20154 3 A tEMEMRKXREZER March 2015
A1 % B3 Journal of Beijing University of Aeronautics and Astronautics Vol.41 No.3

http : //bhxb. buaa. edu. c¢n jbuaa@ buaa. edu. cn
DOI. 10.13700/j. bh. 1001-5965.2014. 0211

ETREETRH Simulink 5 Y |
M, oA, 54, T

CAE O 25 iR K 2 ﬁ‘ﬁ'fﬁk'ﬁ%éﬁlﬁ%ﬁ, %

5@?

i B 4 MR LA Simulink A & R K B AT IT 8 A K ) A R R &
%S 1AL, 8 SE AR 3 2 AT B9 Simulink A% A & B FENET # 5 & R EAEE T Simulink # 7
ﬂ@@ﬁ%fﬂﬂiﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂ"éﬂEf(ﬁ?ﬁf‘rﬁ%%-iﬁ@,ﬁ$%”@?ﬂﬂﬁﬁmTﬂ%’?ﬁ%—ﬁ‘ﬁ\ﬁ* AT,
BUARRETERE AR KX FHE RECE, AT KA. HK ‘@ﬂ“%
T# % B9 Simulink # A & 53 1 X ﬁ%,iﬁﬁ%%éﬁ%?ﬁ%ﬁé’wﬂhﬁg Tiﬂ@l‘ﬂ%ﬂ%i‘%

{

N E AR i AR /] AL A AT EEANERERTH, ZHLHE R SHEEREA
B AR R L & R, A WA EF LI T ke IE K
*x $# R & ;% ; 125 & 55 Simulink A2 A 4K 5 5 | R AR K H ik

mlﬁﬁas%@m “ﬂo
SU'W@\? XERHS. 1001-5965(2 0391-07

I 2 455 750 R 5 9 £ 1 1 SEL AR (MBD) O AT Simulink 59 H0R WK | (L AT Bk
B 81 T 5 00 T 0 8 5 95 19 £ 1 i Simulink 75 38 {25 0 328 76 43 1 o U], 36 7T L, ) ok
ﬂﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂ%%ﬁimgW%%ﬁﬁﬁA#@ %@&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%i@@i&ﬁg
iﬁ#%ﬁﬁy&ﬁﬁﬂ%%w%@@“%ﬁim %m$&mmmﬁ@m§ﬁw§? Hp A7 1
uﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwmwmr&\n%%%ﬁ@m R %A P 1 T

AEE A AR B DO PR Ok 2 1Y WF 5 5 A S Tl B
WFFETF 6 G R 46 i 5 0 3 A

Simul Tab 2t — N TR A & PO B X Simulink SR LU
G AT @RINGI R A BT I TR e o g RS AN 5 0 0 3 P 9] 4 A S 3 4 1Y
(T — AP A B PR T TR 3 2o R [ 2 TR A ¢ AU S 3T AR il g v /0 7 S R 6
P o (10 T R0 S 52 1 2 B AR LR L 0 2 RO B | AT A A AR T . A LR A | 3t
s LR ZE 4 B 5 A Simulink/RT — Pl AU Simulink A58 AL S 04 1] A

HEFT T % AT A7 76 B = 52 35 i A 0 ) 3K JRT5
V) T 1 3 e 280 03 09 A i 2 <

1 MAxXITE

: MEA, i J7 722 5t (program mutation ) J& — it ] ik
THEN. R RIS, el DeMillo 25 78 SCHK [ 3 ] 42

L T 5 4 R R A A
&ﬁ%#mm%ﬁmWﬁQ&
B Ay I R I 3

PN
I g=1=F-: 2014@\3@: 2014-05-21; W45 t KE B i8] : 2014-07-01 1701
0 45 tH AR W\ crki. net/kems/doi/10. 13700/j. bh. 1001-5965.2014. 0211. html
HEWA: § b B 4 W B IR H (20095551025 ) 5 oy s i K S AR RL B 45 2 % T BE 4 B M E (YWF-11-03-Q-114)

EERE . B (1990—) , 5, sk A, i+ 4=, zhouyibin@ buaa. edu. cn
* BIAEE . BOKIE(1978—) , 55, INAREEY; A, B # 42 , yyf@ buaa. edu. en, FEZEWF5E 7 1] g F0 4 ] 50 T F2.

