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Abstract: This paper proposes a framework of particle swarm optimization (PSO) based pairwise testing. To
systematically build pairwise test suites, two different PSO based strategies are proposed. One strategy takes on a
one-test-at-a-time approach and the other takes on an IPO-like approach. In these two different strategies, PSO is
used to complete the construction of a single test and research on how to formulate the search space, define the
fitness function, and set some heuristic settings. To verify the effectiveness of this approach, these algorithms are
implemented and some typical instances have been chosen. In this empirical study, the paper analyzes the impact
factors of this framework and compares this approach to other well-known approaches in test suite size and
generation time. Final empirical results show the competitiveness of this approach.
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FERIE: ARARIR T LEAIK LB R R AL & TR

hEESHES: TP31L XERFRIZED: A
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181 K 31 2y ke R, 2 A DR A A — o B 40 1 03 91 A e AR, 2 A I p AN [) K1 2 T ) 4 T Ak O 1)
B S o L AR 130, X e 0 A0 o 1 3 A N B R AR A5 el B 3 R ) S B R R I S R
3 WK, TSR 7 18] 4 2 - 3K FH 91 4R 75 B 28 o A 7 DR 5 T A vl RE DU 2 5 AR Y S0 e o 3 2% B A 2 A T
F B A DB 2 AN T R B I, 4 20 5 0 R 4 B RRORE i T 8 K 5 B0 7 AR AR B T H s
o T A5 1T 265 00 K 3 e DG v 8 4 DR 5 ) 1 204, DT A 280k /s 28 4 T3 491 4 KRS S IR A 5 3% B B R )
P 22 BB 5 /N8 40 DR 3 1) B 46 P G, I 2 A A B D R A4 i 17 003 P 457 0 AR (AN 2 DK A A1 e
ol fig 12,

Harman F1 Jones 7F 2001 = & YHE H T8 22 (1 84 1 7% (search based software engineering, & #X SBSE) 4
LA SR R 0 S R AR AR, LA B T S T 8 SRR — ST e A A 2 Ak i) R A R e L,
B TR L SBSE 45k 1 (1 — AN R 73 32, 3 4K R A 70 8 e A R AR 8 26 med ik P 490 E41. 4 45 R 4 g —
o 7 2 ) DK 80 A B AR, B AT A N SR SRR K SR B0 R 8t A BV Sk g i 20 4 R 491
AL A SR AL T B Ak HEAT W3 32 A 2 1 BT O AL 1 K A 1 Bl B I A2 2 Wiindlisch 4%
DGR T BRI AL 55 3804 S0 T S5 M P 32 AR 060 P % HEAT T HEB T 5 Windisch 48 A B9 TAEAS R, A
SCHERLT BRI AL 15 D00 VR SR I 45 G i Hh — P TR0 B0 A ) X 20 0 3 B0 A

ESTIES SHTvE
(L) s FAE TR RO A0 A0 P02 D R R T A O s 58
Bk

(2) LA B3R AN I A8 A s 0 Dk FE A, B H — Tl ot 2 A AR P 401 4 A e A B I HE B A B
Fhor O S IE —Fh LT one-test-at-a-time, b3 — Fh 3L 128 IPO.

(3) RH JAVA 4 fR S ISR S S I SEUEAT T 40 B T S5V B v AN ) 5 s 3 I i 491 R RASE 1Y) 5
T LUR G, R, 5 B 2 30 07 3200 03 4810 40 2 ) BURS RN v AT I ) BB AT 7 B AR BRAIE T A
XEERE ST,

1 HRE=

1.1 HENK

Z e 1(a) 1 R SR A TEER 5201, iZ SE G0 H 4 4K 2 {Database server,Web server,Browser,Router}, %t
AR FEIYH 3 A vl B BUE, B, IR # Database Server #1175 () AJ ik B {4 4 {Oracle,SQL server,MySQL}. 75 AE ik
S 2B DR FE A8 42, DUk P 4810 B AR A 3%=8 1.5 2 Bl e At F ot 4L 45 A FH 49 4 (Bt B L () i s ), US4 Ay 9.
7 120G 8 4 FP AT P AN DR 22 18] O BT A T 3k B 20 B 380 45 /0 Al — AN DA P 4910 . L DA ) S A g L A2
3 M v S 36 B R R BB O P BRI 2 Mand At 7E 1985 4R IEAZAEFEMIR Ada 4 %
L1 Cohen % A2 HH A1 & MAAME & 4R AN sr0 8k AETGI R4y th 41 &R i 2 i X

