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Abstract: This paper presents a sentence generation algorithm, which takes as input a context-free grammar and
produces a set of sentences that achieves branch coverage for the grammar. The algorithm incorporates length
control, redundancy elimination, and sentence-set size control strategies into a sentence generation process such that
the generated sentences are short and simple, and the sentence set is small with no redundancy. The paper also
investigates the application of this algorithm to test data generation for grammar-based systems. Experimental
results show that the generated test data not only has high fault detection ability, but can also help testers improve
the testing speed.
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H OB REALETFIXAXIENGTFAEAREE AN TAEIEFEAER—ANHLZI IS LEZ AN
FEESREIEHR . TCAMN e ) F AL B 5 R s ALIF A R0 8 F84E. RITAE. & FEERDN EZRT
Flk AT SR 0 SR R G e MR BRIB A AR B 00 L R L. S B 4 R ORI R Bk A AR A MR B Bk e AR
F 3848 56 7, I ELAE S A B MR T 4% & Kk

KR ETXRAIE G FARS B S, KEIEH

HEESZES: TP301 XERFRIRES: A

SCVE,JEIE BT SRS AR T R BT N R G g R . R . TR UMAERE T A
AR T Ak 32 4 6 A 22 A0 8 2 AR T S X SRR R Bl Bk b 3 TSI K R 46 (grammar-based  systems)!'!
80 S0 (grammarware) ] S0 R A 7 AR BRI AE IR S R G A IR RN 56 v R A T A4 L 451 P 2B
A SRR SOV AR B 17 TE A a2 B0 o o ZR 45 110 B 6 (B e ) DA 2 4t 0k i 161012
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F R, 335 B0 ) 7 A 3 B R 7 7 2% B WL 2 ol R 35 T S v 7 5 v ) ) e B ATL A i 0 R AR SR AR
M SCIEFF U5 1 R, A W7 b A= A 2 A o B AT B A %2 i g 28 e e R 1 =l 28 A A3 i8R A7 8 e, 1 31 )
R e A AR AR AT A g 1B 1OV 33 R vk S B B (B TS A i A BT I R L S DA R R e R
AT EF 445 R T SR T 6 A U A ) R A S AR 58 KA T R 1P 32 B A e A e e S AR, DA R IE 5 28 2E 1
(131 7 B 128 30 SR S B R O SR v A R Y S AT AR R S R N v O

Purdom!®F 1972 4E4 HY ) — Pl f1) 7 26 VR 56 T SCVR T 35 ME DU 0 1) 1 26 1 Tk BT T4 i ik
A RS — AN T AR SO AR A A A D B B 1 RGBR g A < A 2 B s MU 5 B
T Purdom AR B A) TR D OF HA — 283 TR A (KO SIS A T 92 B B MR AT 45 rh . SCRR[S ]
Purdom J5 4R S35 HoIn N — AN B2 1 10 S 2 — 2R TR7 B () 0 B A7 it A 00 ) 8 5 1 ) 7, 9 0 e s 56 56
T B R R ) AR SR T T PR A

A2 U] 787 6 A — R ot A 59 1100 72 2 v DU, B T B M 7 5 T AT 0007 2 R U, S i T e H Sk P
A 0 S S AR ]y b Lammel #2740 32 B 36" (CURR ™ T SCHOBUME T 55 ) B & LB T 2% R s AN g 77 A 5K
T 5 LA AN IR 2 P8 T 6 e AR S 1R SCUR R, R Bk BB s 1k — 2D S WIS R P 45 A 5% 2R, LU ) R RS
SCHR[11]Y & T Purdom S35, 45 T —Fhish A 20 S0 36 0 AU 7 28 VR VAR B T Purdom S92 4 i, BRI
AR A PR D I B el T R A AR SR R I O B 1) T AR ROTVR A A R R AR
T 3 R ) S R o o 55 SRS 43 2R R )

(1) W2 B,

(2) LbHge /N a7 B A TIE e oK ) K B e

(3) KICHR, T AR .
55 SCRR[ 1] AP VR 2 B DR T 55 () 4 AN 58 (3) 4%, RIS 1) 7 K BE BB AT 4 1, O ¥ Bk U 4% BR AV T 3 S 36 6 BE T 1%
SRR SCHR 11 B30 A B I g 05 2k, DA R A 0 AR, i 11 7 P 155 00 S 36 48 SR 38 W, AR S B A R ) 5
A 7 B A B LU A 3 5 A8 A DUAR P AN R AT S B R e R 16 0, i HL BB 45 B N 5% i v A T

ARSI BT AR RS0 SCHR ST 1 SEARY 3 A A% 1) SO A v ) B SRR T R K
JRE 8 4 S W, R AIE g o P ) K R 9 SR AN T B0 ) 2 B , 1 o3 T 4 R0 2 £ ) 1 B MBS s e 3 i s 6
ST A R R Y T R T SR RO ZR G DN T A B R I

ASCE 1 WA AT AL 2 WG SR IR A AR LA 3 W B AR R SR ISP 4 s
B 2 T BB 55 5 A AN LR S 6 e 418

1 Fa&FiR

11 ETFXERKIE

A R S0 56 Sk (context-free grammar, i # CFG)!' & — AN UTGA G=(N,T,S,P),ILrH N A1 T 433 4 3k
KMATIAT FILRLTTAE S eN R SUEMTFIA TP &7 A i R & 7 A R Tl A a4 3 B0, L v,
AeN, e (NUT)" A SC 4 31 {0 SC7E R st B3, 404 B R S0 30k

