2% A g o] 87 HAE HolH A5 A4 7Y

&% 5] ZAR AAAR AP
‘gz aetre Aaeta "3 giatm

e-mail: *{shehan, jskang, kwon}@salmosa.kaist.ac.kr, binsang@hansung.ac.kr
Automatic Test Data Generation Using Abstract Interpretation

Seung Hee, Han*® Jae Sung, Kang®  In Sang Chung® Yong Rae Kwon®
®Dept. of Computer Science, KAIST, "Hansung University

a8 ¢
H2E dojele] 2HF AN S AXEo] HAYAA 714 FASFHA R ofg]f Fo|r) thEEo] H2AE diojg 25
Ao B AFE BHAZTH HAE dolHE A5 AAslE ol ol & & JES FPH JAE Yoz vk B
RN T2 RS AYSA) gu TR FHY EAS BME + A 89 #4(abstract interpretation) ¥
% X% A #Al(pre-, postdominance relationship)g ©] 45t} T2 W I BEl AN HAE dolHE AF A4

T A g e At

.4 &

HAE dole9 A% AP 2T EY] HAgAN 7 5
a3 olgE ol 187 wie), giRrie A& Ax
oA HAE dole] YA AAHL A aAE st o] oA
I e AAolth £ dgRE HAY AFH AT PAZ
R HAE HolHE Ao HA48: oy, ojA o} 71
st Ags YA GAy d5Helti1]. e n, A4 3=
28 H4E dol8& A3 d7 F Mutation H28 7]
& A3 wRlo] QVlE dY, HAES: B UFY g2
mutant T2 18- AP A Aok triE @A o] i 2],

B Apoas gAztold TRl 3=8 29 #4 7j o
2 BA% 5, dAE(assertion) AU H AF o BAE o] &g
o2ZH H2E dolg & AF At Axsigc), aof #4
& zaaWg Ay g TEade] FHQ EHL FHO
2 B8 5 Qe Zigoln], oje g 8% 4 & o2 YU
v xgnde B4 AEE ¥RIE gAE L st dadt
Z27AL A8 &7l A AujAAE FEANLLEZA F&
F49 H2E dolHE AHFoz A" 5 )

B =82 tgat go] FAH Ql, 2% A E 7] K
u7d Aol W3] Ayt 3%l E AF5HoE H2AE Ho]
HE 4Asur] A A& soksta zF gAvige] 33 & &
o ZAAsA et 4o ERA AU Wges ¢
dg Bol dis] rasiA AEsin vix|go 2 54 = A
2 FgF A7 WG A g

2. 973 A+
2.1 8ok 94

22ag gNol REE PAMYl BUGE Ag RYY
A, 22 919 dolgel gy Zeaue ddAA B 4x
= A Alrun-time) FH o B HES G2 FRE A& Ao

460

o a8 g T2 R B4 Je F o 8.9 s3],
Qo #4e EsA, A s (concrete value) thal 22zt
(abstract value)g o] &38la] T2 1 9o s ¢HAs
2 2HGARE 48 & Yt

Ko #XM & «ojn X B&(collecting semantics)" 3 &
oFgl oJn] T Z(abstract semantics)Atol 2] t-S#AE ZE
o]2 749 M(Galois connections) o] &3t} R&EIT + ¢
th. E] A(lattice)Ql A EWQ (D,C)ol vtm A F
i, AA =uelg A8 = (approximating) 8.9 E=dl
(DA £%2 Aot o471 d"Ch." = di*ol d* et o
A grolets AL vjdtt. QoFs ¢ o DRD'ED
o P YAES Dl U 2T 420 gAY, T
A& 5y D'eDE D) U 293 Dol = A
Arz AN E gFolth F g ok K8 AW (partial
orden)& F5aoF @} d*7} d9] EFRE TARRkolekE A
AL g go] FAY 4 9. afd)EAd* £ dEy(dD).
Ds} DMjole] Z 2ol A AYM L FA o2 HHSMH,

vde D:vd* e D" ald) O"d* & d C y(dY
g WERE o DD, v D*eDY FFA €M% (ay) o
2 Jebd F tHA4).

