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Test Case Selection for Neural Network via Data Mutation

CAO Xue-Jie', CHEN Jun-Jie', YAN Ming', YOU Han-Mo', WU Zhuo®, WANG Zan"?

!(College of Intelligence and Computing, Tianjin University, Tianjin 300350, China)
*(School of New Media and Communication, Tianjin University, Tianjin 300350, China)

Abstract: Nowadays, deep neural network (DNN) is widely used in autonomous driving, medical diagnosis, speech recognition, face
recognition, and other safety-critical fields. Therefore, DNN testing is critical to ensure the quality of DNN. However, labeling test cases
to judge whether the DNN model predictions are correct is costly. Therefore, selecting test cases that reveal incorrect behavior of DNN
models and labeling them earlier can help developers debug DNN models as soon as possible, thus improving the efficiency of DNN
testing and ensuring the quality of DNN models. This study proposes a test case selection method based on data mutation, namely DMS.
In this method, a data mutation operator is designed and implemented to generate a mutation model to simulate model defects and capture
the dynamic pattern of test case bug-revealing, so as to evaluate the ability of test case bug-revealing. Experiments are conducted on the
combination of 25 deep learning test sets and models. The results show that DMS is significantly better than the existing test case

selection methods in terms of both the proportion of bug-revealing and the diversity of bug-revealing directions in the selected samples.
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Specifically, taking the original test set as the candidate set, DMS can filter out 53.85%-99.22% of all bug-revealing test cases when
selecting 10% of the test cases. Moreover, when 5% of the test cases are selected, the selected cases by DMS can cover almost all bug-
revealing directions. Compared with the eight comparison methods, DMS finds 12.38%-71.81% more bug-revealing cases on average,
which proves the significant effectiveness of DMS in the task of test case selection.

Key words: deep learning; software testing; test case selection; data mutation
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ILAER, IRFEMZ M4 (deep neural network, DNN) 7EVF 2 SU 15 3 1 R, JEHAS T BRI RLDY, il 5 3 %5
R AT NI B BN PN BT IS . RHLB R G DR R TR OV SR, AR R A R G —
FE, DNN BBt AEPE BRI, 1 TIR AR I 2% B WA M B 2% . PR AR S5 R o, 280 rh AR SN R B Sh 8
A ] B {75 DNN fif H X CAER AR IO AR R 0, BE 28 SEU™ E 5 1. 5, 2016 MK IR HLEE N Tay KT py
TEALAZ M TR T K& BRI £ SCHESC. b4, 2021 45 11 A, EZR 5 ™= 53k Zillow BRI f5 S5k R HE T4 28 B
JiZETt. KUE#E . Rk, FRIE DNN AT 5 2 B A =2 5= X

FE SN FH H, DNN IR (R DNN R B 5 20 7 vk 2 — B RML G5 3R AT % —#F, DNN IR H
B [F A PR L7 2 b 2 i HABEZY PN PR B SR, D2 B DININASE B Pl 2 75 T vy 5o 00 3 4900 80 A A 42 9
AR, FEFEHRWF: 1) AN TAREVIR R E R %, i ELEH brE — IR G 7 2 A2 5 U bR i IE
P, 2) DURCER (R RIS — R 40 BB KD 3) FEAR 24K T, AR AR IRObR s A8 T 8 (0 A0k R, DA B e 40
8 SR R OB AT ARV 1 A 2 B vy DAL, 97 GE Y AR 68 48 7 DNIN BEEY A RAT I U H 49 4 2 1 AT b
1, AT AREARARE A . I35 BT 8 RAREATEAME E 554155, AT H2H DNN WK R . frilE DNN R 5

A B AR B D7 1R v DA AR R, BE T 450078 5 MR B i F 3L T BAS FE M #0708, JE T 45 5
(R34 75 15 F) FH DNN A 2544 1) 78 2645 B 48 S I A s 856 BRI 5, 1% K07V S A e A sk b () 4R
7 7% A, DNN Pl s R S5 H R 22 7T, 5 B It 490 % DNN (0 45 /941 22 T8 3% (neuron coverage, NC)!'")
e PETEE AR AR 51 U2, SR T, S A 2 B 1 R v 9 A T P 51 K R G P R R 2 AT O
BCPERCAA IR, RTE G S5 04 7 35 22 0 LA R0IX 7030 36 W kP 4] R0 48 i 00 3k P 491, 5 50k T &5 M0 7 35 119 48 il X
9336 4 D7 1R A BRI,

AR, F5 T B0 P (I FF (511326 35 5 V2 AR DINING RS 2R ok 038P 451 Fm 153 281 1 45 P 1) e R4 e A g 117,
FLART 5, DeepGini' M Fi B 15 3 i) 2 154 NI R 9] (0 56 JE R4 % (Giini impurity) BAJAI BT DNIN AR
FRAG P S AN 2 FEE, 33 T B R AN 5 10 00k R 491t B s (R 2 . ATSY 70K B 4 P 1) = R 4y M 2 A X T
AR I P 461 P R B A2, S T B T T — O N R R 1 3 0 3 AN e P v LB 2 A T U 451
F 4R DeepGini Fl ATS 7T LATE— B FRE 1A 2030 B48 A I 0 A 481, L st R0 5 491 1 4% 7 vk 35 A DNIN A5 284
TR A5 3] ) B s 5 S ot 2 X 9] R AN 1 R, DA S8 R A I sl R A e R4 2% S8 T, 7R SEBR b, T 25 SR 45 B
FEARARAE = AERA M, TR I TOINAS B (5 A5 25 R 5 18 5T 20 FE It 2 B SRR S, X R iRk 7 v i B AT =5
— 5Tt

T 3 S T A U A9k T A R 1 R 2 A, AT ER T DNN MU R0, A SCHR T — Fh B T4
P55 57 119390358 F 451 156 3% 575 DMS (data-mutation based selection). AB#E T ©LAF J5 i, 3 T8 5 16 05 22300 o A0 i 774
HREA - A A5 4 i e Y B AR R (RIS — 45 e B R 481, MBS A 2R TN &5 SR 70 8 S A R T
SERMBNESAE R, I Ty B3 FLAEm T A5 0 X 90 i 48 4 B8 0. (1S B2, AN T 4540748 7 i i 2 5 4
1 B 45, DMS Jl i X SR AR VI SRR AT B AL S, (AR PERL B SR AR b, B Dy B ST ASE FBEZRY (9 B 7= 2, 3R
HUGT R A BRI A S 2. Ak, DMS TEXT JEL A6 I 2R AR B b AT A8 S I 5 i T 7 ) 22 e, RO ZRER A4
TR SO 85 1% P S v NS R) 7 TR R 438 () K g SR B R S0 > 1 ISR B BN 2k B AR B R 2 3 B 4),
PR AT AT AR, DA R 3 PR A6 o) A (R A a5 ) e, T P 6 000 K P 4670 988 7 1) 78 SR R P 25 78 DMES AR R
DR ) E AR S Y (0 B 288 2O I 4811 8 6 AT 0 4L, 37T DA g B 57 o4 0 e P 491 £ 3 3. X AN
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ASCAE 25 ARG A LI T SSUERF 7T, Forp i DNN BRI 9 AT 55, SEI 45 R b2 0
36 Y RS rP i A A5 F B9, B R AR AR DT 1A IO 2 R 1k, DMS #8824 T B0 1ol AR i 3605 9. BUAATT &5,
CUER AR Ak i SR B, 7R3 10% FOMBLH B, DMS BE9S 0 ik H i 4 f 53.85%-99.22% K4 A 431,
TEEAE 5% (R 51, DMS 9 28 HH 48 65 0 48 ) 1T Re 7 o B A (R85 5 1) ABESC T 8 ot bL J ik, DMS
P2 ik 12.38%—71.81% [3E4S ], IEH 7 DMS ZEMR 515 364 55 o 1 5 38 25k 438 BTk, A
FETRELEWT.

(1) ZSCHEH 7 —Ph I 548 5519 DNN IR BIE 2 7775 DMS, 1207 108 1T I SEE B0 A8 57 571K A2 /i DNN
A AR I LA I S AR 3R R B RS [R) A R AT O B IAR A B1, AT $2 T DNN IR 20K .

(2) ASCAEH 5 F DNN BLAURIVR & 2 S MREEMIE 1 25 AN SLIRA S EIFR T KRAMSGERT R, Sings B3R
B DMS J7iEARE T O RS T 2 4k 12.38%—71.81% MRS B, WITTIER] 7 DMS J7 ¥ 14 2.

(3) ASCEEIIFEFFIE T DMS, KA FARIDFF IR TE T A =TT https://github.com/MT010104/DMS, PAE H AR 57 #
FF IR 5 S 7.

2 HREA

2.1 REMHEMEMNR RN

DNN AL — R Ik (M gn 2 iu =X, & 2 AR R Zhae i Z4UR LR 2 e & KEima ™. BE5 22
B4 22 T L A R B BB AT 9, X LA FR A o 7E Y R a5 75 . DNIN BB L T ix e+ 3
R R, K i N B B0 5 (1 5. DNIN IR (AR L PR 2 (8 i ik — 1O ARG i R G —
£, DNN R 78 A 5 35 5 563 MR A g1 VR 7 = O 5 7. DNIN IS A 490 7F 72 32 296 DNIN B 80 A
A 1, e g 4 UH1 e DNIN R 4 AN AE AR R LA S5 R IR SR R R, g Y. AaRiE
B S0 PUEGE 4N P4 DNIN IR 751 55 WU S i 78 45 5 A A B DNINABE R F) i R L5 A (R T, 72 BB B
W TR R, 1 2 A SR AR A (IR T SR 2 T DNN AR A 9140, Nejadgholi 25 A P20 8 B 2 5 J
B TEI P (T3S AL (oracle approximations) 8] BEHEAT BT 7T; Guo 28 A PO Vs 22 HlR (differential testing) SV
FH R B 25 SRR ASTR R . DNIN AP B R A0 55 3R 5 Tk /D> DNIN et A% H i o A b i 25 v B9 10
WRELAR, DA R DNN MR 3k .

