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Test Data Generation
using SMT Solver for COBOL Programs

YUSUKE SASAKI'! YOSHIHARU MAEDA! MANABU KAMIMURA! KEeNIcHT KOBAYASHI!
AKIHIKO MATSUO!  SHIGEKTI KIMURAZ HIRONORI TONOOKA?

Abstract: Programs written in COBOL language are used in many enterprise systems. If we can automat-
ically generate test data for COBOL programs, the cost of testing for enterprise systems can be reduced.

In this paper, we propose a novel technique to generate the test data for COBOL programs by using an SMT
solver. The proposed technique can consider the restricted number of significant figures in each declaration
of a variable. The technique can also consider a peculiar comparison rule of COBOL. With the experiment,
we confirmed that our technique can correctly generate test data for COBOL programs of a real enterprise
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system.
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Fig. 1 Program execution paths
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AFFETIEY L3 E LT, Java Path Finder [14]*! 72 &
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2.1 BEFECLZIEHORE

BETERF S8 CILISU AT O BN BI53 5 il Gt & fig <
FIEMBEIN TS, iz, 55 % ASCII 22— NHE
DAS>TWDEFIE LTHR S FERB S [16] . XFHIT O
1 3CidmFIh o 1 BRIk T 5.

COFEZLDE, FIZAIERIHFOEINI THDLX
FHIEE “BEEM 1, /»AmAﬁﬁéLﬁﬁﬁﬁ’
W, EFEH 3 OBSIE LTHRY, BIZIZLTO LS ICE

5.

S[i](0 <i<2) (2)

Zolx, S[0]1F, CFEIIELE BEEM O 1FRDO
CFTHRIET B, FERIZ, S[1] X2 2B OXFIZ, S[2] 1
SHIB OXFICHIGT 5. & BHICZ O “BEEE” 113 BAARHE
“009” BEE INTND 70, WiEmPRRITIZLL T O &M
MZ 5. 48 1 ASCII =— KT0 %, 57139 KT

(S[0] = 48) A (S[1] = 48) A (S]2] = 57) (3)

LrL, COBOL 71 7' L5 bE T D HIFI G
BEAFRIFTE D FAE TR 2 ORI I5T 5. BEFIITET

1 Java O34 ka— RIZHTDETAREEZITH Y —/IT, A
ha— ROREFATICHEDN TV D, LT FETONIRHIE R
Yices 72 EDHEIFI VW AREZFFH L TV 5.
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EINSWICFEHIE LTHIET S

o ZHPOESRHINHEAIEE LT e b, #Hi
MWEIp B AT o RlE L% e L7 BRIZ, FF O
HMAMBEHAESND (&)

ZIT, mﬂvam%ﬁé,iiﬂkﬁﬁ%mﬁbf
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2.2 REFZE
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@ié.oi@,ﬁﬁ@@%ﬁ%i?ﬂ@@%ﬁ%,Aﬂm
I— NMEDA-> TWAHEFIE LTS . L0 EEi
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AT W TESIF O 1 BRIZKHET 5. [k, COBOL
BAED 1H11E, BERERICB O TESIF O 1 BEHRITHE
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Bl z1%, 3HTOEMEES “FiEE 1, BiEmEiicikun
T, UTOHMBIMOEINZE > TET. KEOEFE N2
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N[i](0 <i <2) (4)

BUELIANDER AL D, lEEFmHE R L ORI DA E
FIZHOWT, £V 955 ASCII =2— RMED LRI 0 %2, T
[RIZ 9 #5RET D.

48 < N[i] <57(0 <i < ?2) (5)
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BRI = FER” 2 HIZT 2 LW IO RINEERN D 55
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Sl = N[il(0 < i < 2) (6)
I, “BEEfE > BER” 2 EHIZT 5 &V I HlEET
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R DIRFERERAE LS EBT D LN TERNEND
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COBOL T, getbic, HrloRRs 47 8
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DFEATHE, WSO R DA RT v FE T D551
WX, BT D47 ROMEGT LT b ik 2 FE(T9
5. WERR &I, SESEOHIERIS, AT v ROfEZ ]
DORNEEWRT D2 THY, ROBANZHE - TEITS
ns.

