T T
A S YR A D AR AR AR PR S AR A T S A S A 1 A R U R A 0 ) i ek A S A
(1135 i A R B A A A 2 S A 151321330,

EX 12 (ZBRED). WK MAE 7 70 0 PER LUT 2 ot S0 20 £ 1
KM(T, M)

M-E °
Hh, T RIS, M R AR DEL, E 2SN AR TR EUE, KM(T, M) A0SR T RIEI M A8 A i 4.
QRN L BRAEN AL e, AR S 15973 S A ok

MS(T, M) =
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KM(T, M)
T

TR AT 2 BRGNS A, SRR S f5 oy, T4 MR ARG Ak s,

WHRAE AT A S i A 5, A8 S R AR S B 5 SR AR TR T 1 A AR S AN TR, WIRR AR S 4 4% 55 R E (weakly
killed)!"™*). 41 5 JEUAE R F R AE S AL A AT i HE A7 DA o R B — S M U 5 38 1 22 5, D)% S AR g 50 A 4B (strongly
killed)!"**). 5575 57 R 75 59 A FEAS S 4%, 9148 S TSR o R FLAL SE44. 9848 5 (strong mutation) AN 5 55748 5 (weak
mutation)!"¥ Ak 26 IR A 4% 3% (failed error propagation, FEP) f] G5 S BUIR A 2 Sl J5 &t 50 v 1Y £
1994 4F, Offutt 25 A PIRIF T8 W1, 4y 55728 SR B v (0 MR Bt LA 5 548 S A J LT A1 7] 0 B B i i, 1+
54 50% AT AR, SR, 7F 2017 4E, Chekam 25 N B2 57 3% W 5925 S 0038 15 580 28 50k 22 ) ) dle g )
RE IR K ZE 7.

3.2.2 4 AR IR R A LG 3R

Rt A S IR AR IF 5T 40 5B 43 B ORI SR IF 7 713 W 5 AN [ 6 F7 R B0 078 o A U, A 355
AT 3EE . ARSI S A all-defs. all-uses BBV 5. 28 3 A1 T8 5 VR DD AAR S5
18 S B R U A 28 e s ) A2 A . AN 3 v AT LA SRR, AR St b 5 ) 1 2 5 74 TR A T o ) e B R 00 A
KA.

MS (T, M) =

R3O B ENAAR SRR A R E A

1E# oy 78531 ) Gt rik: e BT TR RS
AR S 1 W R AR A — ) 7 o U
WongZ APY 1995 all-uses, 28 5 - Fortran, C  ZBFBH NI (abs/rors 57 Lall-uses#fE N FL A7 5 4F

i B RS A
all-uses MAZ B AE AT 2, 225378

Offutt A\ 11- A SR — b 4 I )
uttH A 1996 all-uses, 2% K Fortran, C  JENELRS S IR AR 51 5 £ 1

St Tall-uses A4S R, MR Rk AE
FranklZ$ AP 1997 all-uses, 2% 51K — Fortran, Pascal FLSCHLIE %5 1 o /K B4 w2 Rl

T
FEAL BE (0 25 F A0 T8 56 20 A RT3 Rl AT

B R, 2 O

Baker® A" 2013 MCDCHE i, ZRWE,  — Coada BRI i, A R AT
N L i T
).J_i— }_‘%‘&U*H A BL ZE L\ Fy1 3 O = ez (%
SSCEAP 2014 R SR BRI Jwa  BKBMA e AR ) R
ik WL i e
PR OB TRV 6 HE R 5

Ahmed% AP 2016 EAJZE 2, B RINK Java = RyMiT e

A RES B ARSE
SeRERIIN L TE A A, oy SO, 99
St AR ZIRAR, 0 T umAR S, AERA
B b, B850 ) 78 o R ) Sk
Rl 2 (A7 AEAR SR C R, O, (R T
SRR EKT, RAESE LI o 4 5 0L
BRBEAGIINE ) 58 420k

x, RV I

A G, 2 SO, 99 UK B AR

hekam5 A !
Chekam 3 AT 2017 7 " g % A

LSRG

7E 1995 4, Wong %5 N\ PSILLAR T AR S YA PR AR S AR (AR all-uses M40 B JUIAT 280 — T AR S A A il
TER AR S ST BRI abs Al ror FRAF, J3— Fh AL AR A L 3 1k A Al AR S AR SR A v BEHLE % 10% RS S 1A3K 15
(K. ScH 2, 2 BB KA DT 2 VE (K B PP H RS, MO 25 abs/ror 252 all-uses AT 10% 225+

7E 1996 45, Offutt 25 A I 4 LW, all-uses FIAE 57 MR AL A 200, A 5770 43 AR A R 0 80 5 22 () e s
1997 4F, Frankl %5 A PR 45 AW, 53T all-uses AR ST P, WA 2800 265 v 10 78 i % KPR 503
RINLLF. AATERZR T [ 8 MU S 1 2 75 % (all-uses 2 o AR S 20 75 %) FIAG U2 [RIOR &R, RILE
FEARNEI, AEVFZ A5 O0 R AR .
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7E 2013 4, Baker %5 A\ P70 A SR 7 T 20 3 A DA UE AR 55 %6 BER (K HLEEAE 2R 5 () B F AT 77 SI20E DR A,
AATTRE AR SR HY TR C M Ada 1)y S8 48 L1 B2 0T R K0 22 4 BRI, TR0 A3 R A8 57 2808, JF 7 Ml ik
PR IR A L I S5 R W, AEAL S8 G5 M AT 25 20 W AT Sl [T P e RIS 00, 22 5l il A R . A
I, — LI o) L AR T UGB, i 2 e T >R SO g i i e

7E 2014 47, Just 45 A Pt 2 R W1 A S AR 0 5 09 ARy A AT LE AR O, S AT S 3 -5 78 i 4 D L5
oA R EPS d

£ 2016 4F, Ahmed 25 A PSR Hy 7 X5 07 6 R SEAF A (K PRAL . ARATTOPAG PRvEI I : I AR P e R AE 4 8
I I 22 R I, T84 5 KA L ez AH B, 20t RPN AR e I 12 7 28 S /D (AR R R IE 5. AT
iR HA AR 2K B GitHub A1 Apache IR ITIR Java F2/y . JCSE A BUAR AT D12 S EAT T PP AL,
25 RARWIE AU o R AL A5 70 H B R B BT s 1R ST k.

{E 2017 4%, Chekam %5 A\ PR R BUR G AR 58 AR o« 20 SO 99738 S 2 IRl Z AR B AR S S B
Ll 2 18] 1A 9% 2R AR B H — b BARAT A7 T 3, AEDEAS BE 2, 3890 100 78 s 5 RI8 o 16y e R0 -2 TR A A AR 58 1
WRAR, (HE, (K T U B KPR SR 2 o 0 LR B AGH s ) 5 4 Jo ok, AR A AT 45 2R, AR AT I LE AR
A 125 21 B (7 2 4 1) A 78 70 DK AR 119 S Tk ol R 52 <M s 2002 1 S0 - B S 6 2 SR AR A ) 1 SR IR P, Y
T BB B i R (BT Ut T ™ AEAN [ R 4 2R
3.2.3 ARG MIBNRAEA L RIAR S

R A GV T A0 S B AN RE ) A O K 3 EEE ST

R4 R0 SO EE S A

8 i RAEN otk W TERIRG
AT gors ORI AR B RS R R A S SRR

i BRWR I S LT R iy
e o o UIRTT, L FA WA P B 5L, (R ] [ 0T 1
Kim¥A™ 2020 ZFHHA W e s ik e

JavaScript, 48 S35 5T AIVE N BB O 2 AL o g
Perretta A 2022 ASFUR /KM TypeScript, (RERIIHIICHE, A8 A 5 ARG S IR
Crr BT PSRRI A X b

. R, FHRURENIE, B A RIS S 1A A 5 B I A LA
Abmed E AT 2016 coy i Rs Java ot
Y 5 IR 2 (R 77 (5 R E. 75 53 7 4
e R, R A RAAT I TR B GRIE A B 2 5 B K
ae | [29] Fi=
Papadakds®F AT 2018 ZEFHIR T st GO s o s A, B R RIS 4 B B ) A
Ih 2 N F A X R SERER
i A B0 e BRI, Bk SRCAHITRIK P4 23] 1) 22 545 3 15 A B 11
Harir AT 2019 I ) e C o SRR RIS R R

(1) 28 51550 55 S ARSI i 00 AH S M o

7E 2014 4, Just 25 N PUE IR E 5 A TR I RRRE 1 357 AN B2 fE LA T & A 63 4 5 A A 3024 1 6 0
AR, 3R AT AR S A4 1) R g 5 RS L S e o S A O

£ 2020 4, Kim %5 A P8 H] Defects4 $i4mF 97 728 Sk BLzBR R SE AL 2 IR 26 R AATTE 2
IPVEFNE RN e AN, 22 A e, AR I O KBS (BB J7idi. TEA)) QU BUT KRB E =5, Bk
AR 2R 5 i o ARG 5 7 -2 180 (89 AR KA 0 4IDRE 5E £ o31) = L A EDsr 88 ) b B e @) Nk A M ABE A A5 AN 7 J5E 25 )
X SRR IR AN [, RIE AR BB I RS 00 R, AEAIRLEE (57 WD) G b A 545 3 BB e G U0 8 ) -2 Ta] f) AH
SN AR 9, XY IR T, R A 2 7 75 S YRR (AR I, A S (R ) 24 5 TSI 5 o 22 ) 7 A AR 5 (R AR DG
ESHIREE PN i
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E 2022 4, Perretta 25 N U A5 2711 2 AR VRV B AT SR 4R, VPAG AR 524500 J2 5 ] AR EF HUAR R T
B N PR e ST I 2 2 A ) SIS 26 4 ISR I, AR AT 40 5 F Al AN I FAAS N 2 2 (A1 LR AR SR (1) AH
KA, AR A5 53 127 A A ) S TS 6 2 R A A mp A5 D B PR A SR 1k

(2) A8 54543 L5 6 B RS T e AH G 1 55

£ 2016 4F, Ahmed %5 A PR WA A8 o6 RIS 45 0 #0585 A5 2 AT 099 (1 196, £E 2018 4, Papadakis
2 NP 2 AR, A8 4500 B TR B3 Gt a2 BUARI O A2 v (28 59543 5038 DR A4, {EL 738 S 4 5 dle e 0
FRAH DG P AR 55, 487 A8 e A4 A B LE IR R B T ot B 1) L. SR B R U R A S 159 23 2 AT R DG R AR R Pk DG &R

A 2R S5 TR A DFEARIZONAT AR 5, GRS (source code, SRC) LR i) 7% s 4K g 365 2%+ 7] 3
7 (intermediate representation, IR) 25 (148 S 3. #F 2019 4E, Hariri 45 A PO SRC A1 IR 22 1) i3 S Rt 47
T 2RI, BAKRAE C HiAES A LLVM 4ii% 8% IR 22 5. AbATR L SRC 578 S MR 4T, SRC 4% 37~
A AR S /D45 22, AR AN RO IR 7% 5 150 R A2 2 DA G ABAT 138 R I3 9 A ZB0) 1R 7% 5 1540 55 U AR 11 558 B ke
FE RS I 8 ) AN SR AR A K.

3.2.4 TR MIVEHY R i)

A e N — P PP IR SR A 8 PR I g 25, JL A S A O L A 7 5 e abm BE A 8 3L, AR M S Ml AR 22K
BUEE TR, RSB T2 1R AR S o AT I — AN BRSO L v S A, X K TR S AT A8 e 43 T 75 2 3 A
T2 A A, TR LT 2 AT AR, AR e A A i ) = TR IR 2 — i P A R AR S AR T e —
T JIATEE 24T, 206 AL S A R E S X R A5 B, PPN TR A AR AN D) SRR IR 75 PR AL S
R, CAT [V 22 BIF 5 A B A R 20 1) 7 9230 D S oA 28 bk, J Jempp o 1014 3 A i 9 24 T 2
SR RN AR S 2

(1) T A 50k

7 2018 4F, Zhang 25 A\ UM W T 0 1A% St (predictive mutation testing, PMT), 3X & 45 1 Fh TG 4T 48
SRR RTRAR SR 45 AR vE. PMT M T — AN T HATRE . SRR RS JRRFAE 1R R 3L 14 ANEFAE Y 23
RS FAT AR T TE AT AL AR B DL N — NS A2 B SR IR BT R AF

£ 2020 4F, Zhang % A "R T AR SRR AR AR, BV 5 A R IS 0 0 W T 1 A S AR, LAY se
TS0 26 F A AR AR e RO, % 7 AR — AR S ARTEPAT 1k F v ol 22 /Wl A2 55, A R 2R 12 1)
AR AR TORMBEZ. 720 — AN A AR TR MR 5, W T A A8 At S — AN £ B IR, gk vt 5
— AT AR A5 53 LA T kD3 461 4R PR R

(2) A2 2]

Offutt & \ Mg as A (4 AR A28 0 3 252 1) “do faster”; 2) “do smarter”; 3) “do fewer”. “do faster”J5 %%
VE TR AT AR A R A T AR S, 900, 3847 G 1R e AN A AR R, A 4 1 2 A G A4k 1), <do
smarter” J5 1% SR AL AR AT /3 A 7E 2 S LA b, BUEE 8 S0 B AT S8 38 R0AT, 4, 7048 3B A AT 5 45 1 AR
SR AT U,

“do fewer” M 23R 21 AT BE 2D 1978 e Ak, AT 9320 L 2R AT 45 B 7 IR T E LI 1]. “do fewer”— M 23 g 16 45
% (selective approaches) FIFAED: (sampling approaches). 36337 ™58 o A A% FH AR 57 551 1) 1B A i A 4k, Bk
PEPEAZ 5 (selective mutation, SM). SRAF i U ONR B B ML £ — LU AR ML IR S04, R i SR AL B A 1) A 5453 45

BEAN, R As A 14O A gl U971 A 3 ol 35 U9 1990 2 RIS S 00 T I 1 1 9. TR N R L4 T
2 BRI A IR J735, 7E 2019 4F, Pizzoleto 25 AU it 22 4 ) SCHR [ 851 46 AN A0 AT T 24 AT G B AR S It
AR FFEFE.