E 7, DNN R 104677 7 35 B4 W 2 1) T8 i i 358 /N B 491 -7 B R Ay 128 X4 1) Al 3,
DAL B2 T o N 53 A 0k 4912 P sl A ) B AR AE X DININ R JoR B O A SRR . L S5 N PR TR T EASE 1
532 KFE (confidence-based stratified sampling, CSS) FI%E T3 U KA (cross entropy-based sampling, CES) B Ff
J7 1% DNN AR AR & AT 2008k, 5 b R, DNN RS BYTE 4 2499805 10 03X P ) 7 4 B P kG 5 7 s il it 4
R B 2 S d . Horp, €SS U7 F DINN BEAY tof R 6 A AN N 1 T B A R o IX [, AR
P8 MR B R 2 RS H R & IR T4E; CES J7 323 A5 DNN B (1 5% J5 — AN Fail 2 104 e, @
ST /NIRRT SR A TR S 2 1A A8 SR R B IR A 9. Zhou 25 A\ PR T — Rl i B PP SRR ) 3
£ 7715 DeepReduce, %75 FI FH o0 0o B 58 mE, AR T Z 08 1 R TR T, 15 R G IR 48 ik HE — Nl
AR, SRJ5 5T DNN A58 J5 — 2 B8 B A W 48 /N st 2 5 TR a2 2 R R AR R, B 3IIA 3148
AR N Ik, Chen 28 A POHR T — R T R0 92 FHER R A5 117 1% PACE, %7 7533 4 47 1] DNN 45278
R 0 B HE AT B 2, T8 MMD-critic SRAF J5 V5 A 3 R REALIZE 35 J5 10T 1E H R AR S0 8 R A
HEAT SRAE, A8 AN 18 R B AR N & B & R 4. 2) e HE BB % 18 /s B R 0 AT D R P 491 3
DS X8 B AT R, AT 0 DNIN R ) R . Guerriero 25 A P74 H T DeepEST, 1% J7 VA REWE
) FH M 22 51 75 1Ak 0k Y 90 gk i 42 T B0 T R . Feng 25 AUV 32t 7 — bl sl A HE 5 7772 DeepGini, H:
FTFRFI DNN ARSI 450 T30 114 22 A5 P v AR JR AN 0 5 9 58 AR e, 22 JE AN 4 v 1 DU 3 P 494 e A Sl e
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. Zhang %5 N\ PPV H AR D08 451 F gt 7 AR A 0 S PR 3 AT HE . At AT A B 7 0 451 o A [
W R R TR SRR v AR 91 B e 7R R AL 1 491 B 2 B R B DNIN R AN SO AR S8 56 2 83840
FAB1 35 458 I R, R HS 4845 e 77 5 B 5 491 LAAE 7 DNN A2 i .
22 REMENELTSR

A5 S5 R — ol PR 0038 451 R 9 ), A B A v 102 S 3 o e A AT A S A ROK
FAE VB AE ) R A AR I S 29300 72 A 3k s A Sk ) A (] 2 S B DU 5 B VR R A8 S R R 0 N L DA
DU 9] R s 22 A8 s 1) A 10 2 8 T SR AR D JHG B o ) R B v, P SR8, 3% e MUk 1 6 P UK P 497 ) Jog
i, FEBA AR BOHT H IR 1), A VAR IR 18 5 et 3 — 20 b A ol B v R P A 4 L E B4R R L
7E DNN M, G 467 e 00 9 7 2 e, DA o 2 o i B vy o B 5 5 408 7 A 2R ol o P 0 4 470 477 8 = ik
A3 ) EE B 5 i

Ma %5 N\ PO 57 A 48 502 S R 1 SR, 5 LS 2% DNN B IR 942 H T DeepMutation. ‘&
IERS M FIRE R G PR T TN T, 23 AR T 8 ML 7% DNN RAMUIZFRET . I ZREd DL AR 5L
PEHEATAS B JE AT AL B 3E R B3R T DeepMutation++0%, % [TEF X FEFF #0128 2% (recurrent neuron network,
RNN) $&H T 9 MR 1AL 5 57, Hh MRS 2 RE 7 R BN BCEITE R, MERN 7 HEIEL R
ST BN BROHOIR S R 1734748 . Humbatova 28 A Pk — B 404k A8 7 7 i3 T DeepCrime, AR E
PR X 2 o B FLSRA IR MR R . IR UF R . IEMIGL D730, SO R, Bk s, AL RBSE A B B R 3R
T 35 FAR S B 3T AR R, AR R BT 1R R At R W s R I B AR IE. R A G R AT 5%, AR
Wit T — P T2 7 1 5 5T, 5 DeepCrime I DeepMutation H & H 1128 T- Il 2R 5k 11078 = 5T AH LK, PR
FHIX A EELET LA 3 A~J71H: 1) DeepMutation il DeepCrime BEHLHki% —55 7R 6132247 48 7, X A4 iRTF
A AT fe 52 M AR R e T P 451 178 A 60 AT -5 0T ) 48 8 Ul 481 00 20501k FEAER, 1T DMES ASUX i Ji A5 2 3300
BRI R 8 64T 48 575 2) DeepCrime 48— 44 W2 FH 491 (10 B 25 B 04 28— K58 [ FR 2%, 1A DMS A A8 S/ 7
8T B8 2 P AS [F) A 1R A N T TS S Y gt A A 1R DA TR A8 X R 491 R 4% 4 7 A [R) D7 11 1) 78 SR 6B, 3) DeepCrime
H1 DeepMutation HE: T I SR A4 1748 37 350 35 75 BRI B3R AT 58 B 10U 25, 1T DMS A 75 ZEX SR AR RS AT 0,
T T KERTHE R IR ], 32— P4t 7R ol AR R S5 B SR ks X e DMS #ll DeepMutation
Hh H (38 P AR 5 5210 GF. WS. NAI R NEB )28 A7 2.

3 ETHHEZERMRAOIEREE

A R0 3 8 v R Ay IS 1) DARPE S0 78 25 2 4R S R A Bl 3 7 k. 28 5 VR RE S 1R
PRI B [R5 KAk DU B 42 A 7F DNN A28 [ 48 0 7 26 26, AT sE B DNN AL 78 43R, 2) LA
DNN 5 2 T (1 345 B o 5 3k PR 0328 38 U7 v, 18 5 2R 41 DININ BB T 0l 3o 2 o 1 5 2515 S A 2 0
BIIANH 2 T, — R A T A 15 S R M BB B A By (R FE. SR, IR P 28 7 VA3 TR i s Al R
BN A B (A0 ERFE S ECAR RTINS 0 1 R 4 T o 1, LA R e IR B 5 1)), LABE 7545 8 s A5 B T AN
ERAT A, R AR SCH 7 — b 2 550 2 53 X Il 938 43¢ U7 vk DMES, 38 it i OB A8 55 5156 DNIN A28
TR MHETBANSWEREF S, St R Ao B . BRI R EE T FarEHEE b
A—BUE B EBERARTE . Bk, DMS & JeR I BE 0 2R 504 F AR 1) /N H0et s ) i 44 5 133047 15
B T AR A AL 2R R A S A 1) UM 55 SR 22 1) 98 e ot 3 P B3R A7 2, DA DX 43 DR B S AN [ 7 T R
BRI EE T, LA 25 e TR v 7 T DR 2 5o ik 81 ik A7 e 4.

Bl 1 /R T DMS 3 2 TAERAE, HEZS N 4 Ao SRR S RRAEE SR, WA 4. RAE.
ASCAESE 3.1 TR PR3 T A er % Y ZREed AT AR 55 DA RS BB (1 A A, TR SR 3.2 AR T el FR B
B RS B R 3T e 3, RS 3.3 T A4 T W 2 TR AE A5 B Ik AT 4 HRRA, S 556 3.4
FrpgE A Oi RS DMS [RRAE T T 138,

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



& EE 5 A TR T 69402 WA R BB ik 4977

A 5
Ran A
.. 'g | P o ! H O OO O O O O
A 55 ¥ % ! = : 0 0O o O o}
IR g T . ; 3
A5 S DNN Y i majorLabel i |
a E Q
g Y |l CH RS ﬁ%_@ )
DNN ! o i N i =
M — . TR T4
- | L : S+ LB LS A
v >
o — ! KillNum |
s R —— SRR R

1 DMS FikifEE

3.1 ETIISGEENEEER

BT B, DeepMutation F! DeepCrime 55 T/EHE H T 5 T Ul R4 i) DNN 85884 = B 461 G ) e 38 4 )1l
Bl TR N R A SR, AR S T R BN R A A B AT e I R, T S B T U R A R
AR SRR AR AR, T — AR BE S ST 55T &, A T BRI 25 0 R 28, SR AR e 48 K ) T SRR RN O
S A), B R AR YL IR, O TR B R HE AT 2R S, DMS B T — R S AR T, HOm L
B S R AT AR IR AR 2 0T DI SR 2047 48 . JER B8 S J5 BRI R 0ai 0 &I 2R AR AT A, T4
M AR SRR 0%

FESR AR i B2, B R FE AR I FR 22 AT BE 8 O A [R] T A B Tl &5 SR AT —hr 2. BRI &, i ss
DNN #8855 M, IZREHERT (o, y) AFERIA x, AR HRTHRZE y. v = M(x) RS M SN B TI2E AIARAE. 3411
XIITA ' (x) # y(x) IIZREARXT (x,, y,) BEATAS 5. BRI AR A, ZER AR & L BENLEE v, . BAFE v, o 2
¥ (), VB x; HTARRE. R, AR SCEF X YN ZREEERT (o, y,), T8 T 22 R 2803 (i) -

N T G E R DA AT RE 0T M BhAS HbyE N, DMS XA 2 250 5, DA — e RE M B E AR
SRBA AR SRR, DN T B SO X A IER R AR IR R AS, DMS 7R R F2 o, AU I 2R R B R B AR AR 28
HEAT B, I X AT 3, WOR S BB T AR B AR VI SRR I IE AR RE A FIAS R AR A RIS HRRINZE =,
RV T B0 (000 ST TR 3 A 1 B K S Bt 0 R T IE AR A SR 146, A SR 7R JER A 7Y (4 TR AR 25 A R, T % T
BRFEA N 27 A X .

