BAF2£R ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn
Journal of Software,2022,33(9):3407-3421 [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.006291] http://www.jos.org.cn
O R RR B A BT T TR Tel: +86-10-62562563

DFSampling: —F## &7 77 15 SRV L K 5 TR ER
heE", TE. ER, gz’

'AERURHE R 2 TGS TR B, JE5T 100083)
YRR E R S (T E RS SRS, A 100190)
AL L WL AT, JEaT 100876)

WG E#: PVE %, E-mail: casun@ustb.edu.cn

O KR AT AR A R R T RO — A AR T RUE 9 SR MK ik, T2 A TR
MR )R 69 ot B AR BAR G A Bok. HF R KRG EFARFHEFN RO RAET &, B —HRER
ST 48549 T FoH 4 7 % (DFSampling), 33t 7 B & RALN, A F X 40 0 #f AL B AR 5 K T o512 Bdn by
TRAME AR (PAMR) #A4T T it KA ZBAFT 697 X 3F4E T DFSampling 694 24, 14 7 DFSampling 5
MALAIER AR, PAMR H AR 69K 204, 3045 R K W) DFSampling 2 —FF 4 2069 T 400 ) Rk, 35 7 T F 0K
EOE &

SR SR, R SRR, KA FALA R %

FELEST S TP311

rpacH | AR ANESZ, TUB, X, B =%, DFSampling: — RS G M1 5 5 1028 S 440K 3 S . B02441, 2022, 33(9):
3407-3421. http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/6291.htm

5| A% Sun CA, Wei XJ, Liu ZX, Gong YZ. DFSampling: Mutant Reduction Technique Guided by Data Flow Analysis. Ruan
Jian Xue Bao/Journal of Software, 2022, 33(9): 3407-3421 (in Chinese). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/6291.htm

DFSampling: Mutant Reduction Technique Guided by Data Flow Analysis
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Abstract: Software testing is a commonly used software quality assurance technique. Mutation testing is a fault-based software testing
technique that is widely applied to evaluate the sufficiency of test suites and the effectiveness of software testing techniques. However, the
cost of mutation testing is extremely high due to the large number of mutants. This study proposes a mutant reduction technique,
DFSampling, guided by data flow analysis and designs three heuristic rules. The random selection technique and the path-aware mutant
reduction technique (PAMR) are improved in line with these rules. An empirical study is conducted to evaluate the effectiveness of
DFSampling and compare DFSampling with the random selection technique and the PAMR technique in terms of effectiveness. The
experimental results show that DFSampling is an effective mutant reduction strategy, which can increase the efficiency of mutation testing.

Key words: software testing; mutation testing; data-flow analysis; mutant reduction; random selection strategy
A S5 AR o A A A VR 1), 2 B SRS, AR A DR ORI A8 S B, Sk i A

PRSI A S, LRI RS Py A S A R 1 5 2R 0 SR o 5 RN — B3, WA AR O AE; 0, A2 A4
B WRIE. TR R IE R S AR B b 4 A S A IO B0 1 LA B AR S A5 20 A RAR 453 AN A2 TR

» FEETH: MR ARREEES (61872039); H FERFF Bt AT 78 BT TSN URE S [ 58 3 05 S2 30 % F804S (SYSKF1803); H e s 26 A
BHIL 45 3 5 10 (FRF-GF-19-019B).
ORI ] : 2020-08-28; 48 XU ] : 2020-10-28, 2020-12-02; 5K JH I []: 2020-12-18; jos 74k Hi R H]: 2022-07-15

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn


mailto:casun@ustb.edu.cn
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/6291.htm
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/6291.htm
mailto:casun@ustb.edu.cn
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/6291.htm
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/6291.htm
mailto:jos@iscas.ac.cn
https://doi.org/10.13328/j.cnki.jos.006291
http://www.jos.org.cn

3408 HAFFIR 2022 FF 33 5% 9 &

GURIEESR, TR I R 91, T A AR ALk B IE AR 5459 4 .

A2 S AT A AN R S R i U S (1 78 20 . WA, A S B R AT S (s T e . A
T, R PP BRI, A2 S A A RO R AR A, i B KR IR I TR RIS 5T, SRR, A S o] o AR A 50
BRIV ST T 28 tH I T DR RO A B, AT TR S5 A RS ) 5 oA S AT 1 D T8 A8 S5 UK A T
kB, (1) 22 5 MBS ) 7 vk IR/ A2 53 AT B0 A FE DA AR 5 DR, B 5 P A AL S AR B MLk
PO PR A U2 AR AR U AR S AR v VAR Iy B o AR A AR
T EEAT IR A2 e A TR B, WA g2 2 S D PR I ) 55 B0 (2) s A2 S5 AT vk AR R 22 5 AR AT I 1)
() £ AR A AR S AR, = B2 VAT AR SRR I AR Ak B2 AR A ARG 20 AT AT AR S A 204 ey
TR0 AR S PR R R AT A AR Il A S I PR I ) O .3 A SR8 A T i 880 28t 1 A SR ik

ASTC MRy Bt i 2 BT 160 40 JEE Hh R 0 S5 PAORS B i R ol o P v 110 2 B e 0008 A1 21 5 S A P TR L,
FHNE A, (7] 72 10 5 SR S A A P A S A IR ARG A AE 5 SRIBeNE . FLAARTOR, X 2R i v 1 5, 72 v 3 X
RGN IROAZSEARTR A 5 AR, AE v A ARSI IR S AR R A T 2 A 2 BE 52 BRI, T3 o 20 2 5
IRIECR AT RS . — MR, IR AR v IR SRR SR AR A ) 38 22— BITRT, AT s B AR 5
PRI BCRORS fi]. 3 BOR, SRR h A7 AR 2 A (K< SC-(E IS0t I, W] REAF AR L2 (1 58 AR S AR A H
AR AR, AT DU B RS ] A2 7 A B, Dy b, AR SCHR Y — Pl i 70 M4 3 (122 AR RS T B0R DFSampling.
DFSampling 1 5670712 b A2 88 (<58 SC-A3 FH >0, R0 AR R KD 5 SRR S AT A AR S A% A% a2 LA
AR TRTREIN), B0 B3 A N2 1422 5 4. DF Sampling 5 AN 520 22 7 Gk (¥ e beAS D0 E 75 (T $ 1, S DA e (KON RS
], e AR AR AR