EX L(HEZFTERE). WH kK NMFERMTEITH F={f,f,... (3R a KA IR & NRE AR, i 7
E T AEEAT 2R 23, 56 1 AR G I IEUEER TV, = {Vi 1,V 000 Vi TR

P SO L a] A, B AR 6 AT 1 A 0 R L A SR A R A S e S 6 DR 2 R A R AN R 3R
iff 5 O BRI ) 38 BCMEL A 2 2 45 DU R R o I Y 1 S e A A% 0 21 4 WA A A I35 R 3% ) A L ST, R AS A A
T BR300 A3 ¢ 52 At R 25 (R 3% 6 11 52 1.

EX 2(t-way HEBEAEM). t-way 44 B s AE DK A s 75 R 4E TR, TR A 55 t AN SR e i vl ik
LA,

P SL2 0t R 20 A 78 5 U 2 80 A — S8 SCHR o SOBRCh 78 5 9B . 22 t= 1 B R Ay B TR 36 7 G vf U t=2
TR A T 20 A5 7 26 vl ) st=k IR R A A 20 45 T 6 vh U)o o5 7 i S D v R 2 2 8 1 205 0003 P 481 4 1) e B
AR e g A B s A DA i ik 48] S RS A AR AN

TE X 3 A ). eI B AR A T AN B Test; nT A — 4> n Jel KR
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Test; = (v, Vy, ..., Vi )(V; €V}, V; €V, v €V,).

2B AR b v 03 4516 58 003 N R 5030 i 1 B T, 2 00 3 O T N, 7 5 B
RN UL eI BT BV R B WE I i o T s NI R E

EX AGRENR A BIE). 4w — 448 55 A s R 7 sk 48 TR F14E T 2 44 sk 91 4
2 BACH XA R A S tr(treTR), R AEAE— /MK I t(teT), 145 t HHE4 4 tr.

95 58 — AN TG FR (0 20 780 5 7 U), — A A5 0 P 49 B e A e I, DU 43 R Ay o (I 2 45 D 401 4 B
LA R {'ﬂhﬁﬂﬂ%%ﬁhka%&ﬁ%ﬁf&*/\ NP S i) A, 0 Lei 25 A 38 ok K 100 2 78 26 ) i 22 330 2 ) (1) Py R0 240 38 B
R RS A AR P 451 S 3t ) A b3 DA g,

P DR 2 B I O 28— B0, 21 A D R A 4R T il 5 Dk B0 0t % 75 5 RE I (covering array), R
FRIAT XoF I Ay 0 481, 1) ) 1 PR 3%

TEX S(BEHEME). M CAN;LKV) A Nxk (K5 B, 4 SIS [ BUE AN 30384 v AT 7 Nxt (KPR BE Y
T 0 Rt A TR 3 I B AT R t e & b — kP,

AR 32 B Uk 3 5 o AS T R 28 6 5 (1 BC(E 50T o IR 3 — B AR I M R 00 8 % 7 o R 9 e L
DA 19 B T 4t 5 o B TR G 7K 178 55 45 B (mixed level covering array).