29 ML olBsly ZEaB guAA AR A9
& o] UtH(5]. B =M E FoAx] PR ol &
At 4483 @3 E(intermittent assertion)& T2
9] Foiz AEE ¥QUENA AFo oW HFAE WEFH
of ghtbe AL %&tn, Y43 ¢A F(invariant assertion)
& FolA HEEZ FUENA A ojH £48& BEs ot
& a7uch neia, oW HEE Qe ARH BIE
2 FHtrue)o 2 AAHZA 1 EES Hojkx FHL AUr}t
£ st 2L 37 5 21, 957 dFEL AR
(false)o.2 AA4sd, 4 0 85L& Au7tA] =g 3=
271¢ g Mg 719 (backward propagation)% ©o]-&3l
T8 5 et
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2.2 A @A, 79 £%

AF ABAE o] 284U HAE dlojg A4 P
o] 712 TP AR HAH vgE afHoT &
o}7] & A18-drt6]. AA T2 1@ ZFX (flow graph)ol
A AE ANBAE o) &8 == HEY 49 BES Fohdlo
Bt a8, 79 B59) ol @ xovk AvHoets
73 EZU9 RE Ego| AWEr) ¥ E2L o 9
718 B8-S 71 # Ao HoA 7[R BE0E dadg,

¥ ESS File Uy tEn 24, 94 2§
A 2u) E&](predominator tree)®t FA 4l E & (postdominator
tree)& T3t HE @A AP 28 &, A9 E
2o} FAu) Efi g FAA 71E EF A 2T E 7 o)
oo FEA 329 FEJEES(strongly connected
components)S FoLUH vt E o] AXUEV} 3] BHo|r},

oA, 3 EERY] Au@AE 7Y EE Auj@EA oz
Pej 2 Jepdt. o] 2 ZofA ubE k =(leaf node) BF A
Wt YFo] e e BE 9 EFZEX v} Avdd. 19
oz o] Wy g o]l g3, AR EolAM HAE dolg7) F
WHER A3 98 T2 oo At B A (probe)s
o AFE FY 7 UL, B, Z= V)% 48 enI=
(overhead)& &Y + U}

£ d7oME A4 o) S H4E d&8 9y S AU
T AFE F94 a8FHoE H2AE HolHE AT = IES
s =

3. H2E oy AF 44 71y 4+
3.1 Hl2E dojg AF B4 &4
B =M AAse e <a¥ 1>9 £A42 Igdrt
A2 TEaP 22 AEE Q¥ 4 PYg ol g5t AWy
(forward) 2.2 BA et A gx7t Z2ade] FE5ojA H)
2E3tnx 3 B0 AR 43S Foz dAYsd, Ha
E folel9 gto] P g F o AgaA dohyr) faA A5
A BAE ol g3t aAFH oz AP BFo) &34 gL
ARo g F7t AR o] FkA FHY GRFES X
W3 A 2(backward propagation) 71®H-& #a EA" YR
of Agad HES FFHA 7] A 2do) Y2} o] A
&7 FAAY 9 S Fow AT BEL AvE: Ha
EHolHE AFom 4NE 5 At

[ forward analysis using abstract interpretation ]

A

[ insert intermittent assertion ]

/

[ find positions for invariant assertion false ]

back-propagate a condition
O with invariant assertion false

@ with intermittent assertion true

A

f

[ generate test data from calculated condition ]

8 1L HAE QIOIH M& 1N

32 8% NS olgF T2 YW BY
o A 1P e GollA] V)gd e Zeade] FH §9
g AHoR EAstofr FRE J& 5 U= W3], <1
g 2> o Ut oA =g o]l o BAT % vt <y
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D& dA m=d oujFx FA9 ALE AA(forward
system of semantic equation)°] t}.

