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Abstract: Test case prioritization (TCP) issue is a hot research topic in regression testing research. This method tries to optimize the
execution schedule based on a specific prioritization criterion. The purpose of the TCP techniques is to maximize a specific prioritization
objective, such as the early fault detection rate of the original test suite. This technique is especially applied to some testing scenarios, for
example testing resource is limited for executing all the test cases. This paper first describes the issue of TCP and classifies the existing
TCP techniques into three categories: source code, requirement, and model. The paper secondly formulates a specific TCP issue (i.e.,
resource-aware TCP issue) and summarizes its research work. The paper finally summarizes commonly-used evaluation metrics and
subjects in experimental studies, and empirical result affection of different fault injection types. The paper fourthly summarizes the
application of TCP in some specific testing domains, such as combinatorial testing, event-driven applications testing, fault localization,

and Web services testing and discusses some future work of the TCP issue.
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DRt — B oy 0 7 S T 1) 80% LA L, iy B 4B 3 TS 1) 50% LA 11200 77 K I R P9 a6 4 T4, T Py
AMIFFEN AR 18 B e 800 B A0 A J T IR, L 0 18 2 SR (R A AN A e L — T
AT B2 7 SRS A R BAT A I A I ] (R AR AR T )
(1) 76— 2833 55 b 45 W03 FH 4610 200 % 22 B /S I R 49 AT T8 28 R, I it ) 32 B LR AS e 1
AT 58 BT A D 48491 Qa1 Rothermel 5 7R — & AR A AL 7R IR — N85 25 20 000 1T ARHS 1) 31
72 i s R LIS AT BT A AR 9 T T PR Tk 7 P
(2) ARG U2 52 i B WA B 1) S A A B 7 TR S 95 BG4 T 461 2R 28
(3) A ARG e A Jl T P U o S, T i 4 e v 118 00 P 441
B b 3 ) R 2 A SR T 4 T — R A0 IR 8 A AR L 7R R AR A 2R I 48 ) TR R
5. AR EERE DR 8048 56 HE 7 (test case prioritization, fij FR TCP). 35 FH 451 45 45 s Ak H 1 429 78

(test suite augmentation )35+,

TCP [ #2 H 131U RRE 2 10— o, B i i A A T 9 T AT d B AT LB 3 21 Wong 55 AAE 1997
RIS S TCP B A i PR A U 9 B AT VP SR 82 e il =100 A5 L Ak e 0, 7 o R P v I 4
T RE U 9 42 T SR R i BIMREEAT HE PP OF AR AT S8 B R W1, TCP SR T LA B K B3 48 v ke s A 0
AR FEAETT AN G TR A, H T, TCP SR A SR ) HE 0 Al ST AE R PSR L 7 R BB 1
ST A L TR TCP 5 ARAN B By 1 21 A G A PR I i LA 8 9 8 2 2 P 810 o 4l i 3 e,
FEEE R Sk . Web ST Web 50K 2H & DR Bk B 5 A7 550 T X2 5T In) AT R 500
BT A R A, AT T oL 18 SO R R R 2 A 6t 5 1% U B AN DG 18 SC3L 77 e (kB 2013 4 1
JI). IR SRR PR IR 18] SR A, 12 10 85— 2 [ 00 ) — AN 58 8 VR SR R I 2 ORI R R 448 K
I3V S R FRAE A TR AR A AL R A 2 8 b

ARSCES 15X TCP ) AT 38 28 2 AR BEAAD . FE SRMBERLIX 3 AN A1 X A1 1) TCP SR 24T
IPRER 3 O RPN TCP [ C A I I OCRBEAT L4650 4 35 H U M SEIERIF 7T 283 R 1 D 4
Ptk PRIFRAR MG B R SRR SCAET ST AT 1 IO S22 5 T KR 45 TCP BORFEA [l 7€ Pk AU 1)
I 5 TCP i) AR AR R BEMT9E T AR EAT T 2.

1 st B 5048 SE HE e i) R i ik

%t TCP [l J (R AIF 57 e L 7 LUIE 31 8 Wong 28 NTE 1997 4F 9% 2 BRI 98 LA O ABATT 25 4 Ik FH 491 17 o 788 26
15 BRARAD A& BUf5 BT S R s FE PP IR A $ H — PR & 7 V6 R R Rt ATAC TR A% 07 V5 1 S A Bh U 43 4
G AU 04 0T A8, 0 4 R I A D0 4R 0 481 AR A L 5 B T R AT HE I A AR U AR T 4B 4
R IR 5 .

Bt J= Elbaum A1 Rothermel %5 A7E 2000 4EX} TCP i) B 25 i o0 T — e Hik

o e :MRABIAE T,T BI4HEF4E PT.HT H bR s 8 f, 300w Uk PTAE IR L4

o LI T'ePTAEBNVT"NT"ePTNT"=TAT)ZAT")].
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DT i B 5 1T B FRAH 5 AR B BRI AT O (R 28O R B — B SR 3 H b 2 KA
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T X B o 11 S 00 5 1 2 4 T i v 28,