3.3 EESUEREGRNIR EB/ RN

T 18 T A8 (R 3R A R DU R, — S8R G i IR VAN B H, Dk, TR N DR e T 2 v v s A AR 1

PR 76 2 PEAE I IE VAL T A RE. B, BExF Web N IR, 76 2012 4E, Alshahwan 5 A A28 7 —Fh
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T4t — P )T B R AR A A PR U T ARAT T T 4 D AN [ A R R P L E— 15 X (OU-All unique. OU-
Struct unique. OU-Seq unique F1 OU-Text unique). fBA71%) Web 3 FHFE MR IEEAT T W10 VP, B A S0 o ME— 142
a1 1 R BEA PR A AR

AT [EIE Web IR%s PIHEM RS0, N TR BE AR AR AR 280 9k Z 0y i R R A 2 v D (R A 9
33.1 Web 45

Web R %5 327 Web Pril 2 IF3EFIFAUY XML Fr#E. Web J %51 H Web AR fiid 15 = (Web services
description language, WSDL) BEATHiIA. TH 7] IR 25 1) 444 (service oriented architecture, SOA) & X T —Fhili i IR 5%
F EVATER AR 20 v R R AR A IR VA,

WS-BPEL (Web services business process execution language) N F T2 )7 4 — Rl 7] A 45 (10 3 FR P, 7EIX Ly
MR, &R RA I CAER P R 2T XML B A EHe il ok, XPath A& 251 XML SCRAR T E. £HFXE
BB A XML 1 JE SR BT ff A 5080 B 78 2 I PR v 3 B P B J A 5%, £ 2008 4F, Meei 5 N M 77—
Tl B s 454, B XPath 5 & (XPath rewriting graph, XRG), LLZE WS-BPEL Hi%} XPath 47T @i A3 7 —
FR AT B AR A 78 43 PR AE A WS-BPFL N PP, ixX 6l U 4 all-queries. all-query-pu Fl all-query-du.
SR AR L], SR 3 it A EE, BEALIRS AT B B 225 all-query-du #E USRI H B AT 191~ 35 R e e I e
73, 7E 2009 4E, Mei 25 A\ CHR Y EARICITE R4 (labelled transition system, LTS) LA 4k TR Y (choreography
application) I 45 2 1] ({42 FLHEAT 1A, T35 JF XPath 55 ] (XRGs) § i€ LTS. A 17T & T XRG A IS
IR XRG Z [RI2CFR. B TARA TR AL RN XRG 5, T4 1 T — 4087 10 Bl st il ), B all-chore-
queries. all-chore-query-uses Fl all-chore-query-pattern-uses. S &% 53 B AhATT 1 777325 LU B ATLIN 58 A 2 ARGl e .

£E 2005 45, Siblini 25 A MR H T AT A AT Web RS IOBA. AbAI15E LT 9 A~ WSDL SURS (28 41
T, IEH AR R N F WSDL SO BUAE i H T8 Web RS 1745 5 Web AR &5 1. &5 R W T B AR 1A H
. 7F 2009 4, Dominguez-Jimenez 25 N\ "2 7 GAmera, —Fi il F84% 532 (genetic algorithm) 4 WS-BPFL 41
A B ERAL R RS A 26 AN E A AR AR, 45 SRR, GAmera R DU o R v R R A5 A AR
S By e IR TR 41 4.

£ 2009 4, Mei 2 A U1 T4 Frank]l-Weyuker 2 000 T HE DU S F T 18T 17 AR 45 (R 2 O SESE BT . A A THF
5% T all-uses #fEN), ] T 8 N JFYi WS-BPEL R /77, s23645 H 3K W, all-uses #E ) #EA5 M BPEL (business process
execution language) ARHEER [ 77 1H LU A WSDL 8¢ XPath il i H (1 65 b S 55
332 VBN RS

YIEEM (Internet of things, IoT) HOMUTRELE . BAFFZEMIALE, Hrp HEX R LA, A&, BRI
REFLEE Dy, AT A0 o IR D R B A LA SEBLRE L bR Y, R 2022 4F, Zhu S AN TR G B SS T ORI
USRI MARTT I, FEHE T AT PR -1 & 1k IR,

£ 2008 4F, Lai 25 A\ I T —MHELEIAR nesC M FERE. ABA15I AT £ F LA E (inter-context flow
graphs, ICFG) 334 nesC M F2FFI0AT 0. A ATIIE— 5 5 BT ICFG A48 il Y AR it Il 78 40 M HE U, B all-
inter-context-edges A all-inter-context-uses & ). fAT 145 I U5 11 225 A0 4 S5 Ms 00 2 FH R A 1 e ) 00
). S8 25 -E W, P41 5, all-inter-context-uses H A5 5 iy B BRI 2R, LIRS all-inter-context-edges; all-inter-
context-edges Lt all-branches [ %M R 21%, all-inter-context-uses Lt all-uses 45 3 R 69%.

F 2018 4F, Leotta 25 N 2 7 —Flowd it 46 HI 7 AL 10 (user interface, UT) A I R GeHEAT 5 B0 IR ) 7 1.
AATAR SRS HUT R GAT A AT A T-45 IS 2, JF RV I ) 32 47 782 25 1 DU, KA B AR B o — A, AtkAT
TE A HAL BB FIPAT RS I T = BT (R R A Android N F2 740 i ZE A 98 Hh, A FH A8 S5 JRalx 26 ik
(R AR () SR B R U AT 2 P AT VR AG . 45 R B7R T 5 A bk, T DUR IR 93% 11748 e 4.

333 N LERESUIAAT
(1) B2 ST IR 78 53 P )
FE G IR AT 5T WA 27 S AR TR AE IR ). LA 2% IR B I e S8 AR AN = T3 9 5 1, T 2 AU s
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g > U,

£ 2017 45, Pei 25 N VAT IS0 T 55— A R G IAVR FE 2% 3] REEH) 1 SHESE DeepXplore. Al fi15 | A fiZ
JGE i (neuron coverage, NC) fENIRFE S RGN 1 A A& IERFE R, A4 T s & 08 55 e X8 B IR
FA) I — A Ao 28 TG B0 5 YR P A 28 I % w28 TG I BB LU SR, A 8 T BT BT A 22 G ) B v T 9 4. DeepXplore
6 0 7 B A 3 P R A 28 X 8 R R I VR 22 A URAT O . B, FL A P 00 S 5 o 2 TN 8% 110 7 6 T U e 3 b, 7E
2020 4E, FAR2E N IR gh T AR vk,

7E 2018 45, Ma 2 N VR TR 2 5] REEMEE 1 ANE MR AR DeepMutation. AT BE3H T 8 AN %A%
IGREARAMINEFR T AR 57, Hdt— DR T 8 MR T HHL e B 2% SR AATIAE PN B 4 LA 2
3 NS ST BEAT T VP4l P4l &5 A 0 T 42 A8 S R B A 194 I . DeepMutation++"4 3 T Deep-
Mutation H1 5| AP T 402 b 2 A Y (1) 8 MEBIAR e 1, JFiE— DRI T 9 NI TR A& I 28 B AL 1K)
BT

(2) TRBEANZE M 44 7 o AE ) 55 R B A0 e

75 2019 45, Li %5 N VPR 44 90 26 RN S8 55 (R RE > 2 T A7 AE AR A 2 5, 4o 28 X 4% 465 ) 70 o T U ] i 4 7
A AT IR W, v A 2 A R B RS e ) TE A AT R T I R A AR R R,

FE 2020 4E, Yan 25 N UG T 3R 5 A1 40 90 20 A0 700 77 o o U 15 2 O o 22 T RO AR S A A 1A T 8 AN AR
3 ANEARAE, R IR BP0 28 100 24 753 o M D) 5 A 20 o0 B A A R O R AT R IRV TR B 0 T % i i U vy
TIPS, (BRI PR AT BE A & S BOH R 2 25 28 AT 18 IR 22 BT (1 v J88 44 0 T 45 74 2 1
B AR 5C, 7 28 FLA RS A AR SCTE. 76 2022 4, Yang %5 AN U9%) Yan %5 NP0 TARHT T 2 HIBFST. Ab AT 525
GERUESE T Yan 5 ANMZ5 10, AbAT) A IS BY 1) JoT i b A < Bt 252 2 2R 48 h ) 385 T 42 1m0, 282 75 85 MR E AR LY
TR T )y T HUR A S A0, FF B TB0 5 1 5 V20 R LR B A 28 ) 4 e oy T B 78 i IR Bl 14 5 s BE A .

f£ 2020 4F, Harel-Canada 25 A VWi T 1 WG48 [ 34 Bt il 28 07 55 R IR, FEVPA% A4 et it 4
(R BRI B g, RIRSIOT LB (R B8 0. AT A I N3 o 28 2 B e A A s M A, B i & e i e oy
3 SRS I B PR R B B D ABAT T A IR s PR S8 I 48 S0 5 28 IR DU AR 1 1 AR N B D DL R ABE 2R S0 i 1) 5 o 2R
SRR AR P S .

E 2020 4, Dong % N VAT T VAR FE A4 0 4 ) 2 o R . M ME R S g s 2 T AH SR K SR 5. i
ATV IRAS ) B4 8 85 1 DU A S, 78 5 14 DO R 65 P s 2 ) PR A D A7 B AT 130 R BIASE FH 412 v 782 25 28 ) )
TR BIEAT TR N ZRAS— T P i B2 P 65 s

7 2021 4, Sun 25 A\ VHE L T ST 448 JCS 3% (independence neuron coverage, INC), 5 22 B 9 #E A L, INC
PURLEESEAN. ABATVEAL T NC 2-way i 3-way B il INC X 4 P a5 N, 25 B0 1) PPAL 1Y 4 Fho o vt
W 3 AT LA 23 A [V AR SRR, I LT A 88 1) 7 5 1 W) LT e 2) B3 1 sl R0 7 55 v I R 25 5 T LA
TR PSR 22 P 8 TR B L5 3) B R AL DU 1) I TH) B AS S U 8 FIAE O () LAR.

3.3.4  BRIEKE AT

FET B (model-based testing, MBT) {4 1Y 1 2 4k 0 A2, A2 v (1045 5L B 2R 45 2 JLERE 1) i)
17 UL AR 2011 48, Utting 25 A U 6 ANGERE, RPBERSEIR . BERVERAE . BERSTE AR DR . IR ik
FARFIMIRIAT, S MBT J7iEHEAT 2028, B TRt b F A A 2, A6 UML (unified
modeling language) 7. UML BEALHF F T T W0 A0 RN B AR 2R Ge I 45 A RIAT N .

UML 2B FIA2 HL . F 2003 4F, Andrews 25 A VSR 7 3EF UML #2286 32 (AR 78 40 2 vk ), 12 00 )
T X UML Bevt Bt B s, AT 152 H il 78 20 PR E U T UML 28 BURIAE B 28 v U T4 e i AT
R4 %I, 135 AEM (association-end multiplicity) #EN. GN (generalization) #EUF1 CA (class attribute) #E); 38
P U T N AR R 9 B 8, 395 Cond (condition coverage) #EM). FP (full predicate coverage) ¥ Ul .
EML (each message on link) #EJll. AMP (all message paths) #EJ 1 Coll (collection coverage) #ENI. {15125 T 44~
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T DUDAS 000 21 Py i B A 700 DA R 55 FH T FHAT kg AR Do DU P DA T ) sl P S 70

UML J3#41[&. 7£ 2005 4F, Rountev %5 A "5 SCT LA I 6 4E U (AI-RCFG-Paths.  All-RCFG-Branches
F1 All-Unique-Branches), F T8 — L VMBS %2 (AZ B 3 6o U5 T AR i 0 ) L A4S 3/ UML 541 4.
eh R ST S T e SCHETU ) 78 55 H AR, AT TR T W A A1 DU (1 788 25 2 IR0AB AT IR 23 A At AT %8 AR T3] g 4 )
HEAT T B, BIFAER B, BERAC ) (170 3278 55 ) TT RS MRt A8 T 1) B8 S A 4.

UML BB RPIR A L 75 2007 4E, Ali 25 N PO T 2% Be A8 1 B S 10 T T iR 298 5 28 ) 4 e Ik
AR, AL G T UML UMEERIFUIRE B, B34 R IS SCOTEM (state collaboration test model). J
T SCOTEM, fitfi 158 X T £ Fh i s5HE N LA SCOTEM R A sl i 42, AT IF Kk T T HIEAT T ZHIFA, H48
P FHERCT 49 MR G MERUA. 25 5B, BT 10 7 VAR R AS I 31 25 Fi 8 ik B3, All-Path 78 55
THE U] B A Ay 0 28] B 4 A8 et .

UML R4 B 7E 1999 4, Offutt % A 448 1 F F 42 st UML statecharts I3 A (FIHEI, 4045 Transition
Coverage. Full Predicate Coverage. Transition-pair Coverage fll Complete Sequence. iX 84 U /- 4R AF R G0 ik
M UML statechart EH 1. AAT1FF & T T H AT ELHZ) N UML e o A2 s, SE6 45 S8 B T DL B 34 B AL
(IR, 75 2011 4F, Zander 25 A 7R 45 TARZHUBLRY (1) 30707 35 HE . £E 2004 4F, Briand 25 A ™2 H 7 — kG
BT ECR 3 B e, IR R AR 3 MAS ARV S0 5 b, B9 T 4522 51 I statechart 78 o 5 D) PR JlAS
FHEBEASIN A RO, 5T 4 FPE A5: AT (all transitions) ATP (all transition pairs). TT (all paths in the statechart
transition tree) A1 FP (full predicate). MGl ST I 45 b, A 115 I Z5 b R R ZEEEBRRE LT, AT & fi A2
DA R 7853 BB SRS U 7K - ATP LTS I 0 B e B3, AELRAS B 0, 75 FIRERI I 00, FP LG ATP A B &, (R L.

UML &30 1&. 78 2009 4, Samuel 25 A P W T 5T UML 35 3h B8 253 HOIAR A 46 A= 1 7 ik, A AT 3530
WE ST AR SR R . A TR 2 2 R R ). A A A B [ R AR 36 (flow dependence graph, FDG)
ARSI, I HA RN A 8 30 A2 e 0. AT 8 7732 B A el et LA SE I A s 7. SN IR
CAAR T 2 Mhimh &I 1078 25 ), 76 2019 4E, Ahmad 25 A PSB18 T A RIS 4 Al 7 2 i U, O 53X
U5 S WEN 22500 5 & (graph). 2 # (logic) I (data) AH2¢ K7 5 e, Itk 4k, 7F 2016 4E, Sun %5 A B4
P T — R0 T AR S 2 A A i v TR S B B TR S, TSI E T 5 AR T A
91 J2 0 3 SR AR AR S TR SR AR LT R AR . SR 25 S B, 125 T DA AR B AT B e R S ARSI e T 461

VL T 2 Rhi 1 UML B8 7 o M. #2 2005 4F, McQuillan 25 N U2l 4041 1 47 48 (¥ 4% PRt T
UML )78 i HE ), E0FG 28 PRI . 0 PR U] A5 PRI PRE U] L RS HILIRIYRE U 3% 5 e R DU R A 461 el R D).

34 N 2

AN BB T T RN T AR A VR, A E— 20 A4 T 10 v A0l A0 (1 0 7 431k 4 ) -5
A TR, A R A5 2 A B JE 458, T I faR 2RI

(1) 7 6 HE N A e G5 A — 350 A F 90 38 W 78 o v e 2 U, A R 9 38 I 0 S o v e
Z IR SR R ST R MC/DC S 3 P

(2) 15 BB AR 782 5 2R AR A A ol 0 iy A e 2040410,

(3) B3 072 5 D) L S 7 7 o ) 5 2 ).

(4) —LEIIF 5T WA T 26 615 B BRI A 28 AT S i U451 7 — g 9 2 W 7 o R BBl DA 2 A
‘[i.l:glg [21,22]‘

(5) 28 S0 L 45 R A0 7 i o U B A B 5 1 Sl B Ry A G 1, AR AR S A3 T BEAR 0 5. BRI S U A AN T A
FEEEAFEPIIE: TR AR S RN AR S 2 1.