SIH#E: AL, Bk, F54, % EF#FE R Simulink B AN A 77 % [J] b FAEMK A FFH], 2015, 41 (3): 391-
397. Zhou Y B, Yin Y F, Li X D, et al. Simulink model testing method based on program mutation [J ]. Journal of Beijing Univer-
sity of Aeronautics and Astronautics , 2015 , 41 (3 ) : 391- 397 (in Chinese ).



392 G| A= T N N = 4

2015 4¢

o8, T T B0 B, 7 4 1 K 1A 160
I, T ) 2 00 oAb A O 0 FR AR BT
T P A FEAR SR - HE— AR LB B, B
BB AR ORI 5 0 S — 8000 T I W 1 72
FF P35 — A2 H 2 280 %, B0 5 000 st 4 T L2
00 T B, OO0 5% 414k 5 T 0 )
o 5 2 1 Bl
BRERGEREEREFE ERE TR
85 2 VDB T, DA JBEAT R I 2 1 25
ANERFE (7 SR ) B e L Sk [5]
1987 4E41 X Fortran77 35 5 8 UCGE X T 22 FhAR 7
T, T4 5 R 1 At 2 B R S
%mﬁﬁ%mTﬁ%mmﬁazﬁﬁﬁﬁfgi
ﬁﬁ4ﬁ%ﬂﬂﬂﬁi&ﬁ\%wgﬁﬁi§,x
SRS S, SRR AR AN 4R 2 T e
A ST AR 4R T T A 25 8
%Wﬁ?ﬁﬁ%%&%%ﬁé

BIFEFTARBRE GHZ IR, HHE

IS2 T E0AE A 73 4 BT B e KA AR X
R SR A AR 3 M AR B O

B e i B s B AT R AR T 3 R /N T

FOTES. SCHERL6 ] o i T kR
%, B0 Z W ASR il SVR B A~ 1] L A

KBFFAEARE 7. Wl g — R R T
AT, mA&aE T 5 MR ANEENERE S
ABS % F AOR & F LCR & F.ROR & F.UOI

WL T E A C i 1 R TG
e ML T B 94 % i
. BV (D% 1% Al 75 7 5 G T DR 4 1 8 550 T
Y5 T. @k

LR RN T B 5. @H L
g . ©FBVEGEE AL AL P4 L B AL Ak

BT @F IBRA A5 E R E T

TE LR BEGE 43 H ( BE At L, AR SCHLAE AN 52
BRI BIRTEE T, LA IR 6 ZR R 48 T,
Xt Simulink 728 5 53 BEAT 24 18] (I8 Al A R s 2
AR SR B, AT /N AR S ) 3 B T

2 ETEFERNEENKIE

wzﬁﬁmﬁﬂé%%ﬁwégmﬁm-
link/RTW £ R #1577 %, H f LLF [R)
DA B Z 58 3 1M ik Fe-dingk B 5 0F W R 2 (1 )
KR . AR RN R NGl
FE 43P o DU A Gi—WkR . @ f [ 3
5 280 AR GSimulink AR 3 7 7 B4 0 3k P

O~ HHrE.

%%$MMUM%%RQQWW$ﬁﬁ~
ARG, 75 A R R i B b R R
S0 Bt 2 52 (i
AT R KL, T8 LA TGRS Ry B B A P f L ASE B

Hﬁ%%@?@%mT%?ﬁﬁﬁﬁmsmwﬂ
B AR, A 1 B

AT : O E A Bl T ik
U Simulink #8 P. QR s 5 4F 19 48 5 55

O PRI RAE AR L R A QI — K% R

B O RS SR ML @ B AT S 3
1 ¢. G FEML FH 0] ¢ 047 8 R
SR T 0] ¢ AT M7 2 [ 2 WAT Pk
(19245 S5 75 I 2 R R B 5 B D), VB B T —
W32 P91 5 25 A I LRIET AR BB M,

e M AN AR SRR D ARG . © 2
A T B 0 i 191 Rl 78 S BE AL MR BERY

¥ M R AL L. Df A LR G2
ST AN A ML S R R AR PR SE A

N L b B SN AL S AL B @35 T

O~ % T #9728 537> (mutation score). 25 EEH L,

DM E,HS,(T)Fmr TR FES, N
ol ||
SO == Tl T T+ o)

