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Optimization of Configurable Greedy Algorithm for Covering Arrays Generation
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Abstract: Covering an array generation is one of the key issues in combinatorial testing, and algorithms are popular due to its ability to
deliver smaller covering array in shorter time. People have proposed many greedy algorithms based on different strategies, and most of
these can be integrated into a framework, which forms a configurable greedy algorithm. Many new algorithms can be developed within
this framework, however, deploying and optimizing the framework affected by multiple factors to construct more efficient covering arrays
is a new challenge. The paper designs three different experiments under the framework with six decisions, systematically explore the
influence of each of the decisions and interactions among them, to find the best configuration for generating smaller covering array, and
provide theoretical and practical guideline for the design and optimization of greedy algorithms.

Key words: combinatorial testing; greedy algorithm; covering array; software testing; test case generation
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G B IR AT P AS S 502 WA TR R A He 7000 (1 852 B I 100 (0 pleAS 0k FH 491 ) 26l
JE SR A R R AR P 481 B (76 ) RIS 1¥) 56 i 45 IR 3% B R AT RO AN S 80 TR A1 4 1 — 4k 20 DR
(s P o 7 i 2 A D AR PR 49 2 P AR 7 98 ) A A s PR F 7 9.

T8 5 A O AL A MR 5T H 10— A R ) 8 7E 56 T AL A MR 52 (018 S0 AT 50% LA L 118 SO 5%
78 5 R A R RS AT C SR IR 2 80 5. Ja R AR I R M R ST S (H X S8y VAR A AE %
LA R BRAE, 5 B R AR e R 5 1) U L AT — 22 I 3 491 - TConfig e —of 1) i 1 A8 26 25 6 A Jl 23 AT
39 V) 3 1) K2 T 932 1 AT A B P R PR (RS AL 2 A A 2 T B AT AR B R L A A R R
A % 1T, AT LA P A i 4 2 UVRIUBERDUR <k (SA) YA 5 9 28 A8 /0N B 0 3 P 4 (K 26 5 30— B 7 B AR K
9 I ) AT B 2 R 0 % RSO S VA AR 3, T EL A, H AT S 2 4Rt T AETGE M TG DDAl R
IPOUSIA%: 2 it i o 3 B0 7 355, 33K 48 7 vk 22 W) R A X 391 S AR K PRI AR Bl

Bryce % A4l AETG,TCG Al DDA Jiktg#d T — NS0 S E S S HE AT A IX 3 R ik,
T LA ZAE 28 3R] LA A= H AR 22 30 10 9000 5095 TR I, SRR 2 T 3 PR 52 22 AN TR 28 56 i 1) % SV HE 28 A
R VB S R — A Bk k. Bryce 25 A F 48t T H ANOVA SR 437 85 JZ HEZE X 7 i R LI s 25 1 T
s P SR AR AT TR 2 L A AT A P A SO RHZ VAR SR 6 MR T 3 A AR
(10 S 560 1% 2, 2R 400 LA 2R 45 A W R A LA B R AT 2 TR B AR RSO 2 Rl T 5 4 MR P AN [ 5% W AT L A 1) 85, T LA
TR T, A OIS /)N 7 5 2R, N 7 R A A O BV I BT R AL A 3 A 2

AL 1 AT AT L AR AR R R 2 R L 2 TR EAH UL RS 3 Y
TR LA IR S B0 BE T 56 4 1 20 A S 00 B 4 S0 A R O A R R

1 BEARFEBFEXEX

IR 5E S W AR I R GE 3K 4 SUT (software under testing) (B 806 kAN, ic 4 F={fy, .. 6} S5 6 H a AT
REEUE, BN S HEE N Vi={0,1,...,a-1} 1<i<k.

EMX 138 k TTAL(V,Va,.. . v)VieV)h SUT 11— 4% It F 491

7 4 A2 20 A M DU 4 4, L e SR

EN 2. MR RS SUT 1 t 4178 3 3 CAN;LK, (Ve,Va,... Vi) (B CAN;EVY), 24 vi=vo=. .. =viav ) & — A Nxk
R, FEr 3 T AU R | AN S8 R S HUE LA vi Bt AN SEOE U Nxt T HA P EE T2t NS5
(R FTAT € G It g 20145 7 ol 00 10 508 JBE AR S 8 380 1 R 8 A £ IR A 11 2 =2 (0 G o, B R P — 4k 7
K CAN;2,K,(V1,Va,. .. Vi) HEAT M.

h T AE T 2 M B ) L BRATT LA — AN R R R GBI 2 AR AR (F) . B AE RGi(F) . WEIEE T
R (F) LA K WAERLE (f), W 1,30 4 NS H AASHHE 3 NI 2 HURARN 1 47 5 £ CA9;2,3%).
A PUE LR 1 AT R WA SEC N 9 NG HILAERR 2 TA R I F1

Table 1 Configuration of the netware system

R1 MHEMERSMEE

Web browser  Operating system  Connection type  Memory

Netscape Windows LAN 256MB
IE Macintosh PPP 512MB
Mozilla Linux ISDN 1GB

Table 2 Test suite for the netware system
F 2 ML RGN 5

Test No.  Web browser  Operating system  Connection type  Memory
Netscape Windows LAN 256MB

1

2 IE Macintosh LAN 512MB
3 Netscape Macintosh PPP 1GB
4 Mozilla Linux LAN 1GB
5 Netscape Linux ISDN 512MB
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Table 2 Test suite for the netware system (Continued)
F 2 PRI RGN B4R (2R)

Test No.  Web browser  Operating system  Connection type  Memory

6 IE Linux PPP 256MB
7 Mozilla Windows PPP 512MB
8 IE Windows ISDN 1GB

9 Mozilla Macintosh ISDN 256MB

2 BERENBROEEELR

Bryce 2 NS\ B A 19300 595 (AETG, TCG Al DDA) R AN 4 2 B 6 S 5 55 i 5T HE 48 (tn
Bl 1 TR ) AT 2R ) R A SRR e U R A o — 2% 3 FH 481, 5 75 12 00 3.8 FH 461 L AT i 22 M 2 5 A IS 4 4 C
RIS EA G AT VR E — DSRG0S B0, K R IAT B2 A S 3O AR e, — 400
R Bt 2k Bl T A R A B LI R LI R e R 3 T B 6 A B A (W L I 2 4y 2.1~2.6 [T R).
T ERATSS A 1 BTN AE S ) 25 A R AL

RN R G RE KNS AN SHGE a AT REEUE, CA WL B4 C(T = 5k 48 e 38 0 WH 81, AR S0k ok =5 4R)