EX6(GRAKTEBEIEME). 1B A /K V- 555 FE MCAN;LK, (1,15, 1)) 4& — 4> Nxk [ B, 5995 2 40 R P 5

(1) i EE THES vi IUE;

(2) AR Nxt (175 5 25 78 55 6 I 1) € A4 DR 25 o) A B PO 75 ¢ il A8 /b — kB,

SR PR A 7K ST 75 36 50 R 8 7 S0 T, 3 5 00 B 0O R R R 35 5 00 0 5 5 AN R34 AN ik
IO, U RT 7775 2 4° R IR 25 J5 MCANEK, (11,1, W) T4 5

MCA(N;t, (5,57 ,....5)),

Wb i k=30 n PR PASRCE R R S HN 9 S8 5 3 1 ok T8 A A B, R A

Database server  Web server  Browser Router

Oracle Apache IE Cisco
Oracle JBoss FireFox  Huawei
Database server  Web server  Browser  Router Oracle WebSphere  Chrome  Alcatel
Oracle Apache IE Cisco SQL server Apache FireFox  Alcatel
SQL server JBoss FireFox  Huawei SQL server WebSphere IE Huawei
MySQL WebSphere ~ Chrome  Alcatel SQL server JBoss Chrome Cisco
MySQL Apache Chrome  Huawei
MySQL JBoss IE Alcatel
MySQL WebSphere  FireFox Cisco
(a) An instance (b) An optimal pairwise test suite
(a) —A~sef (b) — e Hle pseont 20 5 I 451 4

Fig.1 Anexample of a combinatorial test suite
Bl —ANa a4 s 4l

1.2 RFEAKL

WL F R — PP TR o B R AR FR, 1R HuE 2% 58 5 1147 4 1 /3 K .Eberhart
Kennedy 7 1995 4F & YO LT BEHL A & Ji o —Fh 28 8 14 70 ) R U R AR T 24t e 8 R U R R,
I A SRR S R T AR AL S TE Uy (8 T 8 I S 08 /> BRE AT R SR R T AR IR %
L F RO AR G 2 SCRRL T B AL I 2.

TEX TORLF). FHRE I BN AMEFR R T AR T30 SR IR A RE AR R L 8 MR 4 1k
LA E (pbesty) R (AR IZ 4 4 1k f A7 & (gbest).

EX SRIFALE). R T I RSB —4 N 4E25 0], R T 7658 t YGRS BT abAr B XN T N 4
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AR ) — AN R TN e AR AR,

TEX (R FE R B R 3R). 7130 W AR B K1) £ B B0E A2 R 1 B DA 7 ol 2 ] S B 3 BB I 1 LR AR [
L 5 10 Ak 32 198 1) )00 295 3 17 PR PR i A\ S 24 I AX P AR A6 8 B R 20K A D 2 A )
SLIVAIER

AR RV SO RT AT R PN € BT Ive v e Al B = DA ST OR LR WL e S S a0 AR LIRS 1 VA
HUAE R SR I R AN W58 A BT 2 096 AL e 5 26 L 25 P (8 A A 0 DA 32K 804 e a5 AR B s A 1 A5 4R E 0
VAR, IR 013 A O ik C 3R 2 R S P A4 — UOBAGE R v, 55 1 R 4 3 2 5 o >R B 07 A 5K
S A CAE T — UGB AR A R BRI F A X 3 AR, A 1 AL T pesty of [N AR AR, DU P 4 iy 47
fELSE BT phest; {B1; 7 38 MAELHL T+ gbest Xof [ PR W AFL, W I 224 i 97 {8 56 97 gbest {8

2 ETHRFRHMARTEASNILEEER

FE 7 7 BEOIL Ak 100 0t £ 0 V0 4 S R R ol 20 A 490 4 1) A i s s

o IfHE A R one-test-at-a-time S,

o IRH% B RHZE IPO R,

T3 19 Foft SR v AN IR 4] A B B8 SR R R A4, B R G S 2 R I A TR, 45— BE AL
SV H T A e A AR 14, F1’F7’74\IFE%§/HE B0 L G B Ja ot — AR 491 4 24 T B, T LA
TEARAUFE I 4G 7 25 A8 70 BT 58 T k20 20 Dol 00 3 FH 491 R0 A

2.1 EFRFERCHRENNRAGEREE

PEASSCAR Y R SEVEAE S8 v A5 I X T 91 B (1 ) s o e rh A 4 2 2R e e P 497, 3 63000 38 P 4610 A AT
3 DR 3% (R BCAE A8 7 AR 3T A 8 o] SR RE 1 0 D00 A, e B B 00 3 R 48 ) ) e, B 5 R it s BT 1) TR 3 e % 5 0
PRI HAA.

