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Mutation Testing Based on Statistical Dominance Analysis
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Abstract: The high cost resulting from a large number of mutants hinders mutation testing in practical application. In order to greatly
reduce mutants under weak mutation testing, a new approach to reducing mutants based on statistical dominance analysis is presented. In
the proposed approach, mutant branches are first constructed by combining statements before and after mutation, and a new program is
formed by integrating all mutant branches into the original program. Furthermore, the dominance relations among mutant branches in the
new program are determined by statistical information of coverage after executing test cases. Finally, the non-dominated mutant branches
are obtained corresponding to the mutants after reduction. The proposed approach is applied to test eight programs, and the experimental
results demonstrate that it can reduce 90% mutants on average, therefore greatly improve the efficiency of mutation testing.

Key words: software testing; mutation testing; mutant reduction; dominance relation; statistical dominance analysis
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AR FATHRIT SR, EF 0K 2505

PR — Bl B I B IR AR S 3 AN ETEHRT (1) KRR P REAT AR BN AR B, A R R Ol A
AR JEURE P FIAS A I (832 AR B BB 0 A8 S 5 75(2) 3 T 40 5 s I 49 42, 23 T AAT JRURR I R0 A8 Ak
IR AR S AR PAT 25 AN [F) T BR824 S A4 B 3 085 (3) 1 A48 249 43 (mutation score, B AR FEAR 744 o
A T SR BEAS AR IR B 43 LS TR B0 078 S A Ry S 0 AR S A9, R I 5 S AT VR

AR S AR LA A (9 5 3 Al B U R LA 6 3 N S5 1) o 0 O 2 (07 8 L A AR s 1 e L o
B33 0 A8 S5 Al B AR KRR BE I 0 I A 2 o 11 B S e 4 A S 0 R T o A B 3 4 A Sl o, VP A4 R 253 U
T FH 1) B 14 5 26 5 LAt 45 A 00 DT, 5 R 2 S 0 o DU 4 300 S, 491 42 L AT T 1 Sl B A 0 e ),
TF 7 45 SR 32 W1 728 SR A A Iz e S0 3R 4970 4 11 5K o e o A 00 e 9 100, i 5 78 i AR (B A0 B 2 . 4 S0
i all-uses 25)55 IR FH 51 e o A 00 i 98 AR i Ry B R P10,

A AR 0 AT AT M T R P AR U M AT (9 FR ) IR 1 (competent programmer hypothesis, i
CPH)! VR 2 & %803 A 1% (coupling effect hypothesis, fii B CEH)!'SL.CPH AN AT IO FE I 03T e 1R i
8 P AT, DR s R o (1 0 B A AT B 1) T il (3, 9 T LU s 67 S 1) 8 VR B A 1E.CEH I\ b 52 % e b4 e
BT 3 2 2 i O, DRI i A I ) T A 1 S Sl s 1 00 5 491 Bt e B A 8 445 K 22 B0 5 A4 BB .CPHL AT
CEH 7748 Sl b 132 I 7T, CEH T J2 45 31 78 43 (1) B A8 10 B R S B6 064U S 7180 44 g — B oA 2 i il g ik, 4%
S AR, L ECA S A PR IE 5 R AR 5 Lt LU FH T S B B R e L,

S o 14D 9P 5 R AR B2 2% 1 ) A R 4% A 20 T o G e T AR S () 7 R T S i
ARSI N 2 BUR S AR B 2RI IR T SR IE I B AR S BT 5 TR 497t B 2 B a1 B, e K
PR A8 S A e Y 2 T 0 T AR S I ) A, DA T A 77 8 S 1 280 . DAL b, SR P 5 3 11 S0 s 92> A e A 1) 40
KA B TR S IR AR R AT B — S (AR AR ) VR P AR AT 7 VR L BT AE SR R A
T iE—2R .

AR SCHR A 55 732 e W0 ) 48 R TG v 0 2 A 0 A e A A0 1T U s % 1 S A T 9 A e R Ak
JEAR PRI 3 B2 IR DU S A b B S5 (28 57 0% SRR R R GE L J7 VR 2 BT 78 53 3003 S 22 TR R AR G 2R S
Wl oy AR 57 43 S S N 1) A S A gl e T AT TR 110 AR S AR N A O 43 S St N 1) AR S AR U 4 7 S (R AR
A 35 T I A SO H T g A AR A B 20 TR I Y R 4.8 A LB 1) AR e A 4 R AR I T R T VA R R
I FEE 240 16 A S A0, AT 88 1 A S T B 25 %6

ASCE 1 SRR A S ST TAEFIAS ST S S AL T4 R VAR 58 2 79 PR 48 I DL R, L 45 95 4% 53
WEAEAR . GEvh S B A B DL R A S AR A TR B 7 R B 3 T LR TR SO VE I R B R e, AT S A
Iy M7 R, TE A 4 W R S A S IR ER S SR AN AR

1 HxIE

FEAG AR S A — BRI 9T A R R, 3 FH 7 02 ek 2 A S A 50 i R 5 99 4% S K RIS AT AR A ot
A0 VR AH O 3 B AT Bl T B AC AR S AN AT B B 3 AN Jy T B0 AT PR AT 98 A, I 51 N A SR A
1) 7.

1.1 BERKNE

AR 2 (AR S A A 5 ) A S U 25k 2 ) T D R R kb, i A 258 it sl /0 AR S A i, 1l R AH S F IR
FHHLZ . Acree H Budd Wit BlHLLE P2 FLGI 1A S AR BRAT 28 S A, 15 U8 Hh i R 28 S 3 S AR 2324,
Mathur 58 N7E 10%~40% 1Al A5G Fl N, L 5% 11 54 2% SR He 490 %65 48 S5 I 78 40 B 11853 i, 485 S B0 Bt il
RELG A (9815, 28 545 43 A 2 B0,

Mathur %} #% A48 R F AT 4041, RILAZ 557 F ASR(array reference for scalar variable replacement)fll
SVR(scalar variable replacement)/™ 4= 30%~40% 172 53 44, D] bt g 180487 793X Y 8 A8 57 B 48 HA I 6 8 53 Ik
JriEPO Offutt S5 A0S 00 &5 TR W B 4 & 7 R T IO 2 8 A UL B R B AT Offutt 25 A
T 28 AN 7% 4% 4% 2R AR A 1) 20 A1 1 D0, R VAN DR B ABS(absolute value insertion)3 5 2848 7 51 1, e %
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SR v AR S R A 2 .