1 2 S BHEFP SR L HE 5 | N2 112.3: K04 7 e

2 BH LA SHAE, RN R FSPOEFE KK IL S A 112.5: [ J3> 2 B0 % e W
3 S SE 1N 2 B 42 I B R SRR T 112.4: {8 35 % S s

4. BB 2 A T 1% SR LR A I B S 1 P — AN | 112.6: [7) J 7 {BLE 5 SR s
5. REPAT LR 1~L 5% 4, B 3T SECE I, A R ) T W5 4 )3
6 XL 3R 1~ 3% 5 f§ AT Candidates Ik, i % AN 34 034 49 112.2: A3 ) 8 Bt
7 PR 56 A T 56 6 5 22 10 U0 481 44 D dge ¢ 1y I 4 Bt T I AR 4904 € b 1155 3 2
8 REPAT LR 1~ 08 7 H B S HC R 0 W 95 AL A S B s b B R R AR T g2z
9 IR AT 25 % 1~25 3% 8Repetitions ¥, 3 35 MU I5: /Iy (1 7F Sy foc 404 76 3% IRLAFRRE N5 12

Fig.1 Framework of the greedy algorithms
Bl S EEESE

Table 3 Values of the six decision points in the greedy algorithm framework
F3 TULFIAMER T 6 AN TR A AR SR

Value Repetition Candidate Factor Level Factor Level
No. count count ordering selection tie-breaking tie-breaking
0 1 1 Random Random Random Random
1 5 5 Uncovered pairs  Uncovered pairs  Uncovered pairs  Uncovered pairs
2 10 10 Density Density Take first Take first
3 20 20 Level Least frequent
4 Hybrid

2.1 EEREIR X E (repetitions)

FH T 58 2 e 56 1) SR S A B ATL 1), SRV I AR OB AT — M 45 A AN AR IR, 2 B AT &8 T 2 M2 IR B/ T
R AT IR B A R L 2 R BVEAE IR 0L 2 A 4 5 B 1) e A 38 n 1 HLBRATTAE SE B R I, 4
VR 0 B — 2 72 P ], 78 55 R AN T 9/ 9 AAE AR SC P PR k3 L% 18 1,5,10 il 20 3X 4 Fif
2.2 1%k F 514 B9 %1 B (candidates)

EH T 5 L e S S 118 B ATL A2, 0 SV AT S — B0 0 AT DA A il 22 A 35 DUl FH A9 32 B 7 5 R Bl 7 6 k)
I 2 19— 2 B D N BP0 H B 4E C i B JRAT TR FH B A2 45 H o o 1,5,10 20 3X 4 FhI(H.
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2.3 Z#H:F (factor ordering selection)

XSEHEAR AR — B AT O A SEE T 2k 5 Fhoiems, 23 il 2

(1) 5 000 ESBOH I, BRI O 5 2 808 o i % R B 25 00 11923 (uncovered pairs);

(2) 5 CHiE S A 5E S 5000 I AT 5 (density) 114,

(3) TS EEE S H R (level), 1% 2 30 U 5 H W 3 1 5112,

(4) FEHLHE (random);

(5) A&AZHEME (hybrid).

1 ASHRIEENGESECR AR 1 AN SEE R AR E S0 2 S8 H RSB
JT;[Q—ll].
2.4 {Hi%#F(level selection)

BRI H bR S 78 5 5 2 (R AR 1 78 76 00 Bryce 28 AR CAR 3 Flifl 52 2 BB 1 b v
(1) BENLESE;
() 5 THIE S Bk BT B (A T E S50 A7 78 55 22 1) R W7 76 0T
(3) LT SRR 26 0T 10 1 AR AR G, BV I vk T 1% 2 U 1 5 1 (density) 13141,

2.5 FEFES % (factor tie-breaking)

MRS 2.3 R 5 Ry VRS B, vT B2 IR 2 A S R AR R IGHE T TG VR A

AT AL B ARG L, BEE T AT IO R S 4T R (take first) s BEATLIG 5 DL RC R FER B o 0 B 2 1
SRR SR 3 BTk
2.6 FEF{EIEE(level tie-breaking)

T JEEE 2.4 795 PR B 1 7 3%, AR T R R I 22 AN UL EL A A IR HE P 10 GV A 2 B0C(EL 1 15 00X HLSR A 4 Fol
JrRENLERE . TP R AR S5 B 2 (1 E DL K e 3 1R 4B (east frequently).

27 RLERERSEEALEZNXAR

U HE 32 v 1) S % 21 & 4 (—,50, hybrid,uncovered pairs, —,uncovered pairs)B, & O 1 AETGE 14y Hor,
“RIONIL KM T LA AR 58 AFE AETG 1 I FR AL 7] )7 2 5000 8 S s 34 nT AT 48 52, B 10 S 5UHE SR T 2
AEHWE B LA SRR T RYE S B2 WS RS BN

Y HE 4 b S 414 b (1,1,density,density,take first,take first) st 25 B (6552 DDA & 11 2 50 7t %
8T RWAE 24, DDA 45 T H S0 e T — AN A, e e — P e B Bk,

TCGM AETG A #2322 5 48 T8 10 5 B P 2 14 8 2 SO 500 10 B 1 1R 200 £ 32 038 PR 491 2
b o i), R L ASHOBEE H N Vinee 85 0B MR H G 1 A4S Sk RO E b
1,2, \Vimax. TCG H (L IE R — AN A0S0, 5 1 AN SN BUE S T AR S 50X B 2% 18102 BT 7 2 504 8 )
— SRS IR AP 7 A 4 T SR Lk 328 P 491 4 A (candlidate) 5 2 801 e KBRAE AN B (Vi) PR 3 — BULELE K T TCG
=R}

3 SRRt

B 25 R0 A 2 — A NP-Hard [n) 8, BT U7 ¥ — el L e sRE LK . AETG,TCG £ DDA %5 Jj ik (e fid v
% ) N %A T AR S e — Rl 7 YR RERE AR RS WPk A et L — B0k DA R T R A% 1T 35 B 3, Bryce
25 N XSS VE R LA 6 AR B S5 10 S0 B HE 2 O HE 230 () A R 535 S A A E 2 iSRS AT R4
I 6 g 5% g n] LA Bl KR (A P 4xdx5x3x3x4=2880 F) 5.0 AvE, X Hp iU 5 AETG fil DDA & 455
TR SR FOIZAESE R 1) 44 P 0O BV, SRR IX R VR AR A T8 75 A b ) vk 8, T AR R LR ) A

(1) BEHERL R S5 A PSR A 0 e 6 L AR I B o R AR R 2
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(2) WA R T AE AR B U C X T L S A X R AR O AR /N I 2 2 AR P

(3) IMRFCLE R HA — & I, BRI AT 0 5 ) 30 Ath ST 9] 8 85 25 sl /N A (1) 7 252

(4) #ALEE FReL5ES EA K AETGDDA,TCG HiEM L BAE 324 112

0T (B2 3K S L FRATT T SEBL T — AN T E SO AR RN B R AR R T BAR A S T A T R
IBATAT B AL A I B I ST050VE % T R AT B A1) F5 R 48 10 2 504 08 M S U, I 4°0(% R — AN &
ZHA 40 NS ENSEA 4 ADBUE); Q) MEEMHETF 6 APk S REUE, ¥ 1(5,10,uncovered pairs,
uncovered pairs,random,random)iX F¥: R it & 240 B4 & 8 T A0 s 7 8, 3RATT0E 26 3 Hh (g &% A s AR Bk R,
B2 FEAS PSS n BRI, A0 8 {0,1,... ,n—13, 23 ST N 2R 3 AR AT AR 1 B HIE 4R 5 (value No.). {54, id
'# (5,10,uncovered pairs,uncovered pairs,random,random) B[l 7] % 755 /% (1,2,1,1,0,0). % T A s G H A~ (1) X F
BRI R 8, fe % Az Bl e/ BB 35 3 (1) Sc R TG B B AH B IR B 25 3% 5(2) R NTIC B A B 1) 7 25 MR,