5 R HURE T DU T, 75 BEXRL 1 T A (¥ 48 2= 7% TB) R AT AL AR A5 Dk 45 5 — AN SE, T k 4 [a)
IR A T AR TSR | AR RORE S PTH] D={1,2,. . R AR St JGEARI RL T T
B RERIRA POSi(D)=(Xi 1,Xi 2, Xi) Xi1€D1,Xi 26 D, ... Xi € Dy) HE KR F RN Velit)=(vel; 1,veli o, ... vel;y).
SRR L R 500 Tt () = (Vo Vo e Vi, ) 8T RIS 7 PR 0 I 3205 7 4 908 P 4917
SOp SRR

B TR F LA A T 9 A SR 1 B ARSI B30 LR L N R — AN SERB L ORL 48 TR A R
AR —A ] 5 36 - D] 25 HCAE ) 00 i P 460 i s S o R 3 B 48 i R U P ) Bk 1 Pl v R 2 R T
AN A [ B DR % S P 4 B R AT 45 4

iR L TR R AL 0 B AN DU 90 A e .

i N2 B R T RERE RIS m, 040 R] 3 UM 1) S 1 ik P 48

A L4 T A AL 3R AR 34 1 S i 3 P 481
NC<«-0; bestTest«—NULL;
for (i=0; i<m; i++){ /AIEEALRL T 1

BEHLAIAR A RL T py B BRI
pBesti«—NULL; /Mg s BEASRL A s A &
}
gBest<NULL; AR XN = 3) RVAC
while (NC<NCa){
for (i=0; i<m; i++){

THEORLT pi (R3S MR f(pi);
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10 if (f(pi)>f(pBest)))  pBesti«<p;;
11 if (f(p)>f(gBest)) gBestep;;

12 if (f(pi)==(kx(k—1)/2)){bestTest«deriveTest(p;); return bestTest;}
13 for (i=0; i<m; i++){

14 MR 2> (L) SEPORE 1 py R34 B2 K S IR EAT i Ab

15 M 3 2) TR 1 py AL B o< B IR EAT i b

16 }

17 NC++;

18 }

19  bestTest«deriveTest(p;); return bestTest;

20}

BVE LRI 41 42 0 R B — A AR AR I, 7 Z0R (9] (B8 12 47); B 4 21 S P A AR A Ok B0k 1o T
BAREL NCrax, IR (1132 4 1 1 $R B R I ARAR (B 17 A7) 75 Bk 26 K v, v B0 S A0 AR 2 18 7 2 0 41 & Bl =
IE 2 kx (K—1)/2 3008 H 1.

FLFREDCAG b AR 0 3 0% B SEOHT LA SR (1), B R G 5 R TR 1AM 2 B B R L MRS A A 1
D Air B 2% (pBest) HIEF 432 4 4y 11 e A 1 2% it (gBest):

vel; j(t+1)=wxvel; j(t)+coxrix[pBest; j(t)—x; j(t)]+Coxrox [gBest;(t)—xi ()] 1)

b vel ()L 7RTESE t YORAREE T AR RS | 4RI X (RS | AR TAESE j 407 B w AR AL

8,1 TP 2 548 R AR S R, IF HHUEBEAE 2 A AT 28Rkl e FH oo 40K LU X H T Y€ pBest

A1 gBest [F5ZM S BEHLAL & ry A1 rp EBUE X 1) 0 F1 1 M55 350 40 A0 1 T v 40 45 T 8 T B i 8 20 540

A ) 38, A SO T S H R vl () SR FH DU < N BEA T IRCHE O R s -1 0 1 22 ) B0 vel j(t+2) <13, J00) vel j(t+1)=—1;;
#5 velij(t+1)>1;, 1) vel; j(t+1)=1;.