B 5 BN A XXHE TCP o) U — 20 41 73 D W9 28 Ry 52 MUAS (general)TCP i) 7 R 5 Ji A (specific) TCP
e 50 T 03K A9 e B AN 7 AT AR A S0 o3 B, I A B HE R 25 BT LLTE B G I — RAFE P A 3 F
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T 78 55 R B2 e R P RIIR ) ¢, e T R R s(se P)IY ms {H, T AR A
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o) S T B8 2 (association cluster), I3 H—Fh TCP 77vEP 3% TCP J7 W45 #1558 2« 3038 P 47 60 S 14 ) ) o5
B OC 2R DL KA e L B AR OR L TR AS ORI b Y BT S0 AR R DA AR IR R SR 2 B PR A U TR B P i
FIF 28 5 A () 465 o5, U)K 3k AN SR SR 2 B ] — DR B 28 B AS SCAR 5 57 T B 25 9% SC A P P 491 e 57 5%
56 G 2R G B 2 T R RIS A8 e 5L, 3 b A O 4 ik I Bl 77 O6F . SC A 2 AR A o AT SR T SR 2R 8
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Table 1 Comparison for typical TCP research work based on source code
F 1 IETURAIINL I TCP BT T A
References Type Prioritization criterion Prioritization strategy Programming
language
[3.8] Statement/decision coverage; .
Rothermel, et al. Greedy FEP based on statement Total/additional C
Statement/function coverage;
17.9] FEP based on statement/function; ..
Elbaum, et al. Greedy FI-FEP based on function: Total/additional C
Diff-FEP based on function
Jones, et al.™ Greedy MC/DC coverage Additional C
[11,12] Block/method coverage; -
Do, et al. Greedy Diff based on method Total/additional Java
Method/statement coverage;
Mei, et al.l'">'¥ Greedy Static call graphs of JUnit test cases Total/additional Java
and the program under test
Li. et a8 Greedy Block/decision/ Total/additional/2-Optimal C
’ ) Meta-Heuristic search statement coverage Hill climbing/genetic algorithm
Jiang, et al.l'9 Greedy Statement/dec1510n/ T(_)tal/addltlonal . C
function coverage Adaptive random testing
Jeffrey, et al ™™ Greedy Statement/decision coverage Relevant slices C
. [24] Greedy . Total/additional/2-optimal . .
Li, et al. Meta-Heuristic search Requiremeg covigege Hill climbing/genetic algorithm Simulation
Mirarab, et al.>>] Machine learning Class/method coverage Bayesian network Java
Carlson, et al.**) Machine learning que R (_:ode cgmplexﬁy Cluster analysis CH++
metric, and fault history information
Tonella, et al.*” Machine learning Statc?ment coverage, loop Case based ranking C
complexity, and expert knowledge
Yoo, et al.B Machine learning Statement coverage and Interleaved cluster analysis and C

expert knowledge

analytical hierarchy process

2.2 EFREWTCPHEAR

EI A, S B G FIRI U 50 28 00 o) T A B AR R SR A Bh R R G UE . TF R 44 Korel 55 A TR 5500
T RETRENEAM RS, M KRG EHAE RGN DG RRE AT X R RRHY A IR
A AFIHLEFSM)BEAT R, EFSM #5881 IR 25 (state) AT A% (transition) #4) 2. ¥ 26, 38 3 X B A& M0 AT 5 AR 28 ] LR
ol b A 7R O e R O T O i AR ARG SR VR (BRI R IS N IE R R R )7 S R 3R R B S 5 18 U TR R A
AT T I 9, LA A 0 A ) A S ) A AR iR i, AR T R B B A R R PR vk
PR HE 7V AN EE TS Y A O¢ AR I HE v 0 — B Rk I R 9 4 D WS s AR e R R TS, AR S
SR B TS, 4 7 55 T B 2 5 AR 0 CE B4R TS, 75 R RIS TS, AEHUT I, e AT TSy 1Y
ARG, IG5 BAT TSy o FH A 6T T — 4R - P9 il A 400 3 3k BEATLHE /5 5 3 e s 28 Ja AT IR 7 i — i s
IR TSy 070 A5 3 3 3 A A5 28 26 S 5 A 20 A A 1) (0 42 o R0 50408 4 6 0 2 Rt s 00 481 (R0 AT Ik
FEUS A PR TAR R ERE b A ATTaE— 20 Bt — 2 R o 8% s >R Al 8 00k 481 F0 R e sk 28 i3 o oA 8 0 8 5
Z 3T R A5 CSUH 1 10 03 P 490 35 B B s T U 58 40, DA 8 5 AT 6 SR AR A R B s 1 A 401 1 B v R A e
A DO3T] A ] [ X S 3 R 8 K R SR B B, Kundu 26 AR Al UML )7 51l (sequence  diagrams), 3 T3 5
4 5 R 5 0 481 ) e v B S 2 T A0 B b v SRR R R AR T 3 AN D P R 48 v
) R SR RO B A S R AR A A DY,
2.3 ETHERKBTCPHEAR

WA TN BT R AL & KR T 00 H B (4 HE 7 . Srikanth 55 A E RGN BEEE T PORT /7 4
BV 7 VAR R T 0 6 2% R 0 R S IR 2% T SR AR AT el . B SR SE S TR
SEIIL AT 3% P55 R 75 SR I 5 A 16 1 kA2 7 9 AN R AE T, — 2 R e BT 58 T IOME T N A o R e B R
IF2x 5 B (0 HE 7RI e i S 3 T I B 1 1 AR L B T 4 3 T R SR 1K AR S 4 sh A O
BEIID AZITAEANDCAT VA7 73 A 0 48] 088 A S0 (V8 S 32 5% 18 A Il 491 e 00 i 5 3K P U 28 =i
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FRF Sl )2m) 3K, &4 0GR R A S HE A 4R R K 1701

A5 0), 17 L3 AT LI b 48 42 D008 R 451 00 B A S D R 481 0 9 384T 5 4% R 3104 U ik S B DR 75 =R
56 2RI A9 B AT T8 DR — B0 AH 38 15 05 45 N DA A T2 1 1 532 o A2 I3 v R e e . Dkt 2 A7 4331
FEH T FET Total HeWE A1 Additional 5, % R8I 75 SR 2 ORI R F 1 $0 AT IF45 (1) TCP $ARM 5 Srikanth
25 N IF 5T T AERAI L, Krishnamoorthi A1 Sahaaya 3+ 804 5 SR L), R FE 4R T —Fiod F T R ZEAR B B 1Y
TCP B A ABATAE XS UK BUEEATHE P I 5 58 T 0 2 i3 m IR B2 AR5 7 0 LI RSk 4. Rk 3015 B
TR RE . ToRoe e L 7 SR AT B R R B B A R E 5L Yu B Lau WU IR IR 42 H R se Bl T
-7l 5 0 B 1 0 A 40 R B AR AT HE IR 2 BT AN [ 5 B SIS R T R R R 5 R s TR I A AT AR T
PATE PP SR AR AT A R ME VP4l K 1% 7 5 P TG0 5 38 4 3 38 5O 56 PR R e dle i 1441,

