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Microservice Test Suite Minimization Technology Based on Logs Mining

CHEN Li-Zhe, WU Ji, YANG Hai-Yan, ZHANG Kui

(School of Computer Science and Engineering, Beihang University, Beijing 100191, China)

Abstract: In each iteration of microservice system, regression testing should be executed. A large number of repeat testing will cause
waste of resources. Therefore, it is necessary to minimize the test suite to reduce costs and to improve testing efficiency. Current test suite
minimization technologies mainly rely on system specification and architecture description as input, which is limited to the practicability
of microservice system with the characteristics of service autonomy and uncertain call relationship. Moreover, current test suite
minimization technologies rarely take the usage scenarios into consideration, and the test suite is difficult to reflect user’s concerns. This
study proposes a test suite minimization technology based on API gateway access logs mining. This technology mines frequent paths from
API gateway access logs which reflects the dynamic operation of microservice system. The relationship between frequent paths and test
cases is established to construct search graph. Then, origin test suite is minimized with heuristic search of the graph. This paper explains
the whole process of the technology. The experiments based on an integrated OA microservice system show that the scale of the test suite
is reduced by more than 40%, and its defect detection ability is reduced by no more than 10%.

Key words: microservice; software testing; test suite minimization; logs mining; API gateway layer
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Fig.2 Flow chart of user request chain generation
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Table 1 Request chains generation algorithm
F 1T RS v B A e S
5%, generateRequestChain(logs,chain).
Z:¥:logs, KISk 71 & (4t N\ );chain, 17 Sk B (i ).
1 for each (log,index)elogs do
if not chain.descendants_contain(log) then
if chain.log.service=log.service then

2
3
4 node<—new ChainNode(log)

5 generateRequestChain(log.slice_to_end(index+1),node)
6

7

8

9

chain.append_child(node)
end if
end if
end for

(4) A
E T T R SRR P B 8 K A R TS 5, A A 9 i 5 R AR Rl Rl A AR R B T I R
TEF AR R SRR A o e T I P S 4 A &5 ), £ ARG L3R 2.
Table 2 Transaction set generation algorithm
F 2 BT RIS 55 R A
& 3%, generateTransactions(node,stack,D).
Z:¥:node, i 3K BE T 5 G N);stack, 5l B AR (BTN );D, 3 45 SE ().
1 stack.append(node.id)
if node.children=& then
D.append(stack.reverse(-))

2
3
4 else then

5 for each nenode.children do
6

7

8

9

generateTransactions(n,stack,D)
end for
end if
stack.pop(-)
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Table 3 Frequent calling paths mining algorithm

R3 PEBAIZMEE

&%, mineFrequentPaths(D,m,P).

S KD, HS RN );m, o/ SCRFEE (N ) P s KR B A AR (i ).

F<«—new Frequent(m)
F1«F.construct_one_frequents(D)
k1
while Fi=d do
Fy+1<—F.construct_candidate_frequents(D,Fy,F1)
for each peFy.1 do
c«D.count(p)
if c<m then
Fy+1.remove(p)
end if
end for
k++
end while
k—
while k>0 do
for each peFy do
if not P.subpath(p) then
P.add(p)
end if
end for
K——
end while
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L v, 22 e v 0 490 7 7 O 2R 1 ek R A s — A P SR S AR R T2 4 TR 1 s 3 44

()
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P F1 322 2 7 DX A9 2 i) ) 22 S e S0 48 480 % LA e g o 1L ) 17 i)
B3, P BIHE R B G=(N,E), LN 15 mi 48 & R AEAE AN I T 51, 3 A 5 5% 2 Je o, BT a8
B AR RN SCHE B E i i R AE D91 2 ) B 20 3 B 200 1 AN I e, B0 320 9 s i 3 Ak 000k P 481 140 2
FPERALE.
AR LA 75l 2 s TP A K 491 1 2 S, LA O 3 RAS AR 49 a R b 7 0 R 55, 4 T P A
B Sa Ml Sp, tHHPIANME A A R AR d), B
d,(S,,8,) = > “lssba';'ssbalm % | @)
FeTE SC 3 Ry e vh A 9 A A e A R I S, O AR W3R A SR T B A ik P 41, A ik
BRI — B S I B R R L AT~50 34T), S R O 2 () I e PRI 2T U AT Rl
TRMEE R (5 4 47~55 10 47), 100 SR M i 20 3R (2) 3 51 379
Table 4 Searching graph generation algorithm
x4 WREEREE
E 3. generateGraph(T,G).
SR, Ml SRR AR BRI 1 B (BN ), G 8 = & G ).
for each teT do
nn<«Graph.create_node(t)

