Program

Sep. 1992

Slicing 88 # &
FRb, Ftv Y, BFOKA!

T OH B OXNM

1.

T C &I

Program Slicing 3707 5 ARDOX DB DK
FREZASHICT AEM TH D, Maryland X
#® Mark Weiser 1tk » T 1982 i1 T
EEXh1bDOTH 3. BOR TS0 5407
Ry FEZXBTLI-HDREISNTHEDY, 48
Tit, 7R, Frw s, FRENEEKERIICIEH
ENTHWAERABEN TH 3. AMTR, 2. T
Program Slicing £# & 2 E2HMAL, 3. TF
Ny FADISRAIEO VT, 4. TF R DGR
D—2ELT, FRAMNF—2 0EBAERIKEDO W
T, B, 5. TREFOIEAELT, Fo
75 LDREEXBTE_POHFRN K20 TR
~AG.

2. Program Slicing ¥

Program Slicing 37075 LRDH 5 X DE
FIEEEE5X 34 TOXEMH T A2EKTH
b, T h X DHEA% Slice L5, Slice iT
B, a5 s2B0cRKRLTEON3 Static
Slice &, B ic#4T L TH 515 Dynamic Slice
DONBB. LT, RPErMBKT S
W, 7ussaiz, RKRAX, if X, while »—7
XO3EBEOXDAZSEDLET B.

2.1 Static Slice

Static Slice {3, 2 XDOETEEEE5X
BUAEEE DS EXDEATH BV,

37, XOMRROZODEKFERFREEA
¥ 5.

[ ]

Data Dependence
X s1 p 65X s2 ~d Data Dependence BH 4R

t Program Slicing Technique and Its Application to Test-
ing, Debugging and Maintenance by Takao
SHIMOMURA (NTT Software Laboratories).

tt NTT v 2 o = THIRA

B-1
1078

BHBER, X sl g3, HIEHvOEH
N, v BERALTHAEX s2 KBHETHIEHES
TRbb, 1) sl KBWTENR v 2EHLT
W3 (X sl TER v icllERELTWS), »
D, 2) Xs2BLTvRFERLTVWS (L s2
TER v DEEBRLTV3), »D, 3) v 2FH
FBHELEY, X sl oL s2 ~OEFTAREL/S
AVEETLEBATHS.

o Control Dependence
X s1 M5 s2 ~d Control Dependence BH{R 43
HH LR, X sl if T while L—FXTHh
b, Xs2 OEFTOBEEMNL s1 OETHBICHE
BRETIHA.

Xs kB AEH v kBT 5 Static Slice &3,
Data Dependence BifE, & %\ i2 Control Depend-
ence BAREIW - T, Xs OEY v kKE#ET 4
TOXDOEETHS (@-1). X s ikBd 3 Static
Slice &3, Lo —>pMHFEZWU-T, XsAHT
FALTOWANThbOERICHET 2 TOX
DELETH 2. XDEA S=VU.s itld 3 Static
Slice i3, U: (si @ Static Slice) TE#H XN 3.
Static Slice DHZ -2 ic;R3. 3L s D Static Slice
12, Xs OETREERETIELIE T vl 5L
ZHRT S (bbAA, BEUTFT—2ESRES
BH3B) EVOIEKEREDD.

Control
Dependence

Data
Dependence

X siCBIBERK vICBT 5 Static Slice DRDH
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2.2 Dynamic Slice

Dynamic Slice i3, $3AHKESNTT S
5LEEFUEEE, BEXOETICERIEE
A25i1, EffULEXOBEAETHEY®. RS
- XA ELOHF LTEFTI N MECE T
LOAEFRNEFY, £0EHRE X? (p EIE
OXDEFB I, BFFINALX X) TERYT.
Dynamic Slice i3, ZOEFARANP L, H5X
DEFICERICEELEX L EF IR
L= & DT 5. Static Slice D & & LFEKIC, &
4, ERXM-XOMIKROZDDKEBRFREH
AT 5.

