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MBFL with Statement-oriented Mutant Reduction Strategy

WANG Lin-xin WANG Wei-wei ZHAO Rui-lian LI Zheng
(College of Information Science and Technology, Beijing University of Chemical Technology, Beijing 100029, China)

Abstract How to efficiently and accurately locate faults in programs during the process of software debugging is taken
up as a matter of common concern for software developers. MBFL is a fault localization technique based on mutation a-
nalysis, which precisely identifies the root cause of fault but incurs a high execution cost, since it needs to execute the
test suite on a large amount of mutants. For decreasing the execution cost of MBFL, this paper presented a statement-o-
riented mutant reduction strategy, which selects a certain proportion set of mutants generated by statements covered by
failed tests,according to the previous execution information of test suite. Empirical studies were conducted on 112 faulty

versions from 7 program packages. The results indicate that this strategy can reduce 73. 51%~79. 98% mutation exe-

cution cost under the case of keeping high fault location precision.
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YR , Gong ™ 4R H T 3 A28 H AT SR M DMES,

1 % 25 7 3K W% (Selective Mutation Strategy, SELEC-
TIVE) W22 55 7 I B 5 A BEFEAT 29080, SR IR “ FE 7 BE
AR S A R A (R R AR 1 AR B T R B L A
EFPBRR , TR IR E NG . 28 Rt A SR (Mu-
tant Sampling Strategy, SAMPLING) 3% I8 58 T 10 4 Xt
B2 A AR AR E BT AR U 2B AR b DL — S R R
SR ATHEAT R, TR B 2080 B . SAMPLING R
T EENERE T, B2 T 85054 U2 A8
H & AR AR T EARRIRIE B RIE A AR S
PRBRAE , B 5318 (1 TS BE N HERf » DT 52 e 5 28 (1
RENRIR . AR SCHE AR A MBFL 5 5 8512 2 10 K5 FE O AT
BT, FE5eA 5 BF HE3 K AR SR B RE , $ v 1) 1 ) 1
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tegy,SOME) , #F SOME ) MBFL J5 &, #4 5 B F 1k
Pl AR v R P A 78 S5 B R A A T 3 P 461 7 = 1
HEATAR R PRAEZE AR FP S 1 S8 A 5 5 b, 2678 R AR el e
AR, $— 8 L BN A B 5 1 B R F AR RO A
7R SR T IR  SRUE B SR B IR A A8 A 22, TR] B FRAIG
PR IR W R RPATIF . 125 MBFL kAT 8% .

A SCHE B | F IR 4E (Siemens suite) 9 7 AN AL
1 112 MERARA TR VR D AR 7, X T SOME SR w1
T SAMPLING ff) MBFL (145 1% & (i 350UR S A8 F40AT 45
BEATXF LG . SIS SRR W], FEAH R 2R SR AT TR TE g,
F SOME ) MBFL L% F SAMPLING #) MBFL £ & & )
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TRIENLNE BE B R i , BEAS A R0/ D AR 19728 S A T P4
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MBFL 3k Fi s 558 F % U3 1) B A ol P TiE A AT
A5 S, I FA AR SR MR BE BE (R A i 5 SR B ) M M BEBE(EL,
EETFLUTHMNERE.
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D4 MFRT P, — A~ $47 45 5 438 1 (passed) 9 1]
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B S b3 R AR B R R R AR LR A, A B
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BIEEIE R T, K2R FE(Not Killed) m 1032 FE 142K T, » W]
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BeE B R ME, B Sus(S;) = Max(Sus(my), Sus(my), -+,
Sus(m,)) ymy smy 5+ sm, €M ,i=1,2,3,+,n, TEIEH S;
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DUFRSF AR, BrAlE T 76 R F 28 S A SR SR s 29 0015 2 11 28 S 44
&4 &, N MBFL J7r gk AHE F SBFL 7k 5K R M IR E
PAERE , HSBELARER 2026 1925 S4B MBFL (#8084
{ELR FBE LML 1 75 SR B Bk B T, 78 35 I8 (4 A
IR, ABIHIET A BE R IER A R AEE.
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SOME FIAHRL 17 MBFL J5E:HESE
3.1 SOME 7i&#Eik
#£ MBFL t, R [R)2E 558 XA [R5 A (AR K R B
Ao FERTHIRBESE R B, S XA T P, X R — 2R
FATR—HM AR S BT | IR — D3k ) SR 0 [) — PR B B A =K A A
AR A i, 3006 ~ 800 1 AE S A B A AR T) f) I 5 JEE 1.
3026~80 %0 [T Bl B4R L AEK  (ELIX W 6 WA Bt R TR — 451 ]
[R]85 S5 B8 A A IR 8 S AR TT A2 980, TG EL G 240 7 =X
Xof B SR TR AT B PR BE BE TR A5 SRS B/, BRI IRIIESE 1R E
PLHIRERRE .
SOME 1 5E B8 3= 240, 35 P A4~ W Be « 28 S5t A i B B 28 S5
PR B, BARB LN 1 TR .
&% 1 Statement-Oriented Mutant rEduction Strategy
Input: RSP P, WK B T, T7E PMPATE RmE R K EE
{5 B m i Cov, R MK E] Tr B3 MIER] Si € Stalea (=1,
2,3,++,n) ,ABFET Op; € Set_TotalOpx (j=1,2,3,, ks k N
BRE TR
Output : $IFLF P A5 28 74K EE G Total_Reduction_Set_Mu-
tant
1. / /78 5 HE U B
2. Stailea<Cov(P, Tt, R)
3./ /O e 5 SO i i 4978 3 (34T Staitea
4. for each S;€ Spiled
5. for each Op; € Set_TotalOpk