1

2

3 G.nodes.append(nn)
4 for each neG.nodes do
5

6

7

8

if n#nn then
th<—n.get_testcase(:)
de«—dj(tn,t)
e«Graph.create_edge(n,m,d)
9 G.edges.append(e)

10 end if

11 end for

12 end for

H 45 R A 1) e e Al A D00 3K P 48] ) SR R AR LA L W) 22 S K, A SR ] — T i R A5
SO B R P4 R B SVE Oy AU WL 5.
Table 5 Searching graph traversal algorithm
F 5 K FE
&% searchGraph(G,f,T)).
Z 4G AR A B (N ) f, DA DU ) 5 R B0 Clin N )T, D00 3P 481 405 R 5 (il 1)
1 ng«G.find_max_cy(-)

2 while not G=& and not f(T;) do
3 v<0, ng«—null

4 for each neG.nodes do
5 if n=ns then
6 e«G.get_edge(ns,n)
7 vte—n.c,te.d;
8 if v<vt then
9 V<—Vt, Ne<—N

10 end if

11 end if

12 end for

13 Tr.append(ns)

14 G.remove_node_with_edges(ns)
15 Ns¢—Ne

16 end while

VRN b SCRR EE B RIS ROF AR I (B8 1 AT 35 2 A7), v S w1y R B MR AU R,
A AT R IR SRERE 5530 Ja 1k (0 308 i 2 e e R (R i K 58 1 AR YT ) (58 4 47~ 1217), 985 A I
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OB IR 2T A R 3L, IR B R B VR D MY R gk A [ I R (B 13 AT~ 15 AT) A HE N £ A f
TEAPA AR E A, 5N 4 18 3 10 0l 490 4 0l A2 78 o M A 8 SR (R 4 17).
232 Z@mbvkHE

9T R AR % 3R R AT AR R P 9] S A o 2 4 T2 28Ny ) s HL R AL R 10 A U, 451
Mg A ae . WHCRBET . T R FH e A2 280 5 0 D) R 2 5 4 ST o R v, 7 44 008 S 1 23 5 1 DU 58 S R 4L
I 1% R B AR AR N R B AR S R R 2 I A A AR S S B P A R X R B AT
at PR, B 98 R AT 1R 000 3 P 481 B o 5 M 55 U G 2R 6 2007 o Dt DU P 4] B BT TR R 45 R K R LK
Ry, A7 B 491 44 i 4 v 010 2 55 VA DR AR 4R 4 Ry €75 JL I P 4910 6 v (1 e 5% 1D % AR 4 1 WU 2% 78 i v U
SR F(T) =Ry =Ry .

3 LIGIEIE

h AR AR (R AT R0 AT AR 10 2 R GEIT O R ) Bl 1EAT T 25
31 RHENAE

AR I A RGIE TR M BT FF R, A 23] 23 GOREs R L A R I 45 R G4 L1
DRt IE LR G BB ASCE . WARFEA, tREH, PIMAREHE, SRE M., 2508 Hmy e
A T b 45 T RIS 2 4 A5 1n) FL % R 8 HH 2 A B BAIBE5 T 5, T R R E G T 7 A58 O s AR AR 44 it
TR ST T RN IEAREE IR IR 55 B0 (1Y)~ AP WG H AR B0 (45) LA SR 25 0 R i 28] i 110 3000 3K FH 4910 4
D) I BB 5k () A PAT I TR () B85 50 (I AT 07 200 = A A 3 4 0l T HAH &5 5 11 77 20),
W3 6.