AL 1A AR SRR ] BOR T3 KA R A 55 2 SRk T Bl i /B 042 5 AR 8 8 BR DFSampling,
BREHEAS I B KSR SERRR DL TT Rl 58 3 1R LI 5T 77 VAl DFSampling 47 24
PESHOR; fen B 43

1 #8xIfE

AR SR VZ T e PR A P AT A 78 3 7, 5 BN ke s e i 4] . SR T A S Ak A
UK, 3 B0UR 5 IR TSR RGO P ST AR, BFFEN B R ] AU AR S R ) T ST OF A L 5w AR Sk ok
TP T RKERIBEFE TAE.

AT [ 169 63 FERFE ST T 28 S AR 167 7575 Acree A1 Budd® ™4 i AT 45 2% 5344 h B Lage 6 — 2 L 491 11 2%
P, AR HH SR AR ST SRIEA T IR, R A BN LIEH30. Mathur 25 A BB T A [F [ 78 57 1A BEATLIE 26 EL 1,
WFFE T AN EL AT BEALE PEAZ S R0 A e, SE 45 AR W BEHLLE 3 10% 2257 P I Ry ads 1 000 il 51 SR 1) 78 20
P b 9T A 5 AR A 38 1 UK 81 441K 16%. Zhang %5 APPSR I B0 RF S VP 17 9250 %0 5 AR PP MRS X T 456 A S
DU FT A FRAE (R R SR04 AR W], R e A sl A A5 A A S A K 8 T, 6 8 1 A S A R g e i, (LB
AR S A LD IR EER 78 23 AR S 4343 (#1110 90%-99%), 4 FE e (1 AT AT AR AT RO E I, 6148
WHCR A E,, PR E, (b R e /NT 1),

Papadakis 45 A P2 — ol AR S 57 () T 04 40 R A S 43 S0 05 145, H JGURE P () 99 48 S 0 X i R £ S
FEF 1A 53 SO o ). ZEBEHER T, Gong % N P RE— B4 T 61 Iy (ROC R AR S (AoRS Ty BoAR, 388 3 237 T
X AR S 53 S IR i T D UM A8 5 03 S 2 TR IR R 3R, SR AN o DI St 00 SO L PR 2 S A A D 22 S A1 SRt AT
AR5 . S 45 SRR WIZ B REAT ok > A2 S R KR, (B AE UM AR 57 23 SCIRI R L5 R 5 T S TN T BRI [h)
T4,

Sun 45 N PR ke T B AR I (AL SRS TR B R, 7R R S A0 0 W IR A L B0 T 36 TR AR S AR
PRIEFE R A AR, 33 T J3 A KR AN TR IR DI S 4, 38 T 72 S AR i SHEmes. S 45 SRAR W T B AR I 1R 22
SRS AT AR AT R A 38 AR AR A5 23 IO 00 1 38 e A2 S AL R, i ELAE 8 B ) B L9 (2 A T3, IR
JEAIE 21 (072 S AR ] SHE s LU B LE 9% SRS B e 28
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V78 S MAORS T B R 25 B M BB AL 5% A 5 a2 2 45 TRl 40 AR 1 A 58, R S ARG 1] SR mes, IR0 25 RN TR
AR R A AE PR B U 20 SR S . AR SCH HH — AR T H R A R AR AR TR BOR, 578 7 % 18 T AR
A e A IR P R 1) 5 SO A 2 D (RO 3R, A8 PR AR P 5 A 40 T 10 g 0 o 2 S A e R 78 43 P VA TR VR .
TE T 2T H0E o A7 AR e Ao T, 70 I AT T AR S A AT RG 1T, AN T 7E AN 5 | N R S Ik [R) T435 11 2 At
AR SRR A
2 HI\RA RSN TRMAEE AR DFSampling

T R AR R, A SR — A T b H 5 7 S AR TR DFSampling. 45715 /48 DFSampling
SEARTFHE, R NS 59, B g Pl — M IR VR AR A
2.1 HRBL

YEAN28 DFSampling 2§, FATE 67490 B it 20 A1 %o A48 e A I 1 e . 1 1 7R — NGRS LR R
A (BESEAR). o, A Ak my 524K my 430 [ — AR5 temp {52 SUAR AR S A FH AR Ak, AR Ak my AR
1 my 53 A AR 5y 15 R e A A8 AR e k. FEM R IR IR TE LT, AT ISR temp HB & y
Ak ) AR A TR 16T

Lintf() { 1.int f () { 1.int f() { I.intf() { 1.int f() {
2. .. 2. .. .. 2. .. 2. ..
3. temp=x; 3. temp=(++x); 3. temp=x; 3. temp=x; 3. temp=x;
4. x=y; 4. x=y; 4. x=y; 4. x=y; 4. x=y;
g. y=temp; 5. y=temp; 5. y=(++temp); g y=temp; g y=temp;
7. =254l 5 by 7. y=2%x+1; 7. y=2%x+1; 7. P2 > b, 7. pE2REL b,
8. [if (y<0) 8. if (y<0) 8. if (y<0) 8. [if (y<0) 8. [if (y<0)
o L=y [P 9. y=y; 9. y=y; 9. V= by 9. L= > b2
10[z=Tog 0); |- b5 10. z=log (»); 10. z=log (»); 10[z=log (v); }> b, 10.[z=log (++y);|> b4
11.} LR 11.} 11.} 11.
(a) ke (b) m, (c) m, (d) my (e) my