3.2 HEHERRER

DMS Z3 Al F 5 70 AR S A B RN R AR Y B B0 AT RN ZE 5T, G567 RN A 0B 48 58 77 At A TR 7 1)
Fea ARSI 8 70 AR AEAS 2., XIS R B AT 2340 BARRRAES B8 LT

(1) 145 EEJ7: TEALGL AR S b, a0 SEVRAR P I AR R TE R — M 8 B AT B L S IR R P A T, il
A5 A AN R FF 51 % B O, ) B, AR B A 2 v, SR AR S AR A ] — A P A5 B TR bR 2 5 AR R R [, O
AR AR R R AT, — MRS L, n SR — AN 9 R 8 R AU TR 22 (198 AR, O] R ELA SRR MR AT AR 7). LRI
2 F 91 BE A T R 2 A2 4 DNIN AR TS F0 65 158 AR AR S TR — AUl 481, & B8 SR AR 7 S S B P S 3 KiliNum
R B AR AR I B B AR

(2) 2RI A T — AN Al e B M BT S, B AR KER 40 A8 S A 2 b (1 FR0I bR 255 5 J S 28 1) Tl 4 252 2
ANFE, AR SSRBCR b 0 T AR 25 A0 B2 (8] B AN S8 A AR R S T 38— 20 B ff 0 3 461 48 7 1 28 R e B 2 Y
DMS 45 & B B2 5002 CIGe i B AL i A8 e Y b B R 22 IFR 2 majorLabel 1F A8 BRI E & F BT
MFRE:, T8 AR 3 H TN FRES originLabel ) majorLabel WIZEAXT7 1) 78 XN IR B 028 5% 77 [0, originLabel
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F majorLabel A~ [ (175 F 4944 e 58 SCOREEUIREERE A, X T originLabel 1 majorLabel A8 R I A, 75 245
By killNum FEIRHEATIX 95
PA—/NPU 43 AT 55 i, AR5 4 ST ) xy, o0, 25, x4 TE 6 AN AR My, My, M, My, Ms FA M, b () T00 45
Rz 1 Fos. WFIERAG) x, TS, BE M,, M, F1 Ms LRI HINFRZHGE 2, 76 M, TSR 1, 75 M, F1 M LT
Wy 3, R4 2 BUL T xi (1 majorLabel 79 2, BRI x, JYBERMBEFEA. RIIE AT A1, £ 1 x, F x, B9 5EALE
HREAR, AR S5 7 W AS [F] A0 R 91 B A5 T BE 4R 78 DNN AR I A AR B RE. T xs A x, 169 majorLabel 1 originLabel
TREE 2, (H x, 1 killNum 55T x; 1) killNum, RIS 1] RE2 — MNMBEEFEAR.

R 1RHEE BIRBORY]

o predictLabel ) .
ID originLabel killNum  majorLabel
M, M, M; My Ms Mg
X1 0 1 2 3 2 2 3 6 2
X2 1 3 1 1 3 2 3 4 3
X3 2 2 2 2 2 2 p. 0 2
X4 3 3 3 3 1 0 3 2 3

3.3 MK G AR R

N T ReE R AT eI BB A AT N S 2 AR ) T4, DMSS AR A8 53 T 13 W 9 AT e A 4y 4.
JEEILE T, 7 [ (0 Pl A B A [R] R8T, T A (5] PR A% St 75 1) BE AT 1) e 7 DININ SR A A ] ) Bt s

DMS B Jeid JEHIE A AFEATAT— ML AE R I FE AR, Ky DMS Joik i & Ub SR AR 4R 485 5 0 A48 45174,
B RS FEAR AN RS 4 . FERIR IR, B SREA GRS R IEHE 40 AL S AR, bl TR FEAL AL
RIFE AR, H originLabel I majorLabel F] G8 & HH [F] ). DMS K5 MR ATR 2 45 H SR AL AR, IRk Hg —ik
AN&ILES B I, M, IEES A MEHES B ZAMIREAREMCONSELIBEEFEA. 115, DMS KIEFEA 1AL 7
J5 115 BT S AR AR AT 0 4. BLAARSR L, BE5H B — AR EE AR 4, DMS 181 —J04H. (originLabel, majorLabel)
FR FAR Ry 19), AR 5 1) A F (R RE AR 2 4 R 43 B R 1 2 A

FEM F B SRAE BT B, DMS 234% [ 43 SEUBRISRAT: (1) B 491 A2, 8 1 43 2EL BT R 1R i R 451 . 72
1€ Sr L RFEN B S5, DMS 255N 7 N AR, 1B kiliNum 34T HE 7 JF R AL, BRI T DMS A AAH
[F)AR 53 77 100, kilINum AE R (0 0 7 49 58 AT B R 4B A R AR, TEFE AR, 2R 5 S AL R 25 g i, S8
PR REA IR SN BT RE S /N T ERAR B AN LRI, DMS 2 W i 4 B T IR B8 kiliNum e, I
MARFERR R, DRGSR HRE AT D S BN RAEA R W R . 4 L8R & TR el 2 KA E 7 KN, DMS 2%
ML IEER A A PRENLREE IR ARE N TR, FEA SO, MRS OLIF A KA, BN DMSS 48 = A 1) A8 S i A7
2R B OLE AT DA RO X 43 s H B IR S AT . B IR T 10 5 B, AR SO AR R O AE B,
3.4 DMS FFERRLRIZ

HiE 1 N T DMS IS, Ho N\ 48 frl DNN B m, JRIAWIZRER T, 1Bk 4R C, s e s 4l
EEEEE n. DMS J7iE B 6 AR 8 I B0E 28 B P UNGR BB AT 2 IR BE AR 57, 0] JRAS Y kA7 25 I 2515 3
—EHE B2 AR (T 1, 2). 285, DMS 3RS AR 0 5 ik 88 & 1) T 45 2R originLabels (17 3); IR,
DMS 3R15 BT A 48 A BRI SR C I TRIUFR 2 Lisuareantoaers (AT 4-8). XHEESE C 14— AL H 4, DMS i@
Tt P AR S A TR R AR [ SR 45 SR I 22 S, A BIRFIE L& £ A0 £, Borh f SRR R A8 e R R A A R 491 R SR )
5L, 4 AR AR R AN E, T s D F 9 7E T A e R B IR B AR S R Ge 3 R, 4 B N B0 SR AR 2%
B, ARTTAR Y 9 AR AE ] B 2 B R S 5 L 0 48] % B8 P 28 S A PR AN i I Nwom: R E A8 S5 A PR 000 5 SR 4%
SR majorLabel (AT 9-14). BT AZIEHE /MBI killNum 29 0, %A FRICATAT— AN RBRY, FON R
BRI BB/, K G DMS X516 88 EAT I 38, K b H B AR e SR i A B, RN IR SR & 4 o, HAR I
FBIBIMABRLE T4 ¢ th (1T 15). /)5, DMS 3 )\ ¢ ) 8 R MREEFEA S F1& FHBE MR B FEA B
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(17 16). 1K, DMS FIBr e AR FEA S A9BSR 2 15 2 LSS BERFE H K. ISR ICVETE i, WK i A S B A AE A
TNE] X, 4R B BIREAS REAS i A RAE 75 5K, X i 28 5 B 4% 7P (0 I kP 4% T8 kil INwm 3E4T HEFP I L 9%
killNum SERTEIREA, I X o (17 17-21), SR A 26 BB FEA TN X J5 16 5 ML i s & 4 T EENLRAE
PR FEAAE AN TS, W RBEREA S BIREA L LU 2R H AR, DMS 2 XHE AR M REAR KA 507 17, X BEAUREA
BEAT 2, RIS AR AR S7 (17 23); T m, BEXTREAN 7 5 1970 41, DMS B Je iR % 70 4L4E S o i o L4
B AR 22 L HRAE RO, S8)A, DMS 4208 killNum Xbi% 7> AT HE 7, SR A killNum 5E B EOREAS, DA F
X, HE5ERCR IS5

&% 1. DMS LT
BN Frdll DNN LY s JRAGUIZREE T ; iR C 5 TSe e IR BEMIFEAR A2 n
G Pk R EIES X, RN n.