S8 3 kg o A T PR R RV U P S T B S A DA () A R A i BV HE 4 P T R T S S 5 R
AL B SR REAT RGNS K TR A Y5 5 LA B2 18] 5% 28 5 AE B2 1R AN ) S 0 (i 880 1), 3 M o A i 5 () R
2); 585 2 B B T A AR i A PR R AT B0 R U 2 4 3 Y T A 5248 () A 3), 955 AETG,TCG #l DDA 4%
O FOE AT LU, & B 70 A s o R E o 7B BAT s 4 07 () L 4). 7058 1 B B ZRATT AN 3 /N S BE Sk BT L &
BB 3 45N R 1) S I 42

(1) Pairwise fic & 4

EEXER 3 AN PSR RS B AR A R S W B AR R ST R A R s irE A
BB I, 3L 23 AT E (LR 4).3K 4 58 1AT fo.fy,.. . fs RRAEZE P 6 AP35, 50 1A AL E 451X AN C
EEREST AR AN A REREAS T W LW IO RE S, 5 3 4B0E 6 MY 12 DDA 5%, 5 10
ZRMCE N N AETG SV

Table 4 Configurations for pairwise experiment

F 4 Pairwise SZU B E

Test No. fg fl fz f3 f4 f5
P1 2 2 0 0 0 0
P2 0 0 1 1 1 1
P3 1 il 2 2 2 2
P4 3 3 3 1 0 3
P5 1 0 4 0 1 0
P6 0 1 0 0 2 3
P7 3 2 4 2 2 1
P8 2 3 1 2 ¥ 2
P9 2 0 2 2 0 3
P10 2 il 4 1 0 il
P11 0 2 3 0 1 2
P12 0 3 2 1 2 0
P13 3 0 0 1 1 2
P14 3 1 1 0 0 0
P15 il 8 0 0 0 1
P16 1 2 1 1 2 3
P17 1 0 3 2 2 0
P18 0 3 4 2 0 2
P19 3 2 2 0 1 1
P20 2 1 3 1 1 1
P21 0 0 0 2 1 3
p22 1 1 4 0 2 3
P23 2 2 1 1 2 0

(2) Base Choice it & 4E

Base Choicet i — Rl 41 & B v 053, & REWE I AL — 478 56 %7 105 1 Sl — AN S v I i 48 i O A —
AR ) FEUE L B — A SR AU AR R 576 i, 4% e S8 A R AR AN K T 81 9T S o) (L 0 o 78 i,
BHEMAR T 5 REUE 4 PRE P23=(2,2,1,1,2,0)1F Jy JE =R & X W () — > Base Choice Mt & 4.
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Table 5 Configurations for Base Choice experiment (Basic configuration B1=P23)
% 5 Base Choice it & £ (FEHERLE B1=P23)

Test No. fo f1 fz f3 f4 f5 Test No. fo f1 fz f3 f4 f5
Bl 2 2 1 1 2 0 B10 2 2 3 1 2 0
B2 0 2 1 1 2 0 B11 2 2 4 1 2 0
B3 1 2 1 1 2 0 B12 2 2 1 0 2 0
B4 3 2 1 1 2 0 B13 2 2 1 2 2 0
B5 2 0 1 1 2 0 B14 2 2 1 1 0 0
B6 2 1 1 1 2 0 B15 2 2 1 1 1 0
B7 2 3 1 1 2 0 B16 2 2 1 1 2 1
B8 2 2 0 1 2 0 B17 2 2 1 1 2 2
B9 2 2 2 1 2 0 B18 2 2 1 1 2 3

(3) e il e 4

N LV 1 2ok R CARJE AR 1 AN fo TRUR, ABtZE C i fo BOEU(E, 2L fih e S5 A5 AR P AN S,
LB R SR I T A A A 7 o IR A A B T 4L L B AL B R S0 S A T 5 R A, A
Pk A AR S /N PTG CL AR B A S R G & e FRA I OB L CL AN i sy (U, 2
CL A 4L MC &, M P 3 H 2B O B /N R L B C2 P R B i ML B A2 DL FD IR 35 6 MR sl f,
Pk th A= e o RN B C6 Oy ik IE L A e B 2 B A 2E I, 7 AR BRIz g v — 0 b e A
Z AR LA 4.3 5.

35S LR PRI T 3 B AN [ (¥ ) WL SO SR AR WL R Pairwise PR 1) S0 B 2k, 46 0 B 2 )
4757 M 3 PR FE AR L B DT S, 1T LA R G H A £ 55 A PSR AT LA AT 2 TR (R AR E A PG SR e AR I T
#k; M FH Base Choice Pt 2 [ 52 56 i 28, 1T LA Ly 1 W 8% A A e 508 A 45 ol AT X Bk 5 11 5% i, 3 i B
FAN YRR S5 AR BB AR O S AR 5 55 2 Al ARADL I A R P TR oy i 0 ) S 6 i 2 AN [l 2 b/ e vk
(FITUATC B 7E R R BN B3 A 5 AN R B 12 1 i 52 i e R AN BT A8 A 1, B 2 28 Al B0 Ay A v ek i i
LFIA WL, 11T Base Choice i & 4 HH IR ] 4 10 B AN AR K Y0 A B 5 e S5 A5 110 85 A HUARL I 7 A 9T T 3 3 P it 2
O T L Lk 37 Ak Pt R DACE AR E A P A5, T DO R Pairwise S 7 A AR S U TR T T EAT IE L0 B
Base Choice i£HEAT S8, A T E— 20 i35 RvE M g

4 FHERRHW

MR LA L 3 AR A, A THC B 500 50K, 9 M 22 SRR — [ A5 DI 3R e A il o 38, 0 il s e 1% A 1
R BN 6 PR 6°(4 MSE A SH 6 ANIUE), ERCE PL FIRATRETF 59 4 1. 55 56
S5 FORAE LR & AT R Ak

Table 6 Size of covering array generated by Pairwise configuration suite
%+ 6 21T Pairwise it B 55 A 1) 7 55 K BL

P1 p2 P3 P4 P5 P6 p7 P8 P9 P10 P11 P12
(size)  (size) (size) (size) (size) (size) (size) (size) (size) (size) (size) (size)

6° 59 44 42 42 76 62 43 42 44 42 58 43
51382 29 22 22 20 43 32 21 21 20 22 29 20
827%°52 113 72 71 73 279 129 70 73 71 73 119 71
344° 33 25 24 24 44 40 24 24 24 24 33 23