W B AR, — A HE 5 0 AR B B
AT 0 ~1 Z ). MR T REWS A FE S M AR
SRS T AR AT N IL] =0, A8 R34y
Sy (T M 1,z T W) kIS TREE T am. I
Z T ANBERFCAT AT — A AR AR AL W 1D =0, 48
SV S, (T) R 0, MR T 1k B 4L R GE 1%
55. M 6] ¢ 2% 50 A7 S AR A Sy 24 B AL S0 K
) ¢ f £5 AR S R 1) e 2 e 5 DR TR 1) B A
NGR




55 3 3]

JE 2O, A AL T AR R S 9 Simulink AL Ty 12

393

JEAR A MK
FABIERE AT?

%%Eﬁffﬁﬂ Y
ML [

I —4
A il

.......................

Al sy

S AR Ul
FRAIHS WA T2 A ST

HHRIE ]

FIRAA |
g
V 1

&1

N

3 Simulink SRS RATH
RYLE. *ETELJLEEHE‘J*%&

%\ Simulink 7
H5E 3ok i v () L Y A R 10 ] P ket se 1

Simulink K170 1) ek BKR) L 5 2 1 i e s B b
B R ] i 5 e
2 i % SRR BF X Simulink 42
R T A0 R T e R T B R 1
BT IZHE T 45X Simulink # g JH8A [H]
B 4775 5% 00 Switch BB 0 1] B % 4 A5 5
FUG A I B 1 75 5. 3 o4 F R 1 £

?%Fjﬂi?—ﬁ\:ﬁ\ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%?ﬂlﬂ‘ id
T 4 AL ] 4 B 8 3T \' ER R
DL . SCHRT 10 ] & X — L mulink %7

BT AR R MR 5250, A
{ "GI *ELFE,;H\:EFI,TRO%:

T B AR A g
SRR 4
mutation B L Se 4 TRO 355 200, ANUA
R B 27 11 % 19 78 S AR 3 AT D gk 2 A5
M A% SR T g AR R, DA T A I A AR 3 . B S
) S50 36 UE 1 PG Ak T 28 ) b
EFRATFH T SHEN, R E 745

BT #7722 5 1Y Simulink

@g. ; Process of Simulink model testing

O

O

sed on program mutation

@%ﬁmw 5 % MO 225 5 (TRO) A5 B2

S(VCO, VNO) . % 475 % (CCO, CRO, DCO) .
Switch FH 2% & (SCO,SSO) F1 K ik 28 & (ROE,

AOR,ASR,LOR). % JESCHK [ 9 ] Hrftne) 25 748 5 5
BT AT

TR W, DO 5 — 2 HEL Y

2T L
6 fif ?@:@HEXCE@ BEXF Simulink 45 78 p) 24 HE A2
IS I A8 S 51 4, 7R AR S A A
SRR ML 5053 J7 T AR AT 2
TEIE 2 (8 Z R J7 FE AL T it S A A R o
ASCHAE T 6 ALK 46 (R4 AL 5 6 AN
B JFET T B 6 B AR ML) 29 AR
ST AR T AR 1 R SR AR AR SR AR
S AL TR 4% 308 5 A AR B 2 R A S BB 1 XA Y 1Y
AR SR

M1 RS R AT A Bt s i 22 S5 1
A RE % 0 35 ol /0 0 S A TR ) 5 O EL IS R v
IR =: o2 RTE SR o o S B S R S v e S )
MBI Tz A8 U B4 T, 19728 53
S AR X T ARBR SR AR 25 A2 S Y, 7R 4
R 2 TR 9 T A R T ik A kAR
S TR SRR b, T BEOCTE T AT AR AR B R
B b T4 3 114 74 S A58 R ) 04 4