6. if Si<— Success(S;,Op;)
7. //W5R Op; & FIEA S, B Opy AT LA S 4R BIAHRIAS F407 B
8. Set_Mutant_Op;_S;<— Muta_gen(Opj,S;)

9.//Op; 7E Si kA BUAH R AR 57445, 794 B & Set_Mutant_Op;_S;

10. else

11. Set_Mutant_Op;_S;<— NULL

12. end if

13.  end for

14. end for

15. for each S/ /728 5B BRI Bt

16. Set_Mutant_Opj< Classify(Set_Mutant_Op;_S;,S;)

17,/ /3 RN AL ST B 28 SR AT V3 28, Horpr Set_Mutant_Op;_

S Ay NULL

18. Reduction_Set_Mutant_S;<— Muta_select(X% , Set_Mutant_Op;)
X<10

19. / /42 B8 1056 i) HL B HHEA 728 5 b 45

20. end for

21. Total_Reduction_Set_Mutant= _iReduction_Set_Mutant_S;
22. return Total_Reduction_Set_Ml;ant
23. / /MR T P Z4BUE 728 54484 & Total_Reduction_Set_Mutant
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A EEAAREE T SOME i) MBFL J7 ¥k 5978 5 42 il B
B, B {1 A 2 90788 S5 B o A 4 S M 4k D 40 7 = 0 )
FIAE SR A AR

(DEXBFRF P, A7 0K A BIEE T, 84003 4

BT P EARYGEAT B BIAH B B IR AT 45 R 1) & R
KA w5 B i Cov, K PATEE R Ky passed {9 I3 A Bi1E4E
T, B HATEER R failed INXAHHCE T RIBEZ=ER
& Cov fik itk T, B M IERES S fuied LA BB
Bl T, BNBZHIETER S psea » A BIRAABIE THESE
H@ig‘/ﬂ%% S=Sfailed +Spassed °

(DONEE Spiea TEBEH] S EABRETRETES
Set_TotalOp, WZERXTR, Hd Ser_TotalOp, FRFAETELR
iR RE TES L e MERET .

O XHiEM] S; s I Ser_TotalOpy HiEBEFET Op;»
Hrp j WBUETLER 1~k AW Op, B&ETTLILES, hik3| 4
S AR AR BIAE R W Op; 76 Si A gAY 1978 Sk
(—F A XA AR S ICAE Set_Mutant_Op; _S; ; i
ROp S PARKIZER L ERT M ERET
Op; - #ATHINT, BT A ZRE TH LW, B2 L
BR(2) IR Shuited T T —25K1BH] Sir .