Table 6 Statistical data of an integrated business system
F 6 HLro S RGIT KRG

B | RS | APLRISCH & i 55 i 4] S A X

k| Mo R WG SRS AT | SRR G BB SRAT IR ()
1 34 46 394 437 225 40.41 143 65 16.52

2 53 91219 609 214 50.12 215 98 40.12

3 62 148 851 652 92 56.39 228 52 42.20
4 69 234317 683 63 57.72 232 23 42.85
5 72 419 351 711 31 58.81 232 11 42.73

6 101 912 653 1132 115 88.69 271 27 48.25

7 105 1035519 1165 47 93.21 275 13 48.91

M 6 T LA AR R 3 UGB AR AR 55 AN ] ) ) SO BB B J T AR SRS B B £ SR S EAR
F R 25 RN UK P 451 1) 80 A e s e 9 BB A 0 P ) 8 () 8, AT BT o 1 N R Kt Bt
G0, S B R B B AN A D 5 4 B 55 B RS I R B BOZ AR TR 3 B 7 11X RGN T et S5 R S T
T, 2R GEA B 3 i AN KA AT K D0 G ) BE DAR s A4S B2 X Al T — € R L KR 2 B2 6 e, il
THOINT 285 e M SR (0 SCEEVE 55 0 9 5 St — 2B N 5 7 B iR A5 B A RRE AE IR AT
RERRAKARAE B 1 LE B A7 56 TS 22 (R BRI AT 5 AR I ARAG. 5 LRI IRE, AP 194 5 2 11 A 1oy 50 R 19 o,
0 T RGAES TS5 5 T IR I P 4445 8, L 2 S AR SCH H D7 i i s A 2% F
32 LWt

N T RAEA ST I BOARE 75 BV A 8 A oK 15, 0 HLe W AP G2 8 RN 45 9 20 R 1) 5%
Wi, 5 T 350 H B R i 96 D 3R AT SR 0, B R B AT & 2R 9 0T v 4 i K P 481
B BB B AP T I R, TE PP A i A, 1 1T i Rt A TR LR A BE T R A SE R

(1) 250 1o A8 4 o 2 SR S B

A SCHRB], S 30 R TR B SR A kR Po(2y ()R B R BLAE ) iR Pi( 2 3K (4)) X A7 70 A
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He T ARG 985 DR B4 ) A 2k
( e R

o= R b
P:(_%MEWﬁmM%ﬁMﬂ%ﬁ%
| T Y T i
A28 5% (3) T 01 A A T 5 2 45 4 V58 2 24 58 (4) T 1P i T 4
0 5 R A B S 18
T WA 13 o 7 15 U T 90 0 5 e SRR A R, 50 o S B R 15— 25 i
A 223708 b AL A S0 0o 365 0 T 05088 0 2 A 20 ) B4 4 W 7,
5 2 P L 35 L), 24 7 2 U B JSE M ) 0 o B L —
G -5 A B R UGS P (3 2 47 98 3 A7) 2 A2 o BB 2 R R OO T A L 5 ST b A £
e, s A T 8 2 5 T 00 00 25 T S

Table 7 Random searching algorithm
R BEHIY R
3£, RandomSearch(T f,T,).
ZRCT 5 IR 2 G N 003 o U0 540 5 s 80 (i ) T, 00 3K 460 4 ik B i ).
1 while not f(T,) do
t«T.random_select(-)

2
3 Tr.append(t)
4 end while

j x100% (3)

jxlOO@b (4)

WELIRANE.

S1. 129 K(L<k<<6)%& 11 API M ¢ 2 H il ¢, SRAF B IR 2 4R Anid ) FPy

S2. K S k+1 F IR 81 43 A v R0 P 451 40 R e 00 4B 4, R SE AR T AR K AR s ), A
ARG S kAL 1 58 A AH ), 57 384 0032 F 5 000 A 58 k+1 S AR B 28 5 48 27 A i 0 3k 451

S3. T S1 R A B AR HE T S2 Fp I FH DA P A9 B AT 400 U, R 4 vk A i SR S2
PR 38 0 481 4 B 9 P 0 5 kL SR A el O A 4 T

S4. RHBHUIEREANT S2 A H A ISR 0 5 3047 40 9, 1K 46 ok (R SR F 1 B 55 S2 110 37 348
T 56 A 1 A 28 k+1 6 50 Ll A R H 1 48 T3

S5. S HRIIARIC TGV Ty B T, FIBRBE R IR, V5L 19 Pe B Py, 28 S5 AT X LG 3T

S6. Gl 4 ya a0 F R AT IR ), o S 481 4 S A TR TR R G g AR AR AR R Ty i R
I i) S8, 30 v 24 T 000 5 D 960 4 i e K 4D TR 25

