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Abstract

This paper presents an allocation model of test times of software modules. An
evaluation measure of modules which is based on the data flow path between modules
is used at test phase. An evaluation measure is expressed by the possible path
number of data flow for each module, which can be interpreted as an importance
of individual module. Three criteria : module test tir;le, module reliabilty, and system

reliability is considered in this model. Multi-objective programming, hence, is used

to solve this model.
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