e Data Influence
X X? 53X Y1 ~ Data Influence BAFE 5% 5
Li, X Y? OEFTER LD 3ERERRKI
EHE LI XP THEBRE
+1xbb, Dp<lg DX X* OERFTICEOTER
vAEEBELE, X Y OEFTBL Ty 2EM
Uiz, oD, 4) p<k<q L12BERD k iTxL
T, X v EERLE»-RBAETHS.

e Control Influence
% X? 53X Y ~ o Control Influence BAFR 8
2 &R, X X g if X while v—FXTH
D, XY OEFTOERLEBERELLXTHS
Ba.

X X? w3 BEHK v icBT % Dynamic Slice
L i3, Data Influence BfR, H 51X Control In-
fluence BFE XM - T, X X* OE¥K v KHET
ZEFZANOXOEAE TH 5. B-7T KRT7
0/ 5 LRAN n=2, a=(2,4) 55X TETL
frlxop, HAX KB 5 EH sum ic BT 3
Dynamic Slice DR H %E-3 1K/RT.

Dynamic Slice i3, H3%E DO ETIKEF 55X
OROKERREMMT LILWBAIKARTH S,
Static Slice & Dynamic Slice & D& W\WER-4 i

program
sum : =10; program
x:=1; xi==1;
while x<11do 3 while x< 11 do
sum : =sum-x; x:=x+1
xi=xt1 end
end end(x)
end(x, sum)

B-2 end Xk 3EMxicBlT B Static Slice

Program Slicing H#i &7 R b, F/¥v 7, BF~ORKA

1079

Sep. 1992

R, Xs2 KB BEH v icBT 5 Static Slice
& Dynamic Slice kDWW TEXS. X sl ik}
BEH v OFERIZ v BEALTVEX 52 KB
2T 3DT, X sl i3 Static Slice icaEhs.
UL, sl RX s2 CHEAULLER v 2RE&
I8 L7z X Tids\ #2 %, Dynamic Slice i3
EF £ (2428

3. Fiy YDA

Fay 7 LDFNy SICEOTE, BRTRE
WOV VR w7 FRy P REDOLTY
3. 7o/ 5 s0EREEREEROTHPD
PDFLRBRTEZHDVVD, EDO/ XV T
OREAZBEBICBRHETEE0® b5 3. L
Hl, 2hoDyvyEY v 7 - FRNyATR,
JOEEBFRERBT ERLIT 0 72 0RB
LERICES VTV B, —J, Program Slicing

AR AT

JEAPRY

input (2, a)
max > =a[l]
min ;= a[1]

sum ;= a[1]

=2
i<=n
max< al ]
’ sum : =af1]

D min>al ]

5 sum : =sum-+ af /]

it=i+l
i<=n

output (max, min. sum'

WAXicE T B2 sum KT 5 Dynamic
Slice MKDH

sl 5 2N

&®-3

Static Slice

o AT

Bi-4 Static Slice & Dynamic Slice )24 13

Dynamic Slice
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TR 7L NDBHEXDRTIERESZ I
LTOXNEMBT I EMNTES. LT,
7077 LR UIKR HIEPOEHR-
TR LR BEIKIR, £OEKICHESE
& LI XicBAd 3 Slice 2kp3C &ickb,
BoNEEER LI ERET 2 L BT
%. Static Slice ® Dynamic Slice ZF|H L 72 57
Ny SV AT L& LTI, Focust®, Spyder!®>- 2,
STAD?’, PELAS?*».29 CHASE®* 13 & 3%k 3.
LT, bodblLddbonFHEicESNT
WY RBDF BTNy S 257 A PELAS o
THENT 5.
31 ZWIUXZ 9wl - FrRoXEVY
(PELAS)

THTYZXI g « F¥yF 2 Ehud Sha-
piro D TRELIEMNTH D, HER K
ERICHLTHEATE 32 6 D Tdh-7h®,
PELAS i3 Dynamic Slice 2fjHd 23 itk
b, PASCAL, C R oFmsHEFZicHLT,
o LORDONIFIRERESNT NI ERD

BaEWmERRLTHAS.