(6) —LERIF Y AR 54550 5 Bl B A 0 5 g -2 0 PR S 5 120, i ) — SR 5 2 A8 545 40 5 e B R U e )
FHME 9 BA S AR A 2 250,

(7) THT [ AT AP PR 7 43k o4 DU 5 1 3 A P A 78 6 T DU 1 102707 2 Tt 5 26 W, 4o 46 e 7 ot M )
L5 BRI T BEAS TEAH AR AN SRR 2 777,
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4 MAEAYMNEWEER

—SURFTCR I, FRA T 5 BB R T AP AT DGR S, T AR ST B AR B ) SRR I, AR
S 3 R A T il 3 2 T PR A DR i 2, T AP 5 P O sz S AN — B 5 S W, A R S R 3R
SR AL DU 78 7 A U MR AR R Ik B RO BE . 0 T B A A LR B O BE g, 5 2 T A3 B Ao 2 5
IR 2. XM 22 Wi P 8 P,

A
CEAEYRS

il S
HUAE

UNEGIES

K8 R Rk N 3R

4.1 BN

FERAR AT ILRE R, B THESUIG B AR 46, AT R HARBIE TN 53 Tk il 7R 22 % (confounding factors).
IX LA R VR AR i (confounding variables), W] fit 55 [ 24w Al/Ek K AR AH K.

Wi 9 frus, BASE X MEAR R Y 2 0] 106 R 52 B LA AR T A5 PRI, 3ok S8R 5 X0 79 5 SR A A s,
AENIT e S8 3 AT ' X RIAR g Y I IR BN 50, F TN O3 U SRARELRA S T R0 R AR bR S e IR A A
(KRR 2 T (K05 2R, S I 1% RS 2 BSENT ST 1) VB 2 S iy U010 B e B e A1, TR B K i el 3L
B A G 58 2 11 B,

St A

LAl

EET S O — 11 T S
Ko BRI
TR BT RE 2 ROMA S0 4 R I HERVE, S0 T B RV 2 A B, B, e M s B f T AR TR IS, a2 R
PRSI AR O, Ay T ST AR I 5 0, YA P M PV A i 1,
42 MAABIRE
T3P 481 A ¢ £ st A IE WG A 25 S o U 0P 481 S0 8 4 ¥ 18 D5 ), S P 491 B 25 5
B AESRUR S WA A P )L
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TR ke B 22 b g e 7 R ARG O SR, LAARAD Fe s R At T A . — AR A ) ke o 2
LT A0 B AR e AR rh A BB B, T 59— S8 DU S b, 2 bl T DU & R i R 0 AN TE A ST ). X e P A
fith PRy e T 2 T SO AE AN IR 2 R 5L JRIBC, 38 Sl o A gl i ) 1O, 5 0l A e e B
IR ARADAE X (test code patterns) FJ LA FH 2 50 A5 o0 B A 0 100 15 BE TR 2ALL, 2 GRS 2 i i 1 o
JCIR [ AT 4§ P B SR 1, i B T2 W TG e A A B vk O,

421 PRAK

SIS A DR TR AP B P — A H A LRSI (bad smells in code)! ), MRk
(test smells) 7 B AEE IR, 7 2001 4E, Deursen 25 A U5 N TR SR AL, IF5E LT 11 Bt <k
DA B IR AR 1 T A3 4. 75 2007 4, Meszaros! " Ji 3F 52 LT 18 FIAR A, MR AR 0] i 4 o mi H G
DA B RTAT Y

TR R 7 1) S Ri2 %5 (conditional test logic): £E M A A& 4 il 18 A i R, I3 my BAAS 2
NGRS 2) YU (eager test): R BB UE K 2 T HEMI IR, 1X 7] B8 5 204 C AL #E DLEL i 3) 253k (empty
test): WL TVEANE T AT PATIE )5 4) BEHRIIK (sleepy test): {7 L RE R T A0 I, AP b 07 ¥ P 2 45 Ik
PAT KA LA,

VEZ TAERY T AR OR I3 v A s U772 78 2014 4E, Bavota 28 N VPG T 27 N R G h IS
AR T4 BB S P2 P S AT A 4 (¥ 5 . AL A IR Bk 1R 7 O 24 5, 722471 987 /> TUit M, 86% [H)
DRz D B — TR, 10 49% IR 2 206025 P A AUk, A A2 D7 A4 35t 50y U T - R A
SRR A AR .

FHORSCHRBRALE T O P AR B VAN L (¥ U, A9 Uk A=A S 0 ey ) 171721 4 2020 48, Spadiini 5 A7
ARARE I R [ 7 AR A ST T IR 19 4328 AT 23 I Ok — A P 5 2, IR AR & X T 4 Rl <
I (assertion roulette. eager test. verbose test Fl conditional test logic), flifl 15 S T M F M B .

TR R 55 1 o B S . A8 2018 4F, Spadini 25 N BSBIFST T AR i 47 48 55 B 1F 28 S 17 (change-
proneness) FIEk A ] (fault-proneness) - [AIF 2GR ABATT Y 32 T2 R IS 52 IR SUWK 52 0 A U3 G AS 52 Sk
Wi 180 2 5 B vy 1R 24 2 A ) R o T e DI TEK.

TR 5 WU R 814 2Pk 7 2019 4E, Grano %5 N EST T 67 A5 A= ARG AR A RS AR SC (IR 32 5
WK B TR DGR ARATIE IR T 5 ADNERE 67 NN, BRBNAS I 3 AU 15 % (B AR5 2) FIFS
Fo AR AR AT B AR AR T B SRR T SRR B 1) X T 41/67 IR E, AR S
TR AESe vk B B . 2 ) B vl A 2 35 20 9 F B 2 AR, T A A S B Ak, St
AP AR AR R I B A A% v, S 3K FH 491 2 DG 1 A RS I % AR AR /D A 6 35 1) e ) e
e 2) T LA A5 R Al oA R I F A 8 A 2 P AT 4328 TR IO h A8 AR 45 BN AR ALAE F-measure i1
AUC-ROC J5 I I PERREEIT 95%, T A AT FH # S AR 2 A M 5 R R 20 9%.

43 MRZFEHMERSMNEEH
4.3.1  MRSERRL

MAREE T RS, B IR ) 240 70, AWl Hh DS R 8] ) B0 . 7 5 26 T4 v £ S BSOS 18G Jon, TA0 84 I )
FURR AR o A ok I e R R BRI, I A R T AR R e B W 2 ) G R R AR A B v AN 1
VFZAT TN R MR AR R 75 S IR AR R 232, 38 5 0 T IR A MRS 5 e B A A 0 1) = I

(1) i xR

E 1994 4, Wong 25 N AT T SEAEWFST, LR T (1) BB A7 e A e o6 58 2 I Zai AR O (2) Bk
B8RS U A7 280 T R B AR 2 TB) IR R A DG k. St 5 A 1, A 5 P A S 5 % 2 1) IR OGPk i T At
52 IR AR DG 1. 75 2006 4F, Andrews %5 A MKy 5286 26 W1, U WA SE MBI R o5 2% (Bufi i v JE a6, c-use
i A p-use 7 1) FATIRURKIAH GV, RUBORIES o5 A0 ARRE B BRI 0y Tl A 4545 HAMEH. 78 2009 47, Namin %5
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Ny s e 1, 2 RSN, 7 55 AT I 5 RO AR DR, I ELASE T RUASE AN 28 8 3 vl LA L 2 P R ASE S oA

M TR AT 2, B RASEAN 7 ot 0 F- DR G (R AT AR AR T 2 AR AT s it

PEIX =AM 2 ARG R, (AT AR TR R,

AR, MR MR B a2 R AT Y

RS MR U L S 15 2ot
= Tt WAMBUKE AR AATEN Gk S BERE FEAILLG
o A LB 2
Wong® A 1994 EER SRS s L DU 0 TEABRKE A OGHE RS T A A
R, 2 A
i
Yotk Hre R A BB 2 LA
" e UL, i, cuse g e ARRIHIGE, BRI
AndrewsT AT 2006 BATHIIIAM  pouirsd moe puse RTA C MM o o i R
B Y TLAMET]
o SR A
P o b4 AL (AR
VL PVE P 4 L A 0 1
Namin A 2000 BLATHOREALL  Babligse i c-use BURIBMISG g b e i .
fil pouse IR SRR B 4R
i RT PEIX3 AR I AE A4
P 5
. HOBE A 0 LA Jo e B
Gligoric®f A¥ 2013 UMM g S, e, EAPM C g o ar mn e
e AIMP, PCT ava AR AR BCR (96
1 72 S R S
gy R R i DR AR
e VR R P Tt g 06 A
Inozemtseva® A™ 2014  BUA MG BENLEE E}?iugjf‘ll: T Java ZBSRERIG bk %T?%U?Dlﬂ%%%ﬂﬁ
A AR i, 8 2 AR R 2 ] L
G B AR T
TS 1 7 5 O
N o B RE S B 1
Kochha5 A 2015 FIZhkmk BBl igﬁmﬁ}ﬁ%ﬁw Java FUSZBUMS etk TSRO BUEL S MR
it R e T
b
BC, DBC,
120] - . L . LC, EC, MC, Treatment PR K HAR )RR AN — 52
Gay 2017 BAEM HEER U0 0 Leaming T PUERE i s
WMMC
o R, WAL,
Papadakis® A 2018 magﬁgﬁ BEHLERE A5 umﬂH%JC SUSZORMG 5 F B K ]
i FeoRibae TAv? %ﬁAE%jﬁ*
S
e b ey T AR 5
Kim$ AP o000 MBIV s asiang %KZ%%Jwaékﬁﬁ’i%MZWﬁﬁmﬁ%ﬁ
: SRS S i R A
X
T IR A A D15
. Mﬁ@ﬁ,MWQETQ B o BRI FLBE, BEA A4
Chen®F AT 2020 SUHHOTIE ornonns i, b Tava SUSCBRI S "o i i 90
U NLEY

7E 2013 4F, Gligoric %5 A MV F Il 43 BT RCIOL 28 2 2% B BRI AR S AR B0t 2 TR PR R R, AT PR D B
IR I F B U 1 HMI R SE IS S A B AR SR
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7 2014 4E, Inozemtseva 45 N P45 BB, 5T K2 Java F2/5, MRS IR 5 4 Bk 2 a2 48 T A B 3R
PRI RE DG 224 22 TR B M () S M, A 78 o R RN 2 2 DA v 8 280 v B PR AR D 42 Sk A 1R
LI, 7 a5 AR AN R 2 IR (R DG 2 R B, ELAT AIRRE B vh BE IO AH DG . £ 2015 4E, Kochhar 25 A P82 5124 2
PAT IR 16— LESK ) B, USR8 2 7= A A [E) Pl o8 AT 2 A28 AT AR AR 50 YR ASff e v, B AR
FBITEA R AT R R B AR AT A, JF IR AR S At e MR A 8. Ao A ] 7 S 36 A B, IR AR A 7
5 R AV v R 00 B AR . R A R L TR e (A 5 A R 81 3 R S

£ 2017 4E, Gay "' PPl T EvoSuite HE42 (18 A0 B 77 K S KRB 0 18 B AR — 522 il 5 o 255 A ) 22 51
et

(2) B 5435

£ 2018 4F, Papadakis 25 A\ P57 1 MR AT RIAS 524500 2 IR 0GR, 45 SRR W T 0P H00C &R AT Bt &
W, 244 R S AR I, A SR A543 AT B B RS I 22 T) PRI AT S S AR 5 mladi o

£ 2020 4, Kim 2 A PR (8. i AE A9 50) 50360 28 SR A 28 v S BEAT T ARG ST, Ab
WA INAS S A3 0 AEAS [F) AR L R 20 J31) D e B A U B ) 2 I ) 308 285 2 e, AR A, 552 ey A S 43 2 5 e B A il 2 [1)
IR FR, s ma Bt 5 2 50l PRI A (] T A4k

(3) B i R 435y

£ 2020 4F, Chen %5 N\ Uik 7 MRR SRR — AU SEBR IR H b, BEAS AL T A% A8 B, AN S I 1% 38 3o 5
WER ) B ARG AR AR AR T 8 REATLIE BN 23 2 4 i AR RS IS LA AN e v ), IR A5l
A BENE B T VEATAE G, LEAh, ABATTEEHE T 0 1) —Fh 2 T 1 EE BRI A8 20 P ME M (1 7 255 2) MR A&, — Al
TG S P ST DU RBE 236 11 7 325 A P T3 s R 92, A AT I R 8 2 s o MRV D) g I B T BE M LI %, JF
L L 5 55 0 78 23 P b v P07 8 380 T2 S e 0 A 2
432 BRFERRSE

P 5 R FNAR 4355 TCTF 78 45 DX 43 WA 0 1) 1 5t o 200 3 18 A A A DUAS [ P A ST 8 g ThI 1A R, LA
SRR S 1 flp J 77 EE LA AR (0 R B f R IR, T LA i R N B DS e kA8 ke e A 0 7 L A
J5i.

£ 2016 4F, Schwartz 25 N PFSY T 454078 o5 R& DL I i 0 2 100 G R (0 —Fh M 25 B e Rme. Ab A 1iE & T
26 FpAS [R5 (14 T 1) %o G S R0l s, R Ao FH 22 53 43 Wi N T At AT D i S D3R 8 6 AL B0 PO e g A1 BB 2 7R g
S AR B I, 7E TR E AR FEIT R, R g b A I e B U 2R TR 4 ST g R L 33E 2D H, F 2018 4F,
Schwartz % N ST T 45 BN [RIZR I R, 45 SR 0, SR I AR 52 ol S (0 e s LU G b e s . AR At AT (1 45 S
N3 (e B P28, S DA IR] IS S IR 190 5 10 i P A QD 7 %6, LA v U 10 4 28k

E 2020 4F, Petrié N UHHE T 7 FRELBERIE, FENT THE 10 ANTFUE 2 G rp AE Pl b Bl 28 Al R0 00 81 1 At
2B ABAITE S vE B R AN B 2 TR AT AT DG 2. 5 S A, B 7 ISR 10 dfe P A ) 238 AF G AREAIR, T U BT
HEE 20 4. peAb, 5 LA S FE R A b, 420 S B B P 21 R0 7 v R FH M) ok St B ot AN K2 20 e 3K A
MIESIN
433 WHATE

TR B AT R G IAT I 2 A5 5 4 TIUYI LA R IS E (0B . 25 52 R GRS N, KA I PR BUT 28 1) TE R A T 0 5
FE MRS IERAAT by DX 53 FF SR (KB AR S R T 75 i 77720,

£ 2015 4, Zhang %5 N PV 4h R0 1) WK A P (0 5 S0 S IR AR A R S DA %, IF FLIZ IR 3 B
SRR A RBERIAT b 2 TR (056 2. 2) W5 7 i R 5 A R s DM DG, e 7 T 5 B s (R 5 L 1, 1 ) 7 i
A A9y 2 8] LA o R 3 e 8 FR R e e, R A A Ao I 5 7 o L ) 2 25 T RURE. 3) ANRIZB I S A
M, 5 B IR AR (1 A R

£ 2019 4F, Zhang 25 A PO 318 Bt M LA 8 AT T A0 J500A IR A 07 SRR 0 O R A Al AT A8 ) Oy I S A i

GRS U AU o o BT 5 7 o AR S 500 2 1) AR S . At T S T 5 F 5 R 0k 4 P A 34 7 5 4
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Br. G5 LW 1) Oy ER AR DI (2 26 1 DU RN AR 534540 2 T)) o v T B A A . 2) 18 ) 480 5 AR e 459 70 AU AH
I Pl 5 7 36 RN AR S AR 03 TR AH DG A R
434 FEFEM

MC/DC 8 5 B R0 R S B AR) 5 40 vy JRE R0, DRLIRG A DAy 03 76 43 P YR DU T i A7 7 Il L.