T’ < Mutate(T)
MutatedModels < Retrain(T’,m)

originLabels « predictLabels(C,m)

Lituateantoders < {}

foreach m’ in MutatedModels do
L, < predictLabels(C,m’)
Lituatedrtodets < Litutateatodets I { L }

end

killNum « {},ma jorLabels « {}

. foreach ¢; in C do

A N A ol o

—_ = =
A

[, fo < extractFeatures(c;,originLabels, Lyyacamodets)
killNum[c;] « sum(f;)

majorLabels|c;] < argmax(f;)

N
= w

.end
. A, C" « filter(C,killNums)

[
W

16. B,S « divideBackup(C’,originLabels,majorLabels)
17.if |S| <n then

18. X« S

19. if |B|> (n—|S|) then

20. B « prioritize(B, killNums)

21. g « getTop(B,n—|S|)

22, else

23. X« (XUB)

24. g « randomChoice(A,n—|S|—|Bl)
25. X—Xug

26. else

27. S’ « grouping(S,originLabels,majorLaebels)
28. foreach s, in S’

29. s, « prioritize(s,, killNums)
30. t e |si|/IS|xn
31. g « getTop(s;,1)
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32. X« XUg
33. end

34. end

35. Return X

4 iRt

4.1 SCIEFAZRIE)ER

N ATHHRER 5T DMS 7 38 45 0320 F 51 358 3 07 T (9 B A R4, VAl DMS 528 AR o AT AU 1 BT R, AR5
Wit 7w R 3 ANHEA AL

ST IR 1 S 7R L, 7225 2 BT ms BLE R IR B T~ DMS A 75 ik t 5 2 K48 45 F 3102

WEFCIa R 2: 5P J7iEAR LG, 1645 BT 5 ZLE R DU H G DMS 3 H 1R 2 S RE B S E 2 1)
5 2

WAL 3: A TS5 M 78 5, DMS A BT A A (19 2508 740 S B %o T84SR 4 ) 3 R B RE A 35
4.2 HUREFRE

AXAERT 5 W5 FAT S E IR AR AR NS 5. R 2 A H T 5 St 5 i
B, ONGEFNAREN BAG R, K, 5 5-8 ZI0 Bl UIZREM . A GEMRZ . MR DL KL
MRSEHERA R, 5 — FI AR T 2500 2 404N 4, BIE T 2500 28 7 v B8 (M 2 50N 4

2 DNN B H AR

ID ¥EEAR A BERUR/N (KB) IZREME IIZREEMERZE (%) IASERR DNRAEMERZ (%) RIS H0N

1 LeNetl 115 60000 94.50 10000 94.86 7206
2 MNIST LeNet4 969 60000 96.48 10000 96.79 77998
3 LeNet5 1330 60000 99.08 10000 98.72 107786
4 CIFARIO VGG16 20109 50000 95.17 10000 87.41 1671114
5 ResNet20 3590 50000 98.56 10000 91.22 273066

BR AR ASCE T BUAT LR T A R AN 0 AT S LB A 4 MNIST A1 CIFAR10. MNIST & —/F
R HAEEPY, AT 60000 HKiIZEHEA 10000 Tk EHE; CIFAR10 $iE 40 & 7 BLS b W 4
(KLY 5% B35 R HERE A B, 11 50000 5K IZRE AT 10000 Sk B 2. b 3R 4 Hiodia 55 24
T 10 3 EAE %

TRE M BB RL: A T 3 P RIS 2 R 2% . LeNet BRY A E15 7 J4F 55 T 1 4 s 24 W 4% &%
W, BETERZ. WLZE. &% ESRAMN, HE P TR T 5574 HET LeNet, VGG ALK
SRR R, SRR IR, HAE BN B BUZ AL R, 1 L AR08 75 3R15 58 2 UG RRAE () R B s 1) 2 B0 AN 30, 8
it 2 TS E D T T R R 45 0. ResNet BERUAE VGG BRI IERE 1 5] N\ 7 5% 228, il it i fh oy 20 FE 15
H R B A3 TR LGS 1R, RIS REE 5 10 2 (A0 A3 7o AR B FE SR 1. 3 Folfeh 4 I 4 A S B 4 1 0 e R 4 2
TR
4.3 i A AHEIEEAE

AR SCAE AR M P A I BRI 255 2B BR T I SRREAS (GBI R SR AL I IR AR R ) AR HUREAS. T+ J5 3, A SCEF
St S AR Hh BN IR 91, 40 A5 P L) 4 RO BURE AR 2E BT 12 C&W (Carlini&Wagner)*?. BIM (basic
iterative methods)™**!. JSMA (Jacobian-based saliency map attack)™**’f1 FGSM (fast gradient sign method)™ = it 34
T BUREAR. AR SRR 42 43 BRI 5 AN AR5 5L U 03 4 DK /IS A 170 P 0 497 1% B 42, 6958 S 4 ik
KEEAF RN B IMEIELE C, LR 4 N RNRE T AR HUREAR = A IR HUREIEEE Cow, Cons Crsma 1 Crasw TR
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PURIESE T B ARFEA RIS FUREA R (5 50%. FERF—Mgik e b, AN A — IR FT R L3 057,
T BEAT 7870 XS L.
4.4 TENIERR

N T 55 DMS RIS U7 B0 Rk, RSO T ATS S TR .

(1) fault_rate. % T — N FEFEITEN 5, €Ik eI G ECR 2, MEwE ezl i
IR FAE S5 ERCR L. 3Tl fiie e ¢ ik sE sl 6l 74 X, SR EEA RIS A 0 (1) Fros:

| Wrongl
fault_rate = —— )
- |Cwmng|

Ho, [ Xrongl 183 X H 45457 0 DNN ASERL 12 75 28 190 328 A 49 > B (RI4BEE DI G BB ), T |C yrongl 1RFMEIESE C
HR B A 9 R R 4. ATS EPfault_rcne FoR X FRsr RN I R, XAET RS N i BEAE X
T =i 8 2 b 48 B FH A 9 2 380 i DRI LE T30 o6 g 4R o 0 e G 852>, T 2t SR8 =5 08 34 1) 000 P 4910 8 ol 4
BHBSE, 225 fault_rate EI’»JIE?‘EBijﬁE/J\ﬂ: 1, E: 5 B IUEBEE Z MG fault_rate TR OL. Bk A
SN IR AR AR B 2L

(2) fault_type. HHTFHAARIEE R PT BE S B2 DNN HF AH LRI, Dy T 58 A T 2 B s 2, sl 9 e 45 77
TR LAY PRTUL HA 48 £ B8 R R I 491, 3 T R R 491 BT B 4R R 1) SR AR (0 2 R, 3T — MR
SR x, FA RS EOE R T

Sfault type(x) = label(x)" — label(x) 2)
Horr, label(x)” fRAE I FLLFRAS, T label(x) f7 DNN B H B0 KIbR 25, 6140, F5 851 B 2 1l 4
“7, e MBS MR AT LARIR N fault type(x) =1 — 7; 7E 10 23 FAL K5, ARSI _EFR> 90 (9%10).
4.5 SEUWEIT
4.5.1 WL 1

ASCAER T B ETscER T 7 AR AR 7 VAR AL v, DL PR DMS 3% 45 A e 461 07 T A
RV, AR 2R S T iE BN AT

SRS (ff HLBEAL AR A it a5 5 BE AL 36 1 — s B3O RO S 481, G o 4 A 00k PR 491 A 34 336 10 T o1
AH .

NC!: 3 F B a2 0 56 26 NC 15 S IR A& 3. eAh, B3 14 078 535 200 5 A UK 8 T LR
P 0 32K P 451 P a2 45 S

(1) CTM (coverage-total method): A5 f& CLk £ FIMHAH B A, & B R it B B A i = 7 o5 2 09I 41

(2) CAM (coverage-additional method): 2 #% Tt 5 B9 FH 491 45 & 2 25 iR B 0k 6 SR, B B R ik B R e 7
5 T 2 AR A 35 4 22 T IR DU 491,

LSA (likelihood-based surprise adequacy). DSA (distance-based surprise adequacy): 43 %l 3 T 4% % FE A 11
(kernel density estimation, KDE) F1FE TRk B #2511 5 & #h 78 43 14 SA (surprise adequacy), Ji it b0 F 451 5
WZREHRER I SA {72 5 K R 7~ M A A9 A X I SR E 1) R A, 58 A MELRR & 18 0 3 491 010 5 .

DeepGini''®': 2T DNN AL FH 5] 000 6 B 125 B ke 5 5 JR ARt 8 5 Bl e, 6 J AR 2 v P Ak
BB AR e ik #%.

DeepEST: M\ 38 RLRAE (¥ £ B H R, B Ui B U, BEHLRFE AR r, BEF U R AL ISR

—r FETRUEE (SR 7 S A ] TR B R A A, T BE WL RAT: G895 8 5 DeepEST RN R #i i . DeepEST 3] LA
%&éﬁﬂﬁjﬁ%??ﬁfm%f%)%ﬁ@ﬂﬂiE@ﬁ«é& DeepEST.g « #£T- LSA 73 BCAUE (#1755 DeepEST,, « 4T DSA 43iC
B B 7% DeepEST,yg,, FH[FI 5T TN E A5 B2 AN DSA Z3 BUACE (1 757 DeepEST,. . JaHT 7t 43K B DeepEST,.
IR Sk BT 5390 3 NT7k, BT UIX AU DeepBST, AR X HE 772
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ATS!7: BT —Fft e 58 5 2005 I8P 451 F0 i ) 5 40 Ay — 2 X ) SR8 3R 3 428 £ 00k P 49 sl ik P 4910 4 £
MR, Mk — D3R T —FiE B eR HOR i Ak A R L M B A 2 (R 25 5, B AR HR ke e A =0 &
N7 55 BRI 3 g N 3K P 451

AT FHL L AL DMS FHI& R LR 5 G 301, RS 7 ATS HISRR i E, B eB T Bt sk
1% HH AL AR 5% F1 10% B E, 1 5 43 BH S A Fh 75 15 P AR DU R 60 5 i 1 faudt_rate $1E.