(1) Potential Influence

PELAS Ti, 3 ZEHOEME > THEH4,
RITRNESH X IMEICW > TR DH B LER
B4 % A3, Z D7z ® ic, Data Influence (DI) &
Control Influence (CI) di3»icd 5 —2>DikEEHE
% Potential Influence (PI) 2MA LT 5.

e Potential Influence
X X? 5L Y? ~D Potential Influence BELE A<
HbLiz, X X? 2 if Xh while r—7LTHh
D, X X* oEZTHEESEDIE, X Y CHEA
LIch 2EBOEEEZ DT NS 28B4,
TI8bb, 1) X X? i if X while -7 T
55,2 p<g, 3) XY DEfTICBEVTER v
R LI, 9 p<i<q L BEED kicxtl
T, X 2R3 v 2EBRBLED-I, D, 5) X
X? ORTRRMBEDL>IBEOX X oY
NDOETAIREIL/ SR T, EBvEERTIHOMN
HFETZHATHS (B-5).

(2) FRy7OH4 FFIE

HIEWOENE > THEIBEIIR, T, £
@ Potential Influence & Data Influence DFRIEA
SERDS. Wic, SHOX X? -2 L,
X KBIAHBETI o —BELOLE I b E A

" #

1080

i

5 HE7o—-0#E-sTid, € @ Control
Influence ZF~RTWFIT L. HBW7 o —BE L
< XP OEfTRERBRYTHIBSIiR, XP T
FALTOIEBOEwWTE> TS DI
HEILERRE. BoTnidosdhid, £
@ Potential Influence & Data Influence 2B UK
HTHL. BoTOREMETRE, X XP £
Z7ELTRHTSE. o7 Y XATRR, 8-
748 iz x93 Potential Influence ® Data Influence
BEELBVBA, LU, BELTS, €0
DOETREEMBELVBAICIR, NS ZRRAETE
T, CoFHKEILKT S (H-6).

(3) Frovifl
R-7TRT7us562ETLIE & D7
v 7 H%ER-8 IRT. B e REANT 2,4 L1
ITODEMATIEN, B nici3E2 BASE
hcdbodst3 K-8 oL oOMIZ, EXDE
fITE# HIVRERAINCEROBERLT
W3, 7075 LEETLUIKR, sum OfEH8
IKig>TW3 (ELWEIR6THB). £C T,
£7, BREOHNicB Y 2EM sum KB4 3
Potential Influence (PI) & Data Influence (DI) %
X 3. Plid, while v —7XORBER (i<=n)
Th3 CCToOMBM7e—RIELL, LR
bB\->TW L. DIz, KA X (sum :=sum+
alil) Th 5. ZOXDETKRE (sum=8) 38
2 TVABY, ZHRIREMLTH 3 EH sum O
A MB->TNB1DTHS. 22T, WK, D
sum OfEIcEEd 3 Pl & DI 2%k 3. DI i3,
RAX (sum:=ali]) TH3. COXDEFRR

B Sep. 1992

e T

BEB-5 Potential Influence
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(sum=4) 2B/ -TWV 38, £ LT\ 518 (al2]
—4;i=2) TR-TWVWALONNHL. £TT, Z
ORAIM 7 ELTRIBENS (ELWVWXiR
max :=alil; TH5).

4. 72 AOCA

Program Slicing H#§ D7 2 FNDOIEAELT,
72 b F—2 OEMEREHRN KT I DK
Dynamic Slice ZRETIAERNT 5.