4.1 Pairwise3£if

S AE R LK 6 FIR 7,300 A 1 AR RS i 513822 KR — ARG I WA S LT AASHE
5 NUE,8 NS 3 ANHUE,2 NS 2 AN IUE. R A ] SR R AR AN L BT S0 SR AR ) 7 B AR A
W R, RN ZICE N AR A AL e 56 2R LU S 55 vl LUG A TR TC W 6 A 3 10 78 15 38 IR 52 min 2 1R
B0, AERC B P2 A1 PSR 0 RS 6% INF T AR R 0 7 o5 BB 44, )5 2 76, 25 B K.
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Table 7 Size of covering array generated by Pairwise configuration suite
=7 1217 Pairwise Fi E 5 AE ) B 56 AR A

P13 P14 P15 P16 P17 P18 P19 P20 P21 p22 P23
(size) (size) (size) (size) (size) (size) (size) (size) (size) (size) (size)

6" f 62 53 44 45 45 55 46 47 63 42
51382 f 29 27 21 21 21 28 22 23 32 19
8%7°6°52 f 120 103 75 71 78 112 75 81 125 68
34° f 36 30 f 25 25 31 28 28 37 22

B GG B RS FEGUME, DL 13 4L E (PL3) A6, X 4 ANMEI R Se 2k i E 75 35 DL
23X DL 3% o 4% BERC HE P13 KA O 76 3R, A0 HT VR R IR I S AL 3R 8 R 4 IR VAR I 11 4% i
il B A o A fy 2 18D (2, 1) 2 4 78 55, 3 P13=(3,0,0,1,1,2) 4k 55 25 Je ik FH 9], 3% . random ¢ it L3 £
—NSHUE N 1S4 %L uncovered pairs g 0 1% 2 Bt AT IE. (1 T e R AT AN S 8k
B 0 55 1A HOR UL BT A BB C0 E 2 802 0] B R 7 i 0] 12008 0.8 L 1% 2 B0 i A7 DA 32 v e P oK
X% 2 HOIEAT WA AR (7] (8 8 0 S take first, B8 55 1 MEHUR 28 1 NS HORME A 0, 580 H — 1
S BT CURIEE 1 ASS 00 0 T T (0 AR 4 28 250k, R 5 2R 2 80Ut B R 04K kR 25,48 Hh it A
11(0,0, 0,0). To B AHH 2 /b IR HRAE & A B 4l HI 9], & TGV o 07 1 A e 28 o 5 BR0VE T AN T 98 S 7 8,
ANEAT B 2 R NN T FATT AT LUt 24 % % s 4 uncovered pairs. [R] PR B take first I, A
RS R AL I8 A5 R IXAE R D08 A 23X P A SRS A B A7 A B 6 10 2 S SR AN R A TS0 TG L ) T LR A
random B¢ uncovered pairs, 5t T LA IEE G AR I B R AR DAL I I 1% s X A SRR A 38 T TR G ORI,
FH P A5 52 o IS I o B 3 6 449 3K 9 A SR [R] I A .

Table 8 Covering array for 3

®8 3MEEE

TestNo. fo fi fo f3 B
1 0 0 0 0 6
2 1 0 1 1 6
3 2 0 2 2 6
4 1 1 0 2 6
5 0 2 1 2 6
6 2 2 0 1 6
7 0 1 2 1 6
8 0 1 1 0 3
9 0 2 2 0 3
10 1 2 2 0 3
11 2 0 1 0 2

BT RILTCEA 45 RIS, TRA1E 3 B T Bl & P23(L3 6 Ak 7). AL E P23 R, A 4 M5
S S T 45 BB N R BE 26 K AT, N 64 A I B R RN 42,00 3%4° AR I R R U 22 F X —
R R S 1 R, FR A 19 P23=(2,2,1,1,2,0)3% —TC B AE K Pairwise SZE 15 3 (1 S 0T .
4.2 Base Choice3£I&

S B ik — AN EMERL B 2R 5B i Base Choice 77k R SR R AN YL SR 0 A il B 15 3R IR ) AN )
M IRATIE 1 AN Ses0 kB S HE RS B 50 4.1 b Pairwise 925673 H ISR FERL & P23=(2,2,1,1,2,0), 25
) Base Choice it # 3£ U5 5,55 58 45 5 .3 9.

i T- Base Choice it & 42 W TC B #0827 S 803 Bl T & b e AN e 3 s B I R 00 1 AR B e 5 4
HERC B 2 () AR T A SR U B, AR DR R AN AR R, FRATD 4 T A (B B M TR ) v 5038 ) — AN TR 3 AR
FRTC BN — AR X RERT AR 23 1 6 N, TR B D BN T AT 465 A% UK Fh 73,36 5 rh e B e v]
LLan F &1 4> b {B1,B2,B3,B4},{B1,B5,B6,B7},{B1,B8,89,B10,B11},{B1,B12,B13},{B1,B14,B15} 1 {B1,B186,
B17,B18}. T M 143 il RGEHOMERAER 9 vp 2 ARG P AR o SR RO AR 0 o R B B (R AR AL, DA L %
TR R A SR
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Table 9 Size of covering array generated by Base Choice configuration suite
# 9 1217 Base Choice it & 4 Bl 1) 78 o R AAE
BL B2 B3 B4 B5 B6 B7 B3 B9 BIO Bl B2 B3 B4 BI5 B BlI7 B

513527 20 21 20 19 21 20 20 21 20 20 20 29 20 20 20 20 f 21
3445 24 26 24 23 25 24 24 25 22 23 25 33 24 23 23 25 f f
6'5%4°%3%2° 33 36 34 33 37 34 33 38 33 34 39 53 34 34 34 38 f 35
6* 42 42 42 A1 44 43 42 41 41 43 41 55 43 42 43 44 f 44
8%7%6°5° 69 70 69 69 73 70 68 72 69 70 74 114 69 69 68 71 f 75

(1) FEFRXREL

BC ¥ B1,B2,B3 Fll B4 H 5248 T HEZE MIAG A B, 20 AR T 10 X+ 1 IR 5 ORI 20 ¥ .44 256 45 SR AT 4
B 2 JroR) 2o, B R R i IR R B i 3 0% 78 26 3R AR, A5 4% 2 3R 1ot 1 — A 4] e J 25 o 06 B 2k 4
A B T 6 AU (R T T A A S SRR PR U B AN TR i, 3K LI T AR PR 50 ORI 100 YR IX R ), A B 2
A LA B0 R R B0RT DLIE 22 bl /) 7 5 9 RS AEL 38 n 1) — s R S 5 RN 25 Uk AR DR A g
52450 3 1) 6'514°3%2° B2(MIF A 1 V)2 B T8 o 4 AR AL 36,B3(HEFA 5 VK) 2K A 1 78 o 4 B S 34,3k /0 T 2 4
K H B BAWEIR 20 W) FIARZ 33,0/ T LBLAEH 10 WR) A 33, 847 el A8 7 o A MUASE. A 51256 ]
CAF H 39 D0AE P 70 B mT LAAE J A 5 /N (10 78 5 3%, AE R 0 PR B 0 38— s B2 5, 7 36 3R B AN 1 R A
B2 i L8 0 R K A5 75 7 5 3 0 A BN TR DR K L 6% R I PR 1 U B R I A I 1] 0.094s,
MEER 10 VK7 55 35 10 A2 B TR) 2 1.844s. 106 T A 5256 7 1) 4 AN BA(TE IR 20 W) 2E 2 s Hh 34 fig 2 e /1y
FIA (1 78 5 3R