(0) read(, j, k); (1) Xo=T
if (i > j) then %1 = [ read(i.j,k) § (xo)

(2) max = i; (3) xp=[i>i] &
else X3 = [ max =1 ] (x2)

(4) max = j; (5) xg=[i<=j])xp)
end if; (6) xs = [ max =j ] (xo
if (max < k) X6 = (xa) U (xs)

(7) max = k; (8) X7 = [ max < k ]} (x¢)
-- else (9 Xs = [ max = k J (x2)
end if; (10) Xg = [ max >= k ]| (x)
print(max): X0 = (xg) U (Xe)

(11) %1 = [ print(max) J (x10)

J8 2. 6y 2 8 3 MUE 202X S4

<ag 3»eA Ue 24U%E FHFATE Azl
[i>if00e 8% B ~E(abstract tes)E x99 Tga
F 3AeEZ2 P ol A} vz vt sof st 21 L

e,

3.2. HAE B5 434

ZT28E Pt g F, AR 2R aR g
& 4935y AAY AL Fos AYsW, 1 BE
ANY T v H2E HolHE P37 A% 20E A
& ik o W, d8g Yo 278 wrl A3 1}
71 FEA, 948 G Adles YL E2L AFo
2 gopict,
S EE20PqE G &40 ALY 5 Y] Y= o
£X AL AAY B A5 E Edof shed, AF )
W BAE o] 435 olE AT} $M A2 T2 I
s 73 BE MF Auj@A EE ¢E o] EgdA
A AL S Fo g MM EEFH AT Au@A gl
A L EZG FolX BF 453 @y E AL Y
oh 28, @A S BEIe 2108 B s & 4+
ek olFA A4 FHFE AL F18tE o, A
A gGAEE Roe dAste 3lo] a1 BEglo] ohd &
ESx Avzd + de 754 g 7 2248 27 gEo)
th 453 GAE AANS FAYUE B2 At A
Fozn zHdo HYE o= Ax FAM o) sAE
i &g 5= gl

F ol Aga HYE Zolual & gol= HF Aujy
Al e B2 daiMz J44 G E AL A4
£ 7 UG Aot} @A o s doly 4 #AE o
AE ¢t H2EFnA &1z B2l AlRdE doj
ol s, A% Huf @A) Y= BZ Foja R
(definition) A 8(use)o] A=A gt 1 Aout A}
80l A 9 g FoF AP 20 Yk Y=
H, 2 EF dadr 4453 dyg AeE 448 &
o2 o F2 FHY HAE dolHE YA 5 Uk,

<% 2>9] oA} =M (7)) AUE HAE dolg
E 7tz @ w0, o] X FAdH @ e Fog AN
ot ey YA, ME @ AE Fated, AF e @A}
e AAE FEE g} o] d Ao ME (9)9 Y27} (7)
o ME AuEA T flenR o] Yo J43 gy AA
& Aok T A @A dsE OY @)E A=
EE9 a%go] (ME AYr] 43 AeZdApredicate)ol]
AuiEx) gor 2 Jeojg shite] EE S My g4
G3E Ao AT = ot

2 o mix

U
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3.3 @AE 9% x4 A4
3

A AT 444 GRS o 43stn @ Fele, &
oF UM AI5]10A AA G P& o] g3t AT FHEES
DFA7E 23€ AMdgd. =23 AME FHF 24
(backward analysis)& B3 Fd3gt} & <19 2> oA
o) Y oJuiFr S22 Furgt A Al(backward system
of semantic equation)©]t}.