3 MR SRR R AN A K AR B HE R SRR

5 00328 P 18] 51 248 ik R 3% P 4570 346 8 S e RO [R) BRAE S R, TCP AR B AR 53 BT e S 3k 9]
AT P AR UARAT 56 57 A 0 R A8 AR 1 5 o 0 Ao A v, 52 0 U 4 R S B AR UE AT 58 A 003k P 491 49, — 2
T H A8 TF A& R b 75 B (A R G R S B I T REASE LR AE I b 58 A I B . SR PR RN SR G IR 2 T AR AT X 2 )
TGS A AR 5 5 RS S (cost-aware) (1% FH 491 HE 13 1) FE

Kim Fl Porter 14 2%t i% i 850 Ji& JF A 55150 AA TKe [ R A0 0 — 412 e 5% R AT b Jy 41, 36 op 4
— AN BRI IIRARAT A 52 B b — AN BEIRRAT A7 00 53 W00, ) B 75 22 2 18 00 0 50RH T ) (0 20 SR Adu AT T 6 o o b
FP AR T SR 1 BRI R B RN B — Gl B8 9 12 B3R R RS 3 RS, 1L 38103 7 S0 B J8) N S A28 2
NN, B T A R B PRI R O, R R i HG v — AN BB I T 0 R R e A, EL B T A 5 B 30 B ARAT T 1
[ TCP kAL S 4 AP N0 R 51 28 8 4 AR 3 8 Hh 3B 4 M B R d BB & T73(2) A TP A
TR A 1 BB (3) MRIE LB, N T ikt — NI A A0 AT 5 (4) EEDIR3), 5 2 MR U5
N ) ) 56 12 7 925 PR A 4o 2 OB R MR 2360 1) V% . 52 8 o U St 42 SR RD 56 T T 213 ()3 R A AT A SR 1) e 058
¢ AR B L B % 5 SOk P LT A

R=h

{Pzaxh +(1-a)xP,_ M

k k k-1
Forpopy RN tc 725 & ANBY B S, FC IR T LASE -0 8 () 7 2 B B P AT A 00 o e BEa Al 47
BUECRE PP S AR I 75 15 R a(0<< << 1) 72 Py 8 12, T 0 A [ U o B 0 6 1L 1) A . At o s A 155 358, 4 461
TR G te TE5 k ASB BOARA I 0GB, W) Ay (B BCE R 0575 WAy I BUE BE N 1.

Walcott &5 AN Jg, 320 FH 481 1 B A7 I 1) 2 [ U= A8 AP s — > 2 IR 3, 1 48 1 — o A [ B & (time-aware) 1)
DU FH 51 2 G P B A 38 2 AN 75 06 AN 038 P 18] S 004 1 2, 1 e A HP e B — AN SR AT HE 7, R
AR TLBRAT B TR 58 2 — AN 5 I6F IR0 1A 240 RO A AT 2% 1) 0 AR ik R

gh g B T,7 BT TR 25 E PTERE S time, W53 € X8k PT AR Ay sz 8, 18] 25
WH finax.

W) {54k T'ePT H. time(T") <tman, AV TN T" € PT)(T"#T")[time(T") < tmax [AT ) ZATM)].

Walcott Fl Alspaugh %5 AKX i) Ly 0/1 154 I B, AT IE 5 1% i) fU2. NP-Complete i) f146-47,
Walcott 45 A B 4% SR FH I8 A% B2 000 1% ) R SR, 0 1% 07 5 5 DR B IR T A 0 1 HE 5 BEALHE 7 Fo B
JEAN A HE 7 S AT T E A0 Alspaugh %5 A P A G0 15 00 3R 8 8 2% e IR AT SR AR, 3 LA 1 AN [ SR At 2 11
SRAR S Tk e 25 NN 1% 1 SR AR 4 A R A B B s 1 20, I B S 2 v BRI N A R 4R T P T AR
T' 3R )5, N Total 5K W& EX Additional SRMEXS T rp 1) I3 F A0 64T HE /7 ABATDRE 228 T 25 5 2 T a4l S 1K U v
AL TCP 7 vEREAT LB & I AT T3 04 D7 20 DA B T 2 i e R — 52 AP0 38 2 AR B i) 5 e B A 5
TCP J5 ikt HA — 5 UL AU BRI 225 AR FI VG 1T 725 0E R0 space A1 g At AT (600 SEIEF 56 % 190, % AN
) 5 VEAE SUF R T 1 22 e PR AN B3

IR T AR B A W A B HE R I 2L TSR ANTE TN )2 5, 1T Do S5 A IR AR TN (] 255 TCP
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A A RIS 25 (0 5% i PO e SEAERF 58 b A AT RS T 6 B IR ) TCP HAR ARFR I R F AR BEHLEER
T WA PRE I Total SKEEEHN Additional SEHE . AT RGHLEHIAI G RASALHEI DU 25795 R T 4
Pl ) 249 5, 4331 2 25%,50%,75%FH 100%; 188 o B AR W 2 A5 6 TCP 4 A (1) A AN 5 EAT B ot &5 SRR -
145 T2 15 8 TCP B A, AN [ I 5] £ X TCP 45 A 1) AR RN 3 A7 7 5% W05 7 45 58 15 5 I [1) 24 SIS Bk 1] £ SO0
AR TCP H5 A 156 W0 H AN — 250 B 78— I () 29 5T 38 4 A R0 TCP 32 AR 78 S At B ) 29 3N H A — 8 Bl
.