FAFTE 7, 6,ne(NUT) Fl AeN il /& o=yAn,f=yon, B. A— P, Wka— LS B0 Ha= B EF o, ..., 0m
M= DfEfHo=a=.. .= a=L N E T BIC N a="fUTE S="a MF el G 11— M1 R ae T MFR ol
G 1A T.G e IE & L(G)RIIT AT A1 H it B 15

MIFGEFT S T H A1) 7 w (I P2 m R it — AR B TR AR &5 A S, 1N 0 &5 NI AR 8RR T 7 & i 2R AT
FEAN AR 7 &5 5ORVEL 07 45 000 B A S b 3 00— A AR S 2 R SRR w R A S
BN 7 FUG I — B S, RIS R T = PR

TEX AL 5 SR w R by Tk R A R R £ A B

XA S H SCAR[6]. A [T — e X R KB, e sk b BRI T — MU F IS .

EN 2. JidJr {52 A4 W AR W 4] 7K 8 e KA.
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12 H%E=

EX 3B 455 0k G=(N,T,S,P). W 4 p:m—unveP M q:n—>zeP, 4, mneN,u,v,ze(NUT)",n 7E p £ &4
AN FR = T8 4P, 0,1y N 303 G 1 — AN 23 3220 A HE 5 S="xmy=Pxunvy=Ixuzvy="w, i H x,ye (NUT)',i
N LR HES T 0 7E p AR E, B AT wel(G) B 55 93 32(p,g,i). 44 5 ) T WeL(G). 455 T 30 ik G IdEA
b A A weW 5 b UFR Wil 2 3k G TR ORI N 75, faiFR 43 57 78 75 (branch coverage).

B 1B 1 R SCESEA 6 9 1P, 1, 1)2(P0sP2s 1P 1P 1 1)o{P 1,02, 1P 1.P3,3),(P2.P3, 1). A F id+id+id 78
5 B (o, ) Z AN A 20 S0, A TR ER 12007 id B 569 (PP D Apa,ps, 1), 7 PG 4.0) 14
W={id-+id+ id,id } 3l & 1% S0V 0 4 30 L W A FRE DR 12.

TEX 4. BEE G PN bi=(p,g,i),b,=(p’, 071" 5 AL q=p",UIFK by AT EIZFIAN by € LEIAKRN
HAEEGIA R RAL R b, TIN by KK B9S2 F5IFR N by 2] b, B #5458,

7 2:K 1 IR SC R 53 3 po. P, LY RERE B4 51 A(P1,P1, 1).(P1.P2, D FI(P1,P3,3), BRI TIN5 3 (pa.ps, 1), 5 I A B
12 9PosP 1 1P 1,02, 1),{P2sP3, 13 53 3 Pos P2, 1) B 5 ELEE TN F3 32 (pa, 3, 1), BR UL Z AP iR BTN LA 4 32

po: S—E
pi: E—E+T
p.: E-T
ps: T—id

Fig.1 Sample grammar

K1 oRBilsck
2 HZEEARR

Y E L G LR ITA R G 43 30 5 A FAR A F R B (WL e X 2) 34, W) L A A7 — A e/ MELFRIX A
B /MBS0 G 43 3078 56 10K B E, i A BL(G). K JEE BB AF HEAT 1) 1 S T i) B A7 38 2 225 . SCHR[S]
I FH R0 55 A B B RL(G) S5 A P 42 ol L R A SEAUR: 7 5 40 AR W A, v S T e 2 iy ) 2 e g A
I fee ) R RE A I B BB R RL(G), WA A 0% 108 d5 i 4 5 10 7= A sk AT 8 3, 5 )75 4% . Purdom
SR HEms e B A B T4 Purdom SRS I B0 7 283U AT RE S 51 N7 I 1wl 2R 2 25 119 7 2B X (0 0L SC ik
[6,7), 1M1 3% B 5 | A\ A& B AF JEAT 6 BE T I 04T 2% R AF P9, TR b 3 % ) 7 K BE 5 mT e BT RL(G). Uk #F Purdom
SRV B 0ok 7 A O e B2 SRS A0 2o D 1 oA S i v B 72 2R 5 py T g BRI 8 48, I Purdom B9 A=
B A T4 {id,id+id} B4R, A1 T id S OUAR LR id+id C4E S T T R AR XL SCHER[S TR SCRR[ 1] HR v
LR T Purdom $y 13 7= Az 2 Bk, BRI AR i 1) ) F AR T RER U4

AR S SR FH B T 1K R 2 o SR AN 58 4 AN ) T Purdom 820925 189 A1) 7 A8 O, 78 A0 T AL 40 37 782 76 IR
P2 A1) F AR 00 ) A R e (RIS 4 55 T B2 B BL(G)), f) FAE LU AR LR /.

T U BL(G), EAE4 T I e B

EIE 1. 4E 0 GHA Y E % KFMAE BL(G)=max{blen[b]lbeBRAN(G)}. 2L blen[b] X R 357032 b
) s 46 F1) T K BRAN(G) R 78 30k G 7y St 4R 4.