B wHEhblssl

T4 & temp 5, MK 1(a) 7T LAE L, 2t temp 1F temp=x 415 5E X, £ y=temp KAAT . A8 temp FF N
17 X A4 5 A AR A il an B 1(b) B 1(c) TR, 285 temp (578 A4 my Absg SUE IR def (temp, 3), 57
SR my A PE I use (temp, 5), A RAK m) 5748 54k my ATEF—ANEEAY (B8 3-517) . my T temp 152
N AZFAREE M (def, temp, 3), MFEFFIRGS I HERE W2 AL temp AN 1, I temp AR ik sE & 762
S AT R y EIN 1. my JBT temp WA AR RAREE M (use, temp, 5), 3T FEFIREHI AR 228 temp FIZZ & p
AN 1.t TARAEAE R temp (<€ X-AEF>%) du (temp, 3, 5), FAANZE 4K my 5 my SFEFE 5 4T IR S28 A
BL, #E HEAT AR S IR ) 3 B e — AN R T

BTy T E, WE 1A LUEH, By 7R 5 my B XL def (v, 7), TE28 544 my A0 2 HA R
use (v, 10). my J& T2 5 y I8 LK M (def, y, 7), WMARFIRES M E AT x. y PESE, Wit y 1A
use (y, 10) ¥ R mLREEIH 10 17, (R E z ER SR, my JB TR y (04 22 R4 M (use, y, 10), X2
FPRAS WAL yy z MMESCE. msy R my 53 38 T AR by 1 by, B by 2 by MRS (b, 1 H %
PORIEREL by, by (W E BN by). T AHAEASH y HI<E XAEFH>XE du (v, 7, 10), ms Fl my SFEFAESR 10 17
IR AS SR AR, ZE AT AR S IR I g 8 L Fp — AN RITAT. py b ] L, A5 () <5 S-S FH > 560 5 e Lt B 1) 245 S Ak )
For I 45 A, B T AR AL T — A Aok 17 1) T B
22 HXEX

T BORE T 73 BT HR 43 A v] LA BN [R) AR 8 (f < AT >R AH R, 553X o8 fAH DG IR AR SRR G 55 e X
AR SRR G4 AR AR, s AR S A AR S G s S R PO

TE X 1. 58 BSR4 58 (AR f v 46 m AR BT du (v, m) HATAR 5, AL RN R AR R O R i v 21
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) m AEI5E B SAK, WCAE M (def, v, m).

TN 2 AT AR AR 6 T4 AR v 78 n AT FHTE ) du (v, n) BATAE 5, A2 KA SR RR D AR & v (6T
1) n AEIRAE AR S AR, 1A M (use, v, n).
2.3 FIIAHESRR

AR SR B R BT S IS SRS T R DFSampling, 41 2 Frors. B 56 xR P AT B i 4 4,
I AR BIRE P AR v (K< SCAE X, 80 <v, m, n>; AR B TR0 MT 45 XTI UR AR AR & P<v, m, n>
BEAT 3 AT, 23 A BIAL & v (e AR AR M (def, v, m) SATTIAL A M (use, v, n); HCHEHEHS 738 53 AA0RG AU, of
TE B SAREES M (def, v, m) 51 AL SEARSE S M (use, v, n) BEATAZ SRR 1], 45 2511 )5 (028 SAREE S P'<v, m, n>.
FORTENR A4 T _EAE RS 5 1A RS P<v, m, n>HEAT 28 S0, ASHEF HY, DFSampling 3 33 2057 7>
HTHR A S AR IR PR, T ook A S A B i, 4 v A S AR R

DFSampling $ R
WA | |(X) I —
—P 2 < A > R
— PR <v, m, n> ; %ﬁﬁ‘%*ﬁ
—
R BRUER |— g _
P
ek VAR 4
: P<v, m, n>
gl v v
<> v mm 00
= < ERIH (€ mlm 0O
- TN RS AR RS
P'<v, m, n> M (def; v, m) M (use, v, n)

K 2 DFSampling FEA G K
2.4 TRAKEEHN

PP 07 B A AR 52 5, 0 B, B4 2 M 3R SRR 2 2 B v F A< XA
=%, WAE<v, m, n>. 45 v & SUGHATH, WA e SO Ak M (def, v, m) 225315 0] m BT 1041 « R RES
A AR SRR M (use, v, n) IR ER] n BT, BN M (use, v, n) i /2 WIETESAE. 25 ¢ BEWEAE m BUT)E M (def; v,
m) PR TSR T P IR, W ¢ WREREAE n AT S M (use, v, n) AR T JRART P IR, B M (use,
v, n) A B S, B —ANRIE 0 AR AR M (def, v, m) BRI IR 3 5 T BE R EAE F A8 44 M (use, v, n).
PR G R 00 8 07 T8, 5 SR SR AR M (def, v, m) S5 [R] TAEH AE FAR M(use, v, n). 2GR SHIR 2 BRIN, 0L €
AR SFAR, AN ZEFEAL A S . BE T B 3 A 415 3 R AR S AORS B R 0 5 S

RN 1 (R)). & v < XA H>XF<v, m, n>, # m € Block;/\n € Block;, H. Block; 3R (i=1, 2,
3, .., kS m A BN 58 SR S Ak M(def, v, m).