394 b3 M = it K K 2% % i 2015 4f
0 0
Constant 0 NOT_QUADRATIC
a
a Result
==0
, 12 Sgitch L]
@ REAL SOLUTION N @ Scope
b | & + (0
>=0 | ~= D
— 1 V/
bxb D
A Compare o
To Zero @g
D, Il
€ 1
4 — o\
Product CO TION
Constant
B~ P R @
. uadratic model @
5ok 4 )
ABIERNKE R &
le 1 Testing results of test sets
MANNS) g (O
A\ it s (Coyirm o7 5250 7%
EVTZES RIE O T e %5 A O Fif BT %5
T
T, N 3 4 94.55 (@ 0 0 100
T, @ 7 4 87.27 6 3 0 89.65
T, @ 51 4 4 26 3 0 89.65
T, 54 1 4 9 29 0 0 100
T, 51 4 4 62.73 28 1 0 96.55
Ty 50 5 éﬂ\ 90.91 27 2 0 93.1
T4 51 4 (:q;:}ilj" 92.73 27.5 1.5 0 AR\ 94.83
§g; -
4 Eﬁﬁz%ﬁ@;ﬂlﬁf&% B A5 55745 0 kB
)

HEE 1A ,{:@ 7 0 0k 0
b 90 52 4 EOSOUE R o T o ), 3L o
ik i

%%ﬁs%]\ﬁ AR [h] f) 3 A . SRk
(L] g2 7 —A~ B 3 Al i I3l ) A= HE 2
IRHE SRR A8 203 D 45 4 A A A TR A 18 T 0 4
FHAG, S5 56 B 2% 21 491 B8 8 12K B 50 i 19 45 H
B (R AZ SRR A ] T 3 AL S NS
FAE S T8 0 P AN R AR SO i R
HRAY ERCHE R A S A 4
1 R AT RE B A A R SO

( ik, BE X Simu-

i) Simulink K8 1 i £
link #5598 52 7% HE 1150 S BEILIE J 57 3t

A4y A B i A o 1 DU 3K ]
A w5 B Simulink A5 Y A ) — 26 4
R, QI AR ANl e Switch 5B B AL T 4
P AL S A v 1 00 3P 1) 15 8 P 8 i A o B
Ao, AR B S A R (N T N DR Switch
BEHRATTIRS >0" 45 N > =0") B OL T, %
FHAIATS SR 1B 55 122 45 5 B A, DU 32 i o S RE 1 K

PR PRBCR A (HGE

@%E@Eﬁ.
BT R AT i

A SHARE

e A Sy =0 AT A A
KR AL , 32 5 41 8 g A 306 2

i i,#%?mﬂiﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁzﬁil‘ﬂﬂﬂf%ﬂc% PR

tﬂﬂw_ﬁ,/ﬁié,@ﬁ?ﬂuﬁﬁﬁ‘:%iﬁ%Eﬁ@%ﬁl
1 BRI RO AL TT I
4.1 HERMEE

AR SCHK [ 13 T2 A AC M e 8, A SC it 1
AR BRBICE SCHEAR KLU A% S 5 7 g A AR R KA
T RO G AR LI A 2 2 FrR.

x2 KMEH
Table 2 Cost functions

Wi s FCA oA B A
Aii IR 14 WL 0, 75y K
E, <E, % E, <E, WL 0, K B, - E, + K
E =k, Wi 0, 5NN | E, - B, | +K
E, #E, WA 0,7 Wk K
cos(E,) xcos(E
E, N\E, cost(E;) +cost(E,)




55 3 3]

JE 2O, A AL T AR R S 9 Simulink AL Ty 12

395

F 2 WK KR G W AN i A eR L
(B, W H T He 845 W s 2 1) i 22 R i an, b 3
FRUA<S5,A=61LA=10 T T LS,
A =6 BB /. o T #43E Simulink A 7]
e B 2 1) 1y A bR K, SCRR [ 14 ] R 2 4 o T 45
JUASE 7R 5 78 S T ) i S 7 A 2 e 0 AT R TR

At

1) 7 ﬁ*ﬁﬁ%lﬁ’]ﬁjtﬂi&wﬁkiﬂﬁlﬂ*

2) i Y B A 2T S TR B R A R
i s

— AR S 5, AR 1 RERS I L ER AR A
2 D05 BEAE AR TR ) 45 A, I P I DA AR S A B )

FRGeh i Z ) B AR L, A A i i %O
BUHY AN Ta]. G 2R 28 G R Y 4 5 22 4> i iy »
Y

LA A ] A O R BB AT X

b As 14 A [l o & HIAR S A
AN TR) (R AR A pR B —FEJ% ZH A R B
F4) 1 . @)
4.1.1 B

BUChH B A 5 54 & AR
#,ﬂu,ﬁﬁ .C=C, EF‘,CCV
hH AR AR E&m ﬁﬁ%fﬂ e}
R, €, hriz e AR 5 e H A 75 52 %%@
Y1 iy B AR A

