0 00 _http://www.cgvip.com|

JHE MRS 2008Vol. 35No. 1

ETEMBRSHENMNRGREBATNIFMETE

Bhimig HRIR
(ERFEARFITENMFRARR L 200062)

B OE AXRET ML TESEERSMENNRER LSRN EEF &, K0 XA 48 8K R #4528 AR
BEAFAR S BAR S AT K R BB AT R KA 2, 2 st A s b xR B i 9K B A R T R ) & TR W 9K B 1), MK 3t ok TR
H 0GR X AR ST R B AR MR T 5 R ARG AR, A THERERT W LA TPMT, £ 5%
TR 6 B 3K P 4940 K I8 R, AR R 1R 2 e M R AR TR R e R IR K AR SR RS e M F L R — B, AR
MR AMEL AR GTEE.,

XEIR BARSWEH,REAGKLR, ZESH

A Fuzzy Analytical Hierarchy Process Based Quantitative Test Effect Evaluation Methodology
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Abstract This paper proposes an analytical hierarchy process based numerical test effect evaluation methodology. It
can evaluate the test effect of different test time allocation strategies and predict the relative ability of defect finding by
using test case priority technique, arranging the test cases hierarchically and assign different test time to these test ca-
ses. Based on this methodology, a tool named TPMT is implemented, the application to the real software testing
process reveals that the evaluation value produced by this methodology is consistent with the ratio of defects found,
thus its evaluation value is reliable.
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