W L 2T AR G/ B &M THENN LS, T IEY max{blen} & L 0,7 HE R/
JCEHI A GX LA max{blen}f&#5 max{blen[b]|beBRAN(G)}). M5 % Wy &78 3430 b ¥ 5 1) F M i A 748
W={w,|beBRAN(G)}. L4k W i /. G 4> 3 7 5 .10 max {blen} j& W /A1) K B gt AAE, L AR SR & L P R b
S L blen[b’]=max {blen} ¥] 732 MR 4% blen[b' ]/ & L ATATH &5 b’ 1Ay F, A BE#OR K56 blen[b']. %+ L
PR R CE LR L s a4 sk K 251 blen[b’].IA i, blen[b’ Tt Bl max {blen} & L " e/ JG 2.
IE B, O

MEEE 1 0 LU 2 A5 A= il 1R 40 1 48 10 ) 74 B B Jod AR BT A 1 B K BE A A 25 40 S0 T8 26 K B8 (i, v
DL blen fE K /K43 SCHEAT HE 55 00 3% HH i AR 5 FL blen {55 K AN 43 3¢, A U 76 10 08 73 S I
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)T BT 7 S A TR A AR IR AKE SR A T

BIRHESR:

(1) 4% blen A KBNS BT 73 SCHE) Y

(2) {EMAEL 5 [ 57 SCHIE H blen (s K 11532,

(3) AR a7 S HAS AN BRI

(4) EEROVIRQAULIR3), B2 T 95 SCH BB .

L QB ) R 2 U] v 55 S blen B LUK U] A= ple A R s 43 S HLAC FEAN R BB ) A s R IN A T
P 6 5 SR B RS / A 2B B o 4 5 23 SR ) 7 (R I R v e S B 22 M i ) 20 S BRATTAE T T A S
S 25 R AR A

3 EEIy
3.1 HEEME

Y% B B BERCAE SO 43 A5 B V5 43 321 blen (1K B 84/ BL(G)(BA R I #R BL). 45 & 4 3(p.a,i),
BEq ZEFRAREARAT A AL AR % 2 SO 1) 1 e 2 AU p UG HE S R X p AR T R
RLMAT A AT RN, 20 1 e U 25X g BRI, 43 3P, i) ) blen B AT ik R 2 3ot 5

blen[{p,q,i)]=clen[p]-slen[A]+rlen[q] nH
Hodp clen[p)F s i 7= 420 p &M A) T KB slen[AlZE - AR LA A RERSHE S W A0 B 08 M4 & K
rlen[q]3& 7R A F 7= 2422 g 1R 03 1 D HE S, A2 S0 AR 2015 A BB 4t (1) ds 0 R A A K

CLE 1 o (193038 0 191,25 18 43 32 (pupi, 1)
() /oKX p MEREAFE dHidRAHERITFI A SSPESPE4+T P T+T 2P id+T =P
id+id, ) IR 8;
(2)  MAEZLARAT E Ref i 3 IR AR B 2 id ESITHNE=" T =P id KER 3;
(3) AP py FENEE 1 BT I, NAE AR AT E BERSHE T H 1K B 00 AR T B 2 id+id, HE ST A
ESPE+T R T+T =R id+T =P id+id, KENR 7.
HoE M TSRS SBOP SR, AN EE AR RET p MBS K%M ik
WG T BB RR B S Lp, DR S, )P H A S ESP E+T P E4+T+T o
T+T+T =P id+T+T =P id+id +T =™ id +id +id , 7 7K & H 12.slen,rlen 1 clen [HH5 251 W SC#k[6,7]
RISCHR[5],1% AN,
T &S5 3210 blen R 1% s K AR BIVR 43 378 o i FE BIME. BLZE N AT 1) - 2F Bl AR 475 12 13
AT B3 B 1 R 2R ) SOV A B R 12,506 T 43 32(py,pi, 1) ¥ blen {H.
3.2 AIFHERME

)7 B A R T B e 3 AT — A EROR SE IR b 0 32 = e d(p,a.i), s RS p A AL E T B ET
T S AR (nuILS, 00 N BRAF MR L — AN S AT AELARST A BT, A DI LR AN BL A S ZEE 7 AR 2
q R A, RIS BRAC 73 32¢p, 0,4 8 o545 18 43 32 b, 2 R %00 S RN ) T AR URDVE R IR A R

BiE 1 B TR

AN b

i 7 A% E 43 S b AN

01: Procedure genOneSentence(b:Branch)

02: stack.push({null,S,0)); IR dE A

03: expSL=blen[b]; 11 BETUMAE R 454K,

04: while (not stack.empty()) do
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05:  {p,s,i)=stack.pop();
06: if (s is terminal) then print s;

07: else

08: (9:s—a)=chooseProduction(b,(p,s,i),expSL); 1R A2

09: cover[p,q,i]=true; AR ARGy 3 EL R W
10: for each se « in reverse order do 17 G B = e N FR
11: J=position of S in ¢;

12: stack.push({q,s,j));

13: end for

14: update(expSL); 175 3 B A

15: endif

16: end while

AT AR & expSL T £ 28 A2 pla IR ) 3 A BE AR BEAT 7 A8 2 56 I AR 40 322 TN i R LK 2 B PR %o B
HHEAT K R
3.2.1 ;AR R
77 A 2T PR SRS 2 HEAS B v 1K) S SR 7 06 % SR 75 S e i 31 DA JLANZE Sk
(1) 78 % E B3 52
(2) w4 AR B,
(3) WL A THERBN.
R A4 AR SR PR L IR R AT R
B2 A Ug Rk
N AR 5 TRVRR R 23 3 b, 24 AR P R S 1) T 3 (LAY, 2 T A T BE SR expSL.
TR AR R A AR g
01: Function chooseProduction(b:Branch,(p,A,i):StackElement,expSL:Integer)

