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Investigation on the testing method for the simulation software

- Approach using the search-based testing and the metamorphic testing -

ot g8 B I B (RA& 4L JsoL)

T A& Al & (ESLE R FEZE T

Al A AR F (RS E Ld@ssEeT)
EH OKRES (Y =—Kth)

i Se A 2

WERfERT Y 7 b7 = T DT A MIBWT, TAMIREREOBEH IITEY, TAMr—
AZBHTERNWT — AWM RPN EINOEN T2 2 LR ERGELHDH. AT
X2 O RIBEICRT L, Search-based testing 38 X WX Metamorphic testing IZX 57
ANEFRITLE. RELT, TN FEOAIMZER T H LN TE .

Abstract The software testing on the simulation software has difficulties to design the test
inputs and to define the expected results beforehand due to its complex functionalities. In this
investigation, we applied the search-based testing and the metamorphic testing to the software
to find the effectiveness. This paper reports the approach and the results.
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