5 3R A S R LR T EANR A2 Jia S5 AR 08 R AR5 T8 K8 2 A 2 5 AR AL £ jl— A B 285
P(high order mutant, i FK HOM)L i By 2 5 P 055 22 ANk B, T A0 — 0 B £ 72 Sk A A — i A2 5
(first order mutant,fij A FOM). B 2 57 VAN (3 At i 19 S B 80P o 10 52 i ik B, 10 5% 0ol /2 S A 1) 50 01,
Polo 4 NI /42 i — B 722 5 A AR 17 240 S0% 1K) 42 S Bl B AR, I 4 45 5 i 10 42 S i 7 7 P2,

SHRE I 1 7 VA B8 05 A7 20 b i 2> A S5 A B, O AR 0 R A S A 7 G B2 AEL RS B A 24 ] 2 (1) 488 e 2%
SRR T 53 B 52 S WY S8 10 5 0. DRT S et <3 52 o 1 17 P R b RS 98 AROKE o 4 e A1 v 2 5949 1 [ Il A
1 AR AR 2 i A B A S A TR BE 2 — P A S R B (E 2 B A 5 A B DR B, B A 25
JE 52Tt
12 BFTRMIK

SRS 10 T 7 00 23 5% Wi 81 157 (1 i 45 SR DeMillo %5 ACKE 3k 3 AN G 43 il o2 SO vl ik o b B 78 43 1 2.
AR S A U DA A2 78 20 P 2% A A0 R A 0 AR S AR T ) 8 K4 . Howden Ak 78 5878 St I v, e 2 04T A8 5
) I J 28 ) S AN 0 ST 280100, -4 1 5955 288 S5 Ak ol 02232 8 ) 2% 52 AT 728 S 3 £ ) (R R IR A I 2R o5
JRFE P AN ), A 0 A8 S Rl 5 0, B35 A2 o B0 AR S A 00 B 25 1.

ALEPE . DEERIFE A PEIX 3 AN IR 5, TR I35 A2 78 20 45 P B8 Jon R ¥R T i A o B A5 1 IR AN e
PRAF AT 45 B — 8 AN Horgan 25 A (943 M7 38 W AR 38 155 0 1, 59728 5 I R 58 2% S 903K, [+ B4 2%°%). DeMillo
25 N F I 56 45 SRt 2 W 9 A 0 BV A O AR B0l e 6 0 AR KRR B L A2 78 40 1k 45 E 1L Offuee 265 il s
B0 AT AR W AE 48K 22 B R D0, 59728 e AR 2 A S R 1 O AR, LS A8 SR BB 15 2 50% (10l Bl
P NEU

h T 5 BR324 S IR AR Papadakis 55 A ARHE A% PEAR A4 1) 00 BEPE S5 40 0 788 e i 5 1100 05 ) 21 45 ik
AR Gy S FEAE T AR A 43 AR A B IR o e A e A 1) R A A G S R R EAT SR, 10— DR v T AR
SR % %R P2 Papadakis %5 N i 8 k40 M1 AR S 4 ST AE D 6 A, 8 B 224 10 B AR, TR A 2 TR 5 R Y B AR 1
TR FH 451 OB Eh T AT 0 A S A St 4 1, 2 S A A D 2 R (1 8 S 3 S B B R R AROK B i T
A JE TR P 1) 2 2% B WA T DU 490 £ A i sk 2.

1.3 HXMESH

99748 S A 7 1 B8 0k 2 PRI AR S R AR s 22 T 55 748 S 00 S T A% S 0 3 ) 80 2 A, Dy 23 S 5 1) R,
B A0 6 3 1) ROUHEAT SR, P DA — 254 v A e WU a2 o4 R 17, 59 748 S 0 i B T 5 28 e U 114 0 e A U v
FE B AT I P e A B A S A B 3 U B X 2R O 9 R D 28 R AT A AR R BB R )L R kR A 3 1 SR s
KR B 24 17 48 S 4, BR A8 52 35 8 v 99748 e M R 23 AT 038 B 2 3 08 ) - TR A R 5 2% R AT D A2k 1B o6 3 1 )
T2 SR W, 78 43 ) FH T A O, BB A8 A 280 Bl A R

Ghiduk & NTERF 500 A 7 56 003K 0] R80R AR B b v ) 2 [ 30 A DG i a4 7 55 A3 oy A0 7 A, A sk 2>
T TG 26 10 H bR AR PT. Gong 25 R FH 43 32 2 TG R 6 R AN AT AT B A, AT TR G T R P AN T
AT B A% A 1R N 6 B IR AR B V8 A AT A A 20 AT TR A 28 42 3 2% S R 28 R B i R 55 N AR AT ] —
7 7 AR I 22 N8 S AR IR 2R DB S8 AR S A 4 () AR B s 2 ATV 4 A I 78 S A, DT S 503 /T A S
PRBCEE DOV AR I8 SUMIE A8 57355 4 2 1) ) 2 161 56 2R, 49 B A 32 2248 S5 i ) 0F 7 f10 2% S5 Ak, B g 40 777 J 22 7 4, B
WD T AR SRR

AT 5578 S U Y ) AP 50 S A 240 15 72, LA AR v A e U P 4610 7D A 28 AR SC R Papadakis 5%
N2V 5578 S SR A A AL 2 S T o) 2 Ay 3 S 7 o AR, ol R AT SR A ) P 80 43 BT g 2 R 2 S
3L A 06 B AG B)— AN AR BE O8I 43 SC A i 60 I P A e, BT A 24 19 S 1R A e A4 2 G AR A
3 SCER R FH 97, 4 B 0% LA 59 28 S 0 Sk o DU) 2% 2 P A 78 e 4K
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2 AKMFIRAE

AT VEAN FE IR T Ge v v U0 2 AT A8 e A4 24 187 19 7 2%, 1% 07 VR SR i 99 70 S 0 Ak A A SRV AR K A e A
B0 AR S 4y 3, AR BB SR RR P TP T ORI DU AR S8R 05 8 S G v A A A B AR, 1 Sl RS TN 1 e DU AR )P
PR S50 S 22 TR R D% 238 2 BRI A D 40 S X I AR SR AR AR S RS LA 3 AN TR HEAT R, 45 H AR
INERER VI EA TS
2.1 SBTRMXEH

W FHNFRE P P, LATE ) A FAAT e AR e A s b s S AR R R e AR AR SRR A s 0 I AR
S m AR E 5578 S5 KA DU, W SR ¢ BR A8 R TE m, 4 ¢ BRI HNAT B s HPAT s JERE R A
AR sl=s" WIS sl=s"1E Hg AP R 2 SV R) BI85 b T4 ST IR E i i % DL 59 7% S I X v ) R e A
SR m IR T RIE m (7R S AR ) R A O 2 55 b R E0) 31 4 S8 a5 3K )