4 LIEMAR

I A3 BT ORS00 LA H O 20 0 L AR Y SR SRR 90 5 2% TCP BRI A 8 Pk AT DAL

N S R A R B VIR bR, B S 6 PRI RE e AT R 4 5 S B R B AR N S BN ST T 4G i
Hp AR
4.1 MR

TR ) AR vl B 118 0 4 SR U T B 22 RS I HS I R N R A AR IR R AR T TCP
FARVEINFE R I, 75 BRI H 005 45 g S5l e A0 00 32K 2 Rothermel %5 A B 5642 H T APFD(average percentage of
fault detection) VPl HE #x. 4 25 7E X F 80 R PRAT 0 )2 I8, 12 VP i o m DL R 03k FH 490 A 7 e R o 0 8] e o
(19735 B2k Ho ) JC B VG A T 0~100% 2 1] FRC{E G v, D) dle o A 00 T3 52 B R Elbaum 55 A B 5 45 H T APFD
A2 UL R A B4 T AL P AT B m AR, 25 5 — AN R AT U A rh TR, 3%
AN AN TR EE 7 A B 1 03 490 7E 1 AT OO TP T AR U, ) APFD (3R A SN
TRATE +.+TF, 1 2

nm 2n

2 BN 2 IR WS, S B S AN DU A AR 10 AN B, 15 152 D0 FH 481 1 sl e A 455 2 28 260, 481 a3 ik

1 B AT LU 45 ok 1,5,6 R 7RISR A8 12 2400 v B HE e T R s DK Ak e B 1 308 D10 e

Table 2 An instance from Ref.[7]
R2 KR ESCERI7IH B>

APFD =1-

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
A X X
B X X X X
C X X X X X X X
D X
E X 5% X

ARG PAT P A 4-B-C-D-E U] APFD HHUEE 50%;45 WA B 19 04T K72 E-D-C-B-4, 11
APFD [{HUEZ 64%. 57 LLAEIZ S0 AT 0P 2 INRCR ZER T AT O 1L 1 R AN RAT 0% T, I H
R AT B Ao - S 00 1S 10 e o LA 2 1] R 9 28 L 1) 24 490, 900 K FH 81 4 4R AT 5 300 (BT T 20% 1700 it 491,
T LIRS H 209 )ik b, Xk W2 P £120.2,20). 45 T A s me i 2, W APFD BT B2 9 2 37 26 7 BT 5% o A 1
GARER =

AHJUAR N B3 T 5 25 50 9000 20900 P o1 £ ke B o 00 £ U8R, 2 i 45 N Bl 2 42 HH PP U4 A5 APBC,APDC 1l
APSCHL i i ) LAl 5 B0 91 AT IR P 00 ST R e AN [ R P S5 P (3 T W f) By 23 SR ) Y 7
iR IX LR BRI T 5 A U APFD AHL.EL APBC 9, S0k 5 A 20k
IB +TB,+..+TB, 1

m o @
Horp 7B, R A AT B i B0 5 i A A B AR % AT 7 v T Ak 1 Py oA 28 B U A () PR
Bk 2Z 41 Elbaum %5 A H — T (¥ DF I8 b APFDCP, idi b 25 2 18 1 WK 9 ¥ R A7 78 e B

APBC =1-
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FRF Sl )2m) 3K, &4 0GR R A S HE A 4R R K 1703

[k R N /N W

271(f1 X(z’;‘:ni tj _%XITFI' jj
DIRED I

Horh g ARSI B R AT T4 AR BR ¢ A BB A6 B 1 5, A A 3 U5 A N2 PR — B BT

T FH e B £ 55 R LR — O i 3o A 17 A4 () T A3 31 A (2).

APFD, = @)

100+ 100+ 7
Test case order: A-B-C-D-E Test case order: E-D-C-B-A
£ 804 2 301 |
=1 =
& &
2 60 T 60
3 3
E 40 § 40
= - Area=50% = | Area=64%
g 204 3 20
0 ; T T 0 T T
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Test suite fraction Test suite fraction
(a) WGP 4-B-C-D-E X1 (f) APFD {8 (b) MR AR T E-D-C-B-A %t Riff) APFD fif

Fig.1 APFD value for different orders
1 AP XS APFD i

APFD ¢ H AR AH < PF I 45 b i BRIS BUME _E R 2 100%, BI 28 /DA77 1 N I03H 4 mr LUAS: U B v g ik B,
I HL 1220038 45 4 et 2 BT ABLAE SE B A D0 HP AR A A7 AR A 3 4 2 1R AR 4910, B LA S8 PP U e bk 2 B T
FEIAN [l HE e SR s 2 [ R AR 45
4.2 FNEF

A K SEUE RIS SR R 1 S0 = BT YRR A R PEIAR P AT T AR R s A A R LR 3. K 3 1K
WRDH) TR A WMIBET . FRFREL, TR D ReRIR . o (0 A e i) R0 28 o A o 8, 3 o K AR A AT 4
T 10 000 47 AL 3 508 A KL 7 R ARRS AT 0 T 1,000 47~10 000 A7 2 [ FRIAR 7 BE 5 4 R R e, i
FACHEATHUN T 1 000 47 AR P 1 A /N USERR 7 0 i@ % 3,77 L3R A Ant #2)7 d1 Java 4if215 5 5088
T RHEFE 7 %27 Java W6 5 MU0 H A T R IFRNRTE 2004 415 X ff A2 P AE 0 vFIRE 7 @ 2 |
F A b, SRR FHRECH 11 23R 3 T B 5 (1 DR 23 DRI 3 4 mT LA P A R 57 oK 24 K1 49 B (University of
Nebraska-Lincoln)[f] SIR JErf 2 FEH AE3R 3 o TATHE DRI FR )3 42 R 1 F UK o B BEAT HE 77 A HE
745 AT LA H e FH AT [ 5 A RE A2 DL C B B R sE BRI PE 1] & 2F(Siemens  suite)fl space F2 /7,5 i
FH AT ) %6 S FE 42 B Java 5 5 i FESE I A Ant, XML-security,Jmeter F1 Jtops. % T 26 X i &6 55 52 i P70 R
FRVRFAEAR X EAA 2.