4.1 72 b7—5OEMER (TestGen)

E%%ﬁm;cfixr?—ﬂéamEﬁté
FHERNLD2LRESINTY % H20~2, Test-
Gen™ ® Tid, HEHPAHNKCEI VT va-ri

t S:=PI(v)" DI(IT—\

XESHE NTRR
<af
Xiz143 -
g7 v —HRY S:=ClX)
N
XORATHER A
N
4
XTHBMLTWS _

S:
PI(2)'w DI(2)

Wi THELT S
L AL

Y

RyE3)

@6 v/ FH

input(s, a) ;
max:=al[l];
min:=all1];
sum:=a(l];
§:=2;
while § {(=n do begin
if max<a(¢] then
sum :=alf];
if min>a(f] then
min =alf];
sum :=sum-a[f];
§i=i+1;
end;
output (max, min, sum);

-1 7y 7B (1)

Program Slicing #i& 7 2 b, Frty S, BF~OKA

1081

Sep. 1992

5A%%§K%ﬁb,56mbbﬁﬁén1mt
Nz&%ﬁbﬁw&ﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁméLﬁuﬁﬁ
T,NxmﬁofiﬁTé&iwkﬁEﬁ®ﬁ%
FELTWS LI FHEXERVET.

(1) A F 7 — 4 OERFR

ﬁf,b6?xb§$m§ﬂwf,%ﬁ?&é
Nz%ﬁﬁ?é.ﬂx%ﬁﬂfétwwizrg
#wrlLci}, 73VF TR F3ID SR e F R
}.33).34)' ;_5 Ta— F A “35)'36)7&51)356-
Nxmﬁﬁénk%,%mﬂxmmoffnfi
LEEFEXEBANT -4 2RDD.

(2) FA FE—gERTNT Y XA

Aﬁ%&xm&%@ﬁﬁ%%iffnfaA%
2ff¥ 5. ZDONEER Bi: if i <high then...
& B.: if max<A[{] then... BHh, Ebob%k
HR b8 True Liz-TETENRK LT 5. L»
L, ﬁﬁ‘é‘ﬂf:lka’:ﬁﬁ‘5 &, B: Ti3 False £12
"ofxﬁniﬁfxl‘of:bmk&?%. NRREBDIE
AT abokER max>Al] THB. THD
%, F(z)=A[i]—max<0 L1sB. £CZT, AN
%ﬁlﬁOﬁ%¢bf0£if,%nifKﬁﬂ
bkﬁ&ﬁﬁ@%ﬁ%%%&ﬁb.wQFU)m
E&Emm?éxéﬂﬁx%ﬁbé.ﬂﬂsok
15 548 = BsREHLI, zoEcESNT, BUY
a5 LE2ETL ﬁiﬂéﬂf:/\"xt’ﬁmc;’%ﬁ
énmwmoﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁow,ﬁﬁ®ME&M
T B,

(3) 7R 7 —% QKA

#77”JV7°07'—7A&§#€31”L?:/\°Z%—9
K%T-Nzimomu,%iénkﬁkﬁmi
dwffnf?A%%ﬁbt%%,Eﬁénfw
5Nz£$om%ﬁénmbot,&m®ﬁﬁa

O input( 2, @) tn=2,a=(2.4)
O max :al1] imax=2!}
O min :=a[1] {min=2}
O sum : =a[1] fsum=2}
O ii=2 i=2)
Q i<=n 12 =2}
0 max < «[ ] tmax< a(2]}
sum :=al 7] {sum=a[2]=4)}
O QD min>ali] {min> a[2])
sum :=sum- «[7] ﬁsum=sum+a[2]=4+4=8)
bfo ii=itl {i=3}
i<=n {3< =2}
P output | max, min, sum’ {output(2.2,8)}

@8 7ty SH(2)
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FrERdT. 7, B-10 K RTMANEICES
WTTe s 5L6%2LT73 5 75 &, HEEHR
if max<A[7] then... TRBIRXIh/-2¥Bhi
EIXhizwn. £#27C, Filx)=A[{]—max<0
HERNMNTBXSiC, ANWEK A[1], Al2],

, A[100], high, step, low OE*EIKELZ T
L. AL » 5 A[38] F TCOAIMERDEEE
ZTH Filz) OBEREMLLIZL. A[39]=139 &
TBE, DT, F()<0 &7, ~2EBHIC
PETECENTES. RABRICETERGT S &,
Bz, A[39]1=51, A[63]=—37, high=67
ETBE, BREINKLCACB-TEFTTESL
Esbhsb.