(2) ik HHI%E%H

B1,B5,86,B7 HtAs 7 HEZE v {3 T ) A 1 B H L IX 4 46 B sk B 4E %0 H 43 5 4 10,1,5 1 20, R FF,
1 S0 H0s T 26 B e (U B 3 o, X HLAR 25 18 T ki 51 4R 450 H o4 50 1 80 IX B R ). L X 4 4k LB
IR D0 B A AR O G R RUASE E R R T LR L, B % P46 4R 1 B H R % IR/ R R B LLSE A 4
11 6% g 51, BS (fige 0k FH 491 4 45 2 1) 28 1 78 o5 8 OBy 44, B6(f b 2 H 42 5) % 75 & MUKy 43,B1(f5i% % H 42 10)
FASEA 42 AT, [A) B AE 3 0 21— 52 R8RSk B mT RE R T i JR LA 6% R 24 3 % H oA 10 i, 2E RS
B 42U IEEH O 20 B ARATE N 42,3 cRO TR, 190 g T 90 42 25 H AR 2538 R 1 3R AR R IR G,
J B G SR B ]I B 3 2 () R DG RN 3 AT LU Y, IX 4 ANECE T 56 BT T 5T 2490 A4 i 78 26 e IS Je
NI BT(f 3 1460 H A 20).

70 [

60 65

50 — %pl1 55 — 51
— S 2 45 — sl 2

0= — 9% 3 o . %1 3

30 — il 4 — S 4

I —— 545 25 —— 5l 5

. . . . . , 15 T T T T T 1
1 5 10 20 50 100 1 5 10 20 50 80

Fig.2 Size of covering array generated by repetitions Fig.3 Size of covering array generated by candidates
2 ZAMEIR U B AT o R 3 Mk B A R A e R RIS

(3) ZHH T

fii# B1,B8,B9,B10 Fll B11l AS[r] (1) & HEHL i S HCHE /7 1 SR W, #K X J& uncovered pairs,random,density, level
F1 hybrid A2 IX SERLE R % 5 AT S0 A B 7 a6 U ] 4 R, B R B A R R 1 2 B AN s, R R
P A o R IR RS 5 4 0 B — A TC B (2 B 7 SR ) 8 AN TR B9F 9 S 481 2 e 7 5 3 1) JRASE . DT v v LU ¢
B, A S BT SRR A Y AN 36 2 BL density F1 uncovered pairs 33X 5 AN 5518 £ 43 (L b density 54— 48),
level P GEJE H random R d5 72 A LIRS T 5 1 NS 404% I uncovered pairs. JL42 24044 [ random SR 1)

© PHEBPEBRGAITT  hip:) www. jos. org. en



Kk FBERARGTRE TS FEMAL 1477

AR SR W (hybrid). A ] 4 7T L 2458 SR IR 12 BE AT+ uncovered pairs F1 random - [H].

75

65 /_

55 —— Uncovered pairs

45 / —— Random
Density

35 - - — Level

25 —— Hybrid

15 T T T T

Fig.4 Size performance of the generated covering array by factor ordering selection
Bl 4 ST & SR AR R 25 3R U ) e LR

(4) 1EHIEFE

& B1,B12 A1 B13 [H{H 1% £ 5 s AN [|] 4K Uk & uncovered pairs,random H1 density. S5 #4541 &l 5 Fras, A
Kl 5 F AT LA H random R B 72 Pairwise SEEG 25 AL IGIE T 1X — 4510 . 4 Be & HIE 4 random K, 7] A
e ILEEVE TR BE B A 2 0 5T 921 6% 4E P14=(3,1,1,0,0,0) it & T 2k R I 78 o R AR 62,55 Ah, 5 A S g
uncovered pairs F1 density 2R AH 2,35 L random R EL 4

100 //
80 .
/ —— Uncovered pairs
60 #~—— —— Random
r e g Density
40 _____/
20 T 1 — T T T 1

Fig.5 Size of the generated covering arrays by level selection
5 {HME PRI & A S A B 75 KA
(5) FFZHuk#
7ENCE B1,B14 Fl B15 F,[H 55 Bk 7 1) S 43 5 2 take first,random A1 uncovered pairs. L% 3 M &
TE2E A 1 RS TR PR BE, AT 6 RT LU 33X 3 AN SR 1 1 R Al 3 el A 2 AN K.

70 /.
60 .
50 ] —— Take first
/ — Random
40 i
_/ Uncovered pairs
30 / -
20— . T T

Fig.6 Comparison of factor ordering selection
6 [F)FSEILE R 2 S LA
(6) [P fHLF
7EMEE B1,B16,B17 1 B18 1, [A] 7+ {H 3% FE i S M A% X b random,uncovered pairs,take first,least frequently.
M HEWE A take First IS, A S0 145 B 78 o6 322 3K — SSUAE Pairwise SEB T AE G20 . 24 g A least frequently
S R &8 47 R MG LR 5 take first AHARL, 24 (H 3% 5 5 [A) )3 A 3% 5 5K % 9 (uncovered pairs, least
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frequently) 28 & INF, 55092 ] fig <3 10E N8 25 B0, 130 H 7 70 A Ik S i 4 R0 3 R0 (7] )3 R 4% 1 (uncovered
pairs,take first)Fl(uncovered pairs,least frequently)ixX#f PRl 4 & B T 95 2 (1 SR i 41 &, 38 vT DL4R 1 Pk e e A 1)
random, & 75 1% L6 5 i v 1K) R BB 0y AR , 25 R Al e oy SRR

o3 UL ELgE, mr AR IR PR TR E o 1 20,153k R IR 20 H 20,2 30HE) 7 T 1) density, {EL L 1) uncovered
pairs Fl density, [R] /7> 2 302 8 P 04T 5 SR LA [P (EL2E 8 P 1Y) random. 3 8 55 i 2 6 /> ke 53¢ o5 b o e e i
PR A 3 B SRS T 1T 1) B A BC (20,20, density,density B% uncovered pairs,—,random),E[1(3,3,2,1, —,0)f1(3,3,
2,2, -,0), HoH <= R IR AT BRI