A Z=ofA (9)9} (4)9] X0 AT I dR S A
Aol HA e 2B & 87 AMME x4 xo9) al{false})
e 208 Ftgd 4454 dA o 210 & UM e, 94
A @o] g4 grE o} stz NS o] &3] Frhghct
N aoghe RYPAFE dixpolch [max=i]" AL F
uber Q oF 3 otE (backward abstract assignment) 2.2 A1k
o] X 9] fi=max ] 9} 7},

ol 21 ¢ THE Alarate 9 j<KikKkges 270 Asdrt

xo = [ readij,k) I (xp

x =[] (xa) pli<=i]xe)

xp = [ max=t ] (xs)

X3 = (Xg)

x¢ = max=j [! (xs) N al{false})

X5 = (Xs)

xg = [ max<k ] (x2) U [ max >=k J (xo)
x7 = [ max=k J’ (xq)

xg = (X10)

X9 = (x10) N a({false})
Xi0= | print(max) [ '(x;,)
X11 = Xn

adm, (1Y fxlo) AT AAH dAol Fo] Hr = 5
' 2A& atd9, of 9 S4olA xrol al{true)E F7He
o} UE Qe g Aakaolrt, of 48 15E A
ZAate] E9 Kikk BE i<=j<kdE 248 78 F A

X = [ read(i,jik) I (xp)

xi =i [ (x> U i <=i ] (xa)

Xz = [ max=i]" (x5)

X3 = (X(;)
xq = [ max=j J' (xs)
X5 = (Xe)

x6 = [ max<k [ (x) U [ max >=k J (xo)
x7 = [ max=k J! (x) U altrue})

Xg = (Xlo)

Xg = (Xy0)

x10= [ print(max) J'(x1))
X1 = Xn

o] ¥ z21& 5 Kikk e 218 ¥t

3.4 Hl2E dojg 4 £ 49

o) AN TH 20 L vgo R 3t HAE HolEHE
ARG, 0] BE W9 aogted AMNEHUE el
Sxee ddstAu B ubx gy el AA 231
(boundary condition)& ol &3t WyI vxEA HAE o
olHE AN + Aot 2, dAAAE YdEdolELe]
z27402 yghe do= sy HolEE 7gos AR
AALE B3P F H2EsuA st EFo) disiMw oo
A4 HL AHEEE AA edg H2E dolert 2t
A8 Eo, oA T2 a9 jo 102 EF3Hd ie [11, +ol, k
= (12, +0l9) 8okg-g 7 5 Aok o] 84 ol 7
B zANo2REH 29 ()& AvE G, j, kol e g2E
dlolE & (11, 10, 12)& A18-3 4 9k
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AF7A 7led i e ol 8oz HAE woiH &
HAx e HAH & BF ASHYOTH HAEE Y 40
AgHoz £9% 5 & Ao

4. 74

£ rRolA ANT $HE A Aoz FAsA
AE Bo]8 A5 A4 A% 4 ol Aol <2y
4> A FAG x2Eels]l A9 Bgold.

public class ai_testing {
o public static void main{String(] args) {
& int 3,3,k max;

¢ vald main{) 3 i = Integer.valueOf (args[0]) intValue{ ).
- intvalue() 3 = Integer valueOf (args{i]) intValue({ ):
- printin{) 3 k = Integer valueOf (args(2]) intValue( ):

-8 Varlables
i

1€ (i > 3) { max - i}
oL {max = 3. }

so
if (max < k)
{ max = k

‘est Case 1
i 11 (11¢= i < +oo)
30 10 (3-10)

k 12 (12¢= k < +oo)

Systea.cut pri
+

i

O 4 RHIE PRE B

528 2 ¥¥F A78%

B =R 8 A 7yt zF g0 AF AE
AL ol g3ty HAE dHolHE AF A 7IEE AA
A

o HAdYE XYY Aolm T 2AAHI €Y
(interprocedural level)ell = o] 71§ o] 7} 53t E &t W
e AP oAHoltt E7, AFA(hierarchy), A
(polymorphism) 59 ZAAMA & dojo] ENd @ H2E
dolg AF A4 71Ed daME d7E #3E ol
utRgo g, AYL A SRR AUl U dnEE
HAE dolee FAL 3L & A WHE AT A
olt}.
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