£ 2008 4, Rajan %5 A P70 T VPl MC/DC S R 45 4 (R U, A5 P T oK B RIS B AT 6 A R4,
W FRE— ARG, M RGP SEIURRAS, BRI FI3E WEE (inlining). ABATTE 56 A2 il A2 31 P B SEIR Y MC/DC
AR, AR5 78 N IR SEIR_Fag AT AR s AR, AT A B, DU AR FE I DR S B B HL BB SR | MC/DC 35 2
SERIRAD T 29.5%.

£ 2008 4£, Heimdahl 25 A\ "Wl MC/DC 7843 MR AELE 5 ATl RS0 LIEERIIGE )y, X T RA R 4L
BT PN RCAS IR SEBR, RS R IR SEBL. ABATTRIL, XA S ARG, MR A 20T SE L 454
e B AR, PR SEIR B 78 43 IR SETE 10%—5 940% HI3E N AR T3 P BE IR b 78 20 R 4R, AT B 5 i)
For il g

£ 2016 4, Gay 25 NP7 7 UL RS SR, S5 AR 1) 76 YIS b A= s 0 R 4R 1 A 5 b AE
T ST _E A Bl (R R T K, 2 1Y 125.00% £ 1566.66% (K. BLARAE P IEse B b SEE MC/DC 1A T
75, AELBI PG A I Mk T i 4 542.47%:; 2) A6 AR ARG Sl _E A e iR IR AR A 8 1 Y IBE SE BT MC/DC B 56 3R 3 4
1%, KBS b LA P IBE S a4z BORTHAAT IR 2D 17.88% 21 98.83%; 3) A T Py 156 5280 A J (K7 3% £ 3 Py 1B 52
I E] 100% 1) MC/DC 2 36 2, Hf FRBLI 6 LR AR I SE B B A FI AT IR 2 5.068.49%.

7E 2017 4E, Byun 25 A VMR T %444 745 7% (object-branch coverage, OBC) ¥/ #4 & X, # & Flag-Use
OBC, H IR RIEATS 447 0 B35 . OBC X GACRE 22 1 () 45 14 4 78 25 ME TN OBC R ML T-feiE &
RIACEY, AF 20 PE 2% IR EE BRI A TT DL 2 5 A A ) S5 A 0 T3 7R 7 S 9 2. AT ZR T OBC [ A
WU BE 06T 2 1PF 2 1 G 136 A I B 1) AE R AUEK. Flag-Use OBC #7J& T OBC. Ml 1R #% 5 A~k F R A U R G A1
SEBIBEAT T VFAG. 45 % W, Flag-Use OBC 7E Sl R I A1 %S 4 13 3% 35 58 AN AC ¥ AR AL i &k 5 THI Bk OBC A L.
43.5 AN B I VR SR

£ 2018 4, Petri¢4% N MOV U — 2L DA A J3E 0 2 2 A5 AP LR AT AT ] DA 20 A5 200 JE 2% TUit IR 4
fiE. AT 7 ANFFYR Java BREEH 1 TUnit WA AP SR IX AL & AR oT &5 BRI (1) A K Z BT RS
HBA TR AW, T 66% M B B4 K 7 V5 54T JUnit MIRTEOS; (2) JUnit S0 55 1 5 7580 5 1%
WA RE 1 2 IR B 2 DIAR O, R IR B 7 725 10 e s B R 2 2 5% 22 AN 7 V8 BRI,
44 N £

AATAGET PR )5 et DA B AR S5 LAt PR 22 0 AR A Mk R s . T 75 3 32 B IR

(1) MR SRARER T RN S AR T A 461 oy 2 PR P e v b B S B, — D7 1, R0k A AE 2 S BOA AR
R PRy ] i P ARG U720, S T, A T B A A 7 A R 6y de B A 1) V45 ) AT S 9 5% i 0k P 4910 A
ZE OV DRI, IR R B 2 e R A8 8 A = AR Hp 2 LB ) S i 7 2 A7 T S

(2) MRGE B BRFEF IS WARTE - TP 85 M RN 55 10 75 VA B 2 S5 3 A R 0 IR Rt
S

(3) —LEHIF ST W IR A AR RE Wi R A A 2k o470 i 5 — L5 W DR AR LA S i iR S
&ﬁ,l./_[_ [20,48].

(4) 7 (I ST 3 WA T 5 78 26 R AR S 4 40 RO A D M i 0 78 5 N8 545 0 (R AR S k), i (i e R W e 1)
T3 6 NS S A0 (R R G BT 35 78 26 02 S5 430 R S i ),

5 MEBHETN S
MW SRR, FAEVFZ AN P JE 4518, W& 6 Fras. a1 i) SO A R 78 20 v U6 1A%
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S (KPR AE 70 PEAE I, I T 17 U R0 7 2 PEAE DA (I 8 2D LS5 B0 — 3, AT R o M i
AP SCHIR P 53R T 17 BT A1 1 80 e SCHR. A0 KA AT R R PR DAT BT IR S B B AT 70, W s
BEE A FZ T, A GIRUE . Mg 3K MRTe o PEEIN . ZEvt JiE Mk R, XS A =
T () S 56 ¥ B AT RE 2 SRR AT ROME VAN ) 45 RN S8

®o6 LEMTIENL RS

KR EREINES
7 S HE DI A Rt AR SR IR e R IR R AT R
78 ot SRR DA R 78 i 2 R B R A AR D A R T g )
AR A3 5 SR B Rk AR A3 5 BRI B AR S AT 5 g g5
DR AL PR A b TR ARG g 25 SOVl LT A 5 i P S A )
W7 5 78 B R T P PR AR D e i T e g TN ) 7 S T

W G WS B R R I Rk SRR A

5.1 KA BskIR

DN P 9] 2 o A K — SOGB4 . DK A A el LI T A A 807 50, F-3h4i 5 ool
FESRE I PN 8 2 — U0 R, MR 1) ARSI TS B F AR e el 2k
5.1 UGBS e

R T ers T RMTH 80 Je SCHR WA W I A 8 S AR Bl A i TR 15 0. AR AT LU Y, Randoop
A EvoSuite T HAF A MIAREZ .

R T PARESCERAE T K B B A IR 1 A TR

ERI Al E TSN TH SR SCHRECR
Randoop [18,23,24,29,90,104] 6
ML (random testing) JCrasher [23] 1
AutoTest [46] 1
FF AR AR (constraint-based testing) Glf)l(;fill:ia [ 2559;?19} 5] i
FF R AR (search-based testing) ESV\(;]S:_ilEe [20,23,[2641’]29,104] f
Copia [42] 1
SEFFRIHE AR (requirements-based tesi frufan Bl 1
ST VB B (requirements-based testing) Kind. JKind [22,99,102] 3
NuSMV [52,97,98] 3
(1) BEALI . BEALIN G — T T B S Al 90 A R 1] S A 28R B AR BEALIN R, B IR Py (X A2 B
WU BN LARAT, DRI, BERLIAAS v B SRS 7 10 BT AT R AT 4. 400, €6 2011 4F, Ciupa 25 NIt 4y Bk

B, BEMLIIAR AT 0 I LA TR PR . 46 2011 4E, Arcuri 25 A U045 R W, 78 BE U Sprts il K, B LI
P AT AT A3 P2 A FH BE LR BEA 1A C 2 1) T H /& Randoop!'™.

(2) FEF LA MR, FE T2 o MR I L SR AR AT -5 4T (symbolic execution)!™ %57 A4z ity 45 sk 2E G it
A FHAF 5 BAT R A AR M) TR KLEE"™ . 755 4047 10 32 B AU, SRy nl AT AT B A2 (R 75 B A 4 R
T AIHOR AR SS (constraint solver) JoiE SRR LW, W'E ToykA ki A . 1B & T BARBAT R 5 AT S & 5F
FH#UAT (dynamic symbolic execution, DSE) K, tHFK A Concolic MR, 7T LAZZMRIXAN u] B, i F 8 2555 AT+
AT EA CUTE™™. DART!™. W57 A G156 T 45 W 78 a6 ) B0 3 128 S ik 0 248 7 5 Pt el 2F
T .

(3) FEFHRMMAR. T RHAEMR >R BT MR B AE TR U — A BAR R, 5 TR IR



N T F MR EA O PR, RS LR 555

K e p USRS T 0 & U % (metaheuristic search) $i A, 7E H A% (objective function) (1551 F, #=2E
RGN I FE. 3 098 R4 WAL 575 (genetic algorithm). 25 4r #EAL 515 (differential evolution algorithm)
A FETIR MR RPN T A EvoSuite®") 38 ] T Java 15 5 ¥ E Sh AL A 490 4= 5%

(4) FEF 75 SRV IR, AR 75 SR T 2 I 91, BIEE £, £ 2006 4F, Rajan! R4 755K 1184 e 2
R, RS % 2CAk D I PP 8 PR T oK, A B R R g b b e XA s 22 i, I B 20k
FEAGIZE B T L (R TRAG 7 ) AR T 2 A 5 s A it K 32 2 v DU A 00038 P 491 /2 2011 4, Escalona %5 A P& T
DT A 7 A I () Dy B 75 SR A el il H 9] 1 — A 0 R AH DG ik, 2 TR g sl 49 T L 6 T A Fr )
TR LN 78 2O, B 2 B T RS (S P 481, 4% PR 440 1y R R 91 7 Tk 4.

5.1.2  F3h5 8 AR A

B 2 A BT 8] 18— 8 L A IX LE MR IR T T RN B IR R 43 LA, SR, R X MRk B4
FREE T U5, HIE4 1R IE BEAT A4 AR IR SO — . B A2 i U FH 48 5 = 3 2 5 16 UK FH 49 A B 2
)& — AN TFIBOR BT SE ) R 7EIEHE HARTRP I, BP0 S T3 B B T R 538 B ARTR 2 4 B IR AR 1 7
FE, AN A 1A B IR 2R Bl TR A i e IR 4 fry i e 15020,

£ 2013 4, Fraser 25 A\ POHEAT 7 —T006 5286, bR T F-3h 4 5 (0 D0 0 R B [ 34k el iR 2 pl T
A EvoSuite A= BRG], ABATTRIR, —J7 1, TR SR AT AR S48 AR 2 55 22 558 F a5, i —J7 i, JF Kk
N B S R TP ARES 5 H F A  S 4%. AE 2015 48, At 138 3o 57— AN BE K (K6 B S POV T IR T A, 15 5
TARIRIR A B

7 2019 4, Serra 25 A\ "YU 3 [ 3h A4 B T A EvoSuite. Randoop 1 JTExpert, tL T T30 A 5061
MM I TERE, B8 T 3 AN A E R R AR AT FIEL BRI B8 T . AT TR AR, 1) HHTI A
KA AR TR RS LT3 4 S 0 AR 31T w1 75 26 2 FAR S 45055 2) T34 S il = AR 1R v ) B B A
WEE 7, T B B A B A IR AE 2D B L Sesh B R U T R, RIS I T SEER B 1 B8 D) HEALE. AT TSR B B B)
A T AR (P B B0 5 S [ T-FF-3h 2 5 (10 U0 AR B, R N 53 mT LR B 30 2 O F 304 5 18 B 7 Ok
TR = AR o (1 T 22 .

5.2 MAEME

A DL A i A SR A 7S 0 v 0 R A S DR SR BB 0 #. 48 2014 4F, Gopinath 25 A1)
W T Tz A s e (B R RG . BUERR . 2r SO RE MR AR 25 ) 15 R FE Java 727 1748 S AR 1 B 7 2 B 1Y)
AHSPE. Al AT S P I H A A2 (KR EE AT Randoop A2 B (IR A2 1 B0 A Java 0 H HEAT T 9EAh

TERN G2 RT Be B RE e S A F 481 0 22 I8 1R D1 i B ke DU 2550 P P T 9 e o A 3 20 17 it e ik
R TFHE I AL — AR, AR5 A8 F X 2 R A 23 B MR AR Bk B R 8 ) . SR G R AR 2 AN T H AR 7 1 I
TR ) B, BRI (test pool). — AR AR AT LU J5U 4t it A 10 3k iU 45 (test selection) BRI SR £ 1]
(test suite reduction) #Ji.

% 8 JEZR T URBIT 80 fai SCHR MM A Aa it g 3, HL v Ik B B il AR 24 185 23 ) AN 46 5 [l U A 55 1)
[ 3000 B S i B 4 7 1) SR, A b ] DUt e e e B A i M A 1) SCR B R %

%8 STk AR AR i 75

MR IE 7 SR SCERECE
BB [18,20,22,23,29,43,46,52,58,60,107] 11
TRk [19,24,26,29,30,38-42,44,45,47-49,51,54,59,87-91,93,95,96,104,106,109,111,114,116,117,120] 34

MR 24 ) [22,25,49,52,55,91,97—-100,102] 11
(1) Mk 4
1) BHLIEHE

Wt LG 30 3 AL 328 9 200 1 16 Jir 00 X 1 00 P 9 e A R e, ) S g e 36— IR P 4, DA s
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B 703 PEE I 78 20 k. AT BEALIR B2 0 T T IR o2 AR 00 B 0 09 T R 5 D N PR AT A i 22 %), 7 2014 4,
Inozemtseva %5 A "4l KT Java F2 /3 (MR AEAUR . 72 o A 2ME 2 MR R, AT R 5 ARG AR T 31000
AR A, PR IR 2 30 A 3 ANTJE 10 N7y 30 ML 100 AN J7vESE, B B AR T3 7 vk
(R A, APPSR AE i 1000 ANJUAREE.

SR, BEMLIGE % 1T BE IR A 76 40 1 R e B R0 2 ) 0 K 6 1) 6 148 365 B . 7 2019 4, Zhang 25 A POfYy
&8 TR 2R W Bt AT R s P U R 1) 7 5 26 5 0 S e R A ) -2 IV ) A D 1o v 1 S 4 R 4E . 76 2020 4, Chen %5
N P2 B BE L IE 05 AR TR B I, IR Ak, 7E 2010 4, Chen 25 A P24 T 5 Bi@ M BEHLINR (adaptive random
testing, ART) FH 2 Ft) o 70 B A 0 R0 L. A TS S92 3810 22 k00 kP 4913 6% S s v 47 .