I S0 2 X LU T IR R R 25 R L 10,56 10 Hh RT3 FI R R {ELIE B S density, [F] 7 S £k BRI ATk,
HoAth 2 HHUE ASAE, B4 (20,20,density, density, — random). 45 526 B, 244 2 £ 2 density IN,3X 3 ANFF S k%
SRS (4 i Al R BT, T LT R AE . PR 3 (%% uncovered pairs, [l 2 H0E £ S AF 3%, B 4 (20,20,
density,uncovered pairs, — random). &% J i} 7R, 75 {H 1% $ 4& uncovered pairs I, [7A] )7 2 20% £ & random 5 I I E 6%
A R /N R () 7 6 3% B I X AN B8, B ATT75 T Base Choice 525+ ) S AL Bt B 4 (20,20,uncovered pairs,
random,random), 1(3,3,2,1,0,0).

h T kP LU E XS Base Choice SE4G 45 ALK 5L, 7R 58 2 AN S8 b FRATBEHLA AN & (3,2,4,
2,0,3), 88 J5 xf & BEAT R FE 1K) Base Choice S8 15t B L C (3,3,2,2,2,2), 1% I B /42 J 8 o A UAE 10 12k e L6 10
5145 5 R BN IC B A5 i 45 BB Pairwise SIZI6 g (0 IE A HY A 4 B =

Table 10 Performance comparison of multiple configurations
F 10 A E AR T AR 1 BE EL R

Density Uncovered pairs
Random  Uncovered Take first | Random  Uncovered  Take first | FAL S5
51327 20 20 20 19 20 19 22
34° 23 23 23 22 22 22 24
6'5%4°3%2° 34 34 33 33 33 34 35
N 42 42 42 39 41 41 42
827%6°52 69 68 69 67 68 67 71

4.3 ek

T L2 2 A 55— AN AR BB SRR R T SREVEHE B v A P 3 500 AR 0 5 R RS I AN 5] 56 i, 3% L RAT] 6 LA
Pairwise 52 56 = 5 HH 1) g R C B VR D T A6 0 B A IC L vk EAT A S8 1B s2 LB C R 58 4.1 715 Pairwise 5256 H
3 AL B C=P23=(2,2,1,1,2,0), H - IC 11 i 0 1 2 4 it 2 785 22 B, FRA DK 2 JR DL R sk i — 200 e 2k
A

(1) PEFFXEL

H RS C=(2,2,1,1,2,0) FE M X BUX — Y 5K s (W EBUE, 1 BRI B 4 ASBUE 3458 55 o0 1k, A2 e M Tic
b H1=(0,2,1,1,2,0),H2=(1,2,1,1,2,0),H3=(3,2,1,1,2,0). % C FlixX 3 MU E — AT S50, 45 Wk 11 X 41
ByE ol LU 20, H3(EFR 20 7k) %505 fe 4, R e 3 % H3=(3,2,1,1,2,0)VE A A FR I 8 b ik 5 (W it & C1.

(2) ik A% H

P KRR AE C1=(3,2,1,1,2,0) H i 36 J 51 45 (% B AR, 2 IR L B H4=(3,0,1,1,2,0),H5=(3,1,1,1,2,0) #1
H6=(3,3,1,1,2,0).% C1 Flix 3 /MAC & — A HEAT LA, S50 25 B 3% 12,77 LW 2 M 82 31 He (16 3% FH 1 4 20 B 20)
i R Joe A, IR G 3 4% H6=(3,3,1,1,2,0) 4 Ay 6 32 Fi 491 4 b % 52 O T ' C2.

(3) ¥y

X C2=(3,3,1,1,2,0) 502 L 1 2 B0HE 13 1 S AR ok AR e H7=(3,3,0,1,2,0),H8=(3,3,2,1,2,0),H9=(3,3,3,
1,2,0)F1 H10=(3,3,4,1,2,0).% C2 FlixX 4 ML & — AT 9258, 45 R W3R 13,77 LA ZZ 2,48 F density SEHE X T %
AN S4B B A /N 6 AR P 4 2, DS I B B H8=(3,3,2,1,2,0) 15 A S 4k vh gk s I L C3.

(4) fHMEF
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JE A1k C3=(3,3,2,1,2,0) ' (B 3 6 O BT, AF i T 12 B H11=(3,3,2,0,2,0) 1 H12=(3,3,2,2,2,0), tL % 1X 3 M
S A5 LR 14,77 L 22 5] random 23S % 22, uncovered pairs A1 density 33X P> S0 0k g b A T AR
Jt random 4T AR Id ,uncovered pairs 4 fig Lt density 5 Ok FEAR— 8 7E S HR T AR 06 15 HH S N R 7 B 2 R,
X R BT AR A S A S 1B B C3=(3,3,2,1,2,0)4F A {E 2k B Hh vk iE I B & C4.

(5) FFrSHks

B C4=(3,3,2,1,2,0) " [F] /7 2 Bk £ 1K U, A IR A i & H13=(3,3,2,1,0,0) A1 H14=(3,3,2,1,1,0), 55 % 45
R 15, LA P S HOL B It 3 A sms, R LTk REAH AL, A3 random 255 B O BRAR PRIGREEX H13=(3,3,2,
1,0,0)1F 4y i e 3¢ st 30k 5 P TEC & C5.

(6) [P H L+

MR C5=(3,3,2,1,0,0) 1 [7 /7> (i 126 % 1) B MY, A= T B H15=(3,3,2,1,0,1),H16=(3,3,2,1,0,2) fl H17=(3,3,2,
1,0,2), 556 45 A W3R 16,06 3% L8 S g 3EAT LLAR, 7T LA %2 31 random 55 416, PR G 36 45 C5 1F Dy 12358 43 32 52 T 22 C6.

Table 11  Performance comparison of repetitions Table 12 Performance comparison of candidates
on size of the generated covering array on size of the generated covering array
FT 11 ZAEIIREE A s 55 R U F 12 Z Mok FBI A0 H A B 75 AL
1 e b PERE LR

C H1 H2 H3 C1 H4 H5 H6
513527 20 21 20 19 513%27 19 21 20 19
34° 24 26 24 23 34° 23 25 23 23
6'5'4°3%2° 34 36 34 34 6'5'4%382° 34 36 34 33
N 42 42 42 41 ¢ 42 45 42 41
827%6°5° 69 70 69 69 87%6°5° 69 75 70 68

Table 13  Performance comparison of factor ordering Table 14 Performance comparison of level ordering

selection on size of the generated covering array selection on size of the generated covering array
F 13 ZASECHE T HEE A U TR U R LR F" 14 ZAEHIEBEIRNE L A T R R R LU R
C2 H7 H8 H9 H10 C3 H11 H12
513%? 20 20 19 20 20 513%7 19 26 20
34° 23 24 22 23 24 3448 22 31 23
6'5'4%3%2° 33 38 33 33 36 6'5'4°382° 34 51 34
4 41 41 41 42 42 6* 41 52 41
827°6%52 67 71 66 67 70 827%6%52 67 105 69
Table 15 Performance comparison of factor Table 16 Performance comparison of level
tie-breaking on size of the generated covering array tie-breaking on size of the generated covering array
Fz 15 FFSHOEHEMNRILE F 16 2[RI P AE LB S w2k e o 2 M e LL s
C4 H13 H14 C5 H15 H16 H17
51357 19 19 20 513522 19 23 f 21
344° 22 22 22 34° 22 24 f 24
6543523 34 33 33 6'5%4°3%2° 33 34 f 36
4 41 39 41 6 42 42 f 43
827%625° 67 67 68 82726252 67 71 f f

WX 6 38505, A T il & C*=C6=(3,3,2,1,0,0).