PR IE I 53 SO A) b AR R A0 AR S AR IR Db B 45, 3 HL 5 AR Ak m —— XN R b AR R 4 3 A S 4y
TAERET P A ABAT AR ST AR, R AN & 5 R 7 (AT = AT g ma, i B b 578 Sanii ) s HAA 4
B (P AT as PR e Ah, b A R A SR iR s A sl =20 A T R 1 DR 7 g b

WHEFF P ST A AL R 1 7 A AR A MO AR myma, . mypg, LM MORITEA SR
ARAN B A S b, A4 38 1R 28 e 53 SCER A B AR S5 43 32 by b, by, T AR SR AR — X B | BI= MK X AR S 4 S
W AH N B PR N AL B 13 258 340 5 RE P P28 I, T AT 28 S AR AR 5320 32 (A U4 i B AR e P,

1 = M4 28558 TrianglePO #7840 4889, F) | MuClipse 48 53R T BB 4148 5 47~55 13 47 B ot v
(RIARRS B S 42 3 1K) 15 2805 1 (traditional-level) 48 5 45 7142 JL A il 78 N8 4k, 26 1AL P ARHSEE 5 47~
5 TATE 26 MR SRR E TG E] 26 ML R S A IR 2.8 2 RN [0SR BT RR T B
LK.

2 S AOIS A8 5 57 Ji 45 21 11 43 34 A, LT X JRURE W) Je fe Wi 451 Gt % if (a==b) M1 48 a STl
AOIS & 535+ 13 Bl ++a,—a,a++F a—(RT VR 2 I S04 1. &tk 24 454 5 FI4 A 6)4++a Fl—a
K (a+ 1) R (a—1) AH 2 a++F0 a——8 52 M B A o 2R R G 825 AR & a I A0 7 2 5% ), TR 0 dn R4 52
SAFTERNZ AR T 5 | ITE A, 0] DU AR e 4 (0 07 3K 7R S SR A TR RN AR S A S, B R et R a—
1M (a+ )Rl (a—1), A R G4

TE G B FR Y P S, ZRTE P T 20 54 1R A8 S Ak i) Rt 2 £ oA 43 SR vl 5, B, DA B 2 H AR EE 1K 43
S WK 1 R U S 1 A T V0 R A i — D R AR 99 7 S MR AR AR D Bk 2 AR R AR R BUR AL S
BIRET PR EK S RSN 93 32, 2 N T Ak S B IR (9 52 2% B, DT ARG T 4 4K 1 A SR A K

if (a<0|[b<<0]|c<<0) {

|
2 return 4; 4/
3y

4 int trian=0; @

5 if (a==b) {

6 ¢ trian=trian+l1; @ @
7

8

} ¢

if (a==c) {
9 trian=trian+2; @
i ST

11 if (b==c) {
12 trian=trian+3;
13 }

Fig.1 Part of Triangle program Fig.2 Control flow graph of the new program
Bl 1 Triangle (#3044 1L B2 OB R e i il i e 1
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Table 1 Implemented mutation operators and generated mutants

T SRR AT KT A I AR S A

BRET P A SRR
AORB FEARFARIBHFT 12
AOIU FNFEA— U HARIEB AT 3
AODU MR A — Te AR B AT 0
ROR KRB i 15
COD MR S A2 557 0
SOR WAL H R 0
LOI i N B s T 9
ASRS AR I B 75 5 0
AORS i ik AR J8 ST B e 0
AOIS N a1 i AR IS HA 36
AODS NI 15 3355 B AR A8 S A 0
COR FAFIB SR 0
col TANKMFIZHTF 3
LOR BRZHT S 0
LOD BRI 4518 51T 0

Zrit 8

Table 2 Predictions of constructed mutant branches
Fz2 MHEMERS MY

BRHET AR5y SR AT

if ((a==b)!=(++a==b));

if ((a==b)!=(——a==D));

if ((a==b)!=(a==+1b));

if ((a==b)!=(a==—b):

if ((a==b)!=(a++==b));

if ((a==b)!=(a—==D));
if ((a==b)!=(a==b+1));
if ((a==b)!=(a==b—));
if ((trian+1)!=(++triant1));
10. if ((trian+1)!=(——trian+t1));
11. if ((trian+1)!=(trian+++1));
12. if ((trian+1)!=(trian—-+1)).
AOIU 13. if ((¢trian+1)!=(=trian+1)).
14. if ((trian+1)!=(train-1));
15. if ((trian+1)!=(trian*1));

AOIS

VXA R W~

AORB 16. if ((tiran+1)!=(train/1));
17.if ((¢trian+1)!=(trian%]1)).
Col 18. if ((a==b)!=(!(a==b))).
19. if ((a==b)!=(~a==b));
LOI 20. if ((a==b)!=(a==~b));

21. if ((triant1)1=(~trian+1)).
22. if ((a==b)!=(a<b));

23. if ((a==b)!=(a<Db));

ROR 24. if ((a==b)!=(a'!=b));

25. if ((a==b)!=(a=b));

26. if ((a==b)!=(a>Db)).

1 AP S A S A AR B IEAT AT RO 9,73 Sk AN EOh 3, M0 AR e P eRE 8 n 78 AR 500 32, R
ARSI ST E 3 AT AR, B AP ARSI AT R 1 I 78x3+9=26 51X U W R A 24 14 75 2D P i 4 i 1
AR S SR, I S 2 A e A B P A A B 1D B e R S R R
2.2 Rt EHMAH

PR R (AR 5 53 S, 35 B0 107 R P 1) 52 4% B AL S AR S5 4 S 2 ) AR 58 A BT, AT Z AR AE
FERAH I A W3 2 IR 43 S A 19 ((a==b)\=(~a==b))", Je FLI} SCHAT 03 SCAAT 5 73 SC5-MF 60 73305k
P 1439 SEAAT 15 S0 K 3073 SO ARIAAT ;45 101,50 SEA A 23 D307, 03 LA AT 22 RO SEA AT 24 R “ B0,

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



AR FATHRIT SR, EF 0K 2509

X YEH],PHIAZ 5 53 3 TAFAE BT s SR BE AR

2R e % ) 1k 1T 78 73 R I S A Sk K A B T 020 B 5 B i 10738 5 20 S, AT AR BT 5 4% ZE IR 73 5 A
B 1k B2 A8 SR B F R AR S SCZ TSR MRk RS &R, R T4 AR 5 0 S LR AR K E X

EXNESHZZEBEMKRER). P AFEACE B F,bi,beB A PRYPINAZ 5743 30, AT — MR Hd $h
AT PR by I L0 SEREANAT by I L 03 ST SRBEIAT B AR b G by, ik Dby Bk b b DL J3 32,b;
oy 2.