VEIT T EMHR 7 ANNIEE C 15 5 R, LT teas S B 19045 4% 4% T A4 2 4t schedule A1 schedule2 2
JE 0 B 45 tot_info £ %R T 3 NS0 A2 B SE 15 B print_tokens F print_tokens2 J&: 1] 43 AT 4% replace FE
P 5 FABE G P AR 5 4 oK S R S 78 1] F 9 AT 9 ) R 50 A 7 i A U £ e o A 0 e 13
VT TR o AN 2 5 38 e A DR 20 R 460, 003 P 4810 ) e o o P A 46 PR A B B 1 0, 5 T Rl v () 55
P 2R X 53 B AR IR 5 R B R A B ERABEAS AT AT TR F1) 20 SR SE AT A /b4 30 ANl F 491 &5
B RN G AR R RN FEAERR P ) T K il B IR AR X S8 e 7 AR AR — Pl o 18 et — A7 AR 2B i, /b 1l i 48 14
2~5 ATARIE AR B N (R 0 B SRV T 512 B 1) G R 48 7 7 2 G P K s 5k B A o e R R T R SR B A 22 /0 3 3
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A B 350 AN H A7 5 3.
Table 3 Evaluation programs used in previous empirical studies

&3 OA USRI

Journal of Software #4F53k Vol.24, No.8, August 2013

Name Programming Size Description First | Cumulative
language used number
Siemens suite C Small Small programs developed by Siemens 1999 13
Ant Java Large A Java-based build tool 2004 11
Space C Medium | An interpreter for an array definition language 1997 10
XML-security Java Large Implements security standards for XML 2004 10
Jmeter Java Large A Ja\(a desktop application used to load-test functional 2004 9
behavior and measure performance
Jtopas Java Medium | Facilitates users to tokenize and parse arbitrary text data 2004 8
Flex C Medium | A lexical analyzer generator 2002 5
Sed C Medium | Stream editor 2004 5
Galileo Java Large A Java bytecode analyzer 2006 5
Nanoxml Java Medium | A small XML parser for Java 2006 5
Grep C Large Searches input files for a pattern 2002 4
Gzip C Medium | Data compression/decompression 2004 4
Jdepend Java Large Measures the design quality of Java software 2006 3
Bash C Large Unix shell 2004 2
Gradebook Java Large Provides functions to perform typical grade book tasks 2006 2
An embedded real-time subsystem that performs initialization
QTB C Large tasks on a level-5 RAID stonge systemp 2002 !
GCC C Large A compiler for C programming language 2003 1
Jikes Java Large A compiler for Java programming language 2003 1
Javac Java Large A compiler for Java programming language 2003 1
Emp-server C Large Server module of internet game 2004 1
Make C Large Build manager for C programming language 2004 1
Xearth C Large View earth from space 2004 1
Vim C Large Text editor 2009 1

Space 272 A BRI R =TT 16« £F X6 304l e B 5 (ADL) I — MR A% 2 AR P B 35 AN, TN
AL B B — Gl B, 3.0 A Gl o A S A T R sk R b R IR 11 D00 SR R 451 4 110 7 S R A S AN B B B 1 B BB
LA R 10 000 AR FH 515 26 2 AR B ek s ik F 461, 4 79 R e o I 48 1) 4 P v 48 4% ml AT L 22 /D g S v
30 ANk P 91 73 i 1. e 28 AR A i I 49 B 4 13 585 Nk I 1.

Ant & — AT Java FR)P TR JEPIF Unix REH 1 make T H . Jmeter J&—> Java SL1H M FEF,
F AT M GEMNR. XML-security S2L T XML 9 (#1224 Wpill JTopas & — A FH W4T SCAS 0 (1) Java 55 X
YEFL R (A AT 1.8KLOC~80KLOC 2 [ [f] I, 76 SIR JAE Hh iX SEFE P B TC 46 T R FHE T Junit 00350 42 (1 0
T2 FH 8] AR L D I I3 P 4810 ) LA 3 Ay 19 238 5 5 10 i Ak Y 49 R 1 2 ) ) 481 3R 4 ) Bad
A ANFEPRAE AT B 45 IR D B TR RS S B S IR . 2RI B 5. T
7 3520 53 P9 000k 4810 50 R e D e o A .

Table 4 Characteristics of Java evaluation programst'"

x4 Java PRIFE P AEAEN

Name Versions Size Test classes Test methods Faults
Ant 9 627 150 877 21
Jmeter 4 143 14 83 6
XML-Security 6 389 28 78 9
JTopas 4 50 11 128 5

M0 SRR S R VP DN RE P 4l R 53R4T 0 B AT T A B

()]

AR R A2 /N TR\ B

2

© PEEEEBAITT

£ 2001 4 AR, WFFTN 63 BRI 0 117 AF 9N A space B 7 A o PRINRE P (ELX R AR Fr A
SRR D SUEBFFTH P A 45 18 AN AT — ek, JF 87 52 B 2 AR SR Tl

N T BRI AR R B J3, A 2001 G2 TT 48 TN G328 8 TT 46 A5 FH O BSR4 b PRI RE e JX
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MRFR S = )2 5K P 64 KR B4k 8 HE A HOR A 1705

KA FE e K 5B 43 oK B SE 56 == 5k T 95 50F A o — 3 20 Ak ok A Al v B 2 B 31 7= AP
Carlson 25 AT ] T $8c 2 &1 6 P 36777 i Dynamics AX 1 b PFIIFL R 8,
(3)  MSEILVFIUAR P g FEE HORE, R MILL C GifRE S N B AEREP AT FEMSRM space )7,
M 2004 SETF4E,ZHT A Java gnFRiE 5 0 3 AAEFEF B Ant, XML-security,Jmeter fil Jtopas. J: 3= 3
JERIAE T 3% RS (AR A IS 45 K, HLAT AR 22 S IR 36T Java RARAS 23 A T HL SR 4l B S 36 B o1
4.3 HRERENZERAM
EE T AE PR TCP BARAE Bk I — R T LR (B B kAT A5 1 BIX 25 B B 5 8 T R ik F v
72 10 S B B A AL AR — S 5 T A 3 T, AR SR AR o AT R 7 A ) A SR R S L s o e s S A AR AL, 1T HL R
TN FR B8 [ 0 S20F 45 18 1 A7 ek 774 52 59T LA, Do F1 Rothermel 25 A\ SR T A8 Sk B ) TCP AR (K1 3k
HEAT T VP4l 45 FRWI, TCP e AR AR AR S B B A [T AT 280, 170 I6F, 0038 FH 49 B R o R0 B B RS AE X6 TCP 4R 11
A3 AR — R IR >,