RN 2 (R,). A58 v [—AN<E X F>X<v, m, n>, 45 mEBlock,-/\nEBlockj, A, Block; FEARL, 1%
FLal ey —; Block; HFEARB (1=1,2,3,...,j=1,2,3, ... Hi#), m H Block; = NextBlock'(Block;), WL m
A B 5E SR S M (def;, v, m). 3% T, Block; = NextBlock (Block;) %75 Block; /& Block; [¥) 455 ] $ Wi e, B
Block; YT J5— € XPAT Block;, H. Block; FIBITAE S 3L Block; AT

KEEHN 3 (Ry). A2 v (19— A<z AL >t <v, m, n>, #7 (m € Block;)/\ (n € Block;), Y11, Block; Jj 3 A B
BEPEPEAAIR I —; Block; FEAYR (i=1, 2,3, ..., j=1, 2,3, ... H.i#)), H. Block;= NextBlock(UpperBlock(Block;)),
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ML m Ab A T 8 X AZ 4K M (def, v, m). X H., Block, =UpperBlock(Block;), k=1, 2, 3, ... H. k#i, &7~ Block, 3
Block; {1 _FJZ Yk, Bl Block, AT RTRE5 /L Block; 3147, H. Block; 4T Ji Block, k&30 AT

TR TR0 () ER AR W ) 3 . PRGN 1R, AR v 1A R X<y, m, n>, #5E SE
s<v, m>5 A s<v, n> )8 T [F— AN AR Block,, WIEFRTE T s<v, m>4b A8 T4k M (def, v, m); 5§ 1K 18 L)
20, AR v AN AR <v, m, n>, 4558 XiFi ) s<v, m>J& T3¢ Block;, (£ 111 s<v, n>J@ THAR Block;,
H. Block; A3 Block; If) AR B RIEIESR, WXL FE 1) s<v, m>Ab AL 54K M (def, v, m); X TR TRIRLIN 3 17 5, A2
v (A58 SUE TR <v, m, n>, #5538 XAt s<v, m>Jg T8 Block,, {61 s<v, n>J@ TFEALR Block;, HI Block;
5T Block,, Block; A Block, WWNiiHE, WIE TR G) s<v, m>Ab 128 4K M(def, v, m).

Block, Block,
</ >s<v, m>-—>SE', M (def, v, m) Block; oo

FEABL Block, I <I>s<v,m>»aa M (def, v, m)
</>s<v, m>——bgg M (def, v, m) ¢

: A Block; A Block

D> s <y, P B2 M (us 25 ock;

<> s<vn oe M (use, v, n) D5 <v, > B8 M (use, v, n) &eDs <v, — B M (use, v, n)

KRN 1 (R) FETE 2 (R,) FE TR 3 (R)

B3 AR ARSI 7R R

2.5 EEWR

B v o i 4e 5 1A A RS T B2 R DFSampling FIHAT I FR i85 1 Fos. & 28 20 A A e vh & A2 5 1) 58
X ATHER] du (v, 51, 5,), SREVE R v (& LB M (def, v, s)) FEHE R M (use, v, s,), AW E L
PEL BT AR A0 5 PR PR by LLRAE IV (BT AE T 1) s, TR RIRE P IR by X T IZPIDNAE ARSI S M (def, v,
s1) K M (use, v, s5), {RIGHI R ~Ry Z:BRANH 2R )28 S 44, 13 B T8 J5 1AL SRS B M oy — My HLARSR D AR
AT 6-7 WA A2 Ry HIZR SR AR & ARAEAT 8—15 AR 2 R, 7R AR SR G ARASAT 1627 WEEST & Ry AR5+
REES; Bon WNRIR IS AREE S Moy — Mg, 4% I8 — 52 LR BEA L BCE 728 S AR R [

&% 1. DFSampling 515

Input: M:{ml’ my, }’ B={b17 b2= }9 DU={dM(V1, S115 S21)s du(V29 S12 S22)5 }: ratioE(O, 100)’
OUtPUt: Mre:{mrela My, - }

PROCEDURE

1. Initialize M,,, M,, to an empty set

2. for each du (v, s, s,) of vin DU do

3. M(def,v, s))—du (v, s, s)

M (use, v, s;))—du (v, s1, 55)

bi—s, b—s,

if (b; == b)) && (type(b;) == BasicBlock) then
M, =M, ;.U M(use, v, s,)

else if (type(b;) == BasicBlock) && (b;<* b)) then
do

10. if (b;== NextBlock" (b,)) then

11. M, =M, U M(use, v, s,)

12. break

e T A
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13. end if
14. b; = NextBlock" (b;)
15. while (b;<" b))

16. else if (type(b;) == BasicBlock) && (b;<* b;)) then

17. do

18. b, = UpperBlock(b,)

19. do

20. if (b; == NextBlock(by)) then

21. M, =M, U M(use, v, s,)
22. break

23. end if

24. b, = NextBlock(by)

25. while (b, <" b))

26. b; = UpperBlock(b;)

27. while (b;<* b))
28. endif
29. end for

30. Randomly take ratio percent of mutant from M,;—

31. return M,,

MMSE to M}’E

2.6 FERG

AR AR BIRE T (W 4 BioR) T a2 e pors () LI i B

255.
256.
269.
270.
271.
272.
273.
274.
275.
382.
383.
384.
385.
386.
387.
388.
389.

makeres=makesub (arg, 0, "\0', sub);
return (makeres>0);

while ((>offset)) {
i {

if (c==pat [i])
Sag=1;

i=pffset; b
else

i=i—1:}

— b

return flag;

b,

[label=j+1;

> b,

while ((!done) && (>=offset)) {
k=amatch (lin, i, pat, j+patsize (pat, j)),
if ((k>=0))
done=1;
else
i=i—1;}

—> b,

offset=k+label,

b;

K4 B

XL 4 481 P73 S A T P R T R0 U P e R 2
R,. makeres EFL PP ) —ANE 5, <makeres, 255, 256> makeres fl—/N<xE X - H>Xt, #&f) 255 FliEf)
256 J& TR —ANFEAKR by, WL RN 1. PRI PR ) 255 AL R A AR Ak
R,. label ZFEFH — N8, <label, 382, 389> 32 label [1)— <& X - HI>%F, 156 382 J& TILAR bs, )
389 JB TIEALL by, HAFGHI by 72 bs MR, b, & be HINTEEEL, W) by 2k bs (R B2, 35 2 L0 2. B ik

PAETEA] 382 Ab R 2E R AR 544,
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R;. flag RPN —ANR R, <flag, 271, 275> 2 flag (N—A<3E CAF >, 164 271 J& THEAS by, H LJE
PR by, i00) 275 J@ TEEARYL by, H by & by IR, 362 RN 3. BRIUEREAETE ) 271 AbR AR 7R S 4.