- HURL T R R B AT o SR AE R ORI A B R R T A K (2):

Xij(t+1)=x;(t)+vel;;(t+1) (2)

B AR 22 20(2), 00 74 I 23 76 A R0 48 R 2 ) i e B 1) /L, AR SR F - Robinson 55 A4 H 1
A 035 0 S S R Y AR AN N PR A S 3 BT A ()3 S A B SR R TR SR | 4R S I 3 R 1A T B
U 2 Pros BARRR R

(1) SEBE 10k (absorbing walls). ks 7 B — 4120 7S R0 T 4 RSO BAH B 1R TR A ik 54 s

P2 @)X KL 1 AL B AEE— 2D A 3

L WX >,
f6;)=41  Qikx, <1 (3)
X j» HAl

(2) Hems 2:) 5 B (reflecting wall). 44— BCRE — 4R 120 F7 Ik WL e Lm0k s S5 4 SR s T 2 X (4) 0
B (R FAR 1 — 2D AL P
2l =X 5 +1, Wik >,

f(x)=4(Dxx;+1L mWix, <1 )
%% oAty

(3) W 3:0R R (cyclic wall). R THEBREE 4k il TN KL T A 4 1 55— O EH T 5 PR 4% 1 AT
B 39 05 B S P24 2SR T I 00— A

xiyj—lj,;ilﬂ;léxivj>Ii
f(x;)=1%;+1;, Wix <1 (5)
X HiAth

ij?
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Dimension i Dimension i Dimension i
(a) Absorbing walls (b) Reflecting walls (c) Cyclic walls
() Wchs (b) bk (c) EERH

Fig.2 A schematic diagram of three different walls
Bl 2 3 FlAN [l ) 7 i

2.2 FFHETRFEA L AYE SR P 55 4 B SR RS

L 1 AT RASE RSN FH ] P R s, DA, B30 DA il N SR H 79 ol 5 6 S 2 9 1 A s A5 P 40 40
—FpEET one-test-at-a-time MK, 55— FPIE T2 IPO S0,

2.2.1 5EN% A:one-test-at-a-time KM%

AETG $13%¥ 5 K1 One-test-at-a-time 5 M) 15 48 22 21 45 W3R 05 325 th SR FH 2% SR s 24 e 41 5 /ﬂhﬁ)ﬂ%
HelOV18] B % S B A A A AR IR 81 B TS, AR A U A Rl B A T P 9 ¢ B B A 491 ¢ 7
AL A A Dz B 2 TS b 2 i E A& 55 )5, FE 2R PR IR IR [B] TS A SCHE 5 AN FH 4] A 1
B BEEAT T B S NS Q I BENLIE R A R AL A R 5 AR AN A, AR A I AN AL B (] AH
DRI 25 P B B A P 0 L i s L A DR 35 PR B, AT 56 16 i I FH 49 PR R i (B 4 A7 ~38 6 47) AW AR T &%
Sk 2.0 1 Bt AN B RS 2 Bt ES Q HHREHLIE H 41 & (Apache,FireFox) J A= il 3% i 41
t=(—,Apache,FireFox, =), — "R HH B R 3 B I Ao e e, SVl A Ak 1 e I 2 R R UL IR
Wi 3R A3 IR 51 42 t=(Oracle,Apache,FireFox,Cisco). 28 Ji Sk MEE S Q W82 t B MA & IEH t
WINENIMRL G & S Q AN EE PR, 52 A A& s

E % 2. one-test-at-a-time 1.

N SE F

fay HH R HI A 4R TS,

TS« ;

Bl FITE A BEAES Q;

while (Q=D){
MEEA Q HBENLIE H— 44 c;
AR 81, IE AR ¢ At A R DR 2 1K U
5 FH A 1 ff s H At DT 5 7 AR
SAFIR Bt S A S QuQ«Q-Qy
TS<TSU{t};

}

10 returnTS;