4.1.2  Switch B3k @@
&l 3(a) 3R Z 5 m E‘J%h%ﬁr A Switch 1 Bt
M 1 a5 3 A, SR ELR N C =
C,+Cs+C,. H e A LN EREA N
TR A b, Cy RNATZ W IAE
&y A Switch B E AN, 2 M AES X
2|17 KEE"JR%‘;A“?E% Wi (1) 15 5 % A Switch 45 B
HIEE 3 i A, 50 2 B G S R BN TR AHT.
IEI 3(b) RFEZFMWA(E 55 A Switch FH
552 AL I IEAR A 8RO s C S O
(cm+cw)V(csm+cN)+c o
Jit Switch BLHLAY 5 3 5&1/\'3 @%ﬁ’]%
1 ARNFE B, C g5 5L 1) 55
iy A\ 548 5 Switch *%ﬁ%ﬁ’@ﬁ TAAF B ST

MY
{5 _l
0 5 4 i i
%@%z YA < L VAP R
Lol kel Ll

(a) H A 153 HE (b) F A2iEiH
PR SR —r ST
B3 A RM{E S A Switch 5tk
Fig. 3

Mutated signal input Switch blocks

4.1.3 Rk XAE#%
G SRR He 1 A8 R 45 7 O ROR, AOR = LOR

Ak AR BN K 2 C = €,y + G dEHf, Co
ﬁ%Aﬁfﬁaiﬁﬁ%W@@§§%ﬁ?ﬁﬁ
Bt 1 B

El4(a)1t%%x J%J/\%Liﬁiﬁéﬂﬁ
ﬁi‘ﬁ%J/\lﬁ'ﬁD W :C=Cp+Cpy +

@4(1))4]2%%}4 %JAWJ/\%’{LEWE&E'J
4£ﬂ%u%§ﬁﬁmZAﬁc Cp+(Coy V Cp),

P1#M1 + CAI 7C()2 = CPZ#MZ + CAZ'

—————

R
4 ] il,géuﬁ% Bkl
R R VAN VAN (S>vers B

. J_iﬁ_,: -
e [
gf\?ﬂuligiﬁ%ﬂé

ignal input expression blocks

Fig.4 Mu

?%}Qm&ﬁmﬁmLMMTuLﬂ

B H 3 f 2 B Ol T, N — L BB ML

1 48 2% HE R A % BT 1% A8 S A Y ) I3k 161
AR PR A R B 3 TR BT A7 AR RO F ROR 52
Wi A i A S AL AL, Hof Compare To Zero 525 (1)

> =TT < =7 R B 1
*52%@*7&%%&%%,ME1@§%

c=¢C,, , +C,

Crow + (Cyg + Cig @Q} + Cpj +Cy) =
cost(b” - 4ac) 7’5 cost(1 #2) +0) V
(cost(2 +0) +cost(a #0) =

7 B # 4ac) + cost(a # 0)
SRR E T REB AN A5
4.1 75 rpeRe I3 481 A i n) R A SRy T AR
VRSB AR /N ] B0 S iy 1, SR A $0LER k5
e S A AW TR € N LA 1R R = I o0 € 1V B
KV RE A% Bk Hh ) 46 i A A R e A0 A 48 R 2
E*T%J/\E’ﬁ% PEH g, X Simulink A& B vy 4% Fif
AP N C I = AR R £ I NG
R2009a g A ¥ if , Matlab [ 4 19 00 Ak T 246 56 1%
TSR K B PRI ] Matlab BF 455 5 30 ik A< SC
4 I R i A B R DT S AT AR S Pt
aok Ml R S 5] S 7 A 27 2 B 1 14 1N P R S B