3 SKROIFME

AT R ST 7 I E 5 VA DFSampling BOA 147 M54 Rk
3.1 WE[ER
ARSI 10 AN SEGIREFAE AWFTON S, [ DFSampling $ A S35 15 BEALZE PSR . JE TR A7 0 10 40 5
ARG a7 SR EAT X L. JErh, B AL 36 SR A — i L2 14 3% e A A s AR 5 B A R 0 ) A e A s ] S )i
TR H 108 S A S
ARSI VAR E MBS a3 AN ) AL
(1) BRI BT T 1028 J A0S i R DFSampling /& 5 A 472
BB R AT SR 9T, B6AE DFSampling £ AT 471
(2) LS BENLERE SFNE A LL, DFSampling $ A& A A7 34 ?
FESEHERE T 143 508 ] DFSampling BiA 5 BEALERE RN, b6 P62 IR A 2R R 454 5 AT I [
(3) HEET AR BN AR ARG 7 SEmg (PAMR) #H LY, DFSampling $A & A5 884534 ?
IEHL PAMR S 3E4T SEIRF 9T 5 56t b, LLBGAIE DFSampling $5 A 43 2.
3.2 ST
A A5 PSRRI A S A AR A R B AS PPt 8 0, 3K (1) s
My
My — M.,
b, MS AR AR5y, My R SRS S AABURE, M, SN A S AR, My, RSB AR e e, H M <M,—
M,,.
T VPSR S AR TR o) A AR N 136 ) PR SR 0, A SR P A %o 788 S5 45 7 8 S [ 28 S5 K T S s [ 2. sz
o S R — R 1R S AN AR RS M P I B — AN TR Miciecteds TEIEZE 519553 BEIL 3] 100% 19003 FH 451
8 TCyueored- TERTFMES M FHATMRABIEE TCyurecieq FEHAE T4, XFEMIAS A D FR AN AL T 1595 A
XA A i, A AR TR Mgoeioa BRAT 8K, 78 ARG ] SRS (K1 A0 SRR AT, AR A v in A 5K (2) Toms:
MSMS! = % x 100% )

Horpr, MSMST AR SRR AR AL SR MSt 7578 SARIERU LN r I (RAR ST AR 515345, My IR 14 TCyrectea TE
MTETA AR RS M EFTREIAR AR, M O SR i, B MM

A S WA PAAT I ) MLST FH Sk A AN ) A S A s ] SR s 1) i e, E0 95 70 e A 38 6 I8 1] MSS 578 57 i ig
AT IS IR) MSR. SE6 oy, VF 5B AN 52 50 56 G A6 AN [R] A 57 A4 34 B EL A9 AN ()R 17 S0 s 1) $AAT 1) 1) MST. A2 7 3
AT IS 1) MST F T, 38 7 742 53 W3R 140 F ) FF 5 20>, 2 S A s 17 S s 28 SR 7. A% S5 R AT I 1 2 24 58 (3)
P

MS =

% 100% )]

MST = MSS+MSR 3)

Ferh, AR ARG PRI [A] MSS Fi5 (00 A28 5 BT A S0 F22 B LA 6 15 3@ 20 5 A BT PRI 1) A 57 ks
AT 6] MSR Fig 1A 4 INAR 7 IR T i 210 45 TR0 S Bsae A 1 R e 65 (14 6F 1]

DFSampling 38 2 i 52 9K 7 LI 52 PR 57 (ARG fa], ISR < OR B AR S AL < 70 1 38 5 4K 1) SR

X T4 58 I IR 22 5 A 4R 15, DFSampling A fif i (K22 57 1 B2 15 0 1) 22 S A B3R ATDGE [ € 1) A2 LR 1,

L SRR PEAN [ A5 1R AR S A 4R 5 JEAT X LE 9256, DFSampling 126 HUIK A2 S A58 5 (¥ Bl 5 BAT U7 vk (BEALIE H%

PAMR) 1 HR 73 5 (A 46 5 (K B A — 20, BOR 1S90 (9 22 P 1E. D4 Bk, A SCKE DFSampling £ N T IUA 5

1%, LA DFSapmling N i J5 AN AR 7 G511 (0 A0 622 57349 70, 36 3IE DF Sampling 78 22 53 460K fi] J5 1 194
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R

AN TFL R 7 LA R 1 S it R

1. DFSampling +3 R 5 BEALL £ S0 bE S48 i i

(1) BEALIZE B R0 S0 R

© MR R AeA M P BENUE I E & Lol - 178 R e & MR

@ (FH MRAETRAEIR A BI4E T FHATE T MR, 7380 R8P0 %78 R AR LE A MR MR B4 TR,

O M TR ZSARES M EHATERIAR, 15 240 B 7455 MSE.

(2) DFSampling 246 i F2

© WA SRS M P RENUEEE & Lot r AR ARG MR

@ {{i ] DFSampling % A% MR HEATAS SRR i, 13 208 AR5 & MP

@ MARBLEFEM AL 5 A4S & AP 783 2 DFSampling HOR AR (140, 24748 ARG EL Bl 5% I, MR
WAL 95% AT S ARLE & h BEHL S B0 2 DFSampling FEA IR FAK), B2 MP 1728 AR50 15 MR A8 54k
Hom—E;

@ {FR MPAEMR IR T EPATZ SRR, 19880278 e AR & MP (IR FABIEE TP

® M TP AT Z R M EHAT 7R, 1584 B 5155 MSP.

2. DFSampling £ A5 PAMR S5} Lk 5256 7 A

(1) PAMR S5 A2

O MFTEZESAASES M P PAMR e R E R 2 La Bl » AR SRS MP

@ 1 M? AEMRRABIAE T EHATZFNAR, 15 28R 0ZZ T AHES ME IR BILET?

