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|, Introduction

smEsole] Ry ol Agte] EART-E Selsh 1
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o}z Ag(multiple fault), Wlo]X]et &5 (bayesian probability), 7]t (machine learning)

W.E.Wong et al.o] 2016:de]] e} =itelrls Az E o]
g 992 2P 7HES slice-based, spectra-based, program
state-based, machine learning-based, model-based, data
mining-based method2 E-73}e] Felgic}{2].

£ =R AEA Akl 7TEe 7R 7 e R
=M, dsl(Back-Propagation, BP) 24} wlo|xt EE-&
=gght.
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I, Preliminaries

£ =l ARKE 7S IEAVE wE stk
ARESE 7S 7Rk R oRRIgHT)

W.E.Wong et al.2] Back-Propagation(BP, <JZ19}) neural
network-based method[3]-S AJ&ho 2 # 77} zlel=lo] git)
Z203 ANER] FRE E3 AFANETE B TP 4
BARks A 22 a9 AR Juel At gk oS53t
oI5 R 83l Zlo] ATAVELS L8st A 91#] 21
7IRe] 7)ot

71 t}3-2 2 Radial Basis Function(RBF, YA} 7|41 &<F) neural
network-based method[1]7} 270 =0ck. o] F Q52177 7]4k
7He 2 w=olA] ARtk 7o 71241 Edizt HaL gitk
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lll, The Proposed Scheme
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t}. control flow grapht} date flow grapho} 2= K712l AHr
glo] Tk AkS B3l & T e THE ] WAE ot
oI5 g5 HIolER ARSEHH, e Bl wet sald
ek RIEE AHsh= dlolEr} 71 7= g
ZH o ojplwe] Fho] Wkl o] xler} tis At 91| e
AEg=E FPIAIITH

12 &5 HoH

Z2a ) o] 107] AR 7Fg8la, ofE Sn(S1~S10)
o2 Yeitt, 7+ Bgo] BlAEAo)AS Aks A9l 1,
7] ke o= 002 BBt AvfelR] PR S48k
& BlEAlol~e] 28) A} 2l 9ol 12, AE3t 49l
= 002 JeRACKTable 1).

Table 1, Coverage information and execution results

S1]1S82|S3|S4|S5|S6|S7|S8|S9|S10| r
T™mij1+j1y1}j1,0f(1jo0jof1}j1]O0
7(1j0(o0(1}j1(0|1]0]0|1|O0
{11100 (1}j0]jO0O|1]1]O0
T4(1|0(1t}jo0jo0f1|1]0]1T]1]|O0
w1110 1}0[0|1T[1]0]1
L2 L L T e B A B
T7(1 |01ttt {1 1] 1011

Table 161 A3t Bl A0l RS 74w 7 B4E
21e] PAE ok WolARk BES olgste] Sno] A Ak
BIREAl0) Yol v de0] A E& AR Pays
aoll thek 25, N(b)& be] 7i5=4al shd, Sn¥} the 778 Sme
WiE ARtk A2 vt 2 Sn=12 Table 1049} o]
Sno| HIAEAOIAE A= Ze ofn|ith

(Sm=1,5=1)

P(sm=1lsn=1) = ZHn o (1)

Formula 1-& A3l 2dufidt Bl EA|o]2 7An]a]z] AR oA
HE 71| IAE AR Table 2).

Table 2, Dependency between statements

S1]S2|S3|S4|S5|S6|S7|S8|S9|S10| r
T1]1]0.7/ 1 ]0.7{0.7/0.3|0.3| 1 [0.7]0.7| 1
T2 1|1 ]11]05/05/ 00| 1] 1051
73| 1 ]0.7{ 1 ]0.7/0.7(0.3/0.3] 1 |0.7]0.7| 1
T4] 105/ 1 | 1]0.5/0.5|0.5] 1 [0.5] 1 | 1
15| 1 ]10.5] 1 |0.5| 1 [0.5/0.5] 1 |0.5]|0.5| 1
6|10 1|1 |11 |1 ]1T]0]1]|1
T7(1 |01t |1 |1 (1| 1] 1]0]1]|1
T8 | 1 10.7{ 1 ]0.7|/0.7(0.3/0.3] 1 |0.7]0.7| 1
791 |1 ]11]05/05/ 00| 1] 1051
T10{ 1 |0.5{ 1 | 1 ]0.5/0.5|0.5| 1 [0.5| 1 | 1
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(orthogonal matrix) Fe|] H|2E d|o]E|E ARSI Table 3).
olg Tl 7 &de] dolENkE aEste] s AL