2) TR IEPE

X A s AER C, WA TP A RAR Y P 1A o5 78 43 0 B/ DIRAE TIP3 1) AN TP ki
TEREEE— A 1, B %I TP R B IFE 2] 7. 2) BB sa (s B, N TP Wk #— N7 55 8 1k
H 5 1l 5 5 12z s 2 7. 3) R ER 2, BRI A W 40T LAgsmE] 7. 6040, 75 2008 4F,
Gupta 25 A V3 500 S5 WA e A 7 6 v D) 1) g /NI P 811 . 76 2020 4, Chen 28 A\ PN i 36— 4
TR 1, 328 508 B 25 58 7050 PEHE I ) 78 70 PR SK.

(2) MRLEL ]

DT AR LA TR A 78 23 P R UGS B ey A R AT A 16T, 4970 AL A= sl a5 AR s 4 S 5 M TR A 7 &4 .

7E 2012 4F, Staats 25 A P24 R, Al 4 SR MC/DC 7w v T T 1 26 B i DR 4 O P i 1 A T
HA ) MR PR B LU AR A T3 A2 2 SR MC/DC 78 1 17 24 17 Bt A L 5 B [ AIAE (147 BETATL 2 o 0K 5 A 2K
7E 2015 4, Gay %5 N\ P21 4347 2 WA FH 45 A 4078 2 M DA S 003 A 461 A4 B 1 b 78 T A2 bk, 1T A S B A 2811
BRI,

DALt PRI AR RPN I T 90 7 B2 R A 240 7 4 2 PR IR B X BT 9 4 I 5 .
5.3 MR F S HEET B

(1) 3t B 7 - ek HE )

et BRI S o PR U, R T 7 56 B TR S R e PR U PR R A L 4 S T LA R U, BR AR
T DU P Sl B A 7 25k Sl R 75 43 O 8 DR e TR L 2 RE R R T A AR

1) AT g

7F 2013 4, Whalen 25 A\ "2 1 T Observable MC/DC (OMC/DC), %78 i i U445 MC/DC 78 345475 15 ] 1 4%
PEAE S 45 5 R, A3 T 08 (R e 4 A% R ) M s ) AR . A AT R B39 A2 OMIC/DC (1 A4 W 5t L3 A2 MC/DC
AT E 2L, 5 MC/DC A, % P LU I 88% TE 22 X1, J ELGTRR 3% &5 Fa R I 42 A% 8 1R i AN K UK.
752015 4F, Gay 25 N P2 4h S W1 A 18l 2 OMC/DC vHE D) (R IR A5 EL AT ) R F6 Bt A LA A ] LA S o v ) e
FE ST,

2) ZFEE

£ 2014 4, Wang %5 N0 T B SCEREMERIMES, JF HARH T 3 FlRm oY IR S0 R e 4 s 4
VR A W) 1 A k. 3 R HEmS B CARS-H. CARS-L #1 CARS-E, 43 B 2E 3% BAT o . AR 850 40 A 11
TR S R B R, LA BN S I R W e A (R A . ZE AR ST B, CARS-H HT CARS-E 1] LA 4k
s A 000 3, A D P A P 3 B T 10.6%—22.1% FlT 0.8%—5.3%, 117 CARS-L {12505 Al BE £ BEAK 2.0%-22.2%. 5K
90 2 W, A P LA T T SO A PR R 490 1 SR T DA SR T SRR A 0 A I A v )
(A k. #E 2018 4, Shin 25 AV H T 22 BEE G 028 57 7 40 PEUE U, B X 4328 5 76 4 PEE N (distinguishing
mutation adequacy criterion), LA K& T % W 1) X 4348 543 73 (distinguishing mutation score). A TS T %1 W )
TE Ak S UE T X 2748 S5 70 A PEUE AL T AR S8 70 e A 43 PRV ). X P A0, B SR RAR W IX 494 5 78 o P
) A 0 S8 8 7 T L A% 56 (00 780 e 8 43 1 4 DU B A 00 AT DS AR s s B R 0 A R o A B RS 8 P A S 45 43
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TP % 78 o PEUME N BEAT T ST PEAS . A AT T80 7 352 AN B S B 1 B St 5N R . 45 SRR, 75T
Ao KT b, 5 AR G AR e 70 S P DU B, S U] e B A W A R R B v T 74.8%, SR T e ZE )3 451
% 3.07 fi5.

3) PATE RS

£ 2021 4E, Aghamohammadi 5 A\ " H T 3844557 7 (statement frequency coverage) #E N, K $ AT AU
BB G NTE R 25 VRS IR 0 A 280 A AT IR A% e A 1 DAy St B P A Al AT Tl 1 B Fy AR 2 5 B T 22 A
FLSZMY Python T H HEAT SZIE VAL, 1X 4630 H G #B1E 118000 475 ACHE AN 21000 AT FH 1. A AT i &5 5L 26 35 )
AR W T TR ) RN 43 SO S ME D). S5 S, AT TR I B B I B U ) AR 2 A T ) 7

(2) B B 78 431 v )

£ 2017 4, Someoliadyi 25 A\ "SR HI T FEFIR A7 55 (program state coverage, PSC). PSC 5177 75 (line
coverage, LC) JLTAHH, PSC i — S H B T H—ATHAT A FFE IR B & . A%k 7 Apache Commons
Math 1 Apache Commons Lang [¥] 120 MURAEREAT T 525, LIVEAS PSC. 45 LKW, 5 LC #HEk, PSC HIH—{4b &
5#1534) (normalized mutation score) [J4H e 5 5.

7E 2021 4E, Ali 25 N UOMR T 3 R T8 T FE (quantum programs) By AR 6078 o5 vE U, AR SN o
(input coverage). %iitH 7 5 (output coverage) FIf A\ -4t % & (input-output coverage), LA PR A IR 7l 5 .
f AT 5 AT F P EAT T 5250, A8 A AR e 40 A 4 e 7 R ME U (0 A sk k. 4 SRR B, A ORI I 8 G ok
(P4 AN 55) T LLSRARHR R IR AR e A9 4, A8 P A van P 28 55 v 0 (P 738 25 FH i N - HH 78 26 ) J0 ik KR 3 e AR
FEAIIY.
54 GitiE

VI 2 MGG RECEO (R 08 I AR DG PE A A B S0 A L5 a5l B S A 2550 P 2 TR PR AR Sk AR DG g,
TR R R A DG 23 B BLFE A5 AT A A8 5 1 B2 AH G 43 HT (direct correlation analysis) FH95 il 48 8 (Al
LR FI AR <43 8T (partial correlation analysis).

(1) FLAEEA R BT

X T EAEAH AT, B8 XA Y (AR AH DG PE 2 B AT F X P A8 58 (R AT 1), 170N 42 AT 4] FEAth AR
SR, 78 X F Y Z 1AW S B RAH DG AT g 2 b H Al AR 5 1B, TTAN 2 52 B oK.

(2) M AH 53 #r

ARG AT )32 T AR AR . (A DG I 1 P AN AR 2 [R] DG AR MR, [A] I 48— AN B 2 A oA AR 5 1)
FEM. AR A DG TSP AN AR 2 R PRI AH DG DLHERR S 3 AR &, X AHAF AT DUk AR 5 X R Y 2 AN AR G ryy 2 TR
S AT Z A AAH IR ryyy PTG B AN AR i 2 [ (R AH G 1, BAR B XORN Y AN B A ORI ryy , AR B
XRY 5555 3 N Z FIHRNE re; Fry, . WAHSR ryy, SR X 573000 Y BOASGHER 208, THEEA0L:

Fez = I'xy =Ixz ' Tyz '
ToN=R)-a-r)
A7 2 R0V AT LA RIS B TR AR OGHE, 491 i e 7R AR OGP (Pearson correlation) I LA F-11 51 ryy
9 JBIR T URBIH 80 F SCHRTEAH I 23 A vh A8 FH ARIAS [R] (R A O R . ISR 9 T BUR Y, 2SR b, B i
HEBAEH 4 FOACREC 1) BRIBAICRE 2) HHREAIDCREL 3) Wi /R SRAICREL 4) R Py BiAME S
W RSFEJ7. AL, SR HIAOC RE B AU DG R BRI S AR OC R B LD, 31X 3 R DG R B A T o
EMEFIARKIK 10.53%.
(1) Bz /RHbAH G F %L
SRR R B, MR IR EMFRAE AR 9% 2 %L (Pearson product-moment correlation coefficient). Ji7 /K i#bAH 9% R %L
SEPANAR B XA Y Z (RIS PEAT DGR B BE . AR O R B BUEYE S [—1, 1], AR R EAE 0.1-0.3 Z AR R
JEARDE, 7E 0.3-0.5 Z RN AR, TITE 0.5-1 Z (3R = B AH G, 2 B SR AH DG R EET 1 I, FRCA S8 S AH G,
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R PBIESCHRAT AR 2 M P AR AR DG R KL

B3 SR SCHRECR:
B RERAN R R L
(Kendall rank correlation coefficient, Kendall’s ) [18,19,28-30,48,51,53,87-89,95,96,105,106,113] 16
RV 5 M #E 5 IR
(R-sqj;zd/iljus}tﬁe?R-ilired) [12,18,19,21,28,43,44,47-49,88,89,95,96,113] 15
B IR AR IC F B
(Pearson correlation coefficient, Pearson’s r) [12,14,29,30,47,49,60,88,89,95,96,103, 1 11] 13
i B2 K B HRAH K R L
(Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient, Spearman’s p ) [12,14,19,53,87,105,114] 7
RIS R
(point biserial correlation coefficient) [23,24.90] 3
R P AR R R L 23104 )
(rank biserial correlation coefficient) [23,104]
AR R %
B HAH G R B [01] |

(Matthews correlation coefficient)

(2) B R FRAH G R 4L

5 R RIAH R RECR R, & R BRAR O REOT G G DI 1) B 5. 48 R AH 06 R SO Sl 1 S GO AL e vt
SIS, A3 FH ot FRDUL A, IRt peit - 1] (8 — SO RIS — B0 8 SRR L. W (xy,y1) BT (g, ) AEBE A B AL AR 5
X R Y (I, 08 (o —x) Ry, —y) A MERFES, WA KK WM A& — 2 (concordant) [1; Wik
(6 = x0) T vy —y0) BATAH AT, MDA A 36 W IIEL & A — 33 (discordant) 1. SR 5, T BOFFIA —Zoa ot
# Kendall’s 7 AHC R, VEEM-1 B 1, | LRoRFTAHEER B Mi-1 RnPraEaE A —2L

(3) Wi B R B RAH O R B

i B IR 2 WAH K RBORRRARDCHE I AR S &, BIPI/NAR & 2 T RR IR G AR k. 23 i3 A8 & X A0 Y IR 5
Rk, WK RR 1 2o gs 20 h sk ECT:, W p, R X Rk, ¢ Ron YRR, W d, = pi—q, , TR RS FRAH S R 4L
ry A A

6y &

1= nm2—1)°
Forp, n AT R ER A, a5 i DGR RR .

(@) RPFITECHE S R AFT7

R VU5 S Gt &, o [N g A AR T AR R0 2 /DA, AHOGPERERR T A AR B AR AR
W2 IR IIBEEE, R VR T — AN RN )y 220 2 KRR LR 745 2 MR R T 2. W RBARL) R P05
0.5, WIWE S 2 FA8 A b K20 —2F ] LA RS i N AR 1) [ B AR 0 5 22 19 728 B sl il 2 AR AR 5 40 R
PO, XA AN INE 2 AR L, BN LA

TR R P72 R V5 G SRR, SRR e 0 F 0 A5 5 R b AT 1 R, A BT 5 RS B A ok
PEZ KRR bt AN T X 284 i P45 1) R P07 JUILIE 2 oo gt ml A,
5.5 IR1GERRE

TR A PP E MR 2 ke 2 FE R 1 L fR TSR EDORT A2 ) L s ol e AT B vk, DAL A A 3R
(RT3 A 3P i N B, T hi N B s ] — AR R AT N B (RIAR 4. AR RS Tl LR S
Mo, B BhHh, AT MR N KRR, AT B TR A A R AT 8. TS A IR B R RS AR AN ]
FRCSEH R, DU A] BEASE A A R AR 12,

FRUE Ik, A2 BB T OPAE e T REATUR 5 I HIRIF 9T, 76 2012 4F, Hao %5 A PO HY T 4475 2 fa ik il
A 1 710, 12 75 04 W 240 T I R0 0 A Ay 00 8 e ) o . A A7 4S8 D 74 P 7 S5 A Vil R 4R 440 ) 3 30

Iy =
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BeRE RN e S BK. AE 2018 4F, Xue %5 A O AR S AP 55 T 78 7 258 (0 BB o A 1A A 2

A8 P LSz e B T DA Bt P 0 SEERF S A T B E . TTER S 1. Defectsal™) J&—NEO E AT 2 1)
FEZE, TR ML T FLSEHLA. Defectsdd MANIRIANEL TSR B 5 N ITIRFRT 1 357 AN FLSE G FA. &R FCSE BB R AF: b
A5 — AN T 1) FT DA B i R B U A b AN, TR N DA B H T T SO S B A AN AR SO S B 1 AR Sl B LA
FESRIRTE T )M SRR B 2% 3 ), 7F 2021 4, Humbatova 25 A PR H T 3 A6 T 2% ) R 40 b 2052
ISERFIT PO, 52 T 41 35 MRS T, 3F HAE TH Deepcrime HSZHL T IX £678 47 1 r1 () 24 ANAE 51
551 AR REEES ESTE G

—J7 1M1, A% 54553 ml AT AL a4 P st B ks A 200 g — D i, AR S R B A W T LA Sk A B L S e B s
VI 22 MR AR A MRV ORI ASE FH AR S e B 5 L S B VT I 42 () s e A A Rk 78 A SC SR B 115
AL AR ARG T NI A S AR B SR B A e IR AR BRI . 3R 10 B T AR S b S B SE SR R A
P I WA

R0 AL B EAR S

it A Sk W BV S
Daran®: A% 1996 o C gggﬁ;;%%gm%Vﬂ%MMS%DKEEf%E‘J%MEE
- ko P2 S P B 3 PSRBT 250k
Andrews AT 2005 ARG ¢ 55T AVEN BRI I, T30 A A
ot BN 2006 KT . BAER B EAERE NN R
- 73%00 KLk M L PR 5 B R A A S, 9 EE K
s AP AERIRILA 0, A2 S 5 14 sz B
st BAT 2014 X KA fava BB R . 27% 0 SUE Bk T e g KPR
X S K, 1790 RS 3 25 B

C++, Java, Go, Python,

. Wif2 /R 28k TypeScript, JavaScript . ]
Pet ’j}\[214] 7 N yp pt, PL axe 52 5 BB R
etrovic® 2021 iEPS Dart, SQL, Common List, ARSI SR

Kotlin

— AN LT (RS K K 2934 token, 1T HLAR 2> %% [F]
Gopinath® A" 2014  RPJ  C, Java, Python, Haskell THEAT(LGE AR T, 46— Fhith &5 P IRAR 0L 4
TR AENT HAR T AN

Papadakis A 2015 1o ncon e S SRR RS, VSRR 5 1
) sty o SRR T 4 HH L 5k B A
Kot 5

LA 1L SEH AT 5 LA T

Luof AU 2018 BRI Java BT i 5 4 SR 0 RS R BRI

P ARG BRI AN )48 5 57 B AR S A T S

(1) A8 S A5 ZLSEER AR DS P

E 1996 4E, Daran 2 A\ PPREAT T 58— AN LA b 0 S B R — i A8 5572 A= 0 00 38 P S 6 At A 468 D A e
PIMRRAEPAIT R, WP HAT P e 5% T B 3L 3730 AR 1458 AR AT t B SEBLE - 4210, Hofh 2272 A4
R R AR R AN, AR S EUN 2272 MERTA 85% A2 B SE I AEI. ATIER B e A A S H
SRR BRI ERAT N

£ 2005 4£, Andrews 25 N PUWST T T B m Al AR S TR N TR, A AT 0 A 1 A A S BT A AR
(AR S A b5 LS B ARARL, AR T AR S A4 5 T 3 NI BRBEA AN W], T3 A R B T8 SR . 7E 2006 4F, Andrews 4%
BT 4 B WL R ER R E ) (B 76 . FIEE 5. c-use I 75 M p-use 78 o) WS T A0 AS S48 T
RIS, 15280 1D 5 SR 2 4 R SR A S A I L 48] A2 T S B R A i 6 1) 1R A Yl .