5 $SHENBSEE TCP H AR

H R, TCP $ AR B &8 i Th i M A% S 3502 03 A0 4k 57 F 380 A [R) 5 S I R 434K ) 20 1 0l A A 45 41 0
Wy FIK SRS I . Web IR 4530032 F0 Bk 4 5 7 2%
5.1 HEMK

4145 Wi (combinatorial testing) e — 7 5L 2 {1y sl HI 9] e v R, 24 58 BT 1 1 b 1R S BSR4 7 i, D38
N GUR] DASRAS H PR 22 R0 8] 3 A ) i (18 55 491 20 45 Ak o 788 5 20 25 D) 3% ) T B 2 5 ) AR et /N ASE 21
4 I 4R

Bryce Fl Colbourn it X} 41 & % BE A, IE T one-test-at-a-time T7.00 5 WG $& H — PP 9 D000 ¥ DDA
(deterministic density algorithm), 5 £ 7E A2 5 B HE T 5 41 Wl FH 4910 4 v m] DU 350 382 1 20 0 HE 7 i T ) 00 3K
FEIAR 56 753 i 20OV S A AT b3 D VR HEAT TS, 0T DA R RE AL AR v L R R BT R T s Ak
Z1 5 DA 451 B S AT IR ) B2 R 7 08 P 490 g BAAT TR R 4 5 AL %)

(] 13900 v F S A7) 3 R 7 4 R TR A Pk 5 A Tl P 461 4R 1 o 2% DD AH DG .Que 58 B i S i
FUIUE T2 A 03 v A ] )1 0 R4 A4 o Joi o 00 3 P 491 2, R B AT T AR B2 1 T 22 O ol R e o ) TOOL TR
70K 2y e B BRI 3K SR I R AT RE T B — A TR 2 A AR R ). Que 5% AT IX A I a3 3k v ity
13 783 55 41 [ (covering array) A H e B Y — 2 g TR0 0 B[ It H T 20 P AT ) Ik A R PR 2 4 HE I o O
Srikanth 25 A Qu 25 A B 78 T AR AT 47 B, 75 0 0 X FE 90 92 Bk AN A R 4 v dole B A =% g L JE 44k %
J& T B T A AR 4 g o2,

5.2 EHIREIE AR

UK B AL W H (event-driven application) & H #1732 [0 — 285 AF. B AT L F 4R 7 5IVE AN Bl G &
3 AR ZS AR T d 24 i AR 4. LI SR IR B B S A T L ST (GUT) Web 5 I TR 28 B 1055

TN AR GE A Y v I3 FH 90 1) AR5 2% RO R B 40 32 1 70 43 7 255 16 % F P T i, AN 77 B %
JEXT GUI YEAHS 1) 78 56, 11 _HL i 75 2225 18O F 41 78 a5 H A9 N 2 — el GUT Y H 488 9 Fi 43 ¥l (event
flow graph).{B 54 7 51 47 76 41 & 4 9] 1, Bryce Al Memon & T2 A% 7478 0038 49 HE 7 B 2% 18 T 6k 244 18] 1
t-way A H. (7 #% Huang 2 A UK 35 52 10 3 32 R 3 3EA TR B0, 5 #2811 B 5437 P (weighted-event
flow graph), & FiZ BRI T 3 Ff GUI IR 9 ke 07 32164,

Web 1. F A5 A& —Ff 75 B2 (%) 54 3K 50 0 N A 21 FH P 6005 1 Web S FH 03 AR, 24 038 T B AN A2 1), 4R i
AT SE T 10 48— o e e g ¥k S AR A DU Ak P 491 %) 8 B2 2 56 0 Ak P 480 4 IR HE I - 3R AT . Sampath 55 A 42
T3 R R (1) AR I 90 b G 1R 3 SRAN G (2) Ak P IR SRR A H IR (3) AR Rt P
i SR S BB 1) A8 T 78 6 SEE T 45 SRR I, 3 Pl 3 S 39 00 1 BE ML HE Y 55 W, Tig HL S 79 ol 555 i 7
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Bk 0 ek 2R B HLAR 4], Garg T Datta ) AA £ Web 8 B4 J5 63 20308 5N T2, 45 280001 HH 5080 120 A 5% o 4R
A6 5, - 0 3o 00 PR 4910 ) e S 488 1 %o 3K 2R 2 e g A 3 5 L€0),

Bryce I Memon %5 AP XS 4F IR 3 8 W A3 o AT DL IR B O A T Web 3 AT GUIT W H 9 48— S i 1Y,
I T IZAF AL T 22 il FH e e e )67,

5.3 WebBRE iR

H i, 3 72 Mk A AU ik ) IBM SR Oracle 25,48 5 5K F AR 255 1 14D Ml 45 9 2 SR A 2t Al 2% 8
AT Web R4 B8 X AR a7 NG AR 1) TCP il U5 88 T 8 R Bk .

ik % 55 NI, Web IR 55 20144 PRG3R B A i, 3 LA HH A R 1 3008 7 28 v 0 S g S 00 3 P 401 190 3 4%
FUHEF T Web JIR 554 11 3224 ] LU IR 414 B 4138 R A 8 B BRI R SC 45, B UALAT X Web il 4542 11 32 24
778 52 MRS MT, 3 LAAE S A D0 236 A 0 0 Sk 15 5 003 T 4510 10 39 36 0 2 OB ke 386 25 N % EH Wee Il 45401
IR A RGNS, R T R PR o B ) B P Web R 551 SR £5052 B i 380, 4 4 A4S o R K 40 o — R A1 B 7
FEAN BRI LR 35 L T 52 Web AR 25175 S Bt 10 R 8 S 2k 1 R K i 5 9003 P 49 1 3 36 0 e e 91,