(4) Dynamic Slice OF|H

BRINI R EBDICEFTINLD - - BT
DT, All], A[2], A[3], - ofE%
JEiIcEZ T, Fi(x) ODBWNELBEL315E%:
Rdfe. UL, A[1]l 25 A[38] : TOARE
BoE2EZ TS Filz) 0EREA LS, - 12
S Bt if max<A[Z] then--- jzB83 % Data In-
fluence 23k 3 &, HEFHEROPTHERH LT
BEM max P Al] DffiicEMicKEBEE5Z /-

input (Jow, high, step, A);
min : = A[low];
max ;= A[low];
i i =low-tstep;
while /<high do hegin
if max<A[i] then
max :=A[i];
if min> A[4] then
min :=A[{];
i !=i-tstep;
end; 1

\J

B-9 72 b7 ZERA (1)

output (min, max);

ADZEM A[1]A[2]...A[100] high step low
Ml 1 2 100 93 12 39
F\(z)=A[i]—max<0...... A[39]=139
Fi(z)=min— A[{]<0...... A[39]=51
Fy(z)=A[§]—max<0......... Al63]=-37
Fyz)=high—§<0..cc.cccovrriiriruannen high =67

B-10 7R b7 —2ERHA (2)

1082

A[1]...

min = A[low]

.3 = Sep. 1992

ANERERDBZENTEE. ZOBRAKE,
A[39], A[51], step, low BEEBE 52 T\ 3.
22T, BOOLLINODANERDOEEEL B
ik, Fi(2)<0 & T 3 ANEROEEHR
RAKRDBzEMTES (F-11).

5. BFAOLH

Program Slicing H#f OBRFT~DISH & L T,
ERERERIEBOBHNREEN A FT517
1 £, BLUOZDOOMY L BEIR %= ABRYicHk
BT BZVRTFLAERANT .

5.1 ERTERIELEVEINNEE

1A F¥STFT 44 (Surgeon)

HB7005608A B COZDDlELLD
&&, B COBMBREILNVT, A DKL A
K& L 0BA 5 3. Surgeon®™ ™ T3, B,
CoOBECEETERIERVEDICALZRET
BHEERET S, Lichs-T, DT X b
RUENR A KONV TOITRIFLL, st
RTIEVEBEB, COFEF X FBAREICLBE LD
IFNEHD B,

(1) HEOFMH

9, St RMAEICBIT B Static Slice Su,
BLU, &R/ MEEiICBE 3 3 Static Slice Su
ZRMOWHT. Su-Sv icaTh 3 0eMIrLL, Su
% Complement &IF3t. Complement %#F#%% 1
it U, W3 icnt LT Complement it E %5
AWK D ERMEDA 2 HFF 4 5. Complement
KEBEEZSORECIT, DMIETOEIR,
DHFELOEHOHA, NMIUBER~NEERES
BRAXDEM, 4 HBOHENEEZ ISV if L
DBMIEE WD 5.
A[39]... Al51] .. low
39 51

...A[100] high step
100 93 12 39

39, 39,39

max = A[low] 39, 39, 39
i:=low-}step 51, 39,12
/< high 51, 93

max< A[ 1) 39,51,51

R-11 72 b7 - 24580 (3)
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(2) & & OH

®-12 cRT 7 e 7 7 4T, 78 @), B&X
(aw), E (ne) #AY VY FLTWVB. 2T\
735 LT, TATCRYLNAXFHNEELLT
FBRLTVS. TR XEROANY Y P HEBERE
AWWT, TH7 7y bOAEELERBTEL
51, coFus 5 skHRETS. Surgeon T
(2D 4 v FYiciE, RENRME (ow) B
4 % Static Slice Su &R Eh, £D0 Com-
plement MARBRERRE WRBRILLIES. w
#EURKEEE-13 wrd. OB, Bmank
XERT.