20709} o A3 vide] Ze el Anjgix] RS de An)
wWH 234, 7, @95, 5, 1002 7 7le] Est 5 shbt ElEAo
25 A A gert ol dF A3k 3E F jlie AE

Table 3. Virtual test data B )
Sjnjslr] wizel Adeln Aofdict. B 25 {6, 10} Be

5152 159 |54 165 |96 197 158 |89 IS101 ol s, el 4 o] vhtel wge] v
Til1lo]lolo]oJololo]olo } = _ )
T2 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Eﬂlol—)}g‘ ;ﬂ&] ;(]L]';(] 961‘.'1:' ‘%"“O’]U]ﬂ' ;%]—11017] H:HT"}OH Q%]Q]k.i
3lojof[1|ofofjo|lo]o|o]oO AeJst. &, 2071419 v 2 WA F F 16719 thE Zsh
Talololo]1]ololo]o]olo Aoz Aee zlasi).
Tslolofolo[1]ololololo
T6eloflofofo]ol1lolololo
77lolo]olofoJol1lololo 03 Als| Za}
Tsloflofolo]oJolol1]o]o
Tolojofo|lofoflo|o]o|1]o ARE 7] s RIsh] $lete] Uik og ARRE AL Q=
T10/0]0]0JOJO]JO]OJOJO]HT Tarantula 7193} Blwgic}. w5k AR 719o] BPNN 7[uk 7]H<
431 Zlolma BPNN 7Jut 7|47k v|wslch
Hl2E dlofEle] Ay} 2k 1 Ee] oilwE ARgsh, Awt
2. &3 ghol 270 5ol Holghe A8 SR 0%} et
21 A8l e A3k 7R SE(E)7) Yok AE ongltk Table 404

Z} sz vARE Agks 2RkS ule] eilw H9E onleit). ¢lE
Step 1 Training process : Table 12] X213 FW|2|x] AHe}l Sol, W 23 {4, Stol] ARt 7S Akeshd, Ax 24 =
Table 26} 1= ko] WALE o5 Hlo[HR ARSI JIBAEES [sguimjor] me AFS 28 2= Q). Tarantula 2E <97}

2u= K= T A

AR _ T 21wkl B 9] F e A WA 2 A9

Step 2 Testing process : o4& SLEadgel Table 31 IS opujapie Bestcasest Al vhaziel 3= 49E elolshe
tlo[ElE Yol A} ghs deth Worst-case® UFFo]A] H]msich,

Step 3 : A RS 2 ] R AR B2 EAS gl 41 AR wRAE ek, 29 A2 B
ol ol wet w9 viA ARke 7H B8] =2 2EEE ) A)e 7 = 7P Asns} = s]olr). HAKEY Hue
ER £ 7PHte] At ge piolh

<Training process> Table 4, Comparison with other methods

Training Data

4 B =3 [4,5[4,6[4,8][410[56[57[58][509

Taran_Best | 79 | 84 | 84 | 78 4 39 | 172 | 161
Taran_Worst | 88 | 93 93 | 87 39 | 172 | 161
TN BPNN 137 158 | 137 | 179|178 | 138 | 24

Test Data Set XO0<) Suspiciousness £ |
(o) e ) Mot 71 | 158 RaBRa 12 | 141 17 [151] 18
<Testing process> | Artificial Neural Network & =3t |6,7/6,8(6,9]|7,8]7,10]8,9(8,10(9,10

Taran_Best | 74 | 73 |176 | 78 | 39 | 78 | 171 | 160

Fig. 1 iew of th iment
'9. 1. Overview of the experimen Taran_Worst | 74 | 73 | 176 | 78 | 39 | 78 | 171 | 160

BPNN 20 | 180|180 | 180|160 | 81 | 162 | 128

et 7|8 |172| 48 |170 | 68 | 163|180 | 135 | 180
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|V. Conclusions
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