02: if 3q st.(p,q.iyepath({null,p,,0),b) then return g; JAEBEF (1)
03: else if 3 st.(p,q,i) uncovered and new_expSL<BL then return g; IEFEFN(2)
04: else if 3q st.{p,q,i) introduces an uncovered {p',q’,i"y and {(p’,1hs(q’),i’) not in stack

and new_expSL<<BL then return g; 1B EERNI(3)
05: else return short[A]; EFEFI) (4)
06: end if
07: end if
08: end if

(R 20N %Il vl N AR S aald o2 W vivk: = 115 3 U
(1) FAAE 0,55 3,0, iYL T #4673 3 (null,po,0) Ell 4 32 b s i i 42 b kB8 1% q(iX 1L, po 7 AHI 4R
5 S A TR = A A e — etk FReA 1B e L S R A =R A 1 ).
(2) BT 0,53 3(p, .0 MR 7 LA q J5 1A K B To0 I AN 8 a5 I L, I %1% .
(3)  HAETE 0,53 3(p,q,iyRETIAN—ANHT IR i R 28 26 1) 40 3(p’ a1y H(pr Ihs(@), 1y M R Ak O HT TG
£ ) K FEE RO A o o R4, UL B % .
(4) EEABABEHE T ERX q.
LA ARSI BRI (1) 2 2 T GRE R 2 43 S RE B2 o 200U ()RR (3) 18 % Purdom 03 HP 1) 3% ¢ SR M,
7E2E AR 7 I RUAT B 22 M7 25 0T A4 2 S A B WAL RT3 AN A= 2 S e B A S R RS 2
S 76 ) (L) T (4) 11 326 3¢ 1 4% A D i 228 1) ) - JBE 70 BBV T 2 P 000 (2) N R ) (3 ) ) 2k 48 1 5 30
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)T AR H B, R 75 B0 K R s R B (D) s, 5 B4 A L B4y 2 b BRI RS B EE,
BEFHM3)JG, 4 T ORUER!, i)Y Af 52 A% B D M5 | 2F, 75 2 FH B(p,a, D ENp’ 07, i) IR B R B AR A5 8L 20 S IR) e A
P A BT SRR TR T/ TS R 4 G B SR P T SEAT A 4T (4) 1) short[A]RR R BL A D Ze 3 BAE A A et 4
T H 0 AR A B 1 A 2 I T 0 Purdom SRS SEIEISTL AR AN PR A
322 KBTI
BRI Ay 5 0 HE B 1 4 7 A0 K 753 5 5 1 23 32 b, BRI WM A1) 74K B TR0 E BT 46 46 2 expSL=blen[b]. 4% F VL 2 b
YOI 2) R (3)IE 7= AR 2K g I, T L T 2% M AR T 70 2 (p, AL, B 1) expSL i B A KR
o XTEFEAI(2)
new_expSL=expSL-slen[A]+rlen[q] 2)
o X TIEFEAI(3)
new_expSL=expSL-slen[A]+rlen[q]+pathlen[{p,q,i)][{p’.q’,i")] 3)
Hrh pathlen[(p,q,i1[(p".q",i") 14 713 73 32(p,q,i) 21 3 32(p’,q7, 1) ) die R e A2 A B DA b 8 SR AT T AR AT A
17 slen {EFI =425 g 1 rlen {H, v &SR blen 15 R BEZRALLES 3.1 799), b A A PR 5 A Q)M L, A&
XBR)VZ T WAL, 2 BP0,y T IR0, 1) 23 AN 3G I ) 7 (16 8, 38 1 4 7 B B2 43 324,y
I3 3071 IR R R AR O T I B 40 S T ) e L A DA B i R R AR R, SR B I B BRI R M
AR,
EX 5. 4558553 b1=(P1,Pa,i1),0:=(Pa,Ps,in),b1 LTI by 5B X by BIN by Ji I E LTINS N RN 7 75 b,
by (A TR 58 W by AR T IREZZ.
Z:7% blen VI 735, [R5 56 by F b, B0 A) FA T A 2008 blen[b,]-slen[A]+rlen[ps], 2L H,A J& ps
e AR LA AT TR,y B by I B DI SE N
pathlen[(p;.p2.i ) 1[(p2.ps.iz)I=rlen[ps]-slen[A] )
AT EEGIA KRBT MRS Floyd-Warshall Hi%UL BRIV H 40 S 5T R A5
AR e B R R A A R I e B AT AR SR R T A B B o A
B 3: LU 1 s 49 S0 R 0, BT 4E 2 S (nullpo,0) 51N 43 S (pa,pi, 1) 1R 50 5 36 72 24 :(null po,0),(Po,P1, 1),
PP 1) B HL A E R 8393 3(Po.pi, 1) TIN5 3 Pa,ps, 1) 55 A 85 4% 4 (Po,P 1, 1),(P1. P2, 1) PasPas 1), B il 5 12 K
JE 2 0,551 A [R) I 2 55 73 S2(Po,P 1, 1),(P1,P2, 1) (P2, p3, 1) R B R 1) - FIMX A 15 (Po,P1, 1) ER(Py, P2, 1) R 5 KL ) - AH ],
#E id+id.
T BEHR IR X T R A 2k B ) (2) AR T (3), 224 47 75 2 /N A2 4 A 1 7 A U R AT TSR B 0 3
g U130, 3 B new_expSL 5 B I AEAN IXFEIBUR 2 T R4 R R 2 (¥ m] 8, LA il 48 25 4900 5 22 357 1) 43 SC ok,
N9/ B3 25 (1) 4 T SR AL,
Bl 430 F B 1 R o S, B 1 SE AR U 5 blen B 3 K IR 43 32(py,pr, DI A) T id+id+id. 12 5] T [ I 4
