20255 122 ADLED|C|O{ XY 113

0% 2 AMEA s a4 554 AA] A

(Development of a Logic Expression Equivalence Checker Based on Multiple Condition Coverage)
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Abstract

Modified Condition/Decision Coverage(MC/DC) is a widely adopted criterion in safety—critical
systems, offering a more efficient alternative to Multiple Condition Coverage(MCC). However,
existing research on MC/DC test generation has primarily prioritized algorithmic efficiency, often
overlooking the reliability of the prerequisite boolean preprocessing step. This implicit assumption
of reliability poses a significant risk, as errors during preprocessing can result in the testing of
logically non-equivalent expressions. To ensure the integrity of the preprocessing phase, this paper
proposes an MCC-based logical equivalence checker. This tool verifies equivalence sequentially at
each step by comparing outcomes across all MCC combinations, thereby covering the complete
truth table. If a discrepancy is detected, the tool identifies the initial failing stage and provides a
corresponding counterexample. By guaranteeing the correctness of the logical expression
preprocessing, this research contributes to enhancing the overall reliability of MC/DC testing.

W keywords : Software test ; Boolean expression ; Logical equivalence; MC/DC ; MCC
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Algorithm 1: Parallel row generation for pairwise logic equivalence.

Input ¢ [Aisus 5 A1)
Output : CSV file(s)
Constant: B « 4,096 // Batch Size
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for i +— 0 to L — 1 (in parallel) do

Vi + Vars(4;) U Vars(A;+1)
S+ SORT(V;), n< [V, TOTALROWS « 2"
CSV_WRITE([S, Result(A4;), Result(A;+1), Comparison_Result ])

// predefined B rows per batch

NUM_BATCHES + [w“

for batch_id <- 0 to NUM_BATCHES — 1 (in parallel) do
BATCH_START ¢ batch_id - B
BATCH_END ¢ min(TOTAL_.ROWS, BATCH_START + B)—1

for j <+~ BATCH_START to BATCH_END do
z € {0,1}"

forp< 0ton—1do
| z[p] + BIT(j, n—1—-p) // BIT — S[p](sorted)

result; < Eval(4;, S, z)

resulti+1 + Eval(4it1, S, )

comparison < 1 [result; = result;;i ]

row < [z[0],...,z[n — 1], result;, result;;;, comparison ]

| CSV_WRITE(row)

12! 3. Row Generation SlAFRZE

7b =2 (A, 44,) 9 558 AEE sy
o] HPARl Bj=am AHeldrh nfe] 21 W
Fol ok 2"l BE Y 23S A5sH] 9
d, Zt Blaas o] A 2Fe dAHI A7]9
X g9 g Barey 1§ Ray uix 2
58 oy zeto ddste] wER Hag)
olgA HHEE A== 7 wjx 2L T
wj %] 27] BREE vhe] Al ©AlE ubE et
th. A A, ‘Evaluate(¥=2]2] 7} @A A &= o]
de =TS AREsto] Hlal gl 7 = 4

A ® ABRRS A7 anwd. B4,

‘Compare(Z ¥} v|uL) @A A F Aggho] &
Ash=A #wAI Ao R Result

shitel dla=r AR of A s 20
=]

o] HAE Ao]AE AT uj7}A]

7H el

RE W Agle] gurY 29 vdke

o= % Loe] Wi At e,



t}. Reporter HAXHE

Reporter AXIEE B33 A% JAHI} 1
HE A5 AR HHH oz old et 4 9l

L5 HUE g3
‘Progress Tracking’ ©Al= & L7]9] v]al =}
A T gEE FYFS Aoz A 7}3)s]
AA AP ES JERATE
Failure Report’ &7 wha 7} A E] = FA],
N =ea B4, 4,,) 9 HEs FEHE

7]
23}, 2o gkuE T HAE A =4
A wgol A FEEA B = e 1A

O F FAIET
“Truth Table Report’ ©Al+= 7 vl ZA3}E
P2 Ale gt AFEAE HAE g =
2 e wrel A 54 vl F(4,, 4y) & A
sto] AA elazel v ghs #1s 4 9tk
‘Final Output Report(Ul)" ©HA|= EE H]
d8¥ ¥ ‘Failure Report'e] 7]=&
7k =2 e w54 AARE HET B
O AdNE SE / HlE e oR WEe)
gl Z

of Ao = A dAE v Eh

=<

~

2. =94 54 A T4

AAlE 7te s T =84 S5 AAI
E 7 49 2k = dold 13§ skl
=94 A% CSV S JrEste] Hal A
g 2Ystel FAs Aeow = U3
W =2l e Walskar 23S e, te
7 HE H2E Aol 2E B BEMEES 9