@ WH TP ET B R REES M EPAT R R, 15 2IH AR 155 MST.

(2) DFSampling 5246 i F2

O W AR SARSES M P PAMR SRS LB e LU r (AR AR EE G MP

@ {{iH DFSampling % A%} MP BEATAS SRR 1], 13 218 AR5 & MP

@ MARBEFEMIAS 5 A4S & D 780 22 DFSampling HOR AR (4140, 24748 S ARG B EL Bl 5% I, MR
ML 95% AR S AREEA H ik 3% 2 PAMR 5 DFSampling AR AL 44), H 3 MP 1174 55468085 MP 11748
SR

@ {FR MPAEMR IR T EPAT SR, 19880 %78 e R 426 MP (IR A B4R TP

® R TP AT A Z R R M EHATZ RN, 15340 B 51555 MSP.

WeAbh, K T SRS 45 R AT AR, RSO SRR T ST 30 UK, AT R S A RAE B AL A 2.

ASCAFFH— HME C TR KBTS0 PEAL, SN S EEAAE BnR 1 s, Hoh 7 AR 4 e 111
TR P teas R BT L0145 2% 45 TR MI 4% 22 45 ; schedule F1 schedule2 FEFE AT 56 20 15 #%; tot_info A2 /54T WHEE
F i N Bs A I FE {5 L print_tokens A print_tokens2 F2 /7 & 1AL 0 HT 2% replace F /37 5¢ i 2 UG e F B . 75
Ab 3 ANFRIT S N RN T minmax B2 3R I — 2080 1) B OK (B R B /ME; bubble B2 2 B HET HIES
nextdate F2J7H TIHE T — R HAR B . RIEH 4 51, Hph i 1 FIRIRSI AT R AAHR, 285 2 510 S8 SR
FREGIIATEL, 58 3 51K S AT Gt AR S A (¥ B, e J— 470 A A3 4] 40 11 RIAE.
3.3 XMERE55H
3.3.1 DFSampling £ K 5 KA L% EE S Xt bk

Pl 5 24 DFSampling AR 5 MBS T 10 2152565560 G 0N AR e 43 40 5 s be. A il LU H, 76T
B IEHL LB, DFSampling [FAHX A8 51970 4E 60% S LA b Szt Grb s T BEALE B s, BAkvisk, 2k bl
i 1% W), DFSampling [FAHX 48 5459 75 1= T BEHLIE £E R0 98 Ik ML EL B 2% 3%+ 5% I, DFSampling [4H
AR FAFIIAE 90% LA b SEIGXE b m T REA L $E NS 2448 5 B HL LAl 4% 10% I, DFSampling A% AL 53
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FHIIAE 80% (K5I G e i F BEMLL $E SR . b 45 SRR W, AEEAT 22 ORE R I, DFSamling £ A U BALIZE$E
M LA S R T 8O, RV IE A I+ LE A9 4% S A4 e, DF Sampling 556 A 8 B 28 S (A8 & LA 5 47 1 e e A 1)
fiEJ).

zl
i

R1OEERNEAER

SR 5 (N EZy AR AR E R MRS RS T
print _tokens 343 3746 4130
print_tokens2 355 3601 4115

replace 513 7797 5542

schedule 296 1548 2 650

schedule2 263 2089 2710

tcas 137 2019 1052

tot_info 281 3695 1608
minmax 33 253 60
bubble 24 311 75
nextdate 83 692 377

10

SN G

20 10

5 4 3 2 1
AR AR IR LB (%)

@z Random<DFSampling & Random=DFSampling

= Random>DFSampling

50

5 DFSampling 5 B AL 55 S W AH A8 4590 % L

# 2 B 45T DFSampling £ 5 BHLE R E A R AL AR L] (1% 2%+ 3% 4% 5% 10%-. 20%-
50% Fi1 80%) NAH AL 4G5 Lo Ase 4l . L, Dok s F R A [ AR A B LG A8, AH 28 S A5 43 R e v A i 2R
BRI v o DR B R I (. I BT LA I, DFSampling [ %48 54545 ELBMLLE 36 SFEms 3 v T ik
4.61%, H. DFSampling {15735 HIX 28 574540 5 T BUA LG 50, L3R 45 & W], DFSampling A L WL £ 5
FAT ST (788 AR TR AR

6 4 DFSampling $7 A 5 BEALIZE B S0 AN 7] 28 3 A B LU A7) AT I D) L 46 1. o, B AR AR A 10 415K
Bt %, GARKR A AT IS IA]. N BT LLE Y, DFSampling 948 5 0058 $AT I8 17) 5 BE WL B s g, A
DFSampling 13353047 15 18] B BER LI B S 982> 0.77%. ik &k R W], A TR 1%k % 5%, DFSampling £ AR
FEBAT TN B TT 4.

3.3.2 DFSampling ;KL PAMR 5%} b

7 4 PAMR il 5 DFSampling $iARTE 10 41 5E 50X 5 L AR AR 52 43 4 5 Leis . A R a] LU HE,
DFSampling (WX AE 7453 73 75 60% M LA SEH6 % bai T PAMR. BARSR U, i L1 h 2%, 3% 5%
10% I}, DFSampling 7. 90% SE3axf % b AR A8 534543 5 T PAMR; 241 H ELA5) 0 4% I, DFSamling 7 80% 5
nt % AR AR 15 T PAMR; 43k H L]l 20%. 50%-. 80% I, DFSamling 7 70% 2465 % b AR
243 E T PAMR. _FIR 45 R F W], DFSampling FiA L PAMR 560 FL A7 S8 345 Ty 0051, 38 ABOAH 1) Lk A5 ) 28 S
A}, DFSampling $3% A% WU ZE 5 R4 A FLAT S AT R OB A U 76 ).