X T RALJG RUTRET Pty I 0% Z ik A 5 73 S 2 T ) — ol SR AR DG A IX oA S mT B3 o e o4 47 11
T334 e, e SCREALAR & I AR 418 28 57 23 SR o 1 100 TF S SE B L AR B 2 ) B 2 1 T B D R
P HIUEISCA D,b,bjeB J& P 2 NE 553 30, we D Ay MREE, & SCRENLAZ & Xl Y.

{1, covered(w,b,)
X = ey
0, —covered(w,b,)
:{1, covered(a,b,) @
0, —covered(w,b,)
Hirh covered( w,b;) 3R 7~ R B wRE W 78 15 b; M EH. 4 3 ,—covered(am,b,) K7 oNGENS T 1 b; I EL 5y 32 A8 5 X fl
Y P R0, 1) 73 A R BEALAR 58, 3 2R by M1 by Z TAFAE AT AR SR 2RI ALX R Y (A HUELAAAE I AR R T 20 55 21 A
bR XORT Y (4 PSR IR b, R by 2 TR AR OGS X=0,1 I, Y [ 43 A1 26 A

1-p, Y=0

Pro{Y =y| X =0} = 3)
p, Y=1
1-¢9,Y=0

Pro{Y =y| X =1} = “)
q, Y=1

AR (AR M X=1 I, Y=1 B Y=0 [FI8E3, B R om AR 5143 32 b, BAT by AT B AT .

EHE 1. g=1 If,bb,.

X T A (4), 2 g=1 I ,Pro{Y=1|X=1}=1,X 3 FI7E X=1 51T, Y=1 & AR FAR, B2 b, 1 L3 ST
T 15 I, b, IR L0 SO SR 7 5 IR 1L b b O

X5 T b M by, R g fEAHE A ReFIE by Se 15 d A b5 T+ g (MBI, WE A fil 0 5 28 50 4 07, B AS Rl it 73 245 o
S D T BB AR B, 3R T HE s e A R B B AR R DR, AR SO g B EUE AT SO AR A v AR D
RN N HIMREIE 01, 0, ..., op, I LR LENAEAE 52 b A1 b, B SN IB AR BIA RN N WA

(XbYl):(XZsYZ) 7777 (XN7YN)7/H;X¢)L\[:W{E—j"j(xhyl):(xhyz) ssss (styN)JE%%{ﬁj\#ﬁl%Iﬁﬁg
Pro{ Y=y|X=x}=¢"(1-q)"" " p" " (1-p)" ") xy=0,1 (5)
PEA B ABLER B8 3
L3 Toreiy) = [ [0 (1= 0 p 1 ok ©)

AT R q IR BLURAL T E, %
O(n(L(p, 3%, %5 X)) _

2 @)
330
N
inyi
§=9— ®)
2%
im1

P 3k O3 AERE 7 PR Bk D _E B E N AN IR B, 04T 9130 SehE D IR R X PR 540 32 1
7 555 DL Pro {Y=1|X=1}=q, M i X} B AL AR &= X A1 Y BIHUE, TS50 g ARCKARRAG THE ¢ R e 2 1,2 g =1
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I, b; B by (¥ BL 4y S 2 AIAEAE AR DG 3R BE LW IR o — A IR I R DG R by B bp-bu X T8 IR R,
ARSI bi-b; 8 bp-b; R 22—,

L ESR G U o) T 75V, RE s 1 IR AR SR 43 32 2 TR DR G AR AR X 6 O 0K AR A S A TR (Y A
MR TR — /N AR P el i
2.3 TRIKEHAE

XFF b B by, WA by-by, S AR 55 728 S A DU, R B8, (00 AR B4 — 5 BERE A FE . IR iy T DA 24 16,
BT T A o A S 3 S, R I P A S sl i S 24 T 1 A e T AR A o 0 2 SO0 I 1R AR S AR, DU 24 15 S 1
AR k.

EX 2 AR TR IE). B8 PR B TR bie BN RAAELEATAT byeB,b#b, i
13 by=by TS AHR by 9 AR o 53 32T AR o D 23 SOM B i B B A AR o AR 0 S8R e B

TR 2. B" JIT R IR S Ak, 240 4 ) 148 S 44k

TE SR UEVE AR Ve B 6 L [ S AR AN S 2 187 I (K78 534k, 8 4 48 /D A7 40— A W A 240 £ (1 28 55 4k e 17

(KA 55 3 A beB™ /b 4 AR5y S X 5 B Ak b Ay S O
LA N AN IAEE o1, @3, oy VERRIN IATFAL G RERE P I A0 3868 R A 0 22 57 7 SV i 15 DL 2B R

P'HIPATHBE Exe=e;, W3 3.0Z1d FEAH U T KA, W 5L 1 s,
Table 3 Execution matrix of mutant braches

R3 R SIRATHIEE

@; bi

! bl bz b3 b\g‘
w 0 1 0 1
@ 1 1 0 0
s 0 0 1 1
wy 1 0 1 1

BIE 1 PATHERE R AL
Input: R E I @, @, ..., 0yeD;
Output: 48 543 32 4E B NPATHBE Exe.
VIR HIAT HFE Exe=e;, 5 €,;=0,i=1,2,...,N,j=1,2,...,|B|
B4 covered(w;,b;), MR BHE o, REME 1 7578 7 73 3 b, I, IR [AIAT /R AH true
for (i=1; i<N;, i++) {
for (j=1; j<|B; j++) {
if (covered(w,b;)) {
e;~1
}
}
¥
Exe it 548 500 S IO M 0 e,=1 s ARSI o AEUS 360 by 5 W0 R RERE 3 by R A 2
ANTe 7 o 578 S 3 S, W) Ak — 20 A W% AR S 4 SOR TR W 0 X TR AT IR B A e AT %A e R
GF3NFR 2 AR Ry S A 133X RS b A )T SN AR S A, DR N R R X 2R S 4 S
X T AT R RE Exe, i) LLAIFH S8 v dv A0 23 1 7 5, 0 T A8 e 43 3 2 TaD IR o A0 06 R, e v & SR oy A0 B

N N
Dom=dy,i,j=1,2,....|BAF il BRI AR@)FIEI 1, G=D (e, -€,) [ D ey, MR G =1, WA d=1;75 W],d ;=0 F AL FE
k=1 k=1

sk 2 iR,
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Bk 2. AR AR S ARHRE.
Input: A8 557> 4 B AT HiFE Exe;
Output: A8 7 4r 32 4E B (M 7 R ABE Dom.
VIG5 AR B Dom=d;, 1% & d;=0,i,j=1,2,...,|B|
N AR B B R AR
for (i=1; i<|B|; i++) {
sumx=0
for (k=1; k<N, k++) {
sumx+=ey;
}
for (j=1; j<|B[; j++) {
if (j==i)
continue
sumxy=0
sumy=0
for (k=1; k<N, k++) {
sumxy+t=ey;-ey;
sumy+=ey;
H
if (sumxy!=0) {
if (sumxy==sumx) {
if (d;!=1)
di=1
} else {
if (sumxy==sumy) {
if (d;!=1)
;=1