A, Bl & SUFR B R T AR, BUE & SUTFA SR
L, XTI EIT S . BIZIER 1 D53l 1 EZITRE,
R E T =" OAT v RED “BER Offis
SHIDLFFI~EEFL L, “BEEME” ICA> TWAHIEE X
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DEMNZ, HIENPREWNWTOART o N EHENEL
KBRDHETOEFHDD. FIZITH 1 Doyl 2 FATHE,
WBER T > OART v KD IR O%
S5HTOEE~IEFL L, X HIZLEE2HT~0 ZF7ED, ©
FEER LR IC A2 TV Dl & g 2175 (K 2
B).

C. XFINHBDFIITITBWT, kDR AT R
M CEEIT O HBA, KBNSV FOAXT 2 Fo
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Fig. 2 Examples of comparison of variables in COBOL
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I (b) C X —EEITKE L, MR O 7o Ol A BN
2.4.1 ¥ (a) XFIHILLEICHAVSESIZEHDEM
FRRO B A ORI X Y SUFFNTHERE S B BfERL 0 28
BonbiuE, mEEwmEA T, A A OB & Bl
BEET5. 2%V, B4R T LT, SUEFIERHOE
BAaEMNCHE L, a0 & S0 il H o285
OERELL 25 X2 #E BT S, X 4 0fTix, ©
FEEE 1Tk U CSCFFIEE 0 R 17 & S b A

D FERE O2O00EHEMEL TS, 2Ly
WOEL (b) ZIT-o72%TH, B “FERE" & “HiER
R & SRER G REEIRICHAN T 5 2 L 2 ARRIC T 5.

Z OB AEIT O &, FEIE RS N ERILL TV “F1E
B IRO L I N1 BEO N2 O 25O TEHT S
XD, NLITEME, N2 I XXTHERIEINETD.

N1[i](0<i < 2) (8)
N2[i](0 < i < 2) (9)
N1[i] = N2[i](0 < i < 2) (10)

2.4.2 ¥ (b) BEIIEOSI=EHEL

AR B, C O I L AT SIEIX S D ¥
BHDeD, RERBXTESTI2ESOE SE, &R
Lo THZ MBI SIZIMTLTCEE TS (B 5).
i@,IQB@iO;,Sm#55ﬁAﬁ£éﬂéwﬁ#
HIIZE, TOHEN I TH-Th, HRiERAXTEET
LHEFIRIES &%, BAIRAZBIEIEIXT &, BIEMEIXL
FAOERICKHT HHEL Y ANALLELSND -0, VA
NH/LNTFRMEI BT, BlEIEEEINERICKT S
BEEATS. F7-, 2B DL HIT, @Ik v HiED
WA DEBDBER B, %zémﬁAti%ﬁ%oﬁmﬁ
K95, K2C DX, XFHNRL, BRI LV 2
Wik 12 KR 2 28 AEICHII T 5.

S EES N1 BEX O N2 THRIEL W2 B 13,
&5 0%l BAER LR olkigkflts, £&50xXT
B BIEETIR & OMEBEERH DL LD, ROLHIT
RKELTHZLI22D. NLUITHME, N2 13305502 &£ 3
BT %, 48 1% ‘0’ ® ASCIL 2— RETH Y, 32 132¢[H
® ASCII =— NETH 5.

N1[i](0 < i < 4) (11)

N2[i](0 < i < 4) (12)

N1[i +2] = N2[i](0 < i < 2) (13)
N1[i] =48(0 <i < 1) (14)
N2[i] =323 <i<4) (15)

SHIT, (R > FER ER) 2HIZT 5 LW o HfilK
FEERO L CRETE D (17 TRV DK
Gy Emg) . A ML, “RETER ERR? ISHGT S EASIT
5.
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MIi)(0 < i < 4) (16)
(N1[0] < M(0])
V ((N1[0] = M[0]) A (N1[1] < M[1]))
V((N1[0] = M[0]) A (N1[1] = M[1]) A (N1[2] < M[2]))
V... (17)