(2) SE% 2: AP 5C JZ H 75 RUASE S 208 Dk 55 TR 11 53 i) S 56

S7. IEIE T R AP MOCE H TS SR E B A4 bRt N FPo;

S8. BT FP(LI<k<ST)%FEH 7 40 ISR ) S 80 AT 408, 2 5ol 45 21 7 A4 pd Ja i) 41 4 ;

S9. TR e 4 e i M A 1R P R0 Py 23 BT APL G 2 I A5 BB T 408 9585 A 10 52 1

33 XREREHM

(1) SE36 1 45 B 5 00

FRP 56 1 AL AR 450 55 1 #6~58 6 5810 AP M2 H AR R g8 B S 28 2 38~55 7 #0038 F 491
R, R G e v AR RS AR 028 R B SR BRI LA B T AE & IR0 P A Pyl rp S 4R T #H G
HHE W3R 8, 51 4 T AH G HHE W3R 9. IR B G vl S 50 1% AR AE A Ty Job 5 00 BeF ) 48, v B A 8 Ok DR AR I 4%
i7 ALFLES . 32GB T CentOS7.6 A R 48, M1 < $ ¥ .3 10.

© P EBEABRFUFET  hitpa/ www. jos. org. cn



W24 AT 8 EIEE GRS 0K E %R AR 2739

Table 8 Statistical data of Ty in the experiment 1

&8 LI 1R T M HE

B i 55 sk i 4] S A X
U | GRS BB Pe(%)  Pi(%)  BUTITAON) | BN EIR BREEEL Pe(%)  Pi(%)  HUTINTE(N)
2 385 199 3678  7.00 32.26 115 93 4651  5.10 21.60
3 373 89 4279 3.26 32.75 80 49 64.91  5.76 16.23
4 418 63 38.79  0.00 34.09 79 23 65.94  0.00 15.87
5 439 31 38.25  0.00 35.52 78 11 66.37  0.00 15.12
6 726 114 3586  0.86 56.79 65 27 76.01  0.00 12.75
7 632 47 4575 0.00 51.03 63 13 77.09 _ 0.00 12.13

Table 9 Statistical data of T, in the experiment 1

FzO I 1P Ty AR EU

LA 5 55 ik it 2] S 0 X
O | MEHBIE  BEEE Po(%)  Pi%)  PUTHRI() | BB SRR Pe(%)  Pi(%)  PUATRERI()
2 341 151 4400 29.44 29.31 132 66 38.60 32.65 24.32
3 294 59 54.91 35.87 26.93 94 34 58.77  34.61 19.78
4 336 37 50.80  41.26 28.72 92 11 60.34  52.17 19.13
5 312 14 56.12  54.84 27.97 94 3 59.48  72.72 20.12
6 765 76 32.42 3391 58.46 103 19 61.99  29.63 22.33
7 683 29 4137 3829 53.25 86 6 68.73  53.85 16.43

Table 10 Time expenses in T, generation and the time saved using test suite minimization
F 10 Ty 2B ek PR £ Ik ] S 60 00 000k P 461 4 i 5 4 48 PR I 1)

A To e P i ) e 1A T 444 DA 81 i I T A B I 1)

o v H A2 W55 AR | i it A A (1 : 0 ity 21 i : 0
IR B 15 (1) SERTE (1) () Je 25 AR |23 H (%) SR F 7 (%)
2 0.0112 0.001 1 0.000 9 17.86 35.63 15.80 39.38
3 0.0335 0.001 6 0.001 3 23.64 41.92 22.42 53.12
4 0.092 7 0.001 6 0.001 3 23.63 40.93 23.72 55.35
5 0.176 1 0.001 6 0.001 3 23.29 39.60 22.61 52.91
6 0.385 4 0.002 1 0.0013 31.90 35.96 25.92 53.72
7 0.919 6 0.002 1 0.0013 42.18 45.25 32.48 66.40

M 8 FIF O FH IR K mT LA -9 ol 00X PR 9] 4 O A A3 AL 75 i 1 DU KD 2 1 T 0 9 4 it 1P 481 4
FT RS, X Gt B A UL RE 0 PR SR %A 22 53t 0 1 LU B A 77 i D 981 £ 2R 3 ) s P T Py 222 1 1k
Pk P, b Pe T LA 2 1 A B 3 T Py S LA 2k Bl 18] 4 s,

