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ABSTRACT
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Tt

This paper proposes a reusable test case extraction technique for modified MATLAB Simulink/Stateflow (SL/SF) model. Creating test

cases for complicated SL/SF model like ECU(Electrical Control Unit) of automotive, requires a lot of time and effort. An intuitive way to

reduce to create new test cases whenever the model changes, is to reuse some test cases which have been generated for the original

model. In this paper, we propose a method to define reusable test cases in SL/SF after defining model behavior and judging model

equality by test cases. The proposed technique is evaluated using a commercial automotive controller model.
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