H T B DR IR L R IR A A 20 SR 2 A I T A T B, AT TR Bl AL AR e — AN (2,1,3,1,1,0), [R FF 4%
DL b Sz6 5 BRUEAT 7 Lk 5256 75 W S AL e B A5 o8 (3,3,2,1,0,0). 0] 5 45 SR o, 2 M) B L E Ol BE AL &
Pairwise SZI6 P g A0 C B I, 43 500 1B AT AR [R] (0 TC 1L v S0 T 45 HA 1) 4 SR 2 — AR 1.
4.4 BGIFSRES

7 Pairwise S50 i £53 H UL E Bst1=(2,2,1,1,2,0), %4 J5 A1 5518 1 Base Choice FIE L J5 V4 B E Bstl
HEAT 4K, Base Choice XL # Bstl MH4T L4k J5 15 H e AL & Bst2=(3,3,2,1,0,0),IC 1LIyE X it & Bstl AT AL G

© HEBPERGAET hitpy/ www, jos. org. cn



1480 Journal of Software #k#F34% Vol.24, No.7, July 2013

W45 B ARG E Bst2=(3,3,2,1,0,0). 24 T fr & W 4AKC & IR [R) % Base Choice S50 AIIE 1L sl 46 I A0 45 A 275
TEAEAR LM, Bl X 43 ) b B AL A B 1 i 1 32847 Base Choice SZ46, 75 H S AR L& Bst3=(3,3,2,2,2,2), 4T 1€ 11
SEIG A5 H R UL A Bst2=(3,3,2,1,0,0), 74 1,Bst3=(3,3,2,2,2,2) &£ L. 1 f] DDA 573,
Mo TR F ol e S 50 4 3 1) Mk B L (G AT LA PIAN 5 TG UE FCAG ARk L) AT At S 41 TR i
JH B2 A5 b B8 2 S /N 1 7 75 4652) 5 AT IS0 Bk AETGMTCG J¢ DDA A LE ix Se i & 75 AT
P T AN RATT SCEFR T - LT I S A e 3 X LU G R OV VA AT S 2 R AR 17, 3 rh O ST O R AL
ok B T 3CHR[2,9-121; Bk 2% & 73 1R 45 Rk A SCRR[2], FIARMA R 78 2R 26 2 510~ 4 S s iR BT T4kt 1 e e
L&, J5 3 412 AT 5% DDA AETG FI TCG. 5 U AT SEVEAH LL, FAT] i) S 0 T T 70 2F e i R MBI 1%k e b
A9 584+ 71 (1. Bst2 LI T 0 5 B AE LU L PG AR T CAT (19 3 Bl RVA Bl ZERC B Bst2 4 5'4%3%2° 4
B2 o A 26,1075 3 AT 809 T AR B W R AL 73l /2 27,30 M1 30; A fEFLE Bst2 TN
415317229 1 j B T BN 34,1 4E 3 Fh LA HIIL N 6 R UL 4 Ik 35,41 Fil 35,
Table 17 Comparison between the prioritized configuration and the existed algorithms
F 17 mUECEA A SR
Bstl (Bst/Avg/Worst) Bst2 (Bst/Avg/Worst) DDA (Bst3) AETG TCG

3T 19/19.4/20 18/19/20 18 15 20
51382 20/20.6/21 19/20.3/22 21 19 20
6'5%45382° 34/35/36 33/34.05/37 34 34 33
5144308 27/28.2/29 26/27.6/29 27 30 30
415317929 35/36.3/38 34/34.59/36 35 41 35
7'6'514°38° 42/43/45 42/42.75/44 43 45 45
440 45/46.7/48 43/44.5/45 43 42 46

RER 17 C BB SO BB Sz L A 1 DDAAETG fl TCG &iER] LU A4: T 47 178 538 (B IR
ATy 8R 75 B30 AT B8 1t — 2D (WG AIE A 1 D0y BV 2 15 mT DUAE B8 )72 (1) 3 [l P9 PR B 1R 8 R 21X A 2R 5 i
4R E 2 K28R

N 7[RI A 1) 18, 3k AT T AL Charlie Colbourn £ 4 (¥ 78 55 3¢ 1T 3l A AR ME k£ T 50 A4Sz,
5350 ) F Bstd 1 Bst2 fic B 11 9% /0o 595K 93X 50 /N S = AR 7 05 38 A8 5 % Ml B A i e A g SR AT LA,
18 FHIH T X LS, H [ OC T IX B S I B AT 5 B DA BRSO AR T i AR I A R

Table 18 50 instances from Charlie Colbourn’s website*”
% 18 7F Charlie Colbourn ) - ¥ £ 1) 50 A sz

Cases 310 3% 3 318 30 3107 3122 31/1% 245 477
Best 14 15 18 20 21 22 23 24 26 29
Bstl 16 22 25 28 33 33 34 36 34 40
Bst2 16 20 24 26 30 31 33 34 32 39
Cases 4% 257 455 477 453 419 59 517 53 553
Best 31 35 36 37 38 41 35 42 48 49
Bstl 44 49 52 52 54 60 42 53 68 70
Bst2 42 48 50 50 52 59 40 52 66 68
Cases 577 5% 5T &2 62 672 6% 652 6102 622
Best 58 60 64 42 67 74 7 83 90 95
Bstl 82 87 89 56 83 99 111 118 124 130
Bst2 79 83 86 53 81 95 108 114 121 125
Cases 71T 720 753 780 79T 7120 g20 geo g% Rl
Best 65 87 91 105 111 123 108 120 133 148
Bstl 84 105 147 155 160 172 135 201 208 221
Bst2 81 102 144 152 156 167 131 196 201 216
Cases 97 9% 9™ 9B 197 10® 10 10 10® 10™
Best 81 148 160 182 113 136 130 202 215 216
Bstl 130 191 266 282 140 184 233 296 322 339
Bst2 124 187 259 274 134 179 228 289 315 332

N TR TAE R i P S A R X S R R B 2 5, FRATTR A A S5 Casey %Al 45 R A% AR 2
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AT b AL
ST-Case;(X)=Case;(X)/Case;(Best).

1481

X 1 LLHY Best,Bstl il Bst2.2L v, Case;(Best) &2 i A>3 7E H i Charlie Colbourn Wik b 2 4 1) e A 1)

7 i AR, Casey(Bsti) & 7 A BC . Bsti ™ 2B 1 o AL i=1 50 i=2.