2.2.2 Sfmg B:2K IPO Helif

Tai A1 Yu B UCHEH 1PO S, 2% S AL 5 5 AN B AT B BRI R B3 JE B B LA S0 £ %46 4210 1PO
WS A T R B 1 5 K A9 v DR 25 R U O B AT AR S HE T R T R AR 1 N R
I AMEIE I, 55 2 AN A 1 MR IE . AR5 A8 n(n = 1) < 1) ) AN 50, 3 GR3E 5 AN I8 22 0 ) AT 3
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NS 20 G S AKX T n AN 18 w5 B AR ECHS T F 48 R R 1 e oAt (k—2) S TR 3 I U (3R 44T
~3 TAT) XA BT PO HYZK V4 R B B due J , 3805 VA I 4/ DAk 461 P 1 7 55 381 4% 1R vt 4 & (B 8 4T
~3 1447). X AP B ST 1PO W2 4 B B AV ARTE ] 22 002 3LIRIFE LA 1 B o N ), 5005 3 L%
A % 9 AN 1 { (Oracle, Apache, —, —),(Oracle,JBoss, —,—), ...,(MySQL ,WebSphere, —, —)}.3% 9 4Nl 51
A DAL UE X 115 A~ B 38 T A7 WA A4 1) 0 4 28 ol AR5 AR OB A sl 49 A D 4Rvd 1 s G PN BT 3R
WA HEH NEES Q i 2z I o5 A & PAT 58K R BUS 86 Q haE=E, ik N+ 159~
JREI B R 5025 2 AR TR Ik F 8 1 2 P A S A
Bk 3. K IPO Sk,
PNl =
i L4 -0 I 90 4 TS,
1 TS«O; MM AEENES Q;
2 AHE R FR AL I B AT AR I HE T AR W R R 1 AN RS ) AR EUE, R 2 AR
AL HUAE
A n AN IR R A8, S ORATE PR AS PR 3 AT S5 20 6 3 458 25 4 n AN s n 31 TS;
for (i=0; i<n; i++){ /7K T34 -K I B
B AR T AN ) ¢ I B 1 iff e LAt (k—2) A DR 25 P AT
HARM B t B MA A QuQ«—Q-Qp
}
while (Q=2){ /13 H I KK B
MWEE Q HBEHLE H— 44 c;
10 Az gl A0 ¢ T AR o fifl o AH N B 3R R A
11 AR 1 e LA PR 3% UM
12 SNt 8 A A QuQ«—Q-Qy
13 TS«TSU{t};
14}
15 return TS;
2.3 MEHLEE
AR SR AN BEPLRC AR O 2H 5 0 4R IR VE I WA LU A % i BV R one-test-at-a-time SR 7T
A R AN DU 1 B, 28 ARG Q FR B AL HE — AN BN A o, 1 o AF Y DX 28 A 88 5, 70 0% D R 4 R ity | A=
J8E NCiax /5 I i 33 12645 228 A P 780 4% 1) A 18] g A 181 35 BRI A o A S BRUAE, 5 IR 26 % — N8 5 6 0 e ot
(R FH A8 I 31 TS o 25 Oh ARG W] 525 502 4.
ik 4 BEHLE.
PN Rl =
i M A 48 TS.
1 TS«O; M AEENES Q;
2 while (Q=2){
3 NES QBN — A G ¢ ARG € IR ¢ e AH N DR 3R I U
NC<«0;bestTest«—null; Qpesi<—J;
while (NC<NCpa){
BEALAA E IR 1 ¢ oA AR A R ST ] € A SR BT 415 Qg
if (IQU>|Questl){bestTeste—t;Qpest«<—Qr:}
if (|Qf==(kx(k=1)/2)){bestTest«t;Quest<—Qy; break;}
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9 NC++;

10 }

11 Q<—Q—Qpest; TS«TS{bestTest};
12}

13 return TS;
24 HEMNXAHEANEEE

3R B e 0 P A1) £ Al S gk T BT B2 g v SR P 4 1 B a2 48 R K ) 48] B RIS AR T 4 HH £ 7R
BRE 52 SCHR (6] s 40 5505 R R O FAF T 38 2 5t . 55 SCRR 6] 0 SEi0 AN [R], A 5 7R S50 LA Al o Pk (R T
[7i] — 0005 FH 48] B, S ST AT 22 I A [ 4 SR 38— 380) HL A4 4 R o 5 £ £ XRH L 4535 5.