7E 2014 4, Just 2 N P R0 73% MO LB 58 AR e 1 = AR AR S AR k. FE s A QR 7 a5 3R
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W, SFA 2 AN AR 5 — AN TUSE SR AR & SRTT, 27% MO SLSCslfE 5 0 AR i B = AR A AR TR 0%, 17% 1
LS A GATAT AR AR TG OC, I 5 S F A8 S B4R

£ 2021 4E, Petrovic 2 A\ PHHIE W K 1502 M. 3T 40 J7 AR SRR 3300 J5ANIAR H ARAAT 14
G T, RIKF 1043 A~ (70%) Hi i, 22 7 AR S TE T N 13 1978 5 Hr R 15 R B R &8 5%, 459 4> (30%) B iR
AL A AR AR A ARATIE T B SRBEARE G R RN 99748 5571 (weak mutation operator). AR 5 5
¥ (missing mutation operator) F1J5248 # 1 (no such mutation operator).

(2) 78 A 5 B S BRBA AR DG P 55

£ 2014 4£, Gopinath %5 A Ui b K m B LIE B 10 48 T 4 B [ 4 A58 55 (0300 H 1K 40 TR W, — AN g 28 1y ik
b2 e K2 3-4 A token, F AARDEE ] TATA £ S (WAL S L. AT /0 BTk R B, 78 —Fiil & vh s AR I 78 e 5
TR R A TE T A SR, AT 80 S o0 AT 5 T B L P S S RF SRR B AR S A S AN 7 K 1 S PR AR e P i
WS PR PE R Z [ B R,

Sttt [T U FH 5 000 S I, £ 2018 4F, Luo % A UPIHEAT T b5 I FH B 52 e 4 R 2 S5 Sl s 110 000 38 491 1 21
HEFF BRI PEBER 25— AN SGERF Y. A1 I4E APFD (average percentage of faults detected) F1 APFDc (cost-cognizant
average percentage of faults detected) 545 /7 K £ T 8 FPAS [ A I AL SeHE 7 5 i Mk g, X 2807728 F T2k
H Defects4] AR 357 AN ILIZHR A — LU 35k AR i ER 4. 45530, Fraft 72 ks Fl A e HE v 4
ARIEAG AR E AR Pk BE ) e 55 70 B SE BBk R AT TR B (W AR OGP, X SR BRI LB 0 R, 75— AR ik |
I o e B AT I T S A I T R AN A s e B AR AT T i B, X A DX AP DRIAS [i) A S AR A 1 1) A S
AT 5, X T BT AR S B A S e T I R e 1) BB R
552 AT H

T RO R e, A e T B St SRR 7 75 2 B AN L H. AR O T, 1% R I R IR TR
EGRF AR A DR R R, ZEAEH B S TR, AT SN L T B T B A RN HER. R 11 JROR T IR
(Y] 80 J SCHR A FH 1172 S A T A% . bl LA H, PITP PRI Major™ ' T B A# FH i £

R PEBESCERAE T 22 I TR

AR T H SCHR SCHRECR
PIT [12,18,24,28,86,89,94-96,106,113,114] 12
Major [14,23,24,91,96,104] 6
Mothra [25,55-58,115] 6
Javalanche [13,19,37,48] 4
MuJava [92,93,110] 3
Proteum [54,88,120] 3
MILU [27] 1
SRCIROR [30] 1
MuCheck [51] 1
MuClipse [103] 1
Stryker Mutator [60] 1
Mull [60] 1
Mutatest [105] 1

7E 2017 4, Kintis 2 A\ P44 T 4 B Java 48 5058 T A9 BBk B )7, 6135 PIT. MuJava. Major I PIT
TR MBFFRRAS PITrv. 2T B SR B FIAR S IR R 5 NS e, A ATY A B 1R IR A 35k 2 (A TR AR K 22 7,
B T RAS 5 HAR TR, sk, PITrv T RS T 5B dF 45, PITrv IR BB St T HoAb T A
5.53 AL TR S I A U AN IR 8

FE 2011 4F, Namin 25 N\ P03 A7 0 68 Sz 56 48 R 0, £ DR S50 rh Ak FH 28 S Aont FR S S 6 1. DR
FOABE R o R O 5 46— LB 0 DT 355 A 1) A/ 20 T v R . AU AT st DR A S Ak 1) 52 2 5 R 1) A R
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AR AR TS B 1) 55 i R 32 A TR

£ 2016 4F, Papadakis 25 A 2" W A0 5 A8 A (subsumed mutants)(HBFR K TUAZZ FAK) (A7 AE T LA KN
i IR AN I BB R BE 3, DA IAE AT HE T8 S AR 2 RIS B A0 3 A% S A, AR et A 0 34 ke
56 N £

AT IR IR DRI . DR 7S MEE . SEat v R B 2R A 5 AN ZVEN 00T T gl
RO PPN A WIF 1) S0 e . T TR A &5 R B R T

(1) BT E Zh AR B AF T AL %% 192 Randoop FI EvoSuite. [ 34 % (9 A G805 b T-2h 4 5 1t
TR B 5 w0 (1 78 2 R AR A5 40, (E e LA A R A O AT W) i e 20,

(2) TR A3 T LAFE T3 78 43 P ol D) 2 ™, o mT A A s 2 il ) i 28 7 il ik A 44 i )
3.

(3) B0 MR 7 P E ), BRI 78 26 3 sl 78 B (K 7 o MEME U (0 JE A T 45 4 1 O Ah PR 22 M, 91
AREEPE O 2 R U ORI T T R AT O, B B v 2 DU ) S A A 2

(4) AHSGNE S T ELHE LB DG o T R A G 20 4. IAT DU SE AT Rk PR BIF 7 Hh A FH A 22 (AR OC R 800 - /R
HAH G REL RO R W R R 2R DGR LA A& R PRI S5 1 R 7.

(5) —SBBFFT R WA AR S Ak b LIz B R A B, 10— S T B A8 AR S A AR s L S AR e 6 T i 4t )
Fg 1R g b e g O AR S T T S LA A R U A S R T L AR Bl B A U ) 2 e A
FEAR R 22 53 BT AR AR S 36 rp P AR S A H AR S o IR R RN S R 5 25— LU i [R5 e 1 1 3
S S e e B,

6 MAEBYMITNEIA

B [T AR A K 22 A T T & R 4L 4. il 10 B 200, vl R R e 1 SR AR AR, P
B P AES NIRRT, T2 P IINRER, T 23 B (Obsolete) MK B, T 2 T HIBR Top J5 AR, Bl I
H AR A5 1A 8 K I ELI 90 B 38, A 7 P B DU F ) BT [l PrmT R AR AR B3 B,
BRI 8 88 75 0] Y S IR) SRR ST AT S AT AT Bl 380 i5f B mr ik, S A A1) T B B A% B AT 1 A7 38 ] 11
RIS 3. IR 5 B AR AL B AR AL H5 03 H 31 BE 2 1) (test suite reduction, TSR). A AR IE$E (regression test
selection, RTS) FIIM& H B4 S5 HEF (test case prioritization, TCP).

H P ' |
: EERELE Ll |
i i T T cqundant ‘
i T, B

i T T, E T Tonmod ‘
; | [ R S }
! I Reordered T, ‘

(ST ERE SRR

[ PR K 2 5 AR R R R b AN Rl e ) — 3, 12 U AN R g, Yoo % A, Di Nardo
25 N1 Rosero 25 A P21 Dol i £k M T 12 AU A ATE . AR 1T 32 0G4k 491 4 AR Ak 5 0 4 e
e RS 0 A 2, 90y DR PR I T A 5 58 R 170 240 5 DK 4 I, 2 5 R R 0 R R £ e B 0 e

2 AR B AR 2 g s 1] U0 e P AT B D0 5 He e A5 [ R i iR B A i K 2 3 ST e A 2
AR AR A 3 T i . T S O A YRR A P e U, K P A A T R A2 O A P R 4
T (B A B AR ), HEAURR SR P B AT I S AL AR ). 672 S R U2 P F A BRI 2
ST I I B S EAL.
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6.1 it A HIELAE
D 191 B 24 15 55 R ROAS 7 SEASAR DG, L H IR S A X P 9] 4 mh e 6 il A2 A R 7 3K () 788 =5
AR SRR 4 T4, M A 4 2 1R I 25 BR TR MR Y T equngan k7D Top FIFRAE. 32 12 F1H T MR AR L ]
L5 B AN e 7 1 AT
12 PR L S B pa I e )
& Efy N Sk BT SRS FER YL S

Ate ) [108] ﬁl%%, all- = L Eﬂ1ifﬂ“lﬁ%iﬂ+§ﬁ"]0&d‘?&jﬁ,%/JWJC{WL:&% N
WongB AT 1995 " et C  HARE mimin un R R ik g2
T TN ST 1 & [8] AN 2= S
WongBA' 1997 WmE  — o g BRI g g gy
BRI A NS

AR SR L AR T AT ORI sk

v 7E e Navw 42
Zhang A" 2011 PR Gt g GSEIER SURGHSE, T SRR A5

et
. o . g BRI B R A 7 B 2 R ML T
Az 111] P SR PN N

Rothermel# N 1998 WG H/REMAR  C NGB 7 517 T B k4 2
s 01 N ~ VENGEI, DA 0 BB R I T R 2 AL T 2 B

Rothermel A 2002 i i MR ST AR YN e W AEG 9t

L1 00 R 9 FOFBDL AT R A1, I Lo jiy 2 B0 68 By
(IFBDLFM A AR A 2%, TR A Sife vk FIUAED)
0 P 24 i 5

N

, PR R S
Shi%s A1 T, 5t RO " ’
TIN 018 “ewpk e RTFH Y mRe

R i, 7 A Bk W 5 7w R 35 v B g T R K A 2
Chen®s A" 2017 Jiise, /H;J;? Java  RRREE  BORIERNE (BRI R AT i B A I e
W 5 7 EPNITENIPS

6.1.1  FET3 55 1 MR SE L A

BET 7 5 1A IR FE 0911 B 24 17 1) 75 SR P 78 2 M DU s S, A G ) B

7E 1995 4F, Wong %5 N MU FY T AF G 7 o S AN A5 0 90/ N 0 X B AN Sk o A 00 1) 5% 1 i) .
AL, AT B T — AN/ T2, TR T AR 10 B i 7 a5 2. &5 SR W, LA R S AR 11
PRI, o/ MR B R B B AS U B T s A B BB R . £E 1997 4F, Wong %5 N U HIRFFE R A, 6 DR 4E
FHASE 8 25 9 /ML AT P ) 170 St B A 0 7 2880 7 T, s /NIRRT 1 A s /A SR A A LG LA S/ 4
RPELH. £E 2011 4E, Zhang 2 A4 I ZTSZA TUnit ARAERFST Java FEFEAOIIAR AL T HA. A1 4 TURit )
ARSI T 4 Fh B AR MR EL A, BISLOEAR . Harrold 25 A1 &N BA P GRE i & XA
A ILPPP M A 45 R, 4 Bl Be (AR A 20 fai 4 AR v] AT 2 b 2 17 TUnit MR, 1A 2 52 25 PAAT IR 42 1) dok
BRG]

S BeSF IR R W, 5 SRR MR AR AR L, 5/ DU A2 AR 0 Bl B4 14 i 0 JL T BT 41 2%, (EL2AE 1998 4F,
Rothermel 2 A"ty 48 S22 0, IR A (KB B R0 000 66 ) mT R 2 TR S /M T 52 5107 52 52 ). 48 2002 4E, Rothermel %5
NPT 4 SR 1, R PO R B A 00 5 5 7 2 AT S TR P 9 /I 1T 52 3817 B S

FE 2017 4, Chen % A M55 — VR 25 DR 1975 0) 386 178 2 SR A MR AR L) T i i, bl 146 10 4 GitHub Java
TiH BEAT T 4 Fh 2 A8 A0 36 78 2 256 (0 IR 2 440 T B A (0 Sk i . ol I 5 7 i 2% TR0 I 5 4 O
BRI AT 20, 8 00 S A4 f7 A0 e g RO e g 5 2k U 2200 gy B AR A 24 A B AR (R A7 kb s 5 AR
W, W75 78 o RN T A 5 5 7 5 e )RR A AT R AR A R (B 0l o A A 24 165 R 5k B RS 0] ) 454
R) BFEAT. FET WSS R, A BEEE T — B 5 B IR AL L AR, S AR A A 5 7 TR T AL Ze il
LA,

6.1.2  FET AR ML L1
FETA5 5 AR T ) SR 2 T 48 1995 4F ph Offute 25 A US4 HH f, B0 240 5 00 IR 4 128 380 15 B R A A1 [ £
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A FIII).