5.2 —O0® LI-BEROKS

(Integrate)

2y UREFRV—=F 4 VT VAT LDBOIK
X0, $3787 528 LTOL DHOREHE
RUBGRIEZESEVBEAMNSSE. CoFasF

inword=NO;
nl=0; nw=0; nc=0;
c=getchar() ;
while (c! =EOF) {
nc=nc+1;
if (c=="\n")
nl=nl+1;
if (c==""llc=="\n"}
inword=NO;
else if (inword==NO) {
inword=YES;
nw=nw+1;

}
c=getchar() ;
}

output(nl, nw, nc) ;

®-12 FoEH (1)
O ch=0;
nw=0;
O if (isspace(c.
& & isalpha‘cht:
nw=nw t1:
O ch=¢;

E-13 Ef (2)

Program Slicing ## &5 2+, 7/¥9 7, BRF~DEA

1083

Sep. 1992

LRI BH-TEET HHAKE, £0hbH0
ATORICOVWTHLEERE T L END 5.
Integrate'®*1 T3, "D DML L 7= SR Z#t
atsciickd, TOXINEELHHLTS
TEMNTES.

(1) MAEDOFR

$570s 5 Base &, £OWRER A, B i
#LT, A B ik3EEEEFEL, »D, Base
DIBERHOMBESRET 5L I, Base, A,
Bop=onFuss5seHkedsd XL, 5
EB OB Base, A, B TEDEDRND
BAaKi, A BRBTFHTEELL, TOBAEK
REEAIREKT 5. HATR, TR/ 7 LPOE
X%/ — ¥, X Do Control Dependence BEL
T 7 Data Dependence Bf%2 7 —27 £ 5777
Ge (Program Dependence Graph) 2\ 5. K-15
®Fa s 5 i Base ® Program Dependence Graph
(PDG) %#[E-M4 it Y. HARUT DOEET
T3

1) PDG L TEERBAH & U kR&EHs O
#£4 Gu 2E5.
Base, A, B D PDG %, DB D, Gaase, G, Gs
L43. A BOXT, Z Static Slice BT
% Base O X O Static Slice R 2 D% Affected
Point &I 3:. Base icxid 3 A @ Affected Point
OHA% AP pase, Base k95 B D Affected
Point DA % APs pase T T . Ga £ T APa Base
o Static Slice & ©, T4 % Ga/APapase, G
|- APs pase @ Static Slice &0, %k Gsf
APppase &3 5. T7z, Base, A, BitsWT, z

' ENTRY '

——> Control Dependence
wmagp Data Dependence
BE-14 Program Dependence 75706
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@ Static Slice 23[F— & 75 5 XL % Preserved Point
EFE, 2N DLDEA% PPrase s THT.
Gpase =T PPhase,a.p @ Static Slice &0, Zh
% Ggase/PPrasean 535, Gu B3R DA TH X
na.
Gy =(Ga/APa, Base) U (Gp/APs, pase)
U (Ggase/PPsase, , 8)
2) A BoTFBiERETS.
APy, Base D Gu £ TD Static Slice 45, Ga L TD
Static Slice E—H LIAWHELICR, AL I
Gu LCARKBEFEEZRETHZ LIITERL.
L7edsoT, RORBEMRUT S 2T}, A B
RFHL, HAERERKT 3.
(Gu/APa, Base # Ga/APa, Base) or (Gu/
AP5, ase # Go/AP5, Base)
3) Gu ho7us 56 P EERKTS.
Gu WOEX DM O EfTIEF (Y —RX7as 74
LTCoXVIR) 2R, 7us 5 L PEERTS.
4) Fus54LPon PDGGe 8 G ic—HT
hid, §AR.
(2) & of
Y FNFOS 5 A Base &, ZOHRER A, B
2E-15 iwrd. OCHThEssREshx
B THD. HERA D Affected Points ® Ga L+
T Static Slice 2B-16 it R9. HFALTHL N
7z Gu %2B-17 iR
(3) /7 —-FoXUMHE
Gu HDK/ —F GO OXVIEEBENICRD IS
&, / — Fo Data Dependence BEfEMZ D -
TULZEL, Gu D Data Dependence 7 — 7 %%
FET&id{3. Eid, B-18 TR, X x:=
0; ™5 y:=x2+w; ~® Data Dependence B,
B, XL x:=1; d53L z:=x2; ~D Data Depen-
dence BAfR3H 545, b L, X z:=1; X y:=x