M3 H AT LA AN ST Y (10 004X P 491 0 0 B A g e T AL R P 00 P 481 4 el AR S K W i 2
R A8 £ A 338 v 20 IR HRAT BT s 180 A 3, O HL A R T K S50 24,4 40% Je A [R] N R W] T AERlUIR 55 &
G55 B Al TR R T, 28 AN IR 55 T AR S A7 A0 22 5 N 4 i T BE LIS R BOR G R K 1 2 & T, 19
BB R IR I FIRE P A2 T WS R B el 8 21 45 /0 309 LA 590 2 76 7 484 9003 P 491 26 2 B, L e o B i ) 52
S WA BR335SR IR £ 8 28, Tl e 55 A £ e 55 UK AN e 7 50 25 R A T S A ey o 7 ot T
O, 53 D2 3 S AN 2 e B AR T ) 156 . S ARRT (1, 8 T A SO H B3 A 44 gl 1 D00 X P 9 4R 15 T (K0 B A BILRE
I ARBE BN ARG, BN AN T 100/; 0 2 £ 57 385 01 491 50 2 Ik, AR G 24 25 DA 00 P 49 48 10 ke B i L g
733X EIE N N Ty A8 A2 DB o A U K [RLIN,— JF 25 18 T AR G Sk b A7 1 A 9 FH P s A 6, AT £ B 17 43
KT TR I 55 U P B A28 12 16 00 X P 7], 3K 8 e 420 SIALL - vl 2 e mp R, 5 SR 2 P A 3 S8 i BBk
T A R0 P 9 ) o A DX P 451 e A DI RE 3 11 D iR B DA SR

TE LA 10 Fodhs T &R AR RS2 T Ty 2 RS R A I TRD T AN I 1 /NI, 328 32 /0N 30 X P70 4 9 s 5 4 R
1], 1 AR S 8 5 AR A I 56 P S 28 7 75 4 0 g 1R £ 498 P [ B, A S BT 4 5 AR 1R I 1) 43 2 4R v 7 T
A FEIRIR TS L 7 PR H S 290 I TRDAH A, T v oA A i 22 9 1 3 B I A QS 2 e
HHAEA H SRSt 2 T D g Sk iy
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Fig.3 P, comparison line chart of two test suites
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Fig.4 P; comparison line chart of two test suites

K4 pam gt BIAE R PodS B a2k I

JIAN T 2 B 5 3 RARAN Ty M T AR BL T 38R B, 1 AE D 0 M AR SO SR B 1R N TR,
TATSH 2 % B 3 REIBAND Ty A0 T 28U PR o B AT 8 A LA R B 0 AT 7 At 8 AR 3 49 R SRS s SR ke B

EHEEN
R 12.
M 11 FIE 12 G- B Ao AT LU AT B H Ty REIL T At P S A ) DL F IR i B dt O ) 0 B 3 B
BOREL BB T T 758 ARG B3 A B X 1 — 20 U B T A SO 3R BORTE DR B W 491 5 B afe B
() fE ) B0 AN R 2 2 M T (1 BE LA 2R B TR B, Ty 36t s e 8 0l 12 P i P 4910 S e 5 P38 1A 0,56
WX LB B 2 AT 78 H A& P R S I R AR /S T 300 R )b 5% B, A I S R AR 2, T LA 2 B ) K
FE 18] 8 326 7 8 B A O FR0 U B 481, %o Gl s % B 1R e EAT R A

Table 11  Statistical data of defects found and missed in the second and third rounds by T,

PEEE L B ) A i S 0 R I P ) 1 SO P (ML 2 (L)) P BB AT T G b AR 11

R W25, B3R T KIUMBR B E SLZETT
AR 4T I 55 900 X i 21 3 0 X
X | S B vE R @I SCRRCPISE | Sl M e I SO
, | CEH| 2 4 1249 06521 1 21 4 24 06453
ik | o 0 2 13 0.000 0 0 0 0 5 0.000 0
. | CEA[ 0 8L 46 12 0.6324 o 18 19 12 06236
ik | 0 0 0 3 0.000 0 0 0 0 3 0.000 0
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Table 12  Statistical data of defects found and missed in the second and third rounds by T,
R 12 28 5 34 T RDUANIER I KB s DL ge it