Mg 7245 NGl I 40 M1 WS-BPEL H1) Web ARZ 42 ML k4l XML 4 B MR85 s B e — R
TCP B ARV B i Mg 37 2455 N T 2 2 U0 o A8, ] LAy 73] 2% e TR Xpath A1 WSDL %5 8 fF il i, f:
B FAZMARLER  —Fh 4y )2 TCP AR,

PRARSE B X WS-BPEL 8. FH 3247 428 1l 30 R 090 VA A3 0C 3R 43 W A AT] 17 58 A8 3t R B 1, 4% il 3 % e
S0 53 AT U ) AR A6 TS0 i A e, 31 13 40 H7 5 B FE 481 £ 477U Niguyen %5 A 7E X Web Il 55 4145 13
A7 8 TR IR 3 Y — b 2 TS B R A TCP 5 vEU4 T4 B ) Web Ik 45 (location-based Web service) /& H Ry
— PP RAT I N A% N AT LA RS Bl ) 2% 11942 78 T R0 2 v FH P (R I 3RAS I 3. — D7 T, W 450 78 i e Rk R 2
FE T () 3G B IR 45 T DA Ay i A T R ML a5 o — T 1, i P e T B Web IR 4s TT LASRAS T AT
FE A 3 0 B T e 1 I 25 T T R IR F B T — R AURE DI AR RIA Y. (1) TCP i AR7761,

5.4 GRPATENL

545 55 1) A PRAR B A AN [, B B 52 47 (fault localization) 3z A JH I YR FE )T« MR &5 W LA S FhRE AT M
AR BT 507, 45 H BB AR VR AR AL PP () AT REA . © A 97 2 TH, TCP 32 AR v] DAAG 203 vy S e Aan il 1 % (2
5 DU 8 Y5 AT PR, 93020 0k A9 PR B AT 250 B s AR B 07 80 SR Z2  4 N OB SR 9 % %8 T TCP AR
P TR 2E A0 HE 7 S 8 25 R TS R IR 8] 4 45 of tfe o 8 82 3R (RS W ABAT 125 18 T 16 Bt TCP BRI 4 il [ 2
PR B 2l R W

(1) 240 8 P BRI TCP 43 A il B e B 28 A7 1 — R 28007 vk

(2)  FESE I HE 7 5 A PR AT 1R DA ) s 2 T o a8 o 5 AR 280 SR P 8 T 88K

(3)  7ECHAT BI85 B P A a0 P 9 3 22 U0 By v i S A7 AR

4)  EH B HEY % Random 5 H& 250 55 47, Additonal SR A1 ART 55l H /K, Total Sl $5 72

(5) IR G BRAT I 8 4 10 R 5 2 AR 38 S0 e B o 20k S f iy A fg 2 07779,

Gonzalez-Sanchez %5 A4 H—FPRE 15 B 26 1K) TCP HiA LUER sy ik B 58 AR AR 5 EAEAE QN A A
(1) X7 S HIE R BRI AL 52) Bk R RIREL3) KAy 2 58 O A 4 i) HE - RIAE
3 H AN DU 81 B, T 20 AT 3 B AR P 491 AR R T 48 SR B0 T v 1R 1) A ATT B HY T RAPTOR vk,
%7 VAR DR BHE R I, 2% B8 T X AHABL A ) $AAT 45 1) 24 18 K 1 Baik DI 5 ) N B9 4 52 07 B A, 70 AR
RV HE 7 BeF ) B 5 R St 5 10 7 6 A5 R AR 000 P70 1 g sl e B A £ R 121,

55 Hit /A

A2 5K (mutation  testing) i PF Ak A ESCIE NI 1) £ 78 70 W (0 — ol A R0T BN 52 AR08 48 0 7 P AiE
BEE AR S 51 A Y A8 S 5 B A RE e ) DA BRI 4R
ANBEASIN H BT A AR S5 A A A, DU i A R B 8 00 P A9 SRR e i 1k P 491 4 1) 7 2 P AE A S R R 2 A AR
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Ak i, X DG T ORI R 2 A AR G Just 558 AR S A AR LA AN AR S AR AT AL 55 A BE et T 2
FiARAGHE HE): 15 5, TS A2 Bk COR 28748 53t 571 A1 ROR Z8AR 53 S (R TUAR B, 1T LAAE AN S8 0 A% 5 43 28R
(RTRITHR T 0l b 2 ol 102 S A s JEC 368 3o M DMk P 49 14028 S 8 £ SR A T ) 22 5 xR 461 3 A7
F CLOEA AT I 18] SRR 5 45 SR W A8 8BS DA I, v LIRS A 5720 B T8 A1 65%.

MBI Oracle BEHLFLAL T — ol 1 Wi 1 49152 75 AT S 5 (K B e LA AT, EATF 9T TAR SR p R 1)
FEWR I ] Oracle A5 14 I o 1L, i) Staats 45 A JIAF ST T WU HI 1 Oracle ARCER S IR 81 41k 137 1 5 o 44
25 (10 90X 1) IR P 77 32 (B B vt R S A 1 L S0 7 8 5T Bl T 48 v e o 1 BSOS D0 T R (ELRIT S AN A
R 28R AN RS DM P ) s B 5 R (1 0 AN 78 23, 3 i 2D P 491 8 408 3 FRE e PAY AR A O3
ol A 5 5 i 280 R 1) 52 o i L AR5, b AT 0 3o pAA T 00 P 491, 5 B0 0 7 0 A SR PP AR A AN () A B
{ELXT Oracle 5 BRAH A2 St UL (1 5 Wi R 58 SR mT LAV 5 S0 49 19 55 IR P 81 Oracle A5 BRAH G ACAD
0B ot g i i B3 AR RO B R ) (0 He e T 3 AN IR 2D IO AR A A SIIERIE ST W - L B AL R R
TG R 7 ot P 1A 75 AR B A AT P B T R A I D 451 R £ e e G 0 e A b AT s A

6 KEHREE

FRAE L3873 #r m] LA Y, TCP i 2 2845 31 2 R AT TNV SR (732 S0V, RIS 7R 0F 98 R AR SO0,
TCP W 5t CATHRFURCR . PRIES SRANVF DI RbR S5 HEAT T R GUH B 45 A2 HT.