S(FERE < FEETR) 2HI2T 5 &9 HilRISMTIR

DL D ((19) NTEWTEOHBR 22BN . Bl
TIE, “BERTR (ST 285 THD.
T)(0 < i < 4) (18)

(N2[0] = T[0])
Vv ((N2[0] = T[0]) A (N2[1] > T[1]))
Vv ((N2[0] = T[0]) A (N2[1] = T[1]) A (N2[2] = T'[2]))
V.. (19)
PLkiz& v, COBOL THELT 2D, CFF & #E % Hhig

LTV D02, Bl N T b P ER < RIT 5 2
ENTED LIS,

—HIXE—EHK
D=

FIE (XFFI)

IBTR Eﬁii , 581TT]
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Fig. 4 Variable generation for string comparison
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3. TAIT—HREMYATL

ELELAHM R AT A LTEELE (K6). A
771%, COBOL IZH1F 2 A DERIER & LD -~
XEMEThHY, HNE, AN EnzE&M T3 COBOL
BEA~DTARNT =2 ThHD. VAT LADEEIL Java T
177z

TP, BAEEHIEBREIC XV, COBOL OE#IEH (57—
AIEBAR) &, YV ASTHRZDEMEES~EEWHRT D, &
FEARZEHERIC L 0, PEE B LRt E Y N
T A D IRGEMEBAA~ LRI D, 51, 24 HiTik
T HRRR A~ O LA FREIUE RS C1T 5 . B LBl %
VNSNS ATIL, R ESS. K%, COBOL Z5%
B XV, FfE%E COBOL OEB~ANTE HE~E
WA D

Bz, BELIZV AT AR 2OWEREANITDH L,
TAPNLIEZOWREIZHT DT A NT—F2 L LT, “BERE
= 010" A END. “0107 & “FEERE” ~ASL, 1
DTATTLEFATTDE, k1 OFESREEE, 3k
2 DSR2, I8 3 DTS2 1% & 9 2 IR
ZEBESELENTES.

4. FHERER

AHITIE, ESB Vs FORFERSLY — A a— Raff
W, FELEVAT ABIORRE L FIEOFHMEEIT 5 .
BARIICIE, ROBEREL, ZOMENSRETIEOS
itk &, FERAMEFMT 5.

RQ1 BEfFTIE TR 720>~ 7= COBOL A O filkis
X, E7Ve o2l bOY—RT7 7 AT ENL B
WHDHDN DFEY, CFFIF OEE & BUER DAL
BT D 560, MBS R 4T v RE g
HEML, ESaV s FDOY—RAT AT ER
<BWHDHDN.

RQ2 EIEL7-V AT AF, ASENEHFIEMETI, X
FHIROLELL & AT DR % k3 5 %0, Hitk
DRI DFANT V R T &R HLEE, TR
N — X EERTE D0
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% 3 COBOL Y—RA7 7 A LDOFEREE
Table 3 Result of the COBOL source file research

et LOG tm%ﬁ bR jz% [op) ﬂﬁﬂé@‘i

DR OO B D OK
filel 135 5 0 0
file2 355 26 0 0
file3 346 12 2 0
file4 393 45 3 0
file5 1900 667 0 0
file6 5473 8280 3179 33
file7 2551 4749 21 10
file8 625 54 3 10

RQ3 FEHELILVAT LTI TWANRNT y—<
2 NG AYSY

4.1 E70PzY FOREE

E7aV =7 FHD8HODY —AT 7 A IRk LT, &
filfl & SCF DGR, DR DA RT v R bikd
DEMEPNL OB DN EEIToTRE, R3 DL
ol BOFTIXENEND 7 7 A VOFFFEHRZ R
. “LOC” IZED Y —RAT7 7 A VOITEERT . “Lhikge
ORI 1XED Y — AT 7 A MZEEND BRSO
AR, ISR EERSLREE S HIUE, Ko
TOLENENELBSGEFE LTI LTS, “H
il & SCFOHHROE 135l & SCTF O RS A R, ©
3 CHIEL DN 732 D L DB 1T H 2 DM DA T R
ZHB LTV DR 08E R

Bl & CFDOHEREIET, 8 DD 7 7 A L 5 O TR
LTEY, BRIHBEOANT v FERE L T D50
3ODT 7 ANTEL L TND. Kl L UFOEA 3179
BlERHELITONTND file6 T4 T A v EBL AT
LDV —=AT7ANTHD. AN FIx L CHIE
T B0, Bl & SCro kit 548 %o T
TR EEZLLND.