452 WHFLIRE 2

ARSCAS R S 1) R — R 42 B 1) BE 2 7 VAR X LE 77 v, VAl DMS 3t H il il A )2 75 e 7 5 5E 2 AR T
. BRI A, ST IR A ] 4 LK — 2P R DMS fE 48 55 2 AR M 5 T DTk, A8/ T DMS BIAR K T
% SimpleDMS, HAARYE kiliNum %00 91 B 7 HE Y, AR 261888 killNum % i 000 491

A SIS AT R FRIE PR 7 v, 3 W — 20 A8, 3 i 4 B 1 RN SE LAY [50, 5001, TRTRR KN 50,
SRIG 3 N TH AR 7 VR A BB T 1 fault type BUE. BT fault type 1) _EFREUEARE T 1845 FH I EE
TS L/, #ilhn CIFAR10-ResNet20-origin H48%E 1504 878, T fault_type LR 90, 1EIEHE 5% 1A H
BT, #4350 fault_type CUEIT F PR, Jov2ixd Ll 25 e 45600 i F 4 50 ) 189 00 25 7532 fawde_type 1) EFHTRER. Ry
T IS MR R & U7 B B G R 2 R T T ZE e, BRI AS SO E T S A IR R — S[R3
FH 81 8 12 43 50 L AR T o 1 .

453 HIFLFH 3

J9VEAL DMS I AR R A8 S A5 B AR Bl T ) P 45 6 2 S 2 i ) A8 S RS AR AR 49 e R4 5% =R TE A 2L,
AAIE T DMS HIAE1E J5 7 ——SMS (structure-mutation based selection), 7 F i FH 45 #4455 5 1~ X AR Y 34T
A S SR B R B RHAE 5 B AR TVEA T 5 DMS CRIF—B, BAESRXS FE PRl 75 i G 34 k.

SMS FI A TAE P F S 1 4 AN JEF 4578 757 GF. WS, NAI I NEB A4 28 TR 0K
T2 178 S A A 2 KM B IC DNIN RS ZY (1) 00 B8 77, MTT A BEx BT I 3k P 48] 4 38 Tl 68 P K o 22 0 Ui B A S
P, TR L S B BE AT B R DNN FIER G, DO DNN BB AT B2 80, ATk 2048 A s . BT &,
TERFIRILBNIT, SMS BEALPkIZL #2545 3 — 2 e 5 LU A B AP 48 T BB JE 47748 e, T 9F AR 4 3B AP 48 0 B
HREPAT R T — BRI s m, @ 75N SR AR S50 ST 7T, S0 H T %
HIFE 0.5 LAY, B AL I AR % (0, 0.5] TR BE LAV E P s i, AR i) A8 S i an

(1) WS (weights shuffling): FEHLFT HL /> 832 AL E.

(2) GF (Gauss fuzzing): [454% FUBUEE VR INEUE 9 2 = 397 70 A0 Mgk s

(3) NAI (neuron activation inverse): R #P£E Joiin i FIFF5 DA L Bm IR 4.

(4) NEB (neuron effect block): ¥ #1405 T — ZEEEMBEE Sy 0 LABH IS F— 2 fI52m.

FHT SMS 87 FH B i FH 461 e 408 SR BRI A8 S B RSSO D, Toik il i SR EIE T B majorLabel, it LAH: R R
MR kiliNum %o DU A 400 34T HE PP B AT i 5.

4.6 IMRIMEACE

A SCAEH Python 3.6.13 SZEL T DMS, H:3£F Keras 2.2.4 Al TensorFlow 1.14.0 % JR AR AR R HEAT 45 5 I $REURE
LA 2. X TXf B J73% DeepGini DeepEST Al ATS, R 145 & & LA ARSI 240 MR PT AT I S B 24 7E Intel
Xeon E5-2640 fIZ 45 #8 52 %, £:1F R 4N Ubuntu 18.04.2, N 4/74 128 GB.

5 LR

WEFE I 1: 53U 5B L, R 28 58 P i L IR B DMS R 75 H B 2 i3 6 412

F 3P T DMS K% xt BT AL DU 0 K BRI (faudt_rate BUfH) EROXSEESSRE (735l ik
PRI L 5% A 10% A BRB), B J5 320 25 D A 8] o 1ok 4 ob I 4 R 51 RO B ). Ee e, ke el
TR LI FT, IR BEIHER B TTEN B fault_rate $U{H.
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R 3 B IRIEEE IR RS B &5 i 5 v AR B 1 1 L Ag
— Xt bl g ik ade 3 HE 4B A R 51 o5 B (%)
AR B o) Noo TRIESR NC LSA DSA DeepGini ATS DeepEST SRS DMS
CTM CAM
T Origin 973 798 3113 4261 4475 4144 2004 467 84.05
2 +CW 458 602 2407 2779 2514 245 2049 487 3582
5 3 4BIM 655 598 2448 2822 2829 2865 2153 49 3557
4 +FGSM 78 601 2369 2863 3078 315 2162 487 35.79
5 4ISMA 494 601 2441 287 2627 257 2155 487 3579
LeNetl 6 Ongin 1595 1051 4825 6809 6984 6732 4358 1031 96.11
7 4CW 106 989 4112 5244 5408 4534 4019 1017 71.49
10 8 +BIM 1246 994 4082 5248 5522 504 4147 1015 7135
9 +FGSM 1446 995 4137 5397 582 5476 4266  10.16 7151
10 +ISMA 1059 995 4123 5297 5469 4696 4245  10.16 7137
11 Origin 1371 1059 4673 595 6137 59.19 352 467 9128
12 +CW 1052 628 2896 3287 3181 2928 208 44 4046
5 13 +BIM 108 63 2881 3339 3339 3273 1989 442 4054
14 +FGSM 1084 636 2844 3431 3667 3619 2176 456 4059
15 +ISMA 1198 644 2869 3276 3325 313 2437 44  40.67
MNIST  LeNet4 16 Ongin 2274 11.84 6978 79.13 8349 83.18 6947 748 98.75
17 +CW 1811 1011 4951 615 699 4715 4062 938 80.18
10 18  +BIM 1809 10.15 49.02 6178 7005 536 4223 941 79.93
19 +FGSM 2013 10.19 48.17 6349 7082 6235 4597 937 802
20 +JSMA 198 1027 4808 61.04 7001 5306 4939 937 80.44
21 Orgin 1484 781 60.16 85.16 8203 8047 7969  3.12 94.53
22 +CW 821 544 3696 4336 4613 3152 3715 468 4718
5 23 +BIM 802 554 3744 4384 4632 3668 3782 516 4718
24 +FGSM 936 573 3601 4384 4642 447 361 468 47.28
— 25 +ISMA 12.61 554 3677 4355 4632 4107 3629 516 47.47
26  Origin 2344 859 7812 9375 9531 9375 8281 625 99.22
27 +CW 1509 955 6409 7822 916 6141 7221 993 9035
10 28 +BIM 1375 9.65 6399 7956 9217 6399 745  9.65 89.76
29 +FGSM 17.1 984 63.61 79.66 92.17 6867 7307 993 88.54
30 +ISMA 191 9.65 6437 7822 9188 6609 7364  9.65 9045
31 Ongin 5 492 1064 2137 2375 224 1525 445 3122
32 +CW 478 492 1095 1799 1795 1819 1606 478 233
5 33 +BIM 391 487 936 1877 2026 193 1621 497 232
34 +FGSM  3.67 482 815 1838 2137 2074 1712 478 2291
Vaole 35 +ISMA 381 482 535 516 2007 1992 165 55 23.35
36 Onigin 85 1009 18.03 38.68 417 4067 2923 1001 53.85
37 +CW 849 989 19.63 33.82 3695 3329 3213 941 4534
10 38 +BIM 699 989 1573 3468 38.16 3541 329 1052 45.1
39 +FGSM 632 984 1394 3415 4047 3806 3329 941 44.96
CIFARLO 40 +ISMA 68 984 979 984 3864 3767 3193 1129 453
41 Orgin 1401 501 1435 2323 3303 3212 968 524 37.93
42 +CW 1029 515 1533 1955 2261 2157 1608 445 284
5 43 +BIM 995 503 1585 1966 2273 2227 1706 503 28.34
44 +FGSM 1116 538 1562 20.19 2418 2429 1874 445 28.22
ReeNe20 45 +JSMA  10.53 497 1475 1897 2261 2233 1591 503 28.05
46 Orgn 2494 1014 254 4134 5638 5376 2096 1059 60.71
47 +CW 199 989 2689 3493 5049 37.13 3083  9.66 53.61
10 48 +BIM 1914 977 273 3545 5078 3806 3401  10.12 53.79
49 +FGSM 2198 1012 27.01 369  50.14  42.68 3939 966 52.4
50 +ISMA 203 977 2672 3447 487 4031 332 1012 52
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RVRTH S, 76 50 NERIG 5 (25 MBI =2 ANk e iR A G LLE)) T, 46 FIEHL T DMS B fault_rate A
RRI AT L4 U7, W T DMS TEIE AR HE A 7 T G 285, AR AT G Ath S A PR ASE B T 0 B e A 45 S AR X b
J57%, DMS B R BB B . F 3R R 54 e e 0 A A X, B B U PR T 0 ) A e
71. DMS KIJHEAR fault rate BAEVEFITE 22.91%-99.22% 2 [f]. Hr, 7£ MNIST-LeNet5-Origin-10% X £ SZ46 1,
DMS JL-F-REW 4L I B A Ha £ 49, Tt bh 772 R BB R 3] 6.25%-95.31% AER45 4 F 1, /£ CIFAR10-VGG16-
FGSM-5% X 2558 7, FAR DMS (X AEFRE] 22.91% R4S FA I, (EAH Foxs LT iR AR SR BE RS A ME H] 1.54%-19.24%
(3B A4S F 6. AR T Wilcoxon signed-rank A8 5 K 36 1E DMS 5% J7V& 1 Se 36 45 R 2 [0 2 WA M 2=
S, 2y BN EE P T ki B e B 5% AN 10% (03 45 B 2E BE AN S2 36 37 5 R 1) fault rate B, 24 BA5EN 0.05
I, R EE 5% A1 10% Wi A5 SE 637 5% R 1) p-value 21/ T 1x107°, B, 4% 10% A9 611 DMS
f) fault_rate {EAALLT ATS F1 DeepGini 1526 45 5 p-value 735129 8.17x107° A1 5.96x107°, AL 8 T DMS
G L BER T HrE X ik, #—BE 7 DMS 1 Rk

