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20I5t= HAEE YsiCt, &, ZYE a7t M2 dlE=XE =Qlst= Ao|Ct
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=] =]

O TestCodeZtX| 7H&tgt == A|ZH0] HYoIX| giod, 7iL0| TAS HM= &2 27
Atetol #HFOl @FE7] WZEO0|Ct O=2 QI8 Xl 7iY YA 2 DtAet Bio| HepFen, 3Y
O] YolLh= AIFI HIAE AF AOle] ZtAZS 7hs A 7tM7t= Aol 22 FAMOIth F,

RET} YlStE AI™ ™2 siCh= Z0| | O0|CH UnitTestE AT MHO= BlackBox Test
HCH= 2 WhiteBox Test2 A|SHsiCt,

1.3 UnitTest2| Attt

2016

J1EHel HAE BRIE B40ICh X, sfLio] B4E CH2 w47 SHHM 1 Ha7h SHER|
HBoE 212 B9l HAERAD TEC TS G0l SBEE w40 ¥ a2 Y
g 1 2 HAEQ)

Ol &otA =M, oFE g0 MUZE X P=CtH HAE= HIHUCH
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a2 mpetolg, 2|E =S 7I1EdEL, M gl =30 YStE 7|EE YI|tiitE
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®;ots 7IHUS0l LU= 2elsts args AL

AN - =/

14 Testing?| 37

= 92 H|AR(Black box testing) - A|2E 9| LS M7 (Internal system design)& Ol
HAY |RANM D4 CH4O| OtLCL HAE = KA (Requirement) R 7|5 (Functionality) Ol
|

20| E HtA B AR (White box testing) — 0| E|AE2 ofE2|#0|Me ZE LjRo|
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22X QUCL O] Rl HAES 37| YoiMes HWREEHCZ ATEQ Ot TETL {EH
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A HAE(Unit testing) - ZZo| AZEQI0 HEUEL ZE Y HAEES o[0[BCl
dutMoz HAEZE OfLj2t =200 28 F™EH, O] =WstI| fisiMe Z=2I1H
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E2l0|E 2 &(Test drive modules)O|Lt HIAE S| A (Test harnesses) 7H0| ERE =& AUCH

=
£ =0, oiZ2lAH oMo M2 7|50| F7t=l= 20| tisf X|HH2=2 0[ofX|=
#2 Aotk ofE2[AolMe 7|sdu ZE2 0|0 42t SE9| H2AE E /A=
YEHO{OF SICh T2 =2 HAHO| 28 &L

S H 2% (Integration testing) - §& 0|20 ZEE 7[s58 ABH| 2ot 8¢ 25
HAE o7|M 252 2etHeoz IE 25 JfE OfZ2|7 0], HEYT &2 S20|AESL

M OfZ2|AH 0| SO0| 2 5= UL O] Y2l HAY2 59 S240[HE/MY & 24t 2tF
A|AE0| H=StC.

7|5 E|A% (Functional testing) — 0| RH9| HAE2 QI 223 FA[stn ZDZL0]
QTANSE LgteX], 52 28X X0 xF8S XEC SAEA

oiE2/AH 0l 7|5 aTAte AS0 Helsttt

A AH B AE(System testing) — 2t2t2| @ TLAFEHO| CHSH MA| A|AEIO| HAEEICH MK
QAL HAMof 7|Eet S A BRSOl HARCE HE I Jhstt A|AHS BRESS
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1.5.1 Sanity Testing

Smoke Testing2 SoftwareS HWEDH &
X =2l 5t7] Qo +=H

EJ} SoftWare

Smoke TestingOi|A{, MEHEl B|AE 7O
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20| & $¥ElE= A oI5ty st

2 AHEEX =225 A, GuIZt 5

1.5.2 Sanity Testing

Sanity Testing2 IEL} 7|
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she ElAEOIC 0% RE AN 750l
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|gtolCt. 2 QI8 Quality Assurance

BES ot

MM EICH Smoke Testings ot 0
[e]
°

SHISHA|
7|S0ILE Aol
TSHA| X, A[AES] Sy TS
) O|E2|AH0[H0] d8H2

2hS ot

=X HMA(check)st= A

HI7F =EE}D o2 £ FYSHA S22 &0lst7| s st

2EO0|Ct O|Ael ZEE HtE 7|80 =HE OMHE SES=X] <75t

= ZO|Ct Tt Sanity TestingO| AI{St= 4%, O YA HAED ZHE A[ZE

ot H8E2 HYsty| o O EE= AHERECH Sanity Testing?| S82 ME2 7

s=2 BXNSHA LBSH7| Aeo| otL|zt, JHHXIE SoftwareE MitsteE S YR

el MEo2 MEMEXE &dst= A0 Ex) S8 AMI|E HAY &

I sin 30 + cos 50 €2 17 7|sECl= 2 + 2 = 52k= Z1E M3st=7t M3

1.5.3 Smoke Testing VS Sanity Testing
Smoke Testing vs Sanity Testing - 34! x}0|&
Smoke Testing Sanity Testing

Smoke Testing2 Z272Ho| sHAl 7|50| & S&st= H2 &9l | Sanity Testing® AMZL 7|5/H{7F U= &olI5H7| 2laH
3171 Slsh 2sic A it

Smoke Testing2| S22 ¢ AAT HAES 2I3517| sl AlA [ Sanity Testing2] S22 O AATH EAEIS 2U3M517| sl AlAH

glo| “OkA4 M (stability)" 8 ZA33t7| fIEolct.

o| “gt2|4(rationality)"8 A33t7| $I&0 |c}

Smoke Testing 7HEZtLt E|AE{Of Q|3 H~SHEICH

Sanity Testing2 25 EAE{0| 2Ja $3EICtH

Smoke Testing2 Y& #2AM3Hdocumented)E|lAHLE Az}
(scripted)EIC}.