F 2014 45, Shi %5 A VAR 4R SE 08 S A4 2 SRR T R VAt R A8 240 5, B4 5 £ 000 0 23R A D )
TR AR AE BT R A Se. Ab AT I 3R T —ANTE R ORI 2 17 75 3K, RIT 24 7 A 0K 4R £ B i s B T o ) 7 i
FIR IO AR S . 25 RAR W, 55 T8 ) 28 25 (0 2 15 1 LS 399800 62.9% (I AR BB, {H 2% 20 1) 4% S 44 sk 2D
20.5%. AHELZ T, BT AR AR LI 18 AR 0 A IR/, 5 058 FH 5 ) 7 2 24 1 (R A AR AH B, DU AR B T
T 11.9 /NE 43 4 (percentage point). [R] I 3 170 78 55 FIAR 5 AR 1) 4 T 8 AR FEAR AR I8/, B 5 5L T 48 ek

FPAT ST AZ . AR IR TR AE A R B D RF AR, BIEAE VR 2 IR )5, AR DRI AL AR 1)
P8 % N B 0.76 A1 43 .
6.1.3 AR LTI AH R 5T

M2 12, R4 17 A MIRAE R FF T 7 36 5, IR e A 7 E e vl 1 & 1B 5 PR B s A g 0 112 o 1
B 1 ol e A 00 7 PRI, — S A 240 ) e A A A 240 7 (0 1 S A B A DR P 491 22, 4R 17, 3k S R 4
PRI IR 1A BBl A D00 0 AT 3R A s R PEE B3 2K Hao 2 N PO H 77— o A0 Vi 24 F7 00 42 I 5 2 Gl B A 0 e
AR B BRI TTV2:

ST HAbAE BRI FI4E. 16 2019 4E, Philip 25 N A T —ANATHE 3K S MR 55/ MUK R 48 FastLane.
FastLane 187 FH 56T 3= & (I 7 S0 R AT H A5 A6t 1R 58 R L0 2 SO A B OR Tt P 45 L. Pt 7 45 SR 1 kA
F 2 B AT, T4 T AT [ 1 U

DB L R 0 7 1A R 22, 3 3 T3 o A5 LI tie-breaking™®), 7£ 2018 4F, Khan 25 A\ PVl REE 1)
SCHRERIR AT MR R LT R 5 iR R R PR FR A5,

6.1.4  IREL TN R bx

W T HMRREE, T' A IRREE T LTI T2, #Faulrs() 27~ RRGEAG I 2 BB 50, SRBEEIN A8 )8k (fault-
detection capability loss) & X 4:

#Faults(T)—#Faults(T")
#Faults(T)

7E 2018 45, Shi %5 A UM H T 58 1 5004 20 S DR SR ODP A iR A 20 TR AN BB 9. AT HT T 32 AN
Travis!™" 3247 A1 GitHub 50 H (17 1478 AN RIAYEE. /)T W], FBDL (failed-build detection loss) Hf
(IF| = |F,)/IF| x 100 (F 2201 5 G A AR R BN G FLoJe F T8, J0rb 27 10 A A i 1) Js 4k
SRR BN 1) A BB, W) ik 52.2%. AT TR RPN AL AT FH IV B = (AR 2y T AN 75 sk 1 5% ) A4 FBDL (1)
LT (P TOU0N 56 8. AT &5 3 W T R N DA A e v A P AR 240 155 I 0 B AR s, DRIk £ 785 1 IS 4E 1Y) FBDL 7]
el v, JF o] A (%) FBDL T 28 A2 1R A %%

6.2 @YW iEEF

AT BRARREAR, W DU A [ IR IR B AR N Ty B BRI A (8. [0l IR0k Fed i A B Ris AT $uAT
AT A T8 3 PR I A9 B ARG [ D A, BIT25 BRANPATAE AT (R MR ] Toonemoa - AT FTN IR 442 tH
T 2 Fhecge A MO [l ) R % 7 v, RIVASIEEIR BT B A ke b (e Ik 9. AEU, IR B e I IR AN R
ALl
6.2.1  HET7E o 1A [ A

7 2011 4E, Chen 25 A\ "SR FHAE BN $% (cluster test selection, CTS) HEZE, J5 44 IR AE o i 5 7 30t 4]
T SEAE AR RE P RCAS AT, T LA B ANt 491 A Rl A8 a3 ) 7 i 8 S 5 22 P SIS AR P i 8 SC A, AR
FRAI R PAT B SO e AR P ) T 8, LASE H B 5246 OO W TR AR A0 4, A5 4 B AR AL T B S A 1 i
FHBIBN R — AN S8, d5ia RN SR P BEATLIZE 3 LN I F 40T, H H A SR — AN A 4 e e, A8 4[] — A
ERET I T A AR A AR B 8. bl TSRS 3BT BOAN e 1 0 SRR SR B BT, CTS FA 4, Bl i
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— SR ) R 8 P 0P 481
6.2.2  [IHPRIE A R

LR T 22 b R AR 3 R 0, IR L SRR AR IS B 2 oA R B A A SR B 03 451, 49 dn T B
e B P E AR A5 L P2 78 2019 4F, Machalica 25 A P21 BT — il s ik 26 6 S s, 3% SR e B — AN
T, MR PR PAT IR A RSN R G R AR T, 2SR A FH A L3 27 ST AR M st iR 425 SR ok
RUHHR A b 2% SJ 1. AT TAE R T 45 51 215 DUE, e it — /MR A0 RS R mT T00 4k 8 00 1 40 S s
E 2017 4F, Kazmi 25 N P58 1 2 45 (10 SCHR SR A28 7 2000 a1 U100 3 FH 31 6 AR
6.2.3  [AIEAPRRIE BTN FR bR

[ IRARIE B 1 — A H bR B BAT B o B B 58 00 746, & T A JRIGIARAE, T2 &R T —4F
$E, Tp 2 AT RIS B (0 0 91 (R 4, T 3 7% 28 % (0 R W00 e o 10 D0 P 481 1) 7 2. B4 B RIER (recall) 58
Sy

recall = @
ITF|
gz A AP PEROR I A 202 100%. K512 (precision) & XL
precision = %

F-measure (F) 256 T AR 2 FRG %

2 X recall X precision

recall + precision

6.3 ik A GIESRHERE

T FOL SEHE PR T A0 R R 40 S HE Y, 3RO T — i RIS AT B s Ot 56 2 R F 461 1 3.
T ST e P 5t P G 00 T3 15 T A Ay o 00 2R 56 B (AL T DRI s T, AT B L b R e s

TR AT 2t 1L . 78 2003 4, Harder 5 A PPV V3l 528 4h A i (MR 42 15 AT 100% 4932 7 5 R
(R A A — R /N, AL I B (0 5 et — B 22, I BT AR W 2056 DL BB SRR SR W, RIS R AL FR 40
AT 2 A AR 20, 7 B v DR 1) A 2, 9 B AR Ut PR ) 34 52 2 Ut A J A 14 eyt m IR, HF
FEN G NS [P £ A oy D0 K AR PR 50 B A U 6 17, i e P 4010 D10 s 2 e 12 17 S SR T IR 3 44 LA 2
i e S A

DA R0 A TT DA P 2 A5 25 3 AR 461 43288, G ] 11 Fros. 0 461 6 24 17 AR ] =1 e 488 75 B2 AE PRI
TURRA A P9 ] F A e e A 00 3 . IR0 A AR A0 A 2 AN 4 25 3 DU 490 U200, 9T LAt 49 0 24 e e v LA g
o DT 24 7 0 [ Y 3% 38 T R R I AR R . 75 R A2 5 5 M i 00 T, il BRERII B AR S HE e 5
TR 4 24 157 B[R] VAR5 6 45 A 1l Y, k2 BT e 7 s 8 28 Ay A v Ay I 2 A T O S R, R 4R
A1 T8 AL SC HEF (test suite reduction and prioritization) BG4 3% B AL 5C HEF (test case selection and
prioritization).

= BRI 5L
Z IR { }%%ﬂmﬁm%ﬁ

EARR S

ANFEFFM 51 ;—'ﬂﬂiﬂﬁWﬂﬁﬁf’ﬁﬂ?f?—:"%%fﬁ%l‘ﬁﬁiﬂﬂﬁz’é
WRkAEE |
e ,;
11 PR BSR4k 5 B AT I 25
6.3.1 T2 S5 I H B e HEP
LT 15 RIS HE A T LA g W R U0 JE TR 15 2R (total coverage) FIIE T N7 i % (additional



FEN T A MK EA IR P B S PR 565

coverage). LA A7 56 Ay, B 55 2 7 VAR A AN D0 48 7 26 1R ) S 00 IR AT O e HE . M2 AN
T3P 190 72 5 A R0 B0t 0 T A I, A5 R SCAB R AT HlE 7. B D0 783 o %6 5 VMR 0 A A kP 49 8 2 110 45 0 80kl
A GIEAT U SeHE 7. R R, > 22 AN TI9) 7 56 A8 [R50 (108 (68 ) B, AR A 3R A T HE .

£ 2002 4, Srivastava 2 A "R T Echelon, R4 R 7 BT A A28 565 I FELRE 7 (6 0 A 04740 S8 HE .
Echelon FIJ 1 J& & XA V1 S8 6 03 49114528 55 R rh 32 S i (R AR B, S R £ DA s KPR b 788 5 32 5%
W) (R FR I, AT R AR S b R e .

6.3.2 AR A B HE R

£ 2015 4F, Lou %5 A W H T —Fh i3 4k Ik P90 A0 S HE 7 D12 AT 00 325 Sl s b LU 2 e 1 1
M HWR, TR AR ST AR A RS S F A AR, B, %7 VR AR SR AR I % 7 < HENIR A 48 1 B A T I
7. AEFTR I T, AR T PRANEE AL (T G vk (W RS AR RN T M6 (A AR ) A0 D005 P 481 (1 ke B A 0
FET GRS TR RS ke 35 B 190 28 S A 1) 00 v S PR A7) D e AR 6, i T MR 26 (PO A 70 2 L AR S AR 1) o0 AT o
RIS P 480 (1 Sk B AT W 6 0 S 4 e W, B 7 2 Tk T 49 AT AR S HE e B, A 2T S A AR
Ji A AR T TSR IR AR 1) vk,

E 2018 4F, Shin % A\ 4R H T 45 A T 3 TR SR 22 Rk A K0 0 FH 840 S P U ik ST 2 RE R R AR
MBI T8 AR X A (A&, BNX r— AR AR 5 55— AR S ARIAT A, WA 5 IR AR FR7 X 43 AthAT] (6
FORE T AT RO HE P BOR (— Al AL Ge AR e AR R TR, o — PP R AR AR X 3) 1 AR RO
TEH HAR (PULFIRA) F12 H A7 75 % TR T XA [ 15 T4 S i AL S HE P Rk . 25 L
T, LG HI7E F R R FERIAE B AR IX AR 2 A 8AT 58 A3 BA.

6.3.3 A IS HE T AH DGR T

£ 2006 4F, Do 2 A U 43 M2 W, DN FG0 AR 26 HE e AT LA ek 35 B2 e TUie SRS O BB A D 2. 7 2006 4E,
Do 25 N Ui FH 2% S i B DP A D 56 G AR DR P90 O S HE PP B B R R 1R B ). 45 SR, DR SEHEF 2 2%
1), {EL4GE T4 Bl o5 700 S o 1 S AR IR 2 1 B e S U /e 7 1 A2 4k

ST LA A% ST s DU ) (R0 D0 S0 2, A0 G 51 5 o B 88 0 Ak Y 810D S HE S B2 4 2015 4F, Hemmati %5
NG T T U R T SO R RN KRS K S A R 50 SR R, S 2 A A R R A T
N, RS DR B (7 ik B HoAth 5 T &% 7E 2016 £E, Henard 25 A P46k JLR IR A 800 56 HE RS BoR BEAT T 43 THI 1)
SO LR, G R B A Tk AT R B R SR A SRR LT 25, W2 4% KB a2 2 7, IF
RN SR I e 2 D E S AR . X e AT AR AT T PR AL TN 3G SR B [ IR SR A
SRR RN A AR R A R 2 0, TR SR L SEHE P 5 VAR R G AN R PR R FRE AR (P
HEF MR EEAE R GE N 2 AN RA AR FFEERE). 75 2018 4F, Khatibsyarbini 25 A P25 i 28 4 1) SCHRZid 44 T 11
DU R T e HE T 5.

6.3.4 WK FABILSHE P IE I Fidr
BB T3 7T 23 Lt (average percentage of faults detected, APFD), X J& YEAS AL 56 HE MR 55 4 2k i 4 s

¥r. APFD 505 100 R 1200,

TF,+TF,+...+TF, 1
APFD =1- +—,
nm 2n

o, n K BB, m S IR ARSI B K B B 1) B0, TF, SRR i (M58 1 /NI R 4010 67

ST BR3P bR AT BT ) e B P 7 B 2, T AASE AR DA it B AL P35 7 43 BE (cost-cognizant
average percentage, A PFDc) 14 VAL HE AR 5 03 800 56 HE P B AR A 2850k
6.4 /N H5

AT T PREEAT R VE A E R IR A A I R . AT A T T S RRE TR S (R AR AL
T3 A BARAR IS BRI B PR e R R U £ 3 . T T sk & R IR R

(1) MIREEAAL 7 2B FE MR L T [l BRI A SE HE e, A A A5 R B 75 BN
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PAT D LS5 S AT IR

(2) —SBRIF T IR AL L4 TR A 2 225 AR AR A 1 e e A 0 g 0110, i 7 — B 382 W R 4 (1) e A
T 37T A 25 DAL SR 24 BT B2 207 F g UL tEA, W b T G I TSR L TR (K A AR DG

(3) AN PNR L PERARI A 1222 100%, ANIEE T A7 HEA: I G e (10 90X H 61

(4) BB S HE PP A 2 Z 7B 61, 36 S 1 B iR 24 g sl o] V= 00 g 6 T Bl SR PR sk e S D00 e 0 B2k
DRI S HE PP AT LA ey S B A DI i

7 MBAREEARGE

71 MIREBRMEITEN I Ak

WA R R F, A2 A BN SR, Rk, a0t MR SO VPN IO FU A7 4 5 B R
EIPRN. AT NG BRI SSERT R AN 7 T A G S R PPN BRI e B T I ) k.