SR, A ST R IS F 0 B AR T I fault rate $UE B Lo AT A SR 605 06 5215 0 R 69 fault_rate 1%,
HIRRE T, FEIR AT PUREAS G, W35 2 b 48 45 9 ) A bl iR Gt 1 e 2 30 85 388 o, 6 3G o ) 4 i ik
FRAGSE, B 6 25 383 6 FE A9 (K KR 22, fault_rate BBt AT BE 25 T B, AN, DMS 78 LU G IR SE1E A it ok
B AR F oA L 7 VR AR 24 T B B, IX 3B DMS YRS IR BT BUREAR, 16 A 5 45 M R A B 4R 148 £ 41,

Z510: DMS RERE AR 4 X 43 % 0 E AR R a4 Hh 1 15 SR 4B 4 PR 491, 1 FLAE DA G AR A D e B2 T 119
RATE NI R, 7E 25 DNEIRHE T, EHF 5% FIMER A BIR, DMS ¥ fault_rate Y82 31.22%-94.53%, AHE %t
L6 7V RE B RS MR 1] 4.9%-39.3% I8 F 51, 188 10% FIISXFH IS, DMS [ fault_rate Y5 N 53.85%-99.22%,
AT H 7 IR RE M /MR B 3.91%-26.27% K84 FI 1.

WEFLIA R 2: 5 7 vEAR L, 745 2 BT i ZHE R R H GRS T DMS 3 H R R S Re B H 2 1
EHE T2

Bl 2 W IR T & T VELE DASUR ISR 1 A i ik AR IS, i o5 e 38 P I A1 e 2 R 38 n fawle_type (B AZ AL

NAC-CTM NAC-CAM — LSA DSA DMS — All

0 —7rr——— 60 35 F 80 80
60 | .4 sof o 3k | T0F 70 +
R 50p 40 25 [ e 60 60 |
Sl 4 - L, 50 + = 50
‘ / 30} 20 40+ - :
5 30 —I—3 g A comsn| gL b W
Qz(]-‘_:j:_—._. 20 1(5): 20 KA e Sl
107, ! . . 10 o . . 0 by - A 1 1001 . . 10 [} A .
100 300 500 100 300 500 100 300 500 100 300 500 100 300 500
SampleSize SampleSize SampleSize SampleSize SampleSize
DeepGini ATS - DeepEST SRS SimpleDMS DMS — All
70 60 35 F === 1 80
068' e el 0| 42T 28' gg-
2 40 b 40 25 ¢ 50 50
<" 30 30 b 20 20 - 20
] H N 15+ L 30
S 2t 20 30
=Tt 10 |- 10 [+ 20 F 20
10 [+ 5 10 F 10
0 L L L (O = L L 0 y— h L L L L 0 L L L
100 300 500 100 300 500 100 300 500 100 300 500 100 300 500
SampleSize SampleSize SampleSize SampleSize SampleSize
(a) MNIST_LeNetl (b) MNIST_LeNet4 (c) MNIST_LeNet5 (d) CIFAR10_VGG16 (e) CIFAR10_ResNet20

2 A ITIEAEEAA IR L ARSI B fault_type XTLEE

P 2 o R 2R AR A i B P T B4 FR B fault_type {8 (R FTAS J5 72 B 61k B IO AR BRAE). T 5628 7 ik
MECREZ, s g — R RN 2, &7 VE fault_type 7RG S B B R HIASFEIBL R FROR. /TLVE H,
DMS (1] fault_type ¥AE 34 W B AR FAh I 2605325, HAE K 22 5 i aitid it 2 MEA0 A2 52 07 170 26 BCRAT AN TR BB 1422
SRR LUK 73Tk A 48 22 R, 7 508 X 0 PRI 481 2 2HL SR A1 B 0 e L 783 ot B 25 4 6 75 170 1 00k P 41
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IR, 24BN EE N, DMS B $50 A 5. F R RE TR 510 1) DMS AT oAbt b5 dik i 7o
Z 84S F61; 2) DMS EE TR Wik 3R originLabel 3 majorLabel {78 577 B3R F13E4T 7 20 41, %t kL DMS
FVE B kiliNum HEJP 16 SimpleDMS, DMS 75 3% 35 (¥ 020 FH 51 30 R 00 A 35 2 T . e Ah, AN e R LR
DMS 4b, ATS J5i% IR B4R ZHUE L AR T HAR L 7. BAR ATS R 6 RIAE AR 0 (Y B2 (5 8, (=
TE T S B L% 3 R AR P 25 R 30 7 AR 31 R 4B A 7 1), IR R S M AT Bh I R BT A IR R A 7 1Al A
i, BT LA ATS 3% 45 10 D050 F B4 & 75 78 26 58 2 #8485 1 5 TR A FLAth Pt bl k.
£ DMS 3% H I 5 e 78 5 58 22 (R 7 ny, e 000 R 49 B0 e /D B DMES (1 34 56 B L

BF9 ) R 3: AR T 4544748 57, DMS B A 08l 48 e S8 TR B U R sl s B R R A IR 3

Bl 3 H IR T 43 2 T 45 0 AR S T RO AR S T A AT AR SR B R A PR A8, %o P 4 4 e
(fault_rate) FEH ZFENE (fault_type) HIXFECAE S, B T30 B AR e B 0 T B PR3l B BE LI, BRI &
G A TG RR R, S EUE S ] RE 6 R SR AR B AN CE BR, M o2 % 52 50 tH majorLabel, Joi%H|
Wk P 481 V78 S5 1. BTG, TEZR A SMIS o, A S RARAE kiliNum SHI R 4113047 HET .

= SMS == SimpleDMS =m DMS
100

—_
S
S

100 F

. 60 F
_ N ] sof

g sop 80 | H ) 80 a“ a0 o0

*§ 60 60 + 60 Flee 30 h ;‘g I
N:I 40 + 40 H H 40 20 -H 20+

= O 2

§ 20} 20 20} 10} 0l [

. ST S
0“% & Q’\j\i&@\ o“q" & Q’@\@ f\ o“ Q Q’\ é\C?Vx o“eg 88 x@"xj:%@?\ 0‘\@ & 8} G‘ﬁ\
[3at eSS kliﬂéﬂlgé [3at- eSS 3 UES ﬂuﬁ%ﬁ@é
_ 80 80
80 F _ =] 70F - & sof - "~ =
s TOF o T 60 | 70 Y | 0F. o wl i , -
N 60 F 70 +
S60Ff I 50k sol Tk H! 60'H!- "M 0 L4l H
50 &t e pile L Y- 20| H 20 =l | 50 H I J 2Tl sob NI
i ? H 307 3l 40148 7 40,
< 30t N 20_5‘005 | op 30Fe [o | -
e . 10 To L - 20 20 F°
S Q \ad NN S Q \ad & Q \af
Q<‘°‘} 89 ﬁxj:@:@cﬁ\ o“% (’ é\%%\ °§\ o‘&} & ‘3’&@@ OC’V\ o‘&}X @$\ %@ o“% ~ ﬂ’xj:%@@
ik SR f%x_é%ﬂl* 1&1&’;%*‘#* ﬂ%ﬁié%ﬂl% 737 i
(a) MNIST LeNetl (b) MNIST LeNet4 (c) MNIST LeNet5  (d) CIFARI0_VGG16  (¢) CIFAR10_ResNet20

3 BlR AR T RN R AL S S A X b

WA 3 Fios, PURIGTIRRSEAE k42 i, DMS A1 SimpleDMS 2 H 89305 46 38 B 68 1T (fault rate) FO48
2N (fault_type) HREHRALT SMS. IR AN HUREAS S, fE4 5568 ) /7 1, SMS 5 DMS # SimpleDMS {125 2K
fBL, AXFE D HUE LT W T E A, JEREAE T SMS Bl FH A4S 5 F WS, GF SEdid X B84 () S 4 BE N L 30 J5 A&
BRI AR R AR AR T E SRR AR, X TR BURE A B Dy BURR. R AEAR S 2 AR ST, 3 MO A AR R ECR, i F
&KX DMS. SimpleDMS 1 SMS. SimpleDMS F A X U FH B 34T 43 2R AE, R T 000 SRR IE R e %
Bt 278 SAE RIS ). % L — 31 B R ASF BT LG H, SimpleDMS 4R BB W5 ki H 48 65 FH 5 7
#& BN DMS ¥, — 4647 5% FE RIS T DMS, HR2JLTF-FrA %5t T SimpleDMS 78 £ B4R b ¥ 2 LS
BN DMS, 1 #E— 308 T 4 2H 1 i A R, L RETE R B 48 i 12 A 481 1 [R] B 42 i A e B 1) 2 1
P, B FHE A S8 SimpleDMS 25 F8 T 48 3 2 4%, (R RIEAURYE kiliNum X5 FH 81 3E4T HE 7 1) SimpleDMS
MRILEIET SMS.