# 31TBNTC, RGOS E, Bl L A i LT
WA EBOHOM TIXIEOMBENA LS. Spearman O
NENFRBEERER [17] Z3Rb7= & 2 A, HIBIHREL p 13 0.7075276
Llpole. p OHEMEZWRT L7720 plliasti LIz 2
5 0.04963 720, AEKESY TplIAETHDH L
EHER LTz, E£7-, WSy, B sHko 4~
TV RERE L TWASEFOKORTHIEOMBEN A S
%. Spearman DNELLFABILREL p 1E 0.7698004 & 72~ 7=.
p-EIE 0.02547 L7020, HEAMES% TpldAFETHDHZ
L EfER L.

VIENS, RO EDRHERTE T,

o EFuV=l MIBWT, UFHNEIOEE L FfER D

TR OB 2 GethS0, R HDHBOA T Rl
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BT o4& ETmRRTHZ 13D D

o BB LY —AT7 7 A NBEIZHOWVWTIE, Y—A
T 7 A NVHDEMENR LT Y, STEFIR DL &
TR DL A BT D50, MR RR DA T
R bld 5 54034 < BT 5

4.2 TRAFT—H2DER

ETa Vs FORERNSGEH LIRS ERE L
TV AT ANANL, TANT—=FEERTEEZNE I M
BT 5.

FHEIZ WD IRER L, REOHEB AT LOT A M
BWC, ARTTANT—ZEROLZDIERINT D
DTHD. £ 2DOPNIRT LD REENTEHINTEY
EHTE DRSS c44@Y b5, 1 >OHIREE
OFIZ, AITT, RT3 ORBEENREENTND.
ZOHIZIE, SCEEAIR O & BT OB A g3 D 4%
=0, MRS RIR DA RT v Rl 550 b IFET 5.

7T, 24 HOWLE () (b) ZHEAETIZ, TA T —
B DEREIT ST, 7D« (a) (b) FEMEA” ITRERE TR
T SUFFR O & BRI O ZE B R el B 4R, A
BNEIRDART v RET D565 5 AT 51K
OVWTIE, MERANOERE E L AT R 72HIcn
THOLRRMERLERY, TANT—XDOERIRB LT
(B 7RI BT .

Wiz, 24 i (a) (b) Z@EHAL, TA T —H0D
EREITo7. 7D “ (a) (b) BH” ICHEREZRT. 39
WY, DEVHEICI0EY OHFIICOWT, TA T —
B BT D LIS LIZ. Y O 5@ oflicon
T ANICE Y Rl L L SN2, IRERD
BRI CHER LT 25, Zhb 5@ OFIFEHIHW
THOGFICITRR O B3 H Y, I ETRETET A NT —X
DIFELRWZ A L2 (I 7B Mciin ).

UEDZ EnD, RERNLEHTE S 44 18 OHIK
DH>HLI0BYIZHONWT, AP (a) (b) BWHAANLT A

45 -
40 -
35 -
30 29
25 -
20 -
15 -

10 - 15 N

ST RN —43%
ERTELH

(a)(b) FFE AR

(a)(b) B
DAERITEY O AERICKE BT ANEHIZRY

T TANMT— 2 ERORR
Fig. 7 Result of test data generation
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NF—2 B ERTE o7, EHERE, TAMT—%
BERTEDLIITRDZENDbIroT-. T2, EBEDE
BY AT LDOT A PMIBWT, AFRTT A MT—H %KD
BIZOIERR LI IE £ S, HIRIEEORRY 2R ATX
HZ EbERS L.