Bi% 5. HAMNRX HBIER AR EE.

N2 AT M 14 TS, TS IBARE m;

B - 20 07 5 I B4R TS,

1 while (TRUE){

2 for (i=Lismi+0){ /BB LA H BT don’t care B

3 TR ER NI 1) ts; HP Y don’t care HU(HE

4 }

5 flag«—FALSE;

6 for (j=m;j=1;j—){ N B 2:4 7R 1)

7 for (k=j—-1;k=1;k—){
8 i (I A8ty AN F 481 s 9 A2 45 ORI U ){
9 WHE ts; BT tsig A TS R Bf: ts;;flag~TRUE; goto LABEL;

10 }

1 }

12}

13 LABEL:

14 if (flag==TRUE) continue; else break;
15}

16 return TS;

TEBY B 1 v 58 R 50t A 4 v T don’t care BX{f,don’t care B & F8 75 i BT A (1 08 FH 4 v
FH A AT OB AR AZ UL, I AN 23 52 w490 D A 28 26 8 00 T B 2 2R 45 I R0 0 J 4 sl I 49 4 5
FERLN K A PSR 1B T 976 don’t care HME ¥ PR 38, 3 Ath DR 32 B X — B0 X 95 ANl H 490 vl 5 9 4
FAANTUR R B A AN AEAEAE A FE R0 1 B0 00 FE 49 I, B0k 246 1B 93 [m] 24 15 5 1) sl 491 48 TS

3 SERER

3.1 RN ITANHA 5 a) R
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Table 1 Design parameters in particle swarm optimization
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Table 2 Test suite size comparison in different strategies, different walls and test suite reduction algorithm
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Fig.3 Distribution of test suite size in different strategies
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Fig.4 Distribution of test suite size in different iteration number
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Table 3 Comparison in test suite size for different approaches
3 AR A B I A B R

1D Instance AETG DDA IPO PSST TConfig SA GA ACA Random PSO
1 CA(N;2,4,3) 9 N/A 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9
2 CA(N;2,10,10) N/A N/A 169 N/A N/A N/A 157 159 192 156
3 CA(N;2,20,10) 198 201 212 N/A 231 183 227 225 279 213
4 CA(N;2,13,3) 17 18 17 20 15 6 17 17 19 18
5 CA(N;2,100,2) N/A 15 15 16 14 N/A 12 13 14 13
6 MCA(N;2,5'3%2%) 20 21 N/A N/A 21 15 15 16 20 17
7 MCA(N;2,7'6'5'4°3%2%) 44 43  N/A N/A 91 42 42 42 49 43
8 MCA(N;2,5144311252 28 27 N/A N/A 32 21 26 25 32 27
9 MCA(N;2,6'5%4°352%) 35 34 N/A NIA 50 30 33 32 39 35
10 MCA(N;2,4%°3%722%) 37 35 34 NI/A 40 30 37 37 43 38
11 MCA(N;2,413%2%) 27 27 26 30 30 21 27 27 32 27

Table 4 Comparison in generation time for different approaches (s)

R4 AIFTT A SR £ 1N T LE A (RD)

Instance AETG IPO SA GA ACA Random PSO
CA(N;2,10,10) N/A 03 N/A 886 1180 7 65
CA(N;2,20,10) 6001 N/A 10833 6365 7083 104 715

MCA(N;2,5*3%2%) 58 N/A 214 22 31 0.4 4
MCA(N;2,7'6'5'4°3%2%) 489  N/A 874 207 258 6 58
MCA(N;2,51443“252 368 N/A 579 124 154 4 40
MCA(N;2,6'5'4°3%2°) 359  N/A 13495 1787 1881 4 42

Table 5 Implementation detail of different approaches

w5 AFITIERI I

Approach Programming language Running platform
AETG and SA C++ Linux, Intel P4 1.8GHZ
IPO JAVA Win 98, Intel P2 450MHZ
GAand ACA C Win XP, Intel P4 2.26GHZ
Random and PSO JAVA Win 7, Intel P8400, 2.27GHZ
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