N

5 SCHILEAE

A ST 4 LR 2 H R A A R SR
WAEE 4 5 MR B A RO . % 3 M 2 o
BRI [ 4 A8 SRR | ELIRHR I3 3 TR



396 Jb 5O o2 R K ¥ % W 2015 4
K3 TRETRERHEL

Table 3 Description of mutated models in experiment

45 As SRR B 2 S AR ?éfﬁﬁff\@%
1 Compare To Zero ROR C> =R LR ST cost(b? =4ac) \\1\51%)
2 Switchl SCO Ca =0T ~ =17 cost (
3 REAL_SOLUTION CRO QTP 17 (’,ost( @ + cost(a##0)
4 bxb AOR xR+ cw(b2 (b*=4ac) A (2b <4ac)) V

) N\ (2b=4ac)) +cost(a#0)

XHEEMAMEKEBW K=1,Hh%E X5, H anneallnte &0/ ‘ PlotFcens’ , | @ saplotbestx,

P PR S (B A 0. B AT fdf H AR e £H 0 f9 U @ sap /@ saplotx, @ saplotf | ) ;% # fLIR K
T A RE A5 A% FE X N 119 728 S AR RL. X T &R e AR WE
e B K L I 4 4 AR S R A B A ek 8, vl [ x, fval, exitFlag, output ] = simulannealbnd

Matlab IZ< 9% 5 . H] Matlab 4% 5 1% 0] 328 %5 w ( ObjectiveFunction, startingPoint h@ options ) ;

JA N %o AT HEALLIR KO 1%

ObjectiveFunction = @ obj_func 7R PRI X B AR NIHTEE 1 E 25 1 ET?LI
S HOK B 0, 2 143 RD000) % K%y 0. 95. 3

startingPoint = [ 010 ] /% iE A B b g IR T A R A i B R a2 AT

Ib=[-10-10 -1 %ﬁﬁ/\ﬁ?ﬁﬁ iR A AT AT S5 R a8 S Fros . et

ub =[10101 {F EFR FARE gﬁ*ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂ%%%ﬁ

options = (¢ InitialTemperature ’ , 1 6F U EHWHRER ), I EEER
1000, ‘ Te reFen’ | @ temperatureexp, ‘ Re s PRI 5;55( st G BF 1R 3 R

10
g 1,
= i
el =Y
% S £
! o I -10 @n I
100 0.5 1.0 &+ 2 3
BIWH 5 FEFRYA Oz
@Y1l Y
I. P
06 10 4 @ 10
u ‘
) } E {
g 05*@ ﬁ 0 ﬁ 0
& B s
o 1 2 3 4 3 B 0 ® 20 0T 2 3

ESAW/6 Ap

IEARUEL AR @ EARUE
534
(c) %5341 o) (d) £f544l
% 5 % VOB o A8 o i A
t

Fig.5 Searchi

number and optimal input value of variables

LS AT e G R AT GORR) K 3534 22 i P14 28 S 0 3 e R — 2 R O S OR T A, O R

ARV T LB pREK BBO , BOAT 3T — R TR B9 Simulink BURAS 52 i
LR B T W BSOS | AR B BT, S SR R E R Y
761 Uhh, 5 3 BT (X UHOR 83T 30 5, ) LS 525 T 9 A S 5

BT B4k HRECH O HOBRE AL B, RO, I EL AR E T A 1 A R 4 A A

s A RRE B B T PR LR FE T4 BEASN oes

VS ) st e R AR SC T VR R A A AR S BE. 2) % F Simulink 3 A4 45 He 7 v i K 6] 4 &
o Hib 52 Y Simulink 455045 590 51 1 2

6 &H ik W 1 o 2 R 0
TR SRS T Simulink B8 .



55 3 3] JE 2O, A AL T AR R S 9 Simulink AL Ty 12 397

é\}ﬁ ﬁ?‘ti){%‘ }J\ LI FJL /l\ 7‘:—,‘ Tl B IF . z'_( i % }EH selective mutation [ C ]//Proceedings of the 15th International
?‘Iﬁﬁ*@iﬁ i %\Q ﬁ‘ % 71 EI/‘J 4% m o ;E& 5'% gg El Conference on Software Engineering. Piscataway ,NJ:IEEE Com-
= b

puter Society Press,1993:100-107.