4.3 NITA—I R

AT OFALERR T, 7+ —~< P AZELTHELTW
BRI DOBEY ThH D.

o FEITHFHIZOWTIX, APFRTTANT—4%2E25 L
D HREER DD RN & (RSB O3k
boTWa b LT 2)

o WHEAEVIZOWNWTIL 32 bit D7 THEEHET
L %, OutOfMemoryException 23 = & 72 WEE T
bHZ L. DFED, RRTELZ 13GB UTFThHN
Frnwe+s

TV AT LR T Harta—407rnty
¥ Dual-Core AMD Opteron (tm) Processor 2218 2.60
GHz, OS iX Windows (64 bit) T®H 5.

FATRRNIZ 1 7 A M —AH720, BB L% 830 msec >
Motz. Yices DIATITIE L) 504 msec L L7, AL
. (a) (b) 1L LML 5 msec RETH -7z, —
5, AFETT AN =2 %2ERT 28546, plzid (1) Rz
R LD AR XV MR R IFICOWT, 1T A M —
AIBUTTT AT =2 2525 LITHEELV.

iz, Tu T LETRIC JVM ETHE LIcRRAE
Uix, 22MB 7»5 35 MB Th-o7-.

PLENG, AEIOER T, TR EHE AT Y i,
MELTOWLEMAELHIZ L TWZE VR 5.

4.4 EREROFLD
ZORERIZEY, RQL BLRQ2, RQ3 ThEhic>

WTLTOZ LR TE .

RQl E7uP=2 FDY—AT7 7 A MMIBNT, LT
L OIEE & BUERL O E R L3 5 S50, #Highns
RHFART v RE T 5 5REFERICAET D,

RQ2 FHBICHWZIRERNDEHTE D 44 8 Ol
DHHL10EY (K 23%) I2HONWT, AHE (@) (b
WHANET A M T — 2 AR TERD-7208, EH%
X, AT —HHERTEL LI oz, Zofh
2, EBOEHY AT LOT A MIBWT, AFETT
ANT—=F 5RO DT-OIER LIZRER NS, HlFY
FHORYERALTELZ AL,

RQ3 TANTF—¥%H;ERTHDIZ, 1 TAMr—
AHT=0VR 1220, FIF Lz A VI3 R TH
30MB Tholz. AEIOERTIL, EITRM & IHE A
FYV T, L TOWLEMFERIZ LTV E R 5.
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5. BHYIC

AiF7ETlE, COBOL 71 /' J A~V AL DT A b
F—H e A Lz &L &£ LD, COBOL O
EREICERT 23 B2 R L7z, £ LT, COBOL 0555
HEEAZZE LT, COBOL OF % b F— X N4~ X
KGR Z, Y SHRT DINGERBERAEW T 5 FIE L iR
KL, TANF—FERI AT LE L TCEEL. FHE
BT, EVaYxl bOY—AT7 A NLPIL, BEFE
IR DTG 2EMTED LH TR DG, oF
D, SCFE A A HE T D SRR, MDD R DB K E
BT 55N HBT 5 Z L 2R Le. 4BIEHE L
V=R T 7 ANEB DIt T8, SRITTHA G Y
L, ZORREPEHTEZLILONMERTLITETHS.
IBIL, FHLETANT —HERT AT b, EBEOT
A MDD AT TERLEZREREATL, BREDDH
L=l ONWTETRTCT AN —F AR TEL L
R LTz, IRERICFERMEORWHIRISEIF 2 b L7235
B, TOEY EZRHEFRETHDLZELHERLEZ. Zhick
v, SETCFETERT IS5 5257202072 COBOL 7'r 7
FAEADT AT —HEHEERTED X DI, {R5FH
LOTHZKIBICHI CE D LHEL TS, BE, &h
FEEDOTHHEB RN S 2 MR T D120, REOT A b
TFuv A~SEBIRE LY =V a2EA L, FEREEEHE A2 D
TWbHEZATHD.

5%, WERITEHWET 2 M — 2 AR %,
COBOL 7u 7' A~#HATERWDRFTT 5. E2EFE
%, BREMICTIES 5 DI R Z BRI 2T 2 Y
NAASBELNTNAT® (18], TOHEMZIGHTHZ L
Bt L7=u.
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