(DHEE Spwa PIABETEETEHANERE T2
5 Stuitea FEIER S Y4 B I AR AR SE S Set_Mu-
tant_Op; _S; i}, SOME )38 S A il BEAE TR
3.1.2 EFHBFEHK

HEARENEA S AHNL AR KSR G Set _Mutant_Op; _S;
J5 »SOME 1728 55 A= LB B e AR St e B B BL » BV 288 2% st Xof
T 78 5 (i8] b AR B 28 SR HEA TR

(DIRYEEA] S AN FAREE S Set_Mutant_Op; _S; ,
Xt [ AR AR S A R A AR HEAT RS, AR R R R T
A AR AR £E A AT ICE : Set_ Mutant_Op, » Set_Mutant_
Op: » Set_Mutant_Ops 5+++, Set_Mutant_Op; ,

DX RMERE T Op; EWMNEFEES Set_Mu-
tant_Op; , BEHLIE I I X6 925 RN A £ & Reduction_
Set_Mutant_S; 1, HAEHFFT IR, 430K X0 I BUEE N
102 B ANR 4 HR 10201 LU B T B 2 SR 5 RN F 8 1,
BRI 1 MR S A % o, IR UK X0 (L4 vk 384
10% (X% <<100%) , HZEALE Set_Mutant_Op; " 7] LL3EE 1
NS AR A S S Reduction_Set_Mutant_S; W,

ORBAEBUER] S Hh Op,; HBIEFEES Set_Mu-
tant_Op; , EE LR (), H B ZIE AW BT a 28 SR E 5 %
WFESE R R , Bk 2RO BAT T —i8H] S AR EEFERT
B HEE Shied P T B YIS BH B 1Y Reduction _Set _
Mutant_S; J5 ,SOME {28 ik BEHr R 4R .

4 SOME [f)7% 5 A= B B A8 S5 1 9% B B R A 4k 45 TR
J5 s B Spuea PR T, B3 IEM] S: 15311 Reduc-
tion_Set_Mutant_S; H £ 4 Total Reduction_Set Mu-
tant WJEGMARFT P i3 il SOME #7405 A RIEER .
3.2 ETF SOME iJ MBFL #E2%2

A SCEFXT MBFL 19728 54425 38 5 s SOME, i) Fi i 3
B ATAE B » B 25 X B 2 oI k. 461) 7 2 F 8 4] A A 2
ST 29, LA MBFL B2 S5 7R84 . #F SOME
1) MBFL BEAHEZL QNI 1 B

#TF SOME i) MBFL ZEAMEL T E A F 4 B Pl
BPAT B Bt 2 5 A L B 28 Sk R B B LA B PR BE R
AR BL .
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5, TEMNR AT I B Xt 4 IR P AU A oz 9 X P 461 RQL: BT 2 T A2 S A A 5 9 MBFL, 2 T SOME
& EGNE TR ESE B LKA IITER, 5 MBFL REEAE SR EMEE?
W HAR AR 5 B B . HLUK, FE 7R 57 A A B P RQ2:#TF SOME ffj MBFL 2 B AR AELRIE R 4 MBFL
PATH BAR B 15 B 1 R I IR B R BB, rmstiR e fog e
X3 B AR AN TR DA T A B S A A B AR S RQ3: AT 4 MBFL J#%, 2 F SOME i) MBFL f

REARUAT BT R R . BURCAELEREEN Bog b RHE e H53E T8 B AR 5 #E 1) MBFL
B S — AR A R BB i R A SRRSO & pyas 9T RS RO A B A 2

AR RLGRRNE . Be SAEREHITIRAGHFHHE 4 2migit

) AR SRR BE B i B KA, BB AR BE B , [R) A X g 2 ARSI Geov TEAE Linux 385 T 28 B 26 115
HOPTATE R IARREI (KSR ORBRMESMEIT g o gt o1 28 A AT R 7 S0
UL T PR REIE 0 O I BIBINE P ROIRREIE R e T o

?%Bﬂﬁﬁ)\ﬁ%ﬂﬁf?‘lﬂEH%%’!?EI’J»_%{ZE{\_{E: ______ RTRELE Linux BREET 5 F GOC 4 76 Bl 7 A o 2 52

I UEWWR: AR AR t z
e k. SAILAE ) shell AR AA AL ML BIE
e wi ki) R R TR . VAT LB I B SR T 58