GEi: AR, (RS AR S 107 1, 3 T B 28 S (1 DMS Al SimpleDMS 346 HH 3018 FH 491 28 B AR T3k T 454
AR ) SMS; TEHE R 2 FEME T, DMS 25 58 148 5 J7 ) (19 S [1) DR sk gkt 004X P 491 e 0% 78 25 B 22 (R 4 6 vl
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6 i it
6.1 DMS HIBER

T BB DMS BIRCR, AR SO R GG b H T %07 RCR, Wi 4 17, DMS 18 2% (11 25 i ]
4 110.97 min, EAAARNET B F I 2557 0 28, BB 20 B 15 48 K& Bk B SR VR AN T B ), (B I 2508 K+
IS HOT 5, M T B Al (AR T 1T 55 BT A 9% (K1 1R) 23 58 22 . SimpleDMS A1 DMS 7 4% 9 B /) 7 THi (1) 22
AT LLZBE AT, 17 LA 0 I 5 B 5 10 ) P S RERS S 7E 10 min BAPY. SRS DMS [1RCRAR T 8L (1 )53, (H2
FFERS H 5 5219 N TARFES FRAR LE, DMS [ BRAS ISR & 0T A2 1. TEASK AR b, w] DU A B A2 55 5
A i e R 7 S5 AR L 9/ R R B £ T I SR FH AT S N3 DMS R4 T I F2, 33— 2542 T+ DMSS IR0

R4 FNHBILEFETTIERIRE (min)

NC

FA B T CAM LSA DSA ATS DeepGini DeepEST SMS DMS
FEE 1.26 7.03 1.28 4.06 0.58 0.06 425 35.59 110.97
I TNIE 4023 9.00 2.48 6.47 0.51 0.12 7.32 100.36 308.49
s /ME 0.14 5.19 0.53 2.97 0.08 0.03 2.98 16.43 55.68

AR 1) A0t : WK P 8348 3R AT 45 1 e 2% B 1R 2 — R ) P v (0 408 0 P 94 SR A 28 9 SR, i THASE 28 )
R, X AT AL G812 4%, DNN BEAL [ B b AN B B R4 1542 U7, DRt A SR P B 34 H A0 0k PR 4910 oA 28 3347 231
Ik, W E AT (1 HER 262 TR RS SR T, A e MNIST #4240 LeNetd BERYGEUE 5 Il ZR A 241, BT MNIST
£ LeNetd 157 (I AER R T LLE F 96.79%, EIE(E LA it AT U254 DUR B I 25 )5 IR R IR T, AR S0 R
MRRZE A 10% MIFEA B 3018 C&W J7¥ A BRIKIST R I BURE AR, b abh, T S8 HER b R 7R B A A P32 T,
8 4 B T 07 3 AN B0 I OB B B, AS SO MR AR O AR RISz 36 7R U7, K i 2 T B 40 AW, e — 1 1
HEAT H85 CF B3 4%, 78 55— (7 RISAIF X DNN #8125 R

N T AR PR LI ERE R B E e 7, ARSI T RQL W1 7 BT 7k, BARAE RQ3 SELG Ak
TR 4 178 e () PR A9 2 45 5 ¥ 2% 7 [RURE R e 2 R A 4% 20% (1000 ) Ik 451, -1 [R1 it DA Bie 132 4%
0 IR e P N el A R AT B 45, JEAE B0AIE 4 L3630 55 1 45 5 R A R AR TH RO RO i, N T IR
WEATL A 7 SR KI5 T, 7R 4 5 7 S B A 49 i) 3 s, B LA IR R A A ), BB RENIGIERER S
RELHERf 2SR Y P 5. BARSEIG 25 5 5 fios, W LLE S RENLVEAREL, Brd 45 68 sl 9 1e 4% 5
RIS LU R A 2 5 DNN B[R f, SR ki 2. ZE3 1, DMS J57E% DNN #Efi R A iR 2, 1531 9.65%.
BEAN, T 25 k38 S st 9 6 77 v SMIS 4271 DNN K%Y 9.08% FIMERAZR, Miple 3, m T K3 ik, X
W A TR R e B A TE R BAT 5 P B SR A R, HIE T HIR L 5 ik R T8 8RR R
BRIA T 2 FETE, 7T DA LG FA RS )5 2 BB A R A8 SR R e, SRR M .

25 MNIST-LeNetd-CW Bl 255 UER R 932 T (%)

NC

VAL 4 . 8 .
JE Uk “CTM  CAM  LSA DSA  ATS  DeepGini  DeepEST SRS ~ SMS  SimpleDMS — DMS

87.72 7.82 8.25 9.10 9.19 9.09 9.43 9.42 7.85 9.08 9.13 9.65

6.2 BRI

PR R . A R s B TR 5 X DMS DRI SR X b v A S BA R T A ek SRk AT
YRR S B, SR 7 AT 208D X L, %o T DMS, AR SO T Python Hr— SEHIAT (1) A 2AAE 48 o 1) 285 vk 3k
AT SEI; KT FARST 5, ARSCR A T IR B U7V AR 3 S 5 H R A 4 B RS, JREAE T RSP A S L
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HERFEAT SR8, X T Mk B0 a5 RO FTAT BIAS, ASCHE B AT T 2 RS, # Rt RIC IR,

o ST R . A BT R B 2 RIS TR T LIt 5, RIVBTR AT (R P 2 T K £ UL K 4551l DNN
BB AR SR T TR AT HdE 48 MINST A1 CIFAR10 IR AN RIS BE AN [R] 52 2% R P RO R TR i3k 47 S0 £ S
PRz o, DMS 78 3R B A I 28 2 Jm, BIAT I 2000 A28 A8 o SRR bR 2 A O AR S Y, 4 3 X
Bl ARG 2. X ERE DMS AR UIZRER LR, T UL & 25 22 AR R SR 8RS b (0 SOK, &
BAEE). BEAh, FEXTAE 57 5T HEAT R BE 2 i, 2T e A S K 0 i 93 45 SE AR RO A T DAY 22 B 22 AN R A SR K 0
FEE SRS (ARBEAAESS . HEFAAESS). BlAnE Bl AAESS oh, BRATRT DARE & (Bl VA 4 55 i A8 5 FOSChn s i 22 57 7%
E, I e h Eh STEAA R Z AR IR, AR TAE T, BA T2 — PIREAE ST AR 0 2 A AR fb
B AL 7557, LAt — 2552 T+ DMS I R AT e k.

o SEFA RE B, S5 A0 A R UMD T B T I v T B AT N R E S B, R B SRR A 1
ELBil BRI B SRS Hon o 3T 38 DAL & S A A i) A2 S AR R B, o I B B R BB, A0S % T
O TAE P 9256 1 B IR R T AN A DNN BB b SR 4L & AT 1 Sl 45 LR W, ARG B B AR 2 H DMS 7E L%
BRI R, J5 0 b ] AR SR R B 2 1S I6 ¥ B AR IE DMS R SEE. X T RORIN K1l 252 4L, DMS 2
BT BRI AR R (K S8 0 T AR RN AR e SRR, DMS W I ZREREAT T 4 IRBEMLAS 57, B ORI A 57 JE )l
SRS B R AT SNSRI O B AT 25 ANV ZR45 2RO SE 100 ML O 756 UE DMS 84 it H At B 1142
SRR [ R, BEAR LA VGG16 75 CIFART0 JR 4R IIREE T (K2R i, 256 45 1 Il sk FH 49 £ ¥ B O 1001 000,
[EJFE A 100, 2 6 Hh o 1 £ A8 F AN [R) B (28 S MR I 5 0kt Ui B ) faule rate 6N fault_type {8, L/
BT, AT LUE AR BN 2 A AR AR I RCR A — € IR T T, (B 5 BE RIS, i (B) AT 55 A B 2 s £ 16 .
(K11, DMS A 7 100 /NA2 A6, 5 2 R BIF T T ALK SR TE U0 o] A piem S5t B AR S B8, ATk — P47+ DMS
HIRCR AT RE.

6 DMS 7R HIAN A B0 A8 S BRI F) A5 R

AR SR IR ) B
B 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
100 5.96/52 12.39/58  18.82/63  25.5/66  31.22/69 36.46/70  41.06/70  45.43/71  49.64/72  53.85/72

200 6.35/55  13.26/59  19.62/63  25.89/66  31.61/71  36.7/71  41.38/71  46.15/72 50.91/72  54.81/72
300 6.35/51  13.34/57  20.02/62  26.21/68 31.45/71  36.3/71  41.54/71  47.02/71  51.47/72  55.2/72
400 6.59/54  13.42/62  20.1/64  26.21/69 31.45/71  36.78/71 42.34/71 47.26/71  52.1/71 55.76/71
500 6.83/55 13.42/60  20.17/64  26.53/68 31.69/69 37.41/70  42.41/71 47.42/71 51.47/71  56.31/71
600 6.59/53 13.5/61  20.02/63  26.53/67  32.25/70  37.33/70  42.65/71 = 47.34/71  52.34/71  56.39/72
700 6.59/53 13.5/60  20.02/63  26.61/66  32.57/70  37.73/70  42.49/70  48.05/71 52.42/71  56.95/72
800 6.83/55 13.5/61  20.17/63  26.53/67  32.6470 37.89/70  42.65/70 47.66/71  52.34/71  56.55/72
900 6.91/54  13.58/60 20.17/65 26.69/68  32.88/70 37.97/70  43.05/70  47.5/71 51.95/71  56.08/72
1000 6.91/56  13.58/61  20.25/66  26.77/69  32.72/71 37.97/71 43.13/71 48.05/72  52.18/72 56/72