# 3 K457 DFSampling HiAR 5 PAMR HegAS [ AR S A4 BG4 AH R AR 545 03 B Ase 4 1. b, ok i
RN FAR SRR I LGN, AR 45 43 (e i B i . ARAR SR DU R S R WP, AR LG H,
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5 PAMR KBS A LG, DFSampling AHXTAS 5345 73 $¢ 7y T i35 4.8%, H DFSampling B P ARN A4S 549 70 i T
PAMR. [it&t K], DFSampling t PAMR H.A7 54T A8 S 4408 R s .

%2 DFSampling L5 FEALIEFE NS AN [ 1 HX LB 1 AR AR 743 20 0 EE (%)

AR AR I LA 80% 50% 20%
SHGR 5 Random DFSampling #2/#%  Random DFSampling ###%  Random DFSampling &%
schedule 99.93 99.96 0.03 99.65 99.70 0.05 98.67 98.85 0.18
schedule2 99.99 99.99 0.00 99.81 99.86 0.05 99.49 99.58 0.09
tcas 99.83 99.85 0.02 99.27 99.34 0.07 98.28 98.20 -0.08
tot_info 100.00 100.00 0.00 99.92 99.94 0.02 99.64 99.69 0.05
print_tokens 99.98 99.98 0.00 99.92 99.92 -0.01 99.69 99.68 0.00
print_tokens2 99.96 99.97 0.01 99.91 99.91 0.00 99.79 99.77 -0.02
replace 99.96 99.97 0.01 99.77 99.79 0.01 99.37 99.40 0.03
bubble 99.68 99.73 0.05 99.66 99.69 0.03 99.04 99.21 0.18
minmax 99.86 99.92 0.06 99.23 99.31 0.08 98.32 98.74 0.42
nextdate 99.65 99.70 0.04 99.15 99.13 -0.02 96.85 96.77 -0.08
TIME 99.88 99.91 0.02 99.63 99.66 0.03 98.91 98.99 0.08
A2 S AAIEI EE B 10% 5% 4%
SEIG TS Random DFSampling FER Random  DFSampling R Random DFSampling R
schedule 97.94 97.90 -0.05 95.90 96.05 0.16 94.86 95.06 0.22
schedule2 97.95 98.14 0.19 95.58 95.78 0.21 95.95 95.57 -0.39
tcas 96.01 96.84 0.86 94.46 94.48 0.03 93.08 93.66 0.62
tot_info 99.42 99.44 0.03 98.99 98.89 -0.10 98.46 98.81 0.36
print_tokens 99.19 99.19 0.00 98.83 98.94 0.11 97.85 97.95 0.10
print_tokens2 99.54 99.56 0.02 98.63 98.70 0.08 98.81 99.01 0.20
replace 98.58 98.62 0.04 97.72 97.89 0.17 97.04 97.41 0.38
bubble 98.30 98.39 0.10 97.33 97.75 0.43 98.41 98.23 -0.18
minmax 95.38 96.56 1.24 90.71 93.32 2.88 91.19 91.94 0.82
nextdate 94.49 94.94 0.48 87.05 90.43 3.88 81.37 84.88 432
FYIAE 97.68 97.96 0.28 95.52 96.22 0.74 94.70 95.25 0.58
AR AR REEY LA 3% 2% 1%
SRR S Random DFSampling #2/%  Random DFSampling ##*%  Random DFSampling 2%
schedule 94.27 94.60 0.36 93.10 93.46 0.39 90.87 92.06 1.32
schedule2 95.59 95.67 0.08 94.35 94.08 -0.29 91.84 91.96 0.13
tcas 89.84 90.26 0.47 87.64 87.70 0.06 80.86 80.95 0.11
tot_info 98.29 98.42 0.13 97.55 97.72 0.18 95.44 96.30 0.90
print_tokens 97.14 97.30 0.16 96.29 96.50 0.22 92.64 93.60 1.04
print_tokens2 98.35 98.49 0.14 96.93 97.46 0.55 93.46 94.24 0.83
replace 96.55 96.62 0.08 94.65 95.04 0.41 91.94 92.16 0.23
bubble 97.36 97.54 0.18 97.12 97.49 0.38 96.51 96.78 0.28
minmax 92.83 92.47 -0.38 88.10 88.68 0.65 85.40 86.01 0.72
nextdate 75.98 79.49 4.61 67.67 69.36 2.51 50.92 53.09 4.24
SEEME 93.62 94.09 0.50 91.34 91.75 0.45 86.99 87.71 0.83

i EHR IO, W3R 2 538 3 Pior, nextdate R/ AEIEHCLEGI 2 10% AR ARG AR 5459 73 B AR PP IRAR 2.
JCJSUIA R R - S L 73T nextdate B2 (K45 KRS AL AL, %R 7 AP AE 2 N IEFE 90 32 (switch). X T8 27332
W RIIRR PR U, — NI B A REAE e FL b — 45 20 52, 45 08 LRAR I (0 — DR AR AR 1, FLlk s A1) vl REAL
FEANIR IRE T 73 52, BEAT o 520 SRR 930 6 JE i o HEAh Py 2352, AEBEAT AR S AORE TR I, A 2R 2 58473 52
AR AR B A, W REARPERS ()5 1022 52 AR 4R 45 (K K 49

B IRMEAR A% S P AR S AR, 3 BURDG
AR AR I B 472 S AOKS () BB BB IR, ARG 22 5745 20 U SR T e
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HPATHAL. W H AT LUE i, DFSampling H AR 10 215256 6 % 14748 5 AT 1 1] 5 PAMR 3R

WAL, FLAREE T PAMR 360, DFSampling ‘PR30 17 I 1034 1 0.39%. b ik 45 4 11, DFSampling A 5]

™

7]
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PAMR:
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(2) DFSampling A I 7] 745 15 BEALIE SR ME . PAMR RIS T (W I 1R TS 56 A A0 2. B3R, SBELE
ISR AH LG, DFSampling £ A2 (0] A5 52 T 0.77%; 5 PAMR SER&AH EE, DFSampling $AY- 25 I8 0] 74 54

HBT 0.39%. Bk, DFSampling £ ATESE =i SEATIGE ) AT T & A 51N IT 2 (I ) AR

(3) DFSampling £ A AT EAAEANSE AR T 5 AN 2 25 B ARG AR 545 20 IO D0 T, S R0 0 22 S (ARG 1.
PIEAERNR B I 52 BRI 1, DLSEHERE i ] DFSampling £7A.