WERTREFETES. WA Proteum 3 HF 6 413t 108
MERET, Hhad 4 HEENERE T ¥ 24 (Con
stant) \ 2% & 20 (Variable) | # /E £F 246 (Operator) 1 iE A 40
(Statement) , Pk } 2 #H 1 [6) 3 O /9 28 5 B T (Groupl FlI
\ GrouplD),

i ARV T IR GENE SR e | X SR
| A, 1 W 3 451 8 A DR R S5 AR G4 B 3 T AR A 2L
i

|

|

i

|

EEECEERET RS

L {HxkE | [WRER |

BRRE
WERE

YRJE H
EREES

F2)F FE (Software-artifact Infrastructure Repository, SIR) T
BRI, EWERT MG B IE 1,7 MR Ra
B 132 MNMEIRIRA, LI B A HEBR T 20 MR IUA - 43 I
K1 #F SOME ffy MBFL HEZE 2 IR A G AR B AR A v B R AL A ) 3 P £91) R TG vk A U

N HR R A BBl A 5 | K R A D IR T R B Ay SE S 3P A

4 RRRERSH OBIFEF s SRR A S T R 1 4 BB R T
K T B T B A AR SR AR s s SOME A sk tE,  FREHREECEMDEIITER, S8uH A mIE AL 2
ACRBWT 3 AN, A LR SR HATS BT R, R LRAT M IR T . A SCE L

HrimlZ, P 112 ANMERRAAE Sy L5 TG r B 2T o
£1 HEERFHHEXER
HBERT4 R IRAH LTS HEBR A FHRETH  ARAGK F R EH
Schedule 9 5 vl,v5,v6,v9 296 2650 2203~2247
Schedule2 10 8 vd,v9 263 2710 2845~2980
Tcas 41 41 — 137 1608 4937~5323
Totinfo 23 23 — 273 1052 6314~6438
Printtokens 7 3 vl,v2,v4,v6 342 4130 4235~4263
Printtokens2 10 6 vl,v2,v3,v10 355 4115 10131~10162
Replace 32 26 v15,v17,v19,v25,v27,v32 513 5542 10661~10988
4.2 LIGTRAEAEN I 2 4515 4T, W) A ) Rank ¢ 25 1) Worst, B+ 58
TSR EN L TR, B Score PEMM HE AR R IBMEXTRIRY  AXUWT .
RARAE BTRIIDY, . Score IABHRSEIE 2tk 19 1Y CH R Best-E Worst -
BERE KB/ INHE ) 5 )7 6 2 15 4] 28 S8 L S PR iR 1B 4] 2 -
BT FFY , LB AR . HEETARSIEIREN P, ZFPAT T LHA
_ Rank BR-MER X (Mutant-Test Pair, MTP) 347 5k BT 78B4 »
Score= Total executed statements @ I ELVPAH v BE A 2 BRSCHL 5 S R s T
Hrp,Rank 8RB M5B A Z AT E BB AEG BN 451ER 4.3 ZRERSHW
TEMBEE T 1 HES » Score BB/, H5IR AL ¥ 1 B AL &% RQL #1 RQ2, LAZE 1 Wi 112 MERAREITIE N

K0 B R , BOR SOK A AR E AOE TRE EE OIEMN IR AR . BT , M H 4 SBFL A1 MBFL w3 £ Fi 9 1 ¢
Rank 7 BIFMEIRIE OL . 4 B A S R B ARG MRS BEHEAR Op2™ " 1 Ochiait ' 3k — 4 56 1 [ 1541 (19 28
BERE BB SC A W B AL E A, I 0k B 9 Rank MR AR RAKZEEH SOME J& % % MBFL i) 45 158 & A0k o6 B 7= 4k
Best; ZZ 5 EMMEEMHEN A IBANEKEZEA W, HXETF SOME Pl K& F SAMPLING /) MBFL 45