=L =
Qlgh 4= At

20255 122 ADLED|C|O{ XY 117

O 5% A ol =g oy JEgs
Aefste= Abeolnh ek =24 dlolE 3§t
& 2% 63 ol A9 AF ofjel] =]
gy 3ol i =3 AAHYd =4

=2 A2 gy
HAER FAEY deE S HAE g =

)
A el =24 dolE & Sl 9l

>

218 el Aol o] AL Qg or Foixl
= J# A, A4y, Aol a1 s
F =g B4, 4,,) S BEE ATl 5%
e Hrks 7F 42 WA Tokenizers &3
Ag B 992 Feskal, Parserg AA AST
2 Aggy, v & Evaluator7} =2 %42
RE 24 W] 4R Xol tig F Ao H
7} AyE AFESY) o] % Compare EE°| F
no=

Avto]l Az ARE FAoditl wE Hr A3
= [Resultl, Result?, Comparison_Result] 32
o= 7+ =g AEE CSV i
(output{i}.csv)oll A ¥t}



118 20254 128 AOMED|C|O| A E

(,"Lwljg.’;m i€(01,..,L-1}
total expressions = L+1

jEW1,..n—1}

Loop
(inparallel) total conditions =n
A —.‘ Tokenize(4;) H Parser(T;) H Evaluate(P;) ‘
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Ary1—| Tokenize(Ar, | Parser(Ty, ] Evaluate (P ) |-
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Resultl Result
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Memory 16 GB DDR5
OS/NET Windows 11 / 6.0 SDK
IDE Visual Studio 2022
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22L& 207 22 Foll S99 o FdH 3, 10,
15, 199 &= AdEste], s =4 dHoly
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E 2.TCAS-I Hlolgf &g 4
No | TCAS II-Specipication(g¥- =2]4])

(a &&b) && (d && le && ! || 'd && e && M || 1d && e &&
1 ) && (a && c && (d |1 e) &&h |l a&& (d ] e) && th ||
b && (e || 1)

(a &&b) && (c && 1d && le || ' && g && 'h || i && !} &&
2 k) && (1 &&m && (n || 0) &&p |l q && (r |1 s) && !t ||
u&& (v w)

(a&& ((c |l dlle) & g |l a&&f |l c & (f 1] gl h |l
D) Il @Ilb) & (clldlle &i) && !(a && b) && !(c
&& d) && !(c && e) && !(d && e) && !(f && g) && !(f &&
h) && !(f && 1) && (g && h) && !(h && 1)

(a&& dllell d&&e&& (f&& g & &h &&ill g&&h
&& 1) && N(f && g && 1 && k |1 g && 1 && k) || !(f && g
4 &&h &&ill g&&h && 1) && I(f && g && 1 && k || g &&
1&&K) & (b |l c&&m ] ) && (a &&b && c || a && b
&& ¢ && a && b && ¢)

a&& (b |l o) &&dll e

a&& (bl el b&&ec&&!(If && g &&h&&!lill lg&&
h && 1) && (! && g && 1 && k || 'g && 1 && k) ||
(la && b || a && 'b) && !(c && d) && (f && 'g && th || 'f
7 && g && h || f && g && 'h) && !(j && k) && ((a && ¢ ||
b&&d) &&e && (1] (1 && (g && j || h && k))))

(la && b || a && b) && !(c && d) && (g && h) && !(j &&
8 k) && ((a && c |1 b && d) && e && (i |] 'g && 'k || 1] &&
(h 11 %))

(la&& b || a && 'b) && !(c && d) && (g && h) && ((a &&
cllb&&d &&e && (f && g || 'f && h))

&}

10 (c && d) && (le && f && g && la && (b && ¢ || b && d))

a&& b && lc && d && le && f && (g 1] g && (W |1 1) &&

Mol ekl j&&l |l m
a&& b &&lc && N((f && (g 1] 1g&& (bl D) I [ && (g

12 [l 1g && (h 1] 1) && 'd && le) && (G && k |] 1] && 1 &&
'm)

13 a&& b &&lc && ( && (g 1] g && (h |] 1) && (le && n
[Td) Il && (G && kIl && 1 && 'm)

14 allbllcll!lc&&!'d&&e &&{ && 1g&& h || 1&& (1
k) && 1

15 a&&c&& (dlle) &&hlla&&(dlle) & 'hllb&& (e
[l

16 a&& ((clldlle & glla&&f|l c&& (1l gllhll
D) I G@llb) & (cIldlle &&i
a&& (dl]l el d&&e && '(f && g &&h && i | g &&

17 h &&i) && (1 && ¢ && 1 && k || g && 1 && k) ) || (!
&& ¢ && h && i || g && h && 1) && (M && g && 1 && k

[11g && i && k) && (b ] ¢ && m || f)

18 (a&&cllb&&d &&e&& (1] (i && (g&&j |l h&&k)))