2511

S 2 AT A I 45 R S AUHEE Dom, W3 445 L Dom A7 & L B H AR 5 53 S T, TS
I DR A O TR AT T B G(BY=(V(B),E(B)).di=1 R W AFAET(vi,v)) e E(B), 2 vi,v,€ V(B), 5 B HHINAL S+

433 by 1 by IR,

Table 4 Dominance matrix of mutant branches

T4 AR LR

b;
by :
by by by bis
by 0 0 0 1
by 1 0 0 1
bs 0 0 0 1
b 1 0 1 0
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6 GB)H, T s v; FIH JE outDegree(v,) = Zd,-* Ko b TILIAR T 0 ALY N E inDegree(v,) = Zd*,.
RN dr A by 172 543 SE AN R I AR 5 2% 4 % H 45 5 N B D O (R T skt B 1) A8 S 43 SR AR B A S A
el 5 1023 S I R Bl AR S 4R B
2.4 KBS

X1 AR TR AR ) 78 AR SR 4 SR AR SCISE v AR o W T Y E ML A s AR B 6 A AL S 2
J¥ PS4y 32 7 a5 DR HAE DRI 72 v A2 s P AR S5 0 SCHAT R B Exe. 3% 5 97, SR A 11 AN IR 24l 04T
AL G IFERE PO N AEAS 258 N=11), 13 2%} 78 AR R4y S 1 78 75 15 .

Table 5 Execution matrix
FS5 PATHERE
; bf
' bi~byg
)} 000000000000000001000111001110010000000000000000000010101111111111111111011111
) 100110010000000001000111001010111111111111111101111100111101100001100000000000
3 000000000000000001000111001010111111111111111101111100111100000000000000000000
w4 100110010000000001000111001110010000000000000000000011100100000000000000000000
ws 1111111111110111111111010110101 1111101111111 10101 1111111111 11111111
Ws 000000000000000001000111000011110110000110000000000000111100000000000000000000
(% 000000000000000001000001110011110000000000000000000000111101100001100000000000
[ 000000000000000001000001110011110000000000000000000011100110010010010000000000
wo T11111111111011111111101011110011001001001000000000011100110010010010000000000

wyp 011001100000000001000001110011110110000110000000000010101111111111111111011111
w;;  000000000000000001000001111010111111111111111101111111100100000000000000000000

R 5 PSR 13GE ((trian+1)\=(—trian+1)), W32 2)BH W 5 0 0 Wi R I i trian (R ER{E N
0, IR, 73 SCA A 13 S AN T I AL 53 S, 08 L FR) AR A Ay S AN AR S A 0 B A J K0 77 AN RIGAL 23 S, M R A S5 1
ATGEE AR AT, 49 1) B'9={23,25,28,30,47,54,56} 6t Wi 928 5 43 S 4 Ay

if ((a==b)'=(a<b));

if ((a==b)'=(a=b));

if ((a==¢)!=(a<0));

if ((a==¢)!=(a=0));

if ((trian+2)!=(-trian+2));

if (b==c)!=(b<¢));

if (b==c)!=(b=c¢)).

TR AR S 73 SO I AR S A BRIV A 2 1) i 38 AR R I T AN AR S e SCAR R SRR PP AR R A S
WAL P ofiss b i bk 7 A3 23 SO I EOHE wT LA o 77 AN R AR AR S 00 S

WERANH RS 3 2 1) 26 A9 34 R AR ST 1043 81 B ={9,23,25F (L3 2), % BE 11 43 S 4 1

if (trian+1)!=(trian+1+1);

if ((a==b)!=(a< D)),

if ((a==b)'=(a=b)).

M7 753X 3 A0 S AR B, vy LU 6 3% 2 I IT G 25 A i 2 20 SC o0 B 1 AR 28 5 4T~38 13 47 H1
955 AT~ 7 AT T SRR W] USRI T8 £ BOA SRR I A S5 0 e A I AR 57 93 SCREAT A AR
g IR

N EAE S50 R 0 R A A £ 20 BT 45 R AT e AN 45 2% 50 70 45 R K IR 4 I PR ZOF AR T REAFAE D BTU AR,
T A3 BUA R A AR A7 D8 73 2 AB R 7 i 1% I 2 1R Dk B 0, e e 08 783 i Js oK 1) BT A 3 5 0 S IR 0 T A
LSy, o] LAEAT 20 A GE v e

5 PIFEAMER AR E N=11 AR HTIE RI,N i KNG 75 5 7 AR B B2 00 TT RS 51 i 32 2 i) 26
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AN S A T AR ECHE G 132 (4, N=7) B 7] 73 5 B"/={9,23,25 } IR K4 A D (Bf A 25 1 K/ 25 5 7= A R
S B AN A U0 9% AR, WA iy DA AR IR ) — T i 5 B 2 (1 A S A 24 4 5 — T i, 24 i 2
DN B B, JE SR B A U BE 75 B (B2 549 23 /) A9 A 01 77 S Wi AL AR 5 93 S, 24 R S A g B il 3R 4T
Sy AT A B B TN AFL 24 6 A I WK FE 481 A 18 098 80 5 T A 1 A8 543 32

I SR 5 A G5 RAT D B W AR SO R AT (R (B 5 3 2D AT S, LU UE B 4 U R R AT 2k

3 LSS
&

T I S A6k AR A G T B UV A RO S, 45 S T 6 R 1 e A R A A S T P TR R T
TR S S I AR, BRIV AR S IR AR S AR 24 ] Jit 200 2R 08, S s S 500 (1) B A s e i, &t S0 5 SRR 43 AT
3.1 EEBRRRE®E
ARSI E A0 I e/ A S A S 1k — A W A8 1 A R DAy e, 7 BRI ) ) R R
(1) ACT7 Ve 2 50 AR e B 233 R A Ik 24 17 T i PR 28 e AR B0 AT LU, i 24 17 19 28 S
B o5 P AT AR S AR e AR I 1 43 B B 2 TR AR AT B
(2)  FIHA ST EEREAT AL A 2 181, 72 75 RE A8 12 v A8 S DX I 481 1) A2 e R 2 X FR B i G A2 P PP RA
LAy 1 5 B Py il AT W 0 A j s 96, 5 LL 9 4 9 R I )
(3) I ARSI IR ST AR I IR A9 R A5 A AR 23X T BN 24 1T AT S 1R AR R 43 ) AR i A
1, AT 43 ST AT SR AR S 0K, I bR AR S 43 78 i 155 0 (59 78 s ) AT B AR S 45940 15 1005
(4)  Z1ai 5 178 S A i A R i) I Ak FE A9, G0 8F4 e 13 A0 AT AR A0 23k 75 0S4 T i S i A e 0 i 491 4
SAAT 3R AR S DA, I 2% 82 BT FH 00003 P 4] 5t DA B R BRI AR S A B
(5) HEARFRPIK/NEERIAS LA B2 S TREARR X T AL TN SR A &
A AT GE T 3 A 45 SR ) s i
3.2 KRR
P8 AR I 6, SR BT A SO TLI2I3 R TS T 1 SCRRI22000 SR04 A2 3
HR[30]FY 5L 56 R /7;76,17 F1 I8 2K H http://commoms.apache.org, A SCHR[ 21735 43 2% S MR FE e s2 86 T FH I 8 A
FERF 2R Java i 5 9 5, 3, T1~35 A8 A A A A1 i 1) 20 S5 R L M AR P, J6~08 DMt Tl 2 H A
Table 6 Information of tested programs