511

FEAREE, 55 T [ TE A H) MBFL A8 3R 208055 i 179

DENAE BT LB T SRR 2 Bl R 2 Wi
— TR B BE A A 5 — 51 BT 7 Ll AR P A 2 ) 445
BRI BN T o 112 S AR R RRA 72T 1) EL s TO-
TAL IR AR ] 22 S5 1A 24 3 5K Wt 1) JE 4y MIBFL, SAM-
PLING-10 % #1 SAMPLING-20 % 43 5| & 7~ £ F 28 Bk h ¢
Rms BEHLLE 1000 F0 20648 44 ¥ MBFL, SOME # /- T

T ) 35 47] 1) MIBFL 28 SR 20 SR w5 3R 2 AN F R X LA B
4 T BEEARMEEE AR T WA REMHR, Bl s —17
HIEE 3R A B 106 B AR A B » SR I AT ] A8 S5 4k 24 %
Fems B A 1 R 4 MBFL J5 3% TOTAL i F #5 8€ BF it
B Op2 B, K B RIEA AR T & SRR 1
38.39%.,

# 2 #F SOME fil SAMPLING f] MBFL 4518 2 A5 1 Bt H/ %

R TOTAL SAMPLING-10% SAMPLING-20% SOME-10%

EEN Op2 Ochiai Op2 Ochiai Opz Ochiai Op2 Ochiai
1 38.39 35. 71 22.32 22.32 20. 54 24. 11 33.93 34,82

5 75. 89 79, 46 46. 43 47.32 58.93 58. 04 77. 68 77. 68
10 87. 50 85. 71 62. 50 61. 61 69. 64 66. 96 87.50 84,82
15 91.07 91. 07 69. 64 71.43 76.79 81. 25 89. 29 88. 39
20 91. 96 93.75 75. 89 78.57 78,57 85.71 92. 86 91.07
30 96. 43 97. 32 83.04 85. 71 84.82 87.50 97.32 95. 54
40 97.32 97. 32 88. 39 90.18 91. 07 92. 86 98. 21 99,11
50 98. 21 99.11 93.75 95. 54 93.75 93.75 98. 21 99.11
60 100. 00 100. 00 98. 21 98. 21 97. 32 97.32 100. 00 100. 00
70 100. 00 100. 00 99.11 99.11 98. 21 98. 21 100. 00 100. 00
80 100. 00 100. 00 99.11 99.11 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00
90 100. 00 100. 00 99.11 99. 11 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00
100 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00

M 2 ATLAE H, % F SOME ) MBFL J5 ¥ 46 A R 1
BEEITE AKX T AT SAMPLING ) MBFL 778 () 851%
SENARETORESE s 3R 2 T 2 T LR B, # F SOME
9 MBFL J5#:i8 Fi A3 Op2 iz FZA K Ochiai 358 B8 1)
R E MR AT 5 53 41 38 1 2 A SR SAMPLING-
10% 1 SAMPLING-20 %6 B4 5 B %o Lt vT A & BHL , i B 36 B
20 %0 7E AR 5 ¥ EE LR ML B 10 %6 28 B4R B9 75 B 7E MB-
FL ER@ SR BT

B—J, N 2 AT LLE H, #F SOME fy MBFL 7£f#
FWEEEHEAR Op2 J5, ERB AT R 5%,20%,
306 LA K 4050, 5 LK I 4R 119 MBFL ) 85 1R 18 0 850 R 3 4
HE—# 4 H R T A, AL 86 76 18 Rank {E AT, B ] SOME
i) MBFL 1 Best Bt {5 TOTAL A , {H &%t Worst Bt
{EiAt, SOME f 54 %% X 4 B 1F 4515 4 15 1E #1510 11 5
FEAE, H EIE H 45 1E 1 1) Worst { Lt TOTAL ) Worst {5
N X R BAE BT S 5t , BT 9 Rank {8 5 &/, BORT
BIEWBEE R P HEAFEAT .

LIRGEEFRERT LU 2 HHAR B B8HIE,

1
09
08
07
06
05
04
03
oz | B
01

TOTAL-Op2
TOTAL-Ochiai

* SAMPLING-10%-Op2

~ SAMPLING-10%-Ochiai
- SAMPLING-20%-Op2
i S AMPLING-20%-Ochiai
e SOME -10%-Op2

e SOME-10%-Ochiai

BMEFEIH/ %

1 5 10 15 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Score(<2)/%

E 2 #F SOME #1 SAMPLING ¢ MBFL &R @Mk i TR |
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