Base A B
program program program
som =0 sum =0
xi=1 sum : =0; x=1
while x<11 do xi=1; while x<11 do
sum : =sum- while x<11 do sum > =sum+x;
5 (prod :=prod® xp| *:=x+l
si=xtl sum =sum+yx; end;
end . xi=x+1 mean . =sum/10
end(x, sum) end end(x, sum (mean)
end(x, sum

El-15 Base ti#iik A, B

r = Sep. 1992

+w; ORKERLTLED &, X z:=0; 5L
y:=z+w; ~® Data Dependence B IZLDNT
LES. —Mgic, 3 PDG At feasible TH 3 b
E3h (BBE7Fas 540 PDG i—HT 3 HhE
S) EWSRIER, NP B2 ThH3C&nmd
hTn3?. H3EMz E2ERLTVEXNG, &
LU, ZOXVBTEDOERENEET S,  2E
ALTW3XDEA% Span (d, z) LS. H—
E¥icxtd B3 _>dD Span S), S: i, Si, S: DME
» BBV, S, S DAY, BEHicEKD
AT LRBVEVHIHEESD. F—ERicH
T 5 Span QB £ BYICHRET 52 ik D,
ERMICHEDRWEET S 0/ 5 4 OFHEKR D
TE3ZLBBEIh TN

prod : =prod*x

B-16  Ga/AP4,Base

&2-18

J — FOXLUME

1084
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® TestGen (1990, Korel )
®Focus (1987, Lyle)
® PELAS (1988, Korel)
® Spyder (1991, Agrawal)
o CHASE(1991, F#})

@ Integrate (1989, Horwitz)
® Surgeon (1991, Gallagher)

B1-19 Program Slicing H#OR:M

program Slicing

Static Slice
(1982, Weiser)

Dynamic Slice
(1988, Korel)

6. &5 b (Z

g Tic iR ~ 7= Static Slice #i##f, Dynamic
Slice EfiDF R b, F/¥v 7, BF~DEAR%E
2 EHTHE-19 itRT. 7R MF—2 OBBER
TR, 0/ 522 ERBIETLT, BREW
NRAEBOREFTINE» - PEEFHIcET S
DEFGOBICHEEEEALLANERERSG S
7z ¥ iC Dynamic Slice &#ffdsfbhtc. a5
LDFNy VTR, PurssohhoBo12A
EHER UL ERET S 72 ic, Static Slice,
Dynamic Slice OB OEWMBFETE 2. o
75 LERETEHEAICE, VR0 5Lk
WHRTHA7-8, Static Slice HfFASH S tz.
Program Slicing i i3IEBicLBELICAH % b
SENIERTH S5, BERIILKRERELE S0
7o bR/ RELICEANLIYRT LRBEL. 4
%, ILEEAMBESS &L, ERANE YR
TLADEHARINZZ EBH/INS.

W AWEI LD L TCHEREBER N
7% % L7 Maryland K% Mark Weiser {81
(B 7 Xerox Palo Alto Research Center), James R.
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