’fﬁm@%ﬁ*@}ﬁ El ﬁj,ﬂﬁ {1%% T Simulink EP Eg% [8] Offutt A J,Lee A, Rothermel G,et al. An ental determi-
AP, Xof T Al A S TR A A B A, AR S @ T

nation of sufficient mutant operators ransactions on

?‘ El@ i}Xl<H_ﬁ ?# ?[i?ifﬁ% - %{ﬁ@ﬁ*ﬁﬂ#”% N % /% Software Engineering and Meth, ()l()g SEM) ,1996,5(2) .

S g N s
G AL pb PAE ) R AL, 0 R OR B A ST 1Y 99-118.
jff m [9] Barbosa E F, Maldonad incenzi A M R. Toward the deter-
mination of suffi@m ant operators for C[ J]. Software Tes-
2 E 3 #k (References) ting; Verifieatiopit Reliability, 2001, 11(2) : 113-136.
[1] Molina J M,Pan X, Grimm C, et al. A framework for model- [10] Binh WAZ)Mutation operators for Simulink models [ C ]//

based design of embedded systems for energy management[ C]// : ge and Systems Engineering( KSE) ,2012 Fourth Inter-

Modeling and Simulation of Cyber-Physical Energy Systems ational Conference on. Piscataway,NJ:IEEE,2012:54-59.

(MSCPES) . Piscataway ,NJ: IEEE ,2013 . 1-6. @ Zhan Y, Clark J. Search based automatic test-data generation at
[2] He N,Riimmer P, Kroening D. Test-case generation fop.emb d-o an architectural level[ C]//Genetic and ary Computa-

ded Simulink via formal concept analysis [ C]//Proc ) tion-GECCO 2004. Berlin: Springer, 424.

the 48th Design Automation Conference. NewY o Q{b [12] FBAME Ak X, 7 0. 2 gidd % imulink 32 % 4% A=

.
224-229. BLT]- SR &

[3] DeMillo R A,Lipton R J,Sayward F n test data selec- Deng S P,YangZ Y "%;_ Y. Search-based test-data genera-
tion: help for the practicing pm% r[7]. Computer, 1978, tion for Simul@ . Application Research of Computers,
11(4) :3441. O 2012,2 : -2530(in Chinese).
(4): ) 6 (in Chinese)

and survey of the development of [13] Boptac ‘dicate expression cost functions to guide evolu-

(7) :2527-2530.

[4] Jia Y,Harman M.

omputation—GECCO 2003. Berlin: Springer, 2003 2455-

ing,2011 ; .

[5] King K I@A J. A fortran language system for mutatiun@ 2464.
based software testing [ J]. Software: Practice and Experigrmee, e} [14] Zhan Y,Clark J A. Search-based mutation testing for Simulink
1991,21(7) :685-718. models [ C]//Proceedings of the 2005 Conference on Genetic

' es in and Evolutionary Computation. New York: ACM, 2005 1061-

software testing[ C]//15th Annual Internati miputer Soft- 1068.
JEEE, 1991 :604- [15] McMinn P. Search-based software te@ generation:a survey

ware and Applications Conference.
605. [J]. Software Testing, Verlfitatign and Reliability, 2004,

[7] Offutt A J,Rothermel G, Qd experimental evaluation of 14(2) :105-156.

O @
@ulink model testing method bas @program mutation

ZHOU Yibin, YIN Yongfeng ", n, WANG Mingwei

Jransactions on Software Engineer- § search for test data [ C]//Genetic and Evolutionary

[6] Mathur A P. Performance, effectiveness, and

(School of Reliability and Systems Engineering, Beijing U V@l ol Aeronautics and Astronautics, Beijing 100191, China)

Abstract: In order to solve the current (‘expensive testing cost and low efficiency of test case
generation) in mutation test for Simulink Ja mutation testing process and an optimized set of mutation
operators were proposed for Simulink ased on program mutation according to the current mutation op-

erators for the Simulink models \ ents show that this set of mutation operators can effectively reduce the
generation number of mutatéo mydels without prejudice to the mutation score of testing case set, thus it will

effectively save the testj ést.” Then a search-based test case generation method for Simulink models mutation

testing was des test case generation problem was transformed into the objective function minimiza-

tion problem,an e test cases which can kill the mutation models were ultimately obtained through the opti-
mization ofve function by algorithm of simulated annealing. Finally, the application of a typical case for
the method verified the correctness and effectiveness.

Key words : software testing; program mutation; Simulink model testing; test case generation; algorithm

of simulated annealing