1 23 32 (Po,P1, 1).P1,P2, 1).{P1,P3,3).(P2.P3, 1). B8 i AE B 5 43 32 (po,pa, 1) I A1) 7 i, BRI b, f5 25 2R B IR A1) T 2 2
{id+id+ id,id}, M) TS A 12,4,
33 EZaH
AR SCELE G SCBRIST AP I AR B 42 a1 00 00 D00 73 5 SR RN SRR 11] P 25 T Purdom 5035 1W 43 3 8 w5 S I AN
[F) 2 Ak ARG
(D) K PEFE Iy T A SCEVERE T BRI ()RR (3) 43 AL FH A TR R A BE Tl T S A (LS 3.2.2 719).
FEFLI(3) AT T 224 57 B e 4 T L PR dpe A ) A T LK P 0«3 TN A B>t F0 7 P9, A
AR EAORAIE T e 2840 3 K BEAE BB P9 T SCHR[S1RF T i A R 328 6 R0 0 4 4 P I — A 1000 2 5,
5 PET BRI INACE” SCHR LTI A B ol
() A7 A5 B Ty T AS SCE A IR blen KB M3 EAT A2 B, DRAEBEAN A2 B ) 7 #888  —AVRF i 1R
A At 11 778 55 1% 53 32, DRI I e 25400 T 4R TP TR TU AR SCHR (ST SCHR L1 1T o 1) B33 0 i A4 7 A =X
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JPREAT AR G FT g T AR I UL ER 2 795 b B R R ).
(1) AT HE AR ) 7 T A SC 505K W 2o SRS
(a) BEIRAE W AT T 143 SO % HE blen {H 85 K IR 28 3CAE ef) 1 B b blen (BRI, 35 1 HE T 1C 3 Bk
K AR T AT R 2E T )2 S
(b) T BRI )FKIU(3), A7 75 2 A0 AL 55 A 1R 7 22U e A A5 new_expSL 5 Fi2 [ 84S, LA
RN ] A B2 9087 1 3 STk k.
X Kb SR R SR TR AR T R R S 43 S IR A T IR T e 2 MU o LA 43 3, AT IR/ a4 AR
JS 1) B KRS SRS TRH SCR[ 11 T3¢ A7 3 A F 42 ol SR s
MEA b 2387 vy LU SR AL TR 3 A B s
(1) AR STVEM L 5 S i
(2) M E SO FEBIME BL AR AT A2 73 S 75 IR ) 18R P i R ) 1 B 1) o L, T A 88 4 ) 5 s £
TIE 2 J P g 7 AN TR 0 A, A, B CRAIF B K ) T e
(3) KU ) - AE B 0] T S BRASE A 1 S s, CRUE G U R, ) F R BB /.
T THT 43 T SV PR B IR 52 A% B AR AR VL 1A AT I V) RN ST a3 SEAN B O B B STV 4 AN B0k B T A
Wi Beil 5745 43 3 blen {ELFIFI ] Floyd-Warshall 73 115743 3¢ [ B 4245 BUJT 5 I8 ) 4 O(BI+[BI), Bl O(|BP). i1 5%
blen 7T FH 211 slen,rlen S8 8 (K5 7355K A T Purdom 5987 {H 2 Purdom 53k P B804 40 HI AR B (1 45 2%
B3 BT BRATITE HEAT S50 e 2 b R IR, T S S A T oy D T b — R TR 00 S (R B AR AR RN AR I TR B
TR K U 25 9 BT T I )T 2 O(BP). A Je B BEIZ AT INF Ii) B e T fge 28 A J 1) 4 AN I LA AR B A
T IS ARG PR B A O ORI A I3k 486 7 A 3 1 BRF R B 0 4 A IR B0 E b T ) A B R IR B AR I LG T 2R
T SR R L T O O(|BIxBL),Hor BL 2 S0V 43 ST 5 1K J88 1 A 32 5% 7 A =X i A 9l 110 Ik ) = 227
TR BRI (3), 1F LU F 43 3 (p,0,i) B 5N 4 SCA B S SR 1 (B IR itk 30 R (R IF R) S 2% 5 O(BP+
IBIPxBLY). SCHR[ 11T 1 43 52 78 s A3k A S A P R 30 AT ) 7 A i, 7 2 3 % 00 O 60, 455 A B3 o (g R (2) - )
(3)" R I (4), A5 AT REAT I B 2 £ 2 AU 3 B, 21 SRS 25 R A 4% i BT o 1 1), JL 1 7] 2 2%l O(|B*%BL).
BT ASCEDE NN TR B TUA W B 55 SR e, DR L SCHR[1 P B0k 2 T UF B3 49 ST B A2 A5 8 0 FH I e
V6] 2493 SAN BN T4 B 30 A IF, 19 2 I ) 52 2% 36 AH 7).
4 SKEIRR
FATH BT A SCEEVE AL PR ) AR PR A RCSEE A S A R Y OO, O B SBR[ 11 Sk AT TR
AR 30, 4 il BC-S Al BC-P SR Fa XX Rl v,
41 EREAFHEE
FAVERE 6 AV RIAT S I6, AHE :bExpr, i /R K35 3 30 polishExpr, i i 2% 1% 2 ik elemFunc, ¥ 2%
BRI #0 SC % ;miniPascal, A 4L (12 Pascal SCi2:;ANSI-C LM Java S0V /T 4 AN 30k AT AMAIRIUR 5
SAQMJ5 2 43k B compilers ftp(ftp://ftp.iecc.com/pub/file). & 1 ZEHB 45 & Sk~ A AN B LA 2y LB 75 K
JEE BE, A R ) T AR RS B0 R AT A G T IR EE A R ) TN RBL SRR A T DA
BRI FRPEbRAE 2 A2 VS A SR D () —T)z/n, HoA L R R | AR BRI A F KN
KA TFAHAEZEAE R T Bt PRI SRR,

