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Abstract Because UML model can be generated in the process of design, and it doesn’t need additional expense as a
test model, so many people intend to use the UML model as a test model. The current research methods go though all
the conditions, nodes and methods of the UML model by using the grey-box-testing theory. In fact, too much test sce-
narios can be generated from the UML model by these methods. This paper is to find the important test scenarios by

the priority judgment of all the test scenarios, which can provide a basis of stressed test in the actual testing process.
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