(a&&c |l b&&d && e && (] g && k|| ! && (th ||
'k))

20 (a&&cllb&&d && e && (f && g || !f && h)
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TCAS03, TACS19 ORF+ TCAS10, TCAS15

ASR2 TCAS10 z=714]¢] zhz} wked s,

E 3 TCAS-I 277t A= =24 ol &t
TCAS03_error.csv
(a&& ((clldlle) && g |l a&&fll c&& (fll g
o TR I @I D) & (eIl dlle) & i) && !(a
}:a‘;] && b) && !(c && d) && !(c && e) && !(d && e) &&
= 1(f && g) && !(f && h) && !(f && 1) && (g && h) &&
1(h && 1)
(a&& ((clldlle) & gll a&&fll c&& (fll g
1o [ThilD) Il @llb) & clldlle &i)&& (la
(V‘I:IF) [11b) && (lc |1 !'d) && (e | le) && (1d || le) &&
111 && (E 1] th) && (111 && (g ] 1h) &&
(th && i)
((a && ((((c 1 d) Ile) && @) | (a && D || (c &&
(T D) @ll b && (el d Il
26| e) && 1)) && (la || 'b) && (¢ || !d) && (lc || 'e)
&& (1 1] le) && (M |1 1g) && (M |1 h) && (U [] D)
Wa && (g Il th) && (Ih && 1)
o
((CETT 2 T D &) T (el d) 1] e) &&
@Il (@a&& D) &&a)ll (|l dIle &&(all
3| b)) && 1)) && ('a |l 'b) && (lc || !d) && (lc |1 le)
&& (1 || le) && (M |1 1g) && (M || 'h) && (' [] 1)
&& (g Il th) && (Ih && 1)
(CCCCCCCtall ) && (e 11 1) && (e | le)) && (Id
[11e) && (1] 'g) && (M |1 'h) && (M |1 1) &&
427 | (gl h) && (th && 1) && (((((F 1] g 11 h|]i) &&
Al elldlle &g Il (a&&f) & a) |l (((c
[1dlle & @l b)) && i)
TCAS10_error.csv
H e && d) && (le && { && g && la && (b && ¢ || b
v | &k D)
(le I !1d) && (le && f && g && la && (b && c || b
| e 0
2¢HA] (le && { && g && la || (b && c || b && d)) &&
]
- (ASR) | lc |l d
A 30 | (le && ( && (lg && (la && (b && o) |1 (b &&
(ORF) |[d))))) && lc |l !d
e ((((((b && o) I (Ib && d) && 'a) && g ) && ) &&
= le) && !c || !d
TCAS15_error.csv
HE a&&c&& (Al e) & hlla&&(d]le) & 'hll
=4 b && (e Il )
1 |a&&c&&(d Il e) &&hll a&& (d]]e) && 'hll
(ORF) |b && (e && f)
9th) (a &&c && (d Il e) &&h) || (a && (d || e) && 'h)
= [lb && (e && 1)
ikl
o
364 dlle)&c&&a&&hll (dIle) &&a&&'hll
= (e && ) && b
45 ((((d 1] &) && ) &&a) &&h) || (((d|] &) && a) &&
= h) || ((e && 1) && b)
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EL (a&&c|lb&&d &&e && (i |l g && Ik |1 1j &&
=4 (h [ k)
il g & k1Y && (th|] k) && (a &&c || b
17 && d) && e
gep | (T (g && 1) 111 && (th 11 10) && (a &&c |
= b && d) && e
43k
=] 3547 il (g && k) I (1 && (h |l k) && ((a && ¢)
= [ (b && d) && e
457 ((Ch IR && D I (g && k) 1] 1) && ((a && ¢)
(VNF) Il (b && d) && e
3. 48 Ay
2 AP e = w548 HAIY A
3 A2 Ao Bt g8, # 4
o} o] F 20719 +=24 HF(HS 1671, &5+
47N<s ddez FAEAT =24 554 4
AF71 TCAS-II9] A3 dlolElelA Ada o
F7b Qi =4 el thal 100%e) W 48
L5 gAsden, o/ A E = J
AME ©F7L LA WS WAS BT Q53
25k,
¥ 4. 8A ool HE 4T 23 29
bi) = =2 o
= HEE @ 29 &
(%) ms (n)
1 100 94.4 7
2 100 10,332.5 23
4 100 42.3 12
5 100 9.5 5
6 100 6.7 9
7 100 11.3 11
8 100 8.6 10
Ee 100 6.7 8
e
2% 11 100 29.1 13
12 100 19.8 13
13 100 31.7 14
14 100 8.9 12
16 100 5.0 9
17 100 16.9 12
18 100 5.9 11
20 100 4.5 8
3 100 5.1 9
o8 10 100 5.6 7
e
gt 15 100 3.8 7
19 100 4.9 10
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