711 Gt rET AR R Bk

(1) ARSI MR AR BBk Chen 5 A PHUCK, A2 1T 27 A (B 45 L. AR 76 40 1 A0 4 AR
T BEAH DG, I 9 3 485 BB A I A 5. 2442 i 5 A4 i B R AE 78 40 P R A2 JUASE 2 — I, 0 52 381 Fr e o A )
55— AR B A D E AR S TE G . AT IOk, BT AR 70 43 1tk R A A Py A T 25 T e ) B D 42k ) i
W7 EE R 22 T R A HAE 1 R B RN /N . Rk, AN G R BE b 7 V2T e S 3= AR R R M 45

(2) MR B R LA 2 R APk AR. Chen 25N P\ Ky, BOR MMM M) 2 T RomPIANAR R 2Z Tl (H56 &, (H iR
FEPTARAH O REOE H T B2 R AH G R BGE B A1 B+ 1 (W5 L. 5 i — NG & (MR 78 001 Fl— 24y
Ak (R BRI 2 18] ) R SR AEMAH S, B SR AR DG IR X FR AR S AR Ry 23 P FIAHSE (point biserial correlation).
XFAR R B 2 A 0.8, HAGHI AT LATE /N, PRI, sl AR SG IR A A0, 6 B /KA 6 ZR AR W] B e A5
HEPAAN 58 A AH G (10 AR S AN 2 5AH G (1 4518
7.1.2 SCUERTFUH AR ki

(1) 003 FH BT T Bt 70 IR AT 280 P AN TR TE 5 o 00 i P 9 A 1 Bk e s i 08 45 SR X 491 T LA
Wi TF2hon 5 A AR B3 A I 5 T 22 5 R IR R L ey 2 — AN T S ] . B
A3 HRE 9 BN, 5 B 4 IR AT B, 34 e I 451 mT L AR e A R 7 2 R AR A5, SR 1T 8K
o 25 B PR 5t P 80 0 B B s DRI, PR A P 8 0 A 1 PR 0 P 4010 B 75 T2 2% 1 A i 3 FH 497 ) B S X AT 5
SE AR,

(2) MRS AL AP . IR A mT DI S I e P s R AR 20 i A, 1) W . Sl BE AL R0 H 1) )R s
TR A2 (10 D0 P 4510 8 P R A 2 S M AR AR R ME PP WIF 5 AR 425 L. Zhang 25 N PO 45 S 2 W B L% B4 222 11
TR B2 (8 25 5615 28 S B AR 2 T A S 3 w8 T SRR IR AE . Chen %5 A\ PMHA N BEHLIE B 7 I A7 AR BB, A
S i S BT e R AR AR A o R R B I TR A DG IR R 4518 2) MIARAE L ). — LBAJF YR BT
A PO Bl B A 00 ) T e e DR P 4910 .24 T g 32 3™ 5 i 1) Chen 25 N PURG 45 AR, K2 H00E TR 7
LAy 5 P TR 10 BB A D0 ) R (e, T a8 2 40 5 F Ik 4 1 BBl A DU ) 5 16 K. Staats 2 A PHIG 4
SRR, B A B0 A2 43 SO 55 A1 MC/DC 2 1 Y T PRI DU A A 280 TR T B T2 s PR AR [ A P N0 3 4 24 1957 B
BILZE J PR ISR 4 LA A 43 32 78 T A MC/DC 25 5 bl BEATL AR -5 240 7 DU S A TR AR 1) 0 3 4 5 A 40

(3) T A AT 3 1 O PR . 7 i M 8 4 AR A B 9 7 5 2, WAL 100% 7 25 28 (1A 1 7 oy
(0. SR, 7E4 2 2Bt ol 1, B ARRS o AR a] ik 4% B9 78 20 (IR A S AN 5B i), LA 2R Al BE 9. Gligoric
20 NS T B — IOV A R 76 3 DR 10 2 R R I 1) 2 . b, BRI R AT (AN T v, A R S A
Gy R PEFTA T AR SEAR AR IR S 52 B L AN TTAT A 1232, Frankl 25 A BRSO BAT AT AT 1) 52 SC-4iFH 2%
15, BUHERR AN TR I B 4%, PIAE vl AT B8 42 D AN B L T, eI 58 278 55 (FE 35 2208 21 100%) B 7T RE. 4R
RIS MRS TEH] 100% K7 75 0L 100% K178 521435, H10 Inozemtseva %5 N Il (1) 5 A1 H
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Apache POI. Closure. HSQLDB. JFreeChart Fll Joda Time HJIR 2 MG A) 8 05 K300 67% 76% 27%-
54% F1 91%. A F AR 7643 IR AL 1] B 25 S mi 4t S 172102400 DR o, Ze MR AR AT R MEDPAN (R 90 rh T 22 FE AR 78 4%
(IR A A 0 &5 R ()5 ), SRS AT e il AT AT B4,

@) TR PR BBk, 17722 26 0 O F SR AR AR T T3 R B % (clean program assumption, CPA), BRI 4
o} (e B RV SRR P WA I BIAH AL I 2 5 %6 CPA B BB B R 34T A (RS2 AR /)N, SR T, R ARID AN [R], BB e )3
HF-F 2T 0] REAT VF 22 AN [F) (R RS 4l . AP 0 ) — iy DL IR B2 2 7R e 8 7 B C RN B, R )5
T T 0T AR S A AT I A A I AR (Y R BRI RE T . X AL RS T CPA, RIMECR ARy F i s R AR AL
b R B XA AR T B Il A, R I AR A AR AR e i R 0, AN A R Y R AR R R AR R b
Chekam %5 A\ PHIEH] CPA FEAN B BT, WX 56 1T 45 SR (K 20 ME i e 1™ Sl B S0 R W, W RAN AT
SR, CPA A 7 e U SRR 7T 25

(5) s K2 Bk k. B HT B SR B A 2 P D 2 i DA R A R, DUARAE RS SR Ahas . WA E
TR 5 AL RN A TN 5 14 7 1 B S A A e AR A 5 A S ). 7R A 5 P AN R 5 A2 AR S
DRI Bk, PRI, e S0 ARRD 2 o6 3 R S 15 3 S B R A 8 P P O AR I 35 2 25 TR AR B (MR AR ALY, AR5
R BRI AN, A1 i 00 Sk 2 RS 5 5 i MU B AT R Pk TR 4.

(6) SRFAISTY KB R, 70 DR EEAT B VEAN IR AIF ST P A 7R N IR0 B B T2 300 N TR e B R A S e B 1) Bk k. B0
A TR I, VE N BB AN ] T BB RE, DI ] RN IS A A AR A B2, 55— T, AP S T LA
SCERF RS R R AT e, TE AR, Bk, B30T Gt A TS E R VP IR AR A R, B AR S R B kiR
B B,

(7) CHBPRER. 7RI A R PN BB T AR P R Bk, VP2 SN T B3l TR, ZEAiEH]
H 3tk T BIN, T H K5k T e S 28048 BARUMERA. 40, Kintis 25 A 7V 30 4 B Java 48 500528 T B 1R B b A6 0
N2 AFAER K225, Zhu 2 NPT T 3 A4 Java 38 5 R R M ENAIRE S T H, JFAEX 3 AT AbBRBLT
27 ANEES. TR, BT 5T N RAEAE B 34k D B 75 B VAL i L A ek

(8) T [ A3 A A 7 2 e o DO R Sl B A RO PEAN I Bk k. TEVR BE MR I 26 T, RS 2 P 42 Y
5% 2 K 78 7 R DU B2 L AR 22 BT S e I, S e 5 M T 5 e A A0 e 77 BEAS LEAR DG AN R AT DG, 3G I 48 o4 75
FEIEAS B HE 0 7 o v DU PO B B A D B ) 7T A Wb HRSSIIR . EER 0 R G DR RS AR R Sk e, RV T
22 TR 5 AU D AR, 767 RV U, (R X AR 78 3 P T DU A 280 DAY (R A 5 g 20> 196782, — S AN T 3ok 55 24 )
S AT T B 1 78 40 ) R e B RS A 28 R D (2O R AR S UE A 5
7.2 MREBHEITEN AR R

EEXTIAR R A SO VEN LA TS P 1 258 LA RAFTE Ik, FRATTEES T LUF LA T W] RE 7R AR 2T RN
AN SERL Wil

(D) fRR &R P . A ARSI T2 A JE 458, WK 6 Jis. K2 0T E s i AL
IR B, FEA S IIRIEST R, JRATTHE I SN 5350 43 2 R B A SRR ST P Bk, TR A e AH LR JE (AT
FUI R, A2 BEIER F 3R A — 57, £ — S 4538, Bl Chen %5 A BB T — R 20 - (1 BB iR 78 4 PEHE
TP 77 .

(2) W5 I AL I 4R S 0 R A 0 5 10 s g . B A S W] R s o 45 . BT i)
WFFCERIST T 3 g 140 47 7 LA R 3 A gl J 100 7™ . L 25 A V) &85 SR 2 1, 45 [ 00 3 e A 8 8 Ay D 44
(RIVE DA Ff 57324 T I S5 AH A LA 5 N8 47 5 RO 7T LK Kl AN 2 R (Flaky tests) ™ 2RI
BEATLUE 3 1T AEAHA T 465 0 PR ISP A . AT THE R 50 N 5 AT 9 200 ek o L 328 3% vy 3 1180 U B X AT 5 5 SR 1) 5%
WA, AT 538 Jo it L3 R A e R I AR 55 B B A U B IR DG R KR B T IRAiE I WA I 5 L

(3) WFHUTE S AR P 70 2 P M T IR PRI 9 W — 83 {8 P 110 2 T 5 1 DU e e A T DA B e T8 S
FR IR 76 43 o -7 Sl B A U £ (AT S AR — 5. Whalen %5 N U2 H T Observable MC/DC (OMC/DC) % i
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HEN, K MC/DC 7 i 5 T PR 5. A AT 0 45 SRR WL A2 OMC/DC RS LE i A2 MC/DC i I S A 21
H2 kb, Shin A A O T S R PRI I A S 70 43 PEME D, % DU LA G AR S 75 4 MEME AT 2K 8.26 i
Aghamohammadi %5 A U HY T A TR 78 G E N, K BT VR A 1R % AN NV AU T8 G DR AL TR AR IR AT . 4R
B AR A R U0 T B AN 20 Sl M D). BT S SR P 78 20 R U R AR e P A R O HLE I T
EZUNINE WIRr S

(4) WFFUILA R m R AT R VR I IR 3R H IR AT 2Pk (1 5w A 3 4 3 AT — sl ] A 5
AAGIR TR BRI o A VAR, R AR, IR RS . TS s =B, A ke o ol
. FEIFAR. St I 78 7 PEHE I 5 5 (AR 32, G FE AT N . ZREERIBIAT RO, RERS S iy IX LY
P DU PR B RS AT 2, XL PR 36 RT BE S S AT 8. FRATTHERE AT 0N GBI 5 17 A AE AR 1 ISR AT R 1) 52
Wi AT 35 LA S ] S i B (AT R0 A7 B T B AN ) PR UK A 28 1 5 X 3%

(5) WFFUACH A o 5 RAR 745 2315 e B R AT 28k (K 50 2. DA I ) 17 AR 8 i A A S 5 70 B ke g A
AT PRI O 2R 1 Frank] 26 A POy 2 LA, 18] RUBE () I 42 (1) 78 7 26 (all-uses 78 o AR 5778 o ) AT 2%
PEZ T 0C F, RIVE AR PEN, FEVF 2 0L F 2 A1, Namin 55 A Y0 sesb ], MR RURE . 256
(B, FEE R c-use B ai Ml p-use A ai) MATRLNEIR 3 NAE 2 MAFAELNE R R, (EAFEARLIEC R,
Papadakis %5 A 2145 A, B A U AR S99 03 2 10 1R 6 R ARER MR AR L AR AR ST I, B 45 0k e ML
FE AR 22 Foft DAL 38 0T LS i R K A7 2. BRATTHERERIE SN B AE RS B FLAt DX 52 (¥ 5 J S AR 72 ol R AN AR 19
I SR BRI AT BRI DG 2R IR AT B T 1 AR AR A 2 A AN A S 4503 5 SR B A DA 2 2 TR PR B AR R R AR

(6) I TRAEAT R rE. T AR 7 e < B3 745 20 vl LASHEIN 0 i A7 vt (PR 7 e 3 R 4500 B A2
5, BB INATRLE D AR ). H AT 2 R AR AT R (K 5 DR 3R, AR IR LS IR 3R A AR R R A A R (1 G AR ]
DL AR S A 280 M ) TS A, S g ¥ e (). 490 1 Grano %5 N BOIFAC T 5 AN FE R 3R (T U 5 %
TR AP AR B A AR SRR AT 35 5 I B4 2 e 2 TR (5 3R hAb, 0 FU 7 2 S
o, FRUE AR AT AL S A 0 R AR 57 (AR 7R 2l A A8 10, e ) A A, A PR UK ke ey st e A
SR 5 SR P22 ST T Al 0 e £ 00 P 1 R 0 S 560 S R T O o HE P2 A 5 B . S )
TRERAT R T LAY 48 I o) A 55 Y.

(7) WFFTM A RO RS2 00 K 3R A e ma PR AR 4. H i vF 22 AR AL B G ST AR AR B o A8 A1/ A
FEAF I FBEAL L. AR A ST R, A7 22 b D) 3% 5 i AR A A R T DR 3% G e S R T 8 e e 1A S gl
WA, Chen 25 A VR S2b 44 B W, W55 78 55 5 ANIHT 35 VB0 w2128 55 0 M ) B2 24 1. 3
FATFORAT BT 53 Hr R Ak B AR DA Hh PR VR 8 AR

(8) WFFLHEANF B W AL AT R VA 1 S 0. AR 00 £ SR 00 5, B2 80% ISR 1 20% 11
AR5 Chen 25 A PN ZEAN 487 e 0 380 T 08 S AL 22 450 A A0 SR A 1 A% v R A 78 43 M A B A0 22 R A
KAEIRERLEIE. BEAP, Xue S5 N PRI T —AMHLER % 2 51 PO 84749 (smart contract) BOB]IIAHESE xFuzz.
xFuzz ¥ Jo I HIHLES 22 ST R ) B A mT RES2 B MG 1K) R 4, R 5 I SO i B AR I PR 1 % 2 L i 1 XA,
AT PR SRAUESE T xFuzz 75K I £ 24U IR 7 T A 280K Kim 25 A PYZEGE— B IR R BRI T E A, LU 3
TR KA S AR L 6. Xue S5 N P RIBIF TR AE Gk I 1 AL (K B0 R REAT 1, T 24K 2 B0k IR BT ZCHE DA 1o
FURAEBAT GIERE RLI T OU N HEAT 1K) BATHEREI TN SRS 52 A US I 70 ot R A2 545 705 R B s U A3 2%
PERIDR AR, IF 7019 AR BOA SR A (R 00 T AORITFEES RN 22 57 TORE A B WA AN P 0 Ul SR A7 2 e vF
KI5

(9) B T 1) ST A 1) I 78 R DU AN IR AR AT P VP, AEVR BE AR I 2 Bk e, AT BIF 93 IR R Ao
20 190 245 7 i3 Y M) 5 0 L0 ) WEAR LE A DA AR SRR DG 1777, DRI, 5 SR ) 2 e 0, 0 T2 0 7 e
WU HEAT SIIERT AT, 12 o vE D 8 05 15 SR B A B 0 9 IEAR 5C. 7E Web IS5, A3k k0 A8 Sl i RS 7L K 5 i
AR TS 2 v U VAR RO A B %752, R EEEAT RS S E I 5, LA LR AN 7] 75 4 P DU 1 28 LA
L3 A T AR I R 22 B 1k AR B R gk A A 8P RO AR S
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8 L5RIB

BAF DR AE R DR AR ST T SEETT A 4% A F A . PR IR A A R — IR AT BRI ME AR 55 A SO
TN T TR e AR TR A5 ) I AR AT ROME PPN IR DI 5E, JF A4 T DR RV (K L AR
M ETAER G R (1) SEE T3 T8 o R AL TR AR VRIS (2) MBI T LS 4 s 1 1 ik 7 70 1
AENAN IR AT LN PP O OB L; (3) A& T 4m X A UL Py (DI A R R S IR 355 (4) 0 77 k4
ARV T FEAN R 2 1 S50 v, AR BRI IR EeA i 7 30, IR se o PEMEN . GEvt T iRk
KA (5) a5 T IR EAT RAEPP A AE R IS IR AL BT 5 (6) A 45 T MR A AT AL PP A i 9 P A5 R )
BROTFJE (145185 (7) WNGETH AN SSUERE TN M BE R 45 T 2 R AT M VPO (KB TP T W ) Bk e A 9 A
J7 IR B T ARG L R R MBS T7 1),
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