F6 LRMATEE

. ik A S o
P WY T8 SR wnE | BRkRE kR | rin
1 Mid 26 1 1 115 115 3 AR b A
2 FourBalls 28 1 1 213 213 BRAA IR AR R A
13 TrashAndTakeOut 30 2 2 111 111 K
J4 Triangle 36 1 1 325 325 =~ A
5 Cal 46 2 2 315 314 2 A~ H I R H
16 Md5Crypt 107 7 2 169 158 MdS5 In# 5
17 WordUtils 173 2 2 262 243 FAF R
J8 | DurationFormatUtils | 365 9 3 722 576 FsJ 1) A 2G4k
ot 811 25 14 2232 2055 -

R H Metrics 45 V1 S50 23 (0 ARIS AT BOM 7 148049, 91 AR MuClipse 2= s 54 136 6 41,8 A58
FEIF AL 811 AT BRI L 25 Tk Hevh e U 5 72 14 b (248 R0 43 V50T B 11 5 72 72 T i “ et XXX() 1)
] FITI). T A I RE e S AR AR 2 232 ANAR S AR, L AT 2 055 AN ek T 177 ASAS AT IR AR A4, 78 S 3 v
e 77 K LA R AR AL 7 A3 D B DR AR A WK final 22 RS AOTS A2 5 557 ™ A R A8 S AR 4%
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3.3 LWiLiE

S HE T Microsoft Window XP SP3 #:4F & 40 Fl Eclipse 3.4 48 T K ¥R 85, 1 56, R MuClipse £ il 45 744,
Fil i wf H &S mutation_log WIRENT, B B A B8 7 43 3C4R BRI 78 4y SCHE N B AR Y PR AE AL &
73 B e Ak 5 OB P P33t PR 5343 SCREAT Be it o D0 43 BT, 43 B0 240 155 i RO 28 5 4% S0 4 B 4\ 31 SRR P P
PR AH A, 75 20 i 4k 5 I B AR 7 P s i AR i 3 .

Exe Branch testing ——=
B

P’ T
Dom P mutatmn _log M
P /i

B ————> Branch testing ——— >

Fig.3 Prototype system of the proposed method
3 AOTIEEB ARG

I B G L 1 5 A S A (K 0 TSR S TR (R 2 S5 AR 240 1 256 ok 24 16 3 S TR B P PP P43 Bl
4743 3Z WK (branch testing), A2 i 5 & H A2 5 53 SR KR B4 T/ F0 T 73 []) I 8 v 2 e ik 4610 3 F)
I ¥ AR 57 53 S 7 2, JE0S TR T 53 330 40 A T 98 AR e DR, 406 o A8 5 49 73 S50 v 2 B ) S X 481, LA JUniit
(1) “assertXXX(); FE 2 g H 25 1 W00k P 490 40l — Aol i ik 7 92,

3.4 RBERSHH
341 BRAKLE

T o AR S5 A 240 ] 4 B VRS, DA A ST 1% R AT RO 4 1) 0 A5 T 0l 240 Dl ) A8 S A i o T AT AR SR A AR S A
HOR 1 7170 BO A 3EB S 73 SCHR[R] IR, A M GE T AN il A2 73 S R Bl DA R S5 A A S AR ) B, O SR AR SO 1%
BEAT AR AR L 7, 45 LR 7.9 50 rp ALy 3 10 A 7 43 SO i A T AR R AR A I 3, 240 1] 1R AR 3 40 SRR A T
P B 11 A S A 5 << T P D B 2 48 SR R ST VR AT e v ARG 23 BT I, Sy SRASHAH I 5 S (R RE A BT P 11

Table 7 Reduction rates of the proposed method
RT ARTHEMA
ID  BRECERS)  AWuERARRS S SRR PTHIREIE AR R R AT % (%)

11 115 0 18 30 14 85.57
12 213 0 34 29 17 90.50
13 111 0 29 7 5 93.90
74 325 8 40 39 28 90.18
J5 314 15 43 47 31 88.56
16 158 10 ® 8 8 94.52
17 243 2 34 11 14 93.30
J8 576 10 65 50 36 92.95
ok 2 055 45 275 221 149 91.19CF1H)

TER T A 8 A SEEGFR)T H,J6 345 T SR L1 4,04 94.52%((158-12-8)/(158—12)) AR B 8 A4~k 5t
Iy I/ NATRI R R A T1,00 85.57%. T4 [ 8 NIRRAR )P L 2E Al 2 055 A8 5743 5Z(45 AN AT ), Jorp & M AR
AR 275 A GE T UL AT, 45 B AR AR AR 2 S 149 AN, Bt R IR A S 4 BRI O 2] I IR AR SR AR A R AR S
16314 P32 T 5 91.19%. 3 1t B, A SC 7 ¥4 i 1% 240 17 90% 2 A7 1978 S 4 TRT b AR SC T 488 7 vk B 0% S50 25 Ok
WIS IS5
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3.4.2 WG AE  20o%
Xk A0 TRT I ) DR P 23 ol AT 20 S 0k, A PR i 52 55 23 S R Ik P 49 A SO 24 7 i S sl e P
AU PR T BEAIL 73 2 RS 1 P 4510 1 P 91 24 RS ] LA S A (ms) Sy B2, 5 30 e 34 R B (240 17 17 J i I 1 ) L
B VF A A2 7t 4 24 ] i J 0 3k i 7 R AR A A 0. 4 2R LR 8.
Table 8 Cost of generating test cases before and after mutant reduction