# 3 DFSampling 55 PAMR SEM& AN [F] L HL L5 F AHXS A2 57453 0T EE (%)

AR A HL LA 80% 50% 20%
SRR PAMR DFSampling #2/%  PAMR DFSampling #&m%  PAMR DFSampling &%
schedule 99.90 99.91 0.01 99.50 99.57 0.07 96.18 95.87 -0.32
schedule2 97.92 97.92 0.00 97.83 98.05 0.23 95.31 95.25 -0.07
tcas 99.96 99.97 0.01 88.99 89.18 0.21 79.05 79.39 0.43
tot_info 99.70 99.68 -0.02 99.04 99.22 0.18 96.97 98.29 1.36
print_tokens 99.86 99.81 -0.05 98.24 98.65 0.42 95.84 96.02 0.18
print_tokens2 99.73 99.78 0.05 99.39 99.57 0.18 99.53 99.55 0.03
replace 99.48 99.54 0.06 98.83 98.99 0.16 98.57 98.74 0.17
bubble 99.61 99.65 0.03 99.65 99.71 0.06 97.94 98.20 0.26
minmax 100.00 100.00 0.00 99.76 99.68 -0.08 97.87 97.15 -0.73
nextdate 99.55 99.71 0.16 98.64 98.61 -0.03 82.17 83.25 1.32
TFEIME 99.57 99.60 0.03 97.99 98.12 0.14 93.94 94.17 0.24
AR AR B LA 10% 5% 4%
S5 PAMR DFSampling ##%  PAMR DFSampling #¢/&%  PAMR DFSampling #H%
schedule 95.50 95.61 0.12 92.62 92.66 0.05 91.49 92.48 1.09
schedule2 93.07 93.37 0.32 92.36 92.41 0.06 89.24 90.02 0.88
tcas 73.64 74.41 1.04 64.95 65.27 0.50 63.01 63.42 0.64
tot_info 95.86 96.41 0.57 92.99 93.96 1.04 92.89 92.93 0.05
print_tokens 91.08 91.99 1.00 81.88 85.81 4.80 81.23 82.15 1.13
print_tokens2 98.52 98.16 -0.36 97.53 96.69 -0.86 96.68 96.85 0.18
replace 97.65 97.98 0.34 96.21 96.97 0.79 96.01 96.56 0.57
bubble 96.69 97.97 1.33 97.40 97.81 0.43 97.27 96.66 -0.63
minmax 93.75 95.81 2.19 94.23 94.90 0.71 93.68 93.68 0.00
nextdate 78.71 79.61 1.14 41.17 41.46 0.70 40.53 41.73 2.96
SEE 78.71 79.61 1.14 85.13 85.79 0.78 84.20 84.65 0.53
AR AR I LA 3% 2% 1%
SRR B PAMR DFSampling #%f %  PAMR DFSampling #%#%  PAMR DFSampling #&5%
schedule 89.99 90.63 0.71 84.03 81.25 -3.31 81.85 83.62 2.15
schedule2 86.13 86.25 0.14 86.60 85.86 —0.85 85.73 86.53 0.93
tcas 60.60 61.06 0.77 60.33 58.31 -3.35 45.79 45.78 -0.02
tot_info 92.29 90.49 -1.95 91.93 93.35 1.55 90.51 91.06 0.61
print_tokens 80.35 81.80 0.57 78.50 80.63 2.70 78.38 78.09 -0.37
print_tokens2 95.36 95.43 0.07 90.92 93.16 2.46 90.67 90.78 0.12
replace 95.35 95.74 0.41 94.88 94.97 0.09 92.14 92.26 0.13
bubble 96.56 97.68 1.17 96.40 97.40 1.03 96.05 97.01 1.00
minmax 93.24 93.99 0.81 88.54 89.21 0.76 89.64 91.15 1.68
nextdate 31.79 32.30 1.59 31.82 32.14 1.00 32.28 33.45 3.63
T 78.71 79.61 1.14 80.39 80.63 0.29 78.30 78.97 0.85
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= PAMR o DFSampling = PAMR o DFSampling = PAMR o DFSampling
(1) 80% (2) 50% (3)20%

= PAMR o DFSampling = PAMR o DFSampling s PAMR o DFSampling
(4) 10% 5) 5% (6) 4%

2445.1
22559

= PAMR o DFSampling = PAMR o DFSampling = PAMR o DFSampling
(7)3% (8)2% 9) 1%

8 DFSampling 5 PAMR s AT I i) % b

4 RESRE

AT INEHE o M K0 A PR A, B P B U 20 A i S (K22 5 MAORS ) S DFSampling. MFEFy A2 B
<R SCAE > e, 78907 FEAS R AR A 2 B0 A (X RO T 20 AR (R 5, 5 A2 5 AR R 15 73 o o SR ek 5 A T
SR, RE SCT BT ECs T BT IR R s, 45 T T O U 23 A 1R AR S ARG T S SR IR BIE T R4S T
DFSampling SRR W ATVE S A2, I 93555 BEHLIE FE SRS . kT BR AR A7 57 AR TRl SRS EAT X LE. 45 R 3R
W], DFSampling $EA AT LAAEASE IR T8 HLAS 50 2 S 00 e BeeAS B BE 0 PR I 00, S DI 8P A2 5 (ARG 1T,
ENIE R Sl vy E S

A PRHER IR Hh B AL AR AR S A 7 (A= 22 (RO 5 80, TS DFSampling BOARAE SABSERYRE > (K H
USRI TR0 e Py R A PR B A S ARG T 1.
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