VE: B 5 0 Nfault_rateft, JG Nfault_typelt; fault ratefIME N 4350 INFLEUE N L R

7 MHXIE

7.1 RN

FEAE G A A e U7, R At 4 v Uk e ) S 2y o, b LR R P e 6 K 5 e 7
AU ) 209855 AEAL SEARAF IV i e, 00X 5130 % 15 AR AR TR N 5 P 75 SR e 356 3 7 e A0 sl ) R AT
DK FERNAIRI7 5T, N G338 3 % 52 B 3 5o min (1 DN 481, B8 D3k il ol P 491 B84 T e el - 52
eI NTRTEBR . 5140, Gligoric %A "5y Tava T H $H T — ks 152 5 A% 2SO0 S 50 ST Rl A sl i 91 £
J5, Legunsen 55 A It 20 AN ) )i 25 Y 0 PR VRV AT () 2 A MEEAT 1 SISERIF 9, HE M 17 2R 5 0
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2 F e 45 07 v B A AN S A I F A e R 07 VR AR LA 28 A, R DT VR R A I R B 5 R R IR 2 IR,
Zhang %5 N\ PO B (I Eh AR 5 2 S 3R H T 5 1 ARSI A 913445 77 1% HyRTS (hybrid regression
test selection), I N T 77740 SR AEAS [RIRLEE IR 37 5%, A% Gellial o i) il R 5 B 7200 S0 T 58 25221 )
B AR LB R B v e ., Li 2 A P URRAE AU 7 5 15 83 T 2R S0 IR BB AT (B I
Chen 25 A\ PHLCEE 7 S AR B J7 150 — S04 T — bk LS o1 (K779, RN 1) 4 A1 AR A5
R s T HER SR AR 1 HE 5 U2, M 129980 B A7 B 5 el Re 70 FE R Aebn (91 a8 15 ) AH K
(KR M B, H AP, Harrold %5 A P H T —Flof 000 5008 5 5 R 308 RAH S5 410757 HGS (Harrold Gupta
SoF), ‘& PAVCTH i (R P 75 SRAE a2 Aot ade JEr o I 2 v ol F 4.

ARSI AR 2 5o A% Gk A4 1] U0 3 P 48] 7 AR 30 34T 5% FE TR 2 I BB b (g — 2D 4R i . DMS B 7E i ik HH
AEE 46 7~ DNN AR EERAT 4 AR 61 HA0 S 0 AT AR, DURPRIE S ARG, i H&F DNN M 250,
TSGR, SRR P2 8 ST —FPr B o 3 ) gm AR 650, A2 Gl i ARRB B 45E B RiE %
L FH TR A 22 R 2%, AR SO P BN 28 S A 400 22 D00 2% o (R0 AR, A R A S AR TR TR0 o A2 o 7 AR TR Bh A5 B 4R
T A P
7.2 REHEMENIR

TR P A 22 19 4% A A2 PR TIE DNIN R 10 2 22 7 vk v, A 4 A e U1 VR R 7 40 e e 11200
DNN I ) B AT 5% Tk A9 A ) 192 78 43 PR 2 i N 2 ) DL -3 ik % DNIN 8547 2 (1A 491, 3
TS B B IR R A IR A M B & 2 B A R 5 1 4E HE e 7).

TR A9 A 3 B S PRI 55 X 0RE AR AR SR [ SR IS FF 81 26 . W PLREACE Szegedy 5 A PSR, B 1E
)RR SN (R 30 A BORT R 1], BAIK 219% 5 DNN BT IR RCR. R AR S fiAE A m] BAE —
SEREIE E A% 58 DNN HGRFE, (H 2 HA — g il 2 IR (W8 20 A, 78 SEbr B2 A LU . AHEE T S, B AR H
51 58455 S I8 FH 37 55 (R 5088 20 A . L) B AR D A9 A RO VB G

HUA 343 AR F BRI 1 S8 AR 4 22 4B A 51 Pei 25 A\ U2 Y DeepXplore, I 1 & 25 20 MR B A
KA DNN AR R A 451 32 A e Bl o 00 U7 2 38 1 R, AR R T #4872 4 Ik 491 24
B, I G A SR A R B 0 4R 48 1A 4. BR DeepXplore 2 4b, LAMIE TGI8 55 % 5 118 S AE NI AE
DeepTest, DeepHunter Z5HE42 13 5 T 78435 F. Tian 25 A\ P42 tH DeepTest HESY, LAMFLZ 0T 6 TG T, 0BG HEAT
— RINENER7 55 AR A, DAEEADL E 272 57 55 o BG4 B0 th LAY 3% 5. DeepTest A JH 2000 SE AN T
FRABEE 1R B, FHUE A I e A 451 T DA SRA8 AR P Y . Xie 25 A P92 H DeepHunter HE4E, F1JF
SEAPR A TORE i DA B — R VIR V) 45 K 2 o AU i 3 s FE 4910 42 B, DeepHunter 82 R 1 2 AR T- 1548 5C R (1048
ST, T SR X ) SRR R AR A R 451

HRHE DNN AR5 AN [, — 35 i A5 56 2 10 T F 49 A 7 10 e 2 . Guo 25 N P71 3 2 3
FEIAAT S AT 00T, $2 T IR R B MBRMESE LiR Test, Bit 7 — R FITEAR IR RS ANF 2 28 etk 1 ik
R LA LR, LUK (4. Zhang S5 AR A3 B BT 55, $2 3L T GAN (3 F 51 246 B 7
1% DeepRoad, DeepRoad 1J LUK H 225 3 ] Jr i 4 A RS R v, DL B 3 25 3k R G e | 2 52 BRI
T AR U SR . Yang 25 N PU06 8 REARAD 43 JAT 45 (1) DNN BERLIEAT IR, $2 1 ALERT HEZE. ALERT R4 5 2 A%
T P A 44 A IS SR AR 23 R A 55 PR 6 TR — AR 0 3R, AN Wik AR AR el kP 49 80 o AR ASE Y. e T g A 5 2R 1)
DX HI ) 7 VR FEAN [R] £ DNN AF55 Pz 45 21 ekl vz i) K2 .

TR 78 o P B B R R CAR P Y B AR 5%, 4R WL HR AR T I I R 912 5 ] LA e . 7E4%
G AT, AR 55 % F T = — R R VR AR X AR 7 IR R AR B2 MR (178 o5 bk sy, B T g
R FEART I, SAL G F], DNN BRI th 502 48 58 22 VR TN 2R3 T SR AR, AQRS 78 35 %A £ & DNN
RTE 7 M G AR bR, BRI, — 25538 (0 7040 M B B PR AR A P 2R3 .

TEUARAGAT f AL GE kAR T (R B A 45 44, Pei % N U O0KE A0 28 90 5% (1) 45 R At P B A B 4 45 W) — i e, R4
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TR TR R NTERS. A TTE B AT EG A SIS A T e, — B AR R B,
R 2 A TOH . A T 5 R RN & T I BB AP & T B 5 DNN B o 2 58 i 450
b, Ma % A VI J5 S 70 b R, AP 0T d5 IR 25 20 I8 51 100%, K4 T SE4INRFE 1) 4 4 440 78 26 ), 3
iR )2 AE 2 KMNC (K-2 [X (A P28 078 ), M ARYE AN 22 Se oS (B ) B FOR #4023 B K AN XD, B8
SR PR B U 491 ) 7 A 8 0. AR AR e AR R B B AR BRAE TR S U A AR 55 P AR T — A
e, (BB 5 2 TR A 1Y, G K FE R b5 I 31 8 8 A M S BO AT BR. TR it — S8 50 N\ B30
2N 2 A G5 M B 6 30EAT 13— 2D B0, Gerasimou %5 A A IR AR FTAT 1 48 70 A1 o 4 I 4% F) v o FLAT BRSO,
DK T DeepImportance, 15 i ¢ 5 5 %2 () 4 5 JUIEAT 78 o RO BT, Kim 25 N B2V A 3o 426 00 286 b 5088 (1
FEESRH T R AR EEAESE SADL, A T-iH S D0 A A A X I ZREE IR “ R AME”, FRER RSN 78 201 A R =AM 75
(surprise coverage, SC) B HEAR. 41— AN BIAH R T IR BN L, X B T A 1T Ae A A5 28 0l H
H, E RN TR L SLIR A BRI BN ANE 55 0] DU X S PR A RS @A, I Tt
BRI B BEAEH. 5 B TR 52 I BAr A [, ASCEA T 538 7 20 A AH OG i «A8 S A R R FE 450 A
AR 7 T A DU R A (R PR B AR B 1) 22 I, BN R P S 145 S5 B AL 52 3 7 e 4 et 110 00 i FH 497

8 B 4

ANSCHE U T B AR e (1 B AR SR T — PR A i £ 7710 DMS, #E i 5 Ff DNN AR Z St (YR 2 2
JRERE ) 25 DI & X I7 i P REREAT 1 SHIERT 7T, 45 R3], DMS RERS ikt R Wtk e ) Hiw
H7 ) AN FE ORI 51, S 25 00 T A At DU 98 £ 77VA I ATS . DeepEST 4. BAASR UL, LRGN GAF 1
fBIEEERT, FEIEFE 10% BT B, DMS BEMS 70k i R 46 b 53.85%-99.22% (44 1, 715 H% 5% It
PG, DMS §iiid tH AO4R 8 1 L2 ) LP-RE 78 o A (R0 77 190, AR T-x 773, DMIS P 24K i 12.38%-71.81%
B A HI A5, AIE B 7 DMS ZE U R B0 A 55 v ) S8 25 A Ak A2 2 Ja BB TE A v, 3R DA 2l A 1 v i
28 AR LLER TE DMS B, I 22 50K DMS J7 1040 J)& 21 1m] A 4E55 () DNN BRIl 4R b .
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