=8 ATy U B A A

- 24 i 7T 2y HUE L
P A W (ms) | WEKHE W ms) | A IEKAE AR B
J1 16.5 14.886 3 13.3 1.177 6 12.64 10.19
12 27.3 44.891 6 15.2 4.110 3 10.92 6.08
13 6.5 21.618 1 43 42515 5.08 3.36
J4 33.7 112.571 9 21.4 7.301 3 15.42 9.79
15 28.4 9252.670 5 21.7 1335.677 0 6.93 5.29
J6 5.9 1632.170 7 43 166.364 2 9.81 7.15
17 11.9 911.878 5 8.8 55.198 2 16.52 12.22
J8 26.4 42 615.5619 21.9 4368.835 9.75 8.09
&l 156.6 54 606.250 0 110.9 59429151 | 10.88CF¥MEH)  7.77CFMH)

TSR 8 AN T, AR AR 156.6 AN B, I 54 606.250 Oms; 24 1 J A2 el i FH 491 110.9 A~
FHI 5942.915 1ms. 3R 8 WA J5 11 8 ANFE S, A2 el il 48] ) 398 5 2 &40 183 HiF 11 10.88 3% 1717 B AN P 481 A= Bl
TR AR 7.77 45 20,07 S R m B R 16,5203 SR LL /N, 5.08. 5T 3R 158 ) LU i KN 57
T2 B 1) s P FE AT DG RV, I3 1A S AN DA P 48] A4 ol Lt gt /0N, 37 190 B A0 P 400 2 i3l 58 L ) e .

TEAVR A BN AR 91 G2 38 2 I\ A= B B AN I T 181 %) 4 2 S 6 45 SR 3% 3R W, 24 ] 5 Ak T 491 A ol i 7
B 4oh 25 v AU W, A S Y B I S 4R v A S DA 8 A sk 2R A 4B A sk R R v, R A S T
T B 5 (7R S 4y SR IV B kb
3.4.3 WA B A

XoF 240 TR 11 0 PR BT AT S SRR, 43 A A TR 26 e R AR SR 43 S A TR AR FE 4, ) D 3 4 R 481 B A T 5 AR
AR 128 9 FT 51, 20 fa1 7 A2 B 9] 158.2 AN, 78 55 2 006 AN 543 37, S 4948 5703 30 78 25 %l 99.79%, Hivh,
J7 B4 B 56 30N 98.34%, LA ) S B AR 5743 =7 4 7 5 240 147 AT 2B ) RO I B BE 8 R 08 1 747.0 ANEE A4 15
£1] 98.68% 1T 344 45 43, Ho v, 71,J2,33 F J6 AR 545 733590 100%;17 (1748 74503 e /N, b 96.46%.

Table 9 Generated test cases before mutant reduction
F 9 AfAATAE R R A 1
ID PG WAL RN BRNEER%)  RERRE AREN%)

71 16.3 115 100 97 100

ip) 27.8 213 100 179 100

73 6.7 111 100 82 100

J4 33.9 317 100 279.7 98.14

J5 28.7 299 100 264.3 97.53

16 6.1 148 100 146 100

7 122 237 98.34 201.6 96.46

I8 26.5 566 100 497.4 97.34
&3 1582 2006 99.79CFHIH) 1747.0 986874 {H)

M 10 7] 50,20 161 5 (10 8 ANTARFE P AR Bl 112, 1 AN A 910, 3 15 2 004 78 574337 BT 99.63% 1A% 5+
oy B S F I 6 ANFET IR B A 55 A R TR BRI 1 GRS R AL AR R AR 1 7371 AN, TR R A
98.20%. 3 H1,J1,73 F1 J6 15 5] 100% 148 7453 43517 (4L 745 73 1K, 00 95.89%.

LR 9 FIFR 10,78 544 24 f1 5if S5 (85 A2 1, 728 e 43 S i 2 38 i 0o 99%, 78 5345 43 W 3 95%. R A S 7
R G, IR 5y SO 7 2 e RS AR 0 IR R B, 20 I FRAR T 0.16% 0 0.48%. ] I, Jir A e 1) I 3 FH 457) 45 vk >
T 46.1 NE 29.14%). BRI, A SC 7 VETE GERFEE = (M7 e 78 40 FE IR AT 42 F AN Re 8 825 980 78 S A4k I 2 it
I REA R0 A R ) A S R R 49 S
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Table 10 Generated test cases after mutant reduction

F 10 L5 A s )

ID  JEUHE  WEEERS Y BRSCEER(%)  AERE BREN(%)
J1 13.1 115 100 97 100

12 15.6 213 100 176.8 98.77

3 4.4 110 99.10 82 100

J4 21.7 317 100 277.4 97.33

J5 22.1 299 100 261.7 96.57

J6 4.5 148 100 146 100

17 8.9 236 97.93 200.4 95.89

J8 21.8 566 100 495.8 97.03
&t 112.1 2 004 99.63CF#I1H) 1737.1 98.20(°F-#41H)

3.4.4 BRI AE

T 20 oy A A e AR L TR RIS K R 48 o S8 AR S A4 1 B ), R R B R 6 017, 23 ) 50%,70%,90% Al
Top & 4 ANRAY 55,5 848 AR L a1 i 5 128 BIRAN p 3o I 1 48 5745 43 I T e 26 2 1 0k 491 5502 3 Top A2
i T B W 5 v A8 A5 4r (Z R ar 10 LR 9,24 11 i 1) LR 10).45 R LR 11.

Table 11 Number of test cases needed for different mutation scores

FT A1 LB E AR A5 7 DA A 9 £

SR A e
D LA 451 LA 451

0% 7% S0% | Top | gy | 0 7% 0% 1 TP | mgminae

Jl | 38 55 93 163 6.0 33 50 78 12.8 7.6
2| 44 90 184 28.0 6.4 38 62 121 15.8 11.2
B | 27 33 43 6.7 12.2 20 23 37 4.6 17.8
J4 | 110 163 255 33.6 8.3 76 11.8 174 21.9 12.6
5| 56 87 218 27.6 9.6 41 55 173 223 11.7
J6 | 1.0 1.0 1.0 6.4 22.8 1.0 1.0 1.0 4.6 31.7
7|32 57 98 12.1 16.7 19 34 70 8.9 22.6
J8 | 11,7 152 196 26.8 18.6 104 119 135 22.0 22.5

157.5(510) | 12.6CF#1MH) 112,957 | 17.2CF¥1H)