Sanity Testing2 2& 2A3I5|2| %1, £& 2 (unscripted)Ct.

Smoke Testing2 3|7 E|A& (Regression Testing)2| £&2I8H0|
Ct.

Sanity Testing2 Q14 E|AE!(Acceptance Testing)2 £-&£2I8H0|

ct.

- Sanity Testing2 23| A|AEl LNHQAS & £ 2Eo| Cfs 4
Smoke Testing® {SEE{ BN M| A|AEIO| CHa{ L8H5HCH Y 9= &3 d 5 5
ssict
Smoke Testing® YEtH2l 22 Aau 2o Sanity Testinge 2249l 242 A% 2tk
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2.1

2.2

2.3

API Sanity AutoTest

C/C++ 2lo|l22{g|E2 ol 7|2 |4 HAEE Xt& MMsich Ol& o mel Mg &2
Mol APIC| R E Bt4+E 2[dfl LOI0|E It2to|E et ZHEtst x=3to| HAE HO|AE MM
£ RUCt, API Sanity AutoTest= MMEl HAEE "IE 5l M3l &~ 9lol, 0|F Edf ZtCts)

o
A s2% 27590 Q=5 2M% 4 QIC}, craches, aborts, 2= 72| emitted signal,

= AA
non-zero T2 return £, T2 HZ(hanging) Z X7} 7H53iCt,
C Unit Test System(CUT)

CUnit2 CAO0|A Unit testE writingSt1, administering, runningst?| {1+ ZtEHSE to-

the-point % HAE A|ABIOICH CUnit2 §X QAELO|AL AT CHYHe= J|2X el |
A

A8 758 NS AFEXIO| EIAE HEQ linkkl= B library2 FHEICH O H|
JE= S X2 AFHE 0 1, HARZ 9o CHYst assertions2ZA] common data

type2 MI3%CH CHE RU HAEQN 7HE 2 X0l= KISS ¥2|of mHECH= Z0|Ct,
ofefel O3l YHHEO R AR E|= CUnite| testing FrameworkO|Ct.
9

(testing frameworkZt Unit-testE writing, runningdt”Z| {|2t software toolO|LCt.)

myUnit.c \ <i

myUnitTests.c

cunit.lib

|:‘> myUnitTests.exe

Test-report.xml

Check

@)

015 A 7 HAE 2to[=22(0|tt. R HAE FoIE I8 2HHe CHEOAE HE

—_ - =
SIC} autotoolsE 0| 8%t WE 2HHO|A HAEO EE make targetl| O|F0| check®! Z0fA
FEHRUCE Checkl| BF Teste HEo| FA IZHO|M AH™EICH 2fM Segmentation Fault &2

Signal Catch 22 ZE O|ZE =2 = UL CheckE A W 7t 2 SE22 2 =
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S A2 7} HAE HOIAS MU Ul fork) ALY BS B BEo ZRNAS Mo A
2t 20|

2 o
HotCh= Z40|CH C Ao = HAAQl Hal 029 M2 (segmentation fault, exit)2 &
Ola Hdll =35 Z203 M7 B2&0 HE £+ UCL
il = QeBE o3t ZHE S55t7| /¢

L=

=
=
ZEMA7H 3 a8 B=

ox

VENE HAI

Testing®ll AO{M HAEQ| Y4tol I =0 AT CHYO|X|, OO0 COHE E+E 2ESI U0

M 3 oEStD AUes HFSTA ZF HAE g 5= GiC 0|S SiZst7| fIshM BIAE Tf

olEstn e == UM F0{0F St=0|, Of W AE3t= A0l HAE HE9| &

MockO|Lt. Mock Object & AAISIAAL o= ZES &=2 X5t M SS st SE ot
M

7| flof BEOT AN O|CE HAISIAX} Ot RE=

I Mock Object= Ol2] Fol& Zut glg Y =

Ag = Qo 0|2 HAE Acz MYs £& QUCt, CMockl ZR0= 3| oiYe s
M st Mocksg XalE MMste 7lsnt I8A MdE ZEE 0|8 o4E 7S |
AESHD Qe 7t MR AM8StD UeX| &Qldte WAooz AEE HBTICE Cmock2
Ruby2t= AIEE A0{E 0|83t Zehdo| A frotof 6t7| MZ0| Github HZE ¢

=
ot GitE AX|sjof $HCF (&3 : http://github.com/throwtheswitch/cmock.git )
CMockZ CH2Ero™, “cmock/vendor” CIZE2|0] O|O] UnityZt 7| 20, Unity =2

3E 2 AM8stH E=ICH UnityE AAH7| fIsiME main &t HAE 0