N P e 55 ik S 24 3 00 3

e | U [Hd Rk W KRRV | Bam R R B R

) oA | 1 45 89 16 0.583 7 1 18 27 20 0.6108
iR 1 19 37 6 0.660 8 0 9 14 9 0.615 6

3 2xRM | o 21 29 9 0.551 2 0 13 10 11 0.593 6
s 0 10 17 6 0.720 1 0 5 9 4 0.576 3

(2) 256 2 85 R 570 hr
AR S B 2 FORd e 4240 2R 7 B TR AP ISR 2 H S S5 13 S5 1 PO 6 48 HS I s 4 21, 20 B T 28

Table 13  Statistical data in the experiment 2
£ 13 9 2 AU K

H ORI K & i 55 Sy 2 3 P X

IEAHE IR Ao W GRS Po(%)  Pi(%) | IBAHIGIEL  SREGEL  Pe(%)  Pi(%)
1 46 394 487 34 58.20  27.65 132 9 52.00 30.77
2 91219 434 35 62.74  25.53 84 11 69.45 15.38
3 148 851 446 39 61.71  17.02 83 1 69.81  15.38
4 234 317 439 39 62.31  17.02 78 1 71.64 1538
5 419 351 414 43 64.46  8.51 69 1 7453  15.38
6 912 653 632 47 4575  0.00 63 13 77.09  0.00
7 1035519 589 47 49.44  0.00 60 13 78.18  0.00

M 13 A (K B AT LA H - RS RUASEGE I X P 91 P AR 24 R S R e s 5 B ) AT S i, ) 7 R AR
R 7 i A, U 81 SR 4 R B e T e T A AP S J2% A R 4 8 ) B A B A DL C 2
(K3 BUR P 4 5 22 0 BU0G SCRE S D O (K0 B P 9 e (B k7 17 SR 2, DA Jt e s g P I 11 £ B B B K A A
R E AR IR A 1] £
3.4 LWER
LR LA SR SR AT LR 458,
(1) ARSTHE A P9 455 9 A RE % 4 DU X P 4510 RS 40% LA b, L SR B 5 20 b, L e o B g
ST ol 2% rE PR A o R ) PR BT R R

(2)  ARSCHE AR P 451 24 ik A T 0k P 8 3 0 o R L RE 0 1) Bt i AN 3L 10%, HL 36t s 1) sk s 2 22
I A AE H RS A R LR A B 55 |5

() ASCER W AU B AR B Z APL )2 H SRR S0, H RS BOOK 74 o 4, Bk I 461
RGO LT

U0 Y AR 2 I H SR A B, R AR Rl AN R U & A BRI 95 R4 T P T
J& T RESEIE.

4 BEST—FHIME

ATCHR T — R T APL K2 HS 24 BRI 55 28 S8 M SR i D BOR PR AR IR T %R I AE S
AUREAS L BRI I 0 1L 52900 AT R HEAT T B0E SR A BRI 55 2 GE LM S8R Hl B A 0 N AR S,
MR AP G2 H A28 AR 55 S e T 5% 3%, A1 DA D00 P 481 44 ok ) A0 90 35 P TRl 95 A 8 TR S R A8
ARFZ 0 02 B A A G B S S T I 55 s AR AT 0 A0 P 45 4 0 P A v 1 55 D e B
DR 37 55 O 25 A P 3 5%, — e R PR R 7 B AR B B T 7 il 1R U £ ) R e 2 4 IR T
LR F Y B A YRR P S, T T T 0L RES 1 Sl A 4 g I kD 481 4.

MEARVE I A L% 18, T SR T R W 3 Ny i 1 T A
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Jei R P 1) S AN i b B AR 32 LAl 55 0 Y 5 2 £ e 8, S5 36 v e Al e 0 PR OB 86 00 P 481 9
XA VAT IT H S 220 5 iU 55 AR G A2 22 18] ) 50 A% 1k M0 A H S 224041 0 225 D 3R 0
I TR ) AT IR

(2) AT LI H S FZ I B TE A1 1 3 B 5 5 A B i A A i A A PN 78, A S o 2 T I A

S R KT SRR FRA DA 45 1 1 e o RS2 T VA O A SO 3R BOR T BRI B A2 4
KRS CARBE, Uz . 2 A BE S T BORTERE;
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