R O11 R Gk B 8 8 e A3 4 T AR B 90 (¥ 25 B B T 2 1T A9 S04 A 24 TR i 2
50% AL S 45 43, T8 ZEAR R 11.0 AN T8 B 70% 75 ZE 16.3 /NI ;38 1) 90% 75 22 25.5 ATk £ Top
(98.14%, L3 95 A= ji 33.6 /I FH 481 ) FH A 3C 5 1 0 528 e A4 05 T8 31 B0 19 A8 334543 W) 43 3 75 22 7.6,
11.8,17.4 F1 21.9 AWK A 1.8 AN LI A2 7 06 TEAW TG ¥ R 1.0 AN MRS Bk nT ik 3] 90% 148 545 735
T34 2 Top(100%), 53 73 75 2 6.4 F1 4.6 AW H 451
F 9 MK 10 KAL) 5 HI R AR 0 0 491 25 i B k> 3R 11 JE— AP IO IE, 1A B4R A AT 4
B, 24157 i 000 e T e Ak 497 ) e s D
Wl 4 D 217 i 28 P Ak P 481 250 i oy 2 17 0 2R sl 3k PR A9 5 i 1) 7 40 B RT A HE T TR AR AR (B
16 Z A1), 11K H1] 50%,70%, LA K 90% 178 5 43 43 B, A IR 25045 1R 802 o 240 167 BT 119 60%~90%; 4738 2 13 433 1|
Top IS, A2 B F 14N ok 29 T T ¥ 55%~85%.
B 5 2R BE TR 2167 5 (IR 3 A B 1 AN Wt 451, L i B A D00 6 7 B 24 7 i B TR I 20%, 3
2 Tt 2 it 70%:8 A2 fE T 35%.
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100
0]
60
40 ]

20 H

I J2 13 J4

050%870% 090% OTop

J5 J6

17 I8

Fig.4 Comparison of number of needed test cases

B4 P Dt B v LA

345 FEARKEMRN

2517

100
80:
60:
40l
1] 1]
NRRRRIRREN

J1 12 J3 J4 J5 J6 J7 J8 Avg

Fig.5 Improved fault detection capability of per test case

5 SRS PP sl e A 0 e D (K0 9 T

FEA R AL BE B 55 T e vh 20 A e T DU K 10 B, 10 K /I S5 Wi 380 A S AR 4 7 F) A7 2k b ik s
60 28 W AR SV REAE DR 52 9/ 2 S PR B3, A A 20488 i 0k PR 90 2 Rl PR 2803 8 T A SO S AR A TR 1) ik
EREACR B3 IR, IR A e 25 SRR A 5 B 0 A SCTTVE A PR O S A e 06 AN [ 75 O B 8 v 24 i

S A8 S 03 32 (8 e ) Bt LA R 240 15 5 T AR a3 A9 1R AR Sy S B AR AR A3 LR 12,
Table 12

Influence of sample size

R12 FEARENEN

D | HEARR | AREERD | BRPSEHEFE%) | BRAH(%)
16 6 72.17 68.04
1 23 10 89.57 91.75
27 12 93.04 96.91
30 14 100 100
10 8 79.81 73.18
1 16 12 91.08 86.03
23 15 98.59 96.65
29 17 100 98.77
2 2 81.95 75.61
13 4 4 96.40 92.68
7 7 99.10 100
10 8 60.88 43.16
14 20 14 86.44 68.07
30 21 94.95 88.77
39 28 100 97.33
17 13 66.22 53. 5,
15 28 22 81.27 74.17
38 28 95.32 91.14
47 31 100 96.57
3 3 90.54 88.36
J6 5 5 94.19 92.47
8 8 100 100
5 7 69.29 63.16
J7 8 11 92.53 89.47
11 14 97.93 95.89
18 13 58.48 52.45
27 18 77.39 69.86
I8 35 26 90.81 84.34
44 32 96.82 93.35
50 36 100 97.03

HI 12 AT T 8 AR 7, R AR SO, S FE AR R /NI 24 Tl i £ 2 S A i B /D A R 3, 24 ]
Jei A 3 I A HR A P AR S SRt RSN AR A 0 B LA 2 I U WL, S AR A AN ZE 00 N R A SO
Ty 7 A BRI K AN AR 10 o D0 O ZR R A o AL G AR RV X e A A 2 T AT I B AR BRI T A STy
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AT AL

12 B REA AR B IN, 2 1 5 A P B 81, JE AR SR 03 S o RNV SR A T IR A B o
AR K A0 W, AR ST i REAE AT Rt A o D0 G 30, AT 45 2 AR A0 b 22 St 2 S S il e i 0 i B A A o
B EE (AR 12 2% SEI R PP I d K AR S SO ot 8 A for K2 574 3 IS [N R R A ), P4 A ¢
Ak S, F I 0 24 R i AR SR S R AR SR ) SO ARV SR A A A TRUE.

i E R S 45 R 3 B AT LA AT 4598 SR AR SOk, RE 6 M P2 240 ] 22 S A, 4 AR v (122 7
G, I ik 2 4R e 2 S DN 10 R i L 249 5 i A e X 8 P 80 B 2 e 0 1 B 2 A e s A D 5 ) 1)
B4R B A 0 45 01 S o A 00 5 ) B it L A, R R A 8 R S W AR S R K AT b LR ) 1 S DRAE A
SCTTER RN ERFEA &

4 B %

N B AR 2 1A A S VAR 5 W 2 S R 2R 11 T DR 3, 95 72 S UK K 1 55 4 5 e A 1 I v IR A 2 A
T P8 K 2 S AR S, 3 R TG A AT A AR DK e T2 Tl PRk, SR P 45388 1) VA Ao 2B R P A S A
B B R AR S MR R () T AR AR AR T AE 4 O a1 8 = i R AR S A4 T 7 .
AN SCHE T 597 5 DK AR DUV 282 5 AR 24 7 T, DA — 20 488 i 20 5 DM 0 3 A SR B ik AT
(1) SRR GET 5 073 BT IR 73, v 28 4 1 28 S AR 12 77 3 30 1o 98 2 S M e A g 2 S AR e A Ok 22
TS ARENEREY P o SR AET PARE QESLGE v AR Y, o M P AR SR 03 SCIE] A AR
KA PRI YL S IF R MR P P A4S 2GRy P
Q) MAEASPrHIER LA AL R ARG IF N T 8 ANRER ISR 45 RAR W A ST E RE S A
Y A S T8 0 PRI T BR O JRE bl 2 A S A R B v A S N A 4 i A A 00 3 481 £ ke
Bea ezl g
BEAR A SR 25 58 T A FE BN A ST A7 R (K 5.
ASSC T T 5 2 3 o A A S B ) 2 A A R T SR R R SR A G A S B T 1
T 0] G2 ¥ 5 A AL K AL G S AT () It 7 P AR 2 (K S 2 A S A DR A D4 J 8 AR AR ST o e 12K
SR S AR IR 2 T, LAE— DR 38 T 4 U7V IR A 8 e A AR AR A SO T R 1 S R R AT R k8 L e
AT 3 2 B AR % ) TR, DA E A 5 IR B A R R

BUf R A R e S LA T G 4 (1 ) A
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