B 7 SR TR ST SVELE 50 ANz Bt AE, X B 50 ANSzEE IR 17 R R T g A T, 5B
37 ANSB R 18 A 4 475 7 AN 820 %% T2 S, B o 1 B o R R A 108 453 FH 4514k ) Bstl Pl B
[ B0 B AR 135 4%, T AT Bst2 Fi & i 900 5E 7 AR 131 4% X PR 5 vk 7 AR 7 m R R S e i I A R K
A4 BT N AEAN B 7 T (49 50 AN S4BT LA H, Bst2 it B I 4T Bstd, 3X 3 ANAC B 56 S 1 500 B0k AR 1K 48

A IR O o R 1.1~1.8 1%, 2 e UL o R AR T R AL,

1.8
1.7

16}
154
1413175, NN
1315 Ve

1
12h

11

1.0

0.9 I 1 I 1 I 1

50

Fig.7 Performance of the prioritized greedy algorithm on 50 instances

7 AR TTLHIEAE 50 S R TERE

45 SRR EXRIELLR

Bryce % NGB 4 T ANOVAI ol JLF-F Sr.0o 5L AT 55 50 453 tH LR LR 4 18

(1) (HIEFSE I E T I 1, e density R iR fE;
@)

®)

FEAR I ¢ 7 %€ A 1) density KI5 N, 2 BHE 6100 1) SR KA 147 5 Wi o W0 S
E AR P A5 S R 5 Ay S I, 98 o 08 3 (0 K b 5 g 3 I 4910 4 K0 1 28R, B D AR,

ARICRF 3 PRI AL G B VT 7 2 A SR R A pl IR O D00 BV AT T A B AR L — i 4y
HEATHIETT. S 560 45 TR 2 W, AT 1) 51 56 B AR A0 A0/ AE SR AR Bryce 25 N7 H T — 35U 45 18, 191 T 98 In 06 R 7k
FOR ek F 1 G2 5 B RE 68 T 7 15 3 UG A7 ek o A6 (ELE R rh 25 1 BV ORI S5 AR T WA SR TMAE I
TEATR], =2 1 4518 M FE A AT T AN 7). Bryce 55 A S AR 2 1) #8-A R 33 50 T 46 v TR A i R R AT TR
J AR I8 6 e Ay T LR S e B AT B B L A i P49 B2 B H B Dk B G AR SO DR DGV YRR s P L 1
Y A 5o A R T AR I Gk 3R T HESE TR — AN 7 IR TR (20,20, density,uncovered pairs,random,random).

TATIA SR 45 Bryce S5 10— MM FEAEAE, £ HH T LU T 451

35 AT B U BRI Ak 328 T4 5 50 H e 6 0 8 0 ASES A LStk L [ B2 38 0 B ) j A 1 HL 243 P

(1)
A DR 2% B8 0 38— s R B I 7 6 3R B S T4 /0, DR M A I A SR IR B AE 10~20 IR, fik 3k F 481
HHOH 78 10~20 MEEA A8,

(2) ST T TR SO M AR L AR (H L density S

(3) I random HENE 45 2 HU AR I, 1L A= e 78 75 R ALK

(4) AERFEIERE random M £, {8 (3% RN ] P (7% £ 42 (uncovered pairs, take first) fl(uncovered
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pairs, least frequently)#il 21t 5 W4 A SEA B Jo v A4 i o 7.
5 RBESEE

AT HA 6 AU R 15 R AR O A HE LR AT R A A HE SRR 5 AN RS SR DU il — R B
O BEN T B PN I — SRR TE AR s 5 AR b 0 M R (101 25 7 S 5 T rhodE HH ) 4 A 1) ), FRATT BT S
BT AN AT E SO0 SVE R R 85 R H B AR AR A ST 6 BRI IS AT AR AL TG B I B0

BATAA R BT T 3 A2 5, RGEMAT FOHERE P B AN e 30 T BL R AH ELAE PO A2 h 78 76 B AUAE ) 3%
i, %) Base Choice 256 € Ll 5246 SR H T 45 7 K= vk FH 450 A0 BEATLBE VR F X P Ay v, A3 R DL 250k

(1) BVERERL R, &N TR SR AU BC 0 AR A 1 7 5 R B A B I S A A, (B R R 2 random SRR I

2 IR AR R K B 8 i 3, 24 (1 3% 4 R ) P 1 3% 4% A2 (uncovered pairs,take first) i, £ B N\ 09 96 58,

(2) SR TR b R T UL B, B AR AR B /N B ) 4 35 3%, 1) 40 (20,20, density,

uncovered pairs,random,random)#1(20,20,density,density,—,random);
(3) AR5 SE U6 b A i A S 4 0] B AL TC B AT T R, 45 R WoR, SER P R I R ARG B B e
S 30 1 %o At S 481 A0 BB AR N R ) 7 5 R

(4) SEREK R E S O 57k AETGTCG J DDA #E4T 7 bk, 45 5 o, 30 H i e i B2 A5 {3
1), 49 22 B SI A A J 1) 78 o R R B T AT S0

(5) EILXRALBEC B O S AR I W R S e U R BRI AT LA S R I A e U R TC ARG
HITE LR AR IR D00 BV 2B P 28 5 2 T LA Ry S D078 2 AR AR I b s 4Bl

AR SCIRAT 1 AR 45 AL mT DASR i g A Uy T ) i

o I ARSCRAS R SR D B AT DAE S IR R B0 (B0 BV AE SR) VA I S B T B AT A UM Tt
A7 5 R

o EBBTAE UGB KR /AN 1 SR N I R R AR SCER B IR 3 b S 0 e e 1 X G A I
AL AW S 5 A R 2 i

TEF 35 LAE D ABE R AETE )2 14 S0 FeAl b S5 SRR 50 UE 5040 I AE 280 B, H AR B4 BT LA J T

(1) 7 RS0 UL, 18 I S8 I AT IR RN PR B HE R b o3 25406 B 1% P 78 J5 KA ST B 1) 3 48 2 A~ B
RS T 200, AR BATH 220500 JLE S 2 LTSS 500 R G0 A s vk

(2)  WHF S EHE P PR IR B (1) A28 SR, I D& B A 30 233 H 481 (seed) 1 24 3R (constraints) iX 7 F 1 i ;

(3)  E—BWHIL B AT IS (1 D0 B 7 2 1R A0 AL SR AT AR 5 S B e U0 A2 < T ) 30 R B 0T SR A 1) B2
Lo BRI IE H 30 LA

(4) BB T HE R ) R AH LGB O T AR AR B Ol A R G B T B S L T R 7 o R AR
PR B B PR BT ARG A0 i (AL 28 90 AR 52 I R it

(5) WFFUAE WL & DL BRI AR E S HOA /AT IS0 T, R AR SCER ) 3 Tl Sz % 2 55 R0
D078 o6 (R AT AT S B F ST 1L . Base Choice ¥4 Pairwise 3243 i) 8 b A i Ik i) 255 36 HL 4%
PL EATTAH L 45 4 S B 355 SR B 2, TR 9 HH 205 2 O e 2800 2 O U ) S 6 e 2

Buft ARG A SCR T AR A B (18 BSOS L, D SO AR SRR B T AR AR L R
FAMSE A A H B FRATHEAT TR E NS5 DAt — P I U A S 4518 2 I JF R s
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