MASCH S 44 b Al LU B3, TCP T U2 [ JE 0K HR FR) — AN T 00 T, AT = ) B A (R 1 i3t
HARCAHWIFTIAT T — 58 B SCR MEAE % UGS A7 AE — SR A3 BE— D BF ST R e, A 45

(1) Bt WA TCP HORBIIT ARG TCP il fE — S MR NP 3fi i) L AR B TEN B 1 K
R TCP B AR T4 KR W, I B p AR 5 e AR 2 TR0 A3 A7 AE — s 1o 22 BEU ™) ARV 0 U0k 490 6 e
I LAk P 481 7648 T8 e s B A ) S 4 (B L3R I R TETE TR SR AN E A TCP HoR — i Bl
— LA HE e HE DU, 451 G A A UK P 90 A DA R e R P S AR 8 8 D HEAT HE P AH O SEE P ST SRR,
FEBEAT — AN HE P W A AN DR 13 0 2 5k A 05 L — AN A R TE B 907 T2k T 2 F AR AL
TCP HEAR, RIAE DA G HE 3> 6, 5 I 225 18 2 A AN [ 1 I Py 72 J0, 08 3 46 D) SR PR o ASC S A0 5y A [ #E DU 382 5
o6 28 257 AT A5 JF A5 Bh 2 H AR LA T U 0 S5 0 T 70 1 R DA i SR Al o [ I AE HR e R b ik — 20
FE L SR B A ) TR R S R OR.

(2) L5 HAt TR B 455 . TCP BRI A RO A He P A WA HE 7 S A 5%, 1M Ho g 5 9k 1
G 10 A DA 0 AR BT K IF R AN e P I R op i 0 AU B e B A8 SR8 B 5T Bl 7 3K, 3 B2 Ay
T 491 48 e A AR A8 SO AT 78 23 DMK, 5 3k 200 5 i Bt s P00 P 481 1R P 28R B Xk i it T B [ )5
Db A DI BSR4 78+ 03K A5 4 440 Dl AT 0 3K P 9 28 % B ) BB ST R BTN E TCP BF 5T Il 1 45
T (IR B A i 2 S8R TG A B P49 oK B2 v 0k P 490 8 110 5, O P 3 B s 110 00 P 81 R .

(3) X 5 TCP A B P 8 52 W P 3 AT VRN 73 M7 AESSUERIF 5T oh it — 28 78 20 WF 5 AN IR I AE R 3= 0
TCP BARAT RN K 50 8 1L 73 B FATTIA 7T LA RE 14 52 Wi DY) 3R A 3 R 3 e B AIE . B B AR AR AL . R
e B [ R AR AN A A T A0 55 451 2 0 00 P 451 e o, D T DAt 25 2 R i 0 P o) B M
TR A N ) 22 A R R X 4] 0 78 8 4 A5 AR B PR VRN RR P B AT 23 M I B 7RI LS RS 4.2 1P BLEE K
I S50 S MR P 5 10 3 BRSO A T JR RN A 1 A Al £ SRR S 2% B R e A N 3
SSUEWFFT R, LB @ o AR I IR .

(4) BN s WL 5 5 W R LU TCP SR Syl i th W T Web W IR Web Hie 45 311
B 2L SR 2 AU, A T — S AT BRI SR s WA AT 1) TCP AR JETF B R
FIWF ST LLAR, BATTIE T LLAR B 4T UAE TCP HA A 4 ROR 87 X645 52 il 0 4 O AR i ks 2ok 3
S5 RN IR 9 1 FH 46 45 45 3 6 U 1 1 SORFAE RIAE 98 TCP B K AT TR AT B T3 @ F T IX 2eks
SE WU HIAT 2 A 30K TCP B0A.
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(5) T BN BRI TCP BORWIFL. BRI E AL — Rl =R B3R AR IR R, I 7T L4745 21 [
PR AR 27 3 (1) DG . AT 9 R S 2 B 003 FH 497) 0% 1 0 0 ) 45 o e 8 258 SR A A i 2 s L — 2D 9 TAE AT BA
2 18N A BE AT R TT 1 58, 30— 20 25 SN [A] TCP HEFy UE TN HE F 37 56w X A% e e B s A R 1) s i Lk,
48 TCP BEA LAER iy 0k 491 42 11 30 gl B A0 0 3 4 4 1Py A% H A, 25 2% SR ) B 72 A7 3 F W) TCP 4 R 75 22
DU v i I 52 A B R A R HE P A B BR, 9 75 6 AL SE 160 TCP HE T i WU RN HE 7 5% 66 16 152 58 BEAT IR N 9T

(6) H AL BRI ARAR 45 & 4% TCP I OB TF 78R 5 b i A S A FE HE AT 5% 5 4, B AL IR
IR IAFAE— AN B 5, B TCP HiARK — R H ) B 538 (controlled  experiment) 77 20 HEAT A 20 E VFA R FH 1K)
VPOURR P B /N, T A 45 10 A — 8 18 H Tk B Ak i R B = i, S0k, &7 TCP L RAR R w4 % 18 3 5%
PR H AT SR IR TR R R SRR A &5 G A5 T2 25 R S I 5 1 T B B Aol 3 W) 75 B — P 4
WA TR P BAMGFE B oE T E M P S, AR E LR B — e 8 M 0 R B B A g v
5, UK A7 2004 v PF 50 13 SR 10 I AL, I DK P88 4 v b 9 P Rl i i 6.
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