M1 T ELF Y, BC-P H% A 1 ) 1A B RS SCVE RS & L A8/ iy HLAC RE 22 57t K B K 1) 1 R AR

w0 T RN (3), SCRRL LT AR A8 R P 5N R A e AR S5 SCIR 5 N R (1 — ol 82 B 475 000, 7 0 7 26 BB B B S 7E. OB i)
A A S LSk [6,7,11].
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5 2% ol elemFunc SCVE A 38 4577 AR 3 MH RAE AN A T — MBRFLCK B0 8), 7 — /MR K (K JE 505).BC-S
SRV AR 7 b o i 73X el A 1 PR ) SR, L ORI e K ) K B o R (A 0 45 T B D), 1) 1 003 A b
TSR BB N G IE . BRI L A WG — 51T DU L, BC-S SEVE AR I ) 73847 — MR AR 84
AR T bR B, PR RR SR 1 X7 T BC-P RN SCVE 1A 43 SO AT e 22 HL AR TP 7 | AN BB KA 7 o
T AR SCE ) 2 Sk I 4 32389 51 o BHE 2 AN A T s

Table 1 Results of sentence generation

F1 AR

N Number of Minimum Maximum Average Length standard
umber of o
Grammar rules BL sentences length length length deviation
BC-S BC-P | BC-S BC-P | BC-S BC-P | BC-S BC-P | BC-S BC-P
bExpr 9 15 7 2 14 9 15 55 15 32 1.0 23.0
polishExpr 12 17 3 2 15 5 17 32 16 19 0.8 13.5
elemFunc 38 26 32 2 16 8 26 505 25 257 2.2 248.5
miniPascal 81 71 18 4 47 23 71 329 66 191 7.2 120.8
ANSI-C 213 100 144 75 18 8 100 2131 93 115 16.2 246.0
Java 282 83 361 222 1 1 83 4 889 73 86 16.8 330.6

4.2 FERRMENE YR A

Ay TR0 AR SOV AR I o A O, AT PR — B T SO A S LFCU R AT 5250 LFC 2
AT BAT R AR TR SCTE 9% SR SOk L R U R HOK 43 ) 2 ORI BT VA RN SCLFC R
EH P 08 23 2 e S92 8 ORI R 808 S AR BRHUE SCHEAT M I, W] RAAR) ] Sk i A 7 A2 BUEREVE B 3 SRR
P FATE T PIA SRR I AE A SCELVEAE LEC bR H0I K o (8 000 58 1 2 52 56 30 e A S 3 A 6 212 13 14
TR AR R 0558 2 20 SEU0 BT G v 50 U AT 5 14D RE ) S ARG 0 ol W0k 8 ) % e R 23R 2 TR LA R
THFSE5H 5 A LFC A2 )7 X Sef2 )5 Bk B % UM L3k IR 8 SAQU LR v i 3 i SCidi 4y il 2 46 4.1 45
FRIRT 4 AN SI6 SCVE X LR A T BN BARSGAE X BRI AR B ] AR ) T E R AT

Table 2 Experimental programs

R2 LR

Program  Grammar Description Line of codes
bEval bExpr Evaluation of Boolean expressions 8
pEval polishExpr  Evaluation of reverse Poland expressions 11

Diff elemFunc  Formal differentiation of elementary functions 34
Diff2 elemFunc  Formal differentiation of elementary functions plus result reduction 46
idCount  miniPascal  Odentifier counting in Pascal-like programs 60

4.2.1 WA E R fE

FRATTR P AE S AR O I e AR KA 56 AR SC VR AR AR K - LEC o8 R i 1 48 4 Bk 28 S
R — P B R AR SR R e 0 VPl IR TS o P 1 R U vk LR A R A R S R AR
M TR 7R Bl 8 e IE B e B e A PR AR R R R R R AR R RO — AN R
AR 45 58 1 MR EHR 32 A7 A8 e A4 8 78 S AR TR 38 AT 5 SRR R T (138 AT 25 AN [, PR A2 28 S A B R B8 %
BV (1178 e A 22, 3 B 0 50 11 48 4 e ) R

225 S I A ) DR B s Qe 3 A e BT AR AR S A A e B T DU SR A T PR R A, B8 T O RS A
FIE AR RAT T SCHR[18 0 A% G fR )3 h i LI 22 AR e ST HEAT 0 AT B, S Y 5 R oG A%
DEF IR 3 A IX 5 PO 7 X LFC 85 34778 5 AR I i R B 2 B o1 28 6 84> LFC 2

J AR ) — AL B Kl , 20 S8 AT SR Py AR S5, L A 1P 38 R i R 77 5 e A T AN A ), DU A AT 12 S
Bz iR R AL,
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Table 3 Mutation operators used in the experiments

F3 LA MARRET

Mutation operator Description in English Explanation in Chinese
ABS Absolute value insertion K RaE 20 B e 0, — A TEBA— A
AOR Arithmetic operator replacement ¥ — 5L AIE ST 43 79 3% e g HoAth 1) — oo RIS 55T
LCR Logical connector replacement B GBI AT 4 R O HAb i) e iR IE LA
ROR Relational operator replacement K — 7G5k FRiz SLAF 70 i e 4 g HoAth () — 0% RiB AT
uolI Unary operator insertion TEZR IR N HTHH N — N —Jeia B4

LFC program

LFC executable

LFC source

- Output
>

Whether the
mutant is
killed or
not?

Test data Comparison —p

Mutation

Mutant source Mutant executable [* 4

Mutant program

Fig.2 Process of mutation testing
2 AN

R AP T % LEC FER> AR T AN B K P b B3 A 1l A sl 0 P 4% JE A2 S AR B H B B B
BT R R IE AL 5 AR B AR AR A )< 100%. MG 645 Bk P R SLVL A8 AE 50% LA F o6F b SCHR[9]
PRGN o F) D P AR 3 B S v R B AR S AR B 2R 23 0 LA 3.4%,39.7% A1 0%. AR SE I 7
AT AEL i MK RE s Jse i T 70 SO ke ) R A A U B RS T 0 ) B ) 4B R ) .
MNP Fob S35 (RS LT UK BC-S B35 2 RS 11 00 1k 541 1% SR8 S AR 1) 00 R A BRIV 38 i 3 0, 224 T BC-P G9:F&k
T X T idCount F 7 AR SCEEVEBURMEAR Z Ab b FLAt R i #0848 T sl B it BC-P 5903,

Table 4 Experimental results of mutation testing
x4 AN S5 4R

Program Number of mutants Number of killed mutants Ratio of killed mutants (%)
BC-S BC-P BC-S BC-P
bEval 23 16 9 69.6 39.1
pEval 122 105 104 86.1 85.3
Diff 130 120 120 92.3 92.3
Diff2 273 147 118 53.9 43.2
idCount 650 514 516 79.1 79.4

422  SEBINRAT 25 1) 1)

of T+ 17 B ) R D W B 1S, 3L U O U R, R B 5% IR T A A REE AT R R L
Ab, FRATE T8 S I AIE T H A A T s KN D 58 A 45 0T Bk 1 AR A — 4 D BUR L
AL 0 R FE 4516 45 A R0 S 00 ) R 000 i 3 AT R T S o i 5 B 2 B i R T o L
WA O R TR TSR IRATT A N G vt TS B R SRR AT LFC RR IR A A Bl (1 R 1 3 BT )
YIRSy c(a) N DA T A A IR B AT T IS SR T A AR N B 3 S T S A A A e ] TG
BIE.(b) HALARISAT FAF B B FIA2 AT A8 3 v 5551 r i 1 9 L5 T 4 R A LU AR i) N )8 4T BR 5 :CPU
i Pentium 4,3.20GHz, N f£ K/} 1GB,#:4F %4t 24 Ubuntu 7.10.

HHSEEe AT LAt BLAR BC-S AR0v0i AR i (0 U A0 45 22 (H 0 vy A A 208 L 2 ) o, ) A BRGEE b o 450 73
A £ B M s, BS-P A I A6 2 B 22 1 I ), 32 6T Diff R Diff2 BN RE . B AN S92 E H Ay T T AE 2
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(1 A 15 DU 2 AN KR (P 3 v A [ 7)) 5 P A DA 55 7P T ol B8 B AN A AR ORI LB AR
Ui, BC-P ST L, A SCEVE RE 6 3 BN N 5% B vy 0 52, A T 6] 1 B AR X AR A7

>30 >50

—_
(=]

900
750
600
450
300

e m [ W W - - "l l

bEval pEval Diff Diff2 idCount bEval pEval Diff Diff2 idCount

OBC-S
EBC-P

OBc-s
Bl BC-P

task (ms)

N

Time for computing the
expected output (m)

Time for other testing

Fig.3 Time consumed by the testing task
3 SRR TS5 T AE e (R IS 1]

423 MARRCREEG M

G, BT BC-S SEVEAE S A BE 0 AT 18] 7 T AR T BC-P ST v (B A 9 7T 20 EE 3 i e
P i 11 73 BUAR R AR A0 AR S A LU 2R AT v 530, DK I 1) PR 77 0 EEAR A S X i ) EAT T 53000 Diff A Diff2 py
ANREF K BC-P SL32008 N AR v S5 750301 it OF 1) 23 30 B 30min AT S0min. 413% 5 5% 2 SUMIES 3 ZIps:(1) #a4
AE 377 11, B Diff A1 idCount A2 /5 4h, HAt#8 A AN [FIFE L A3 w5(2) DI 1) J7 11,5 AL e A f 25 Ml BRI

TN T A A8 L AR I [ P 7 T 2R S R T AC IR ) TR R A LE R BT LUK
U8 b 122 Sy 00N S A P 2 e AT DRI AR I T) T P vl e R BRI R PP B R I EE 0 B BE ST — A
WIS H Er= 0 2R I (1), 375 S0 A7 IR Ji) A 48 75 B P i % 0 5 0, A kel 2 X B 0 R AT 95 2%
G OTHRA RN EVE ) Ev R ZRGRBCRAR & E 43 L AR 5 5 3 41, AL ) 2 min, 75 ZEHE HA RO, 2 R] /)
T 1min I8, BB 38 A5 LE A IO H Ex (T A 242 IR B IR A 8 B 5. 00158 5 TR 78 5 AN SER AR )7 b 255
WD FR G 5.5%,2F RS 752,

Table 5 Improvement ratio of testing efficiency

F5 WelBARER T

Program Improvement in fault | Reduction in testing Er (%) Improvement of testing
detection ability (%) time (%) BC-S BC-P efficiency (%)
bEval 78.0 52.5 69.6 29.9 132.8
pEval 0.9 41.6 86.1 81.6 55
Diff 0 80.0 14.9 3.1 380.6
Diff2 24.8 84.5 6.9 0.8 762.5
idCount —0.4 19.3 71.0 57.6 23.3
5 fXIME

SOV KA 7 R O T 3 3 R AP AN SR K I i) AL, 7 B D i Bl A 3l 2B T A A )z R
Harford!""VF 1970 4F4 tH— i f1) 1 2B TV, T 2B 1 PLAL 20 1 285 10 WU 8008 A2 VR I PLAL ST AR AT IT 46,
FROCGBFIAREMAT A I B PE— Rl LA 2 #0742 U e AN T 3 A% R, 200 ) 1 e AN AR 2%
PR Ay 1k A 2 A1) T, 2 U AL L 1T . Maurer POV BE AL P 1 R Al L o A A 2 B — AN B AR
o UL R R AN R e 5 7 A 2 Al P PO AR 4 A 45 7 2 S A [R) T kA 2B R ) 1) 7 2 P A9 2 A DL B ML 6 7
Az AR 73 SE RS R AR T o, A ke 1 A B3 mT ey P 3 ) L U VA R R AR R ) T K HE T
TR PSE LUBe A J e e AT I 45 R 25 2l 1 1) - A BB D I AN AT L 8 TR AR

Purdom!® T 1972 474 HH — P i A& SO0 7 38 v DU 14 ) 2 B STV 405 5 S0 GBIV B S G P AR
AR AN 7 2 SR AR SAR R, 76 7 1 A J B B AR s £ AT e 3 Pt e B AR s AR A A A D 21 1
KT Purdom STVAMR R A LU0 O HLST A 5 52 20 A LU FTLA% Malloy 45 NUUeE HCBEAT T 45 M AL AR JF 52
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BEHAL . J5 SEAR 2 TAFH/EAE Purdom SEVAR LA EHEAT B ORI 78 SCRR[21 14 Purdom HEIZEAT T PIALY JiE:
R PR T S M AR KA PR AR R S B AR AR AT A I R A S A S BLJE R B A IE
JH 5 1 7 2 X 2 #8347 A AT 4 4 — A S AR A 7 2 S o — > B AR S D UL, b i 2
B A5 1) e /D B SCRR (22197 J€ Purdom 595 A I RE 69 Ak BE— T 37 1) SCi—— B F SCIE RS B0 X Fh 3
VIR bR S SR SR I P2 B A [ I A T P U R S AN T T PR I RS A AN LA T T T
It 5 - SR ) 1 (RE). SCRR (5181 % Purdom S92 74 J 6 ) 1 BB JF HAT — 283 T B 2% (KO B 2,
N A PR T SRS A4 A 1l P il A U e 1) ) 1 BB AT L (R ), O 25 58 17 i SRV A ST K T 1 4y 2
SCHR[TTPRE Purdom $3d% i LU 22 22 977 Fi& 21 S 00 B2 23% 4 70 SO e, A8 4 2 Jl i 0 SEAT AR (BLIR) IS o fR B 7
Purdom S5 J5UA FIRF s A SO SEL T — T A2 23 ST o (0 S —— NN A B2 AL ) A S A 4 B 47 o B SC
RS ] A (10 5™ K, RE % DR AIE fi 28 10 00 7 K 58 A A8 A 20 SO 2 (K B EL 2 P9, [R) IR B0 4%, O 42 1 1) 7 R A
BN,

Gore 25 NPt —FhBEALSR I T A BV 48 58 AT 3 B R SCTE R 0¥ G R 1 AR n, S92 22 T i)
P BEALAS e BE D n 1A Wang 45 NP0 SCuk (072 A2 5043 D W] LA B0 5 AWK IR % 00 7= A A
)7 HE T G AR AR 7 2 T R AN ) 2R 2R A 2 1 B 9, A IR 5 KR BRI 14 ) 1 K o e R
WRENT A7 I BEF ) AR A B A R — B AN BE DRAIE S & PR B U 1 AL — 8 I S0 e vE UL 46
NESVGHT T ) 4 5 i P e sk P 7= A BT B 1 AN T B 3 40 7= A SR T . A IR
858 T M T B A AR SO S AR A R R oh i A s ) 2 O 4 S SR LT B R B T S0E
U i ¢ ), 35 A 2% G G SO .

Harm 25 N POV 1 SO 0 ) 7 A et 77— e AADLREE 5 (0 M, 20 0 2% 18 T2 B R SIS R S0 (B
1) R P (s SO P 7 T PR B e, JF 4 T TR AL 1278 ot o DU 1) JeR A S AR B

A7 A BT R IR AR A 1) - O BT A B ST 1 A 1 P AR SR I B AR A T 22 L B
Fes i, AR SCAN PR

6 LHRiE

AR SCAR Y — R T S0 23 OB A IR T A O O S i B R DT O R B R R SR T i v
VU35 S ot M JU) 2 RSP ) 1 BE 0 T Mt S I S Y DAY S 45 A, B LA AR A R ) AR S B I U T
FUAT R T8 R A7 M AR B T T PR 0 il AR SCEER 5 A I BT L AR T B AT ) - R RS 2 1 S8 SR A 49 2
K30 A2 73 SO i K £ 7 PR/ B JE AR O HLA) 1 SR BRI S 06 25 R AR % S A R TR K dfs
A B AR Y $R R 0, HLRENS 5 B I 1N DA 38 v 0 K T P2, 1 6 T S 0 P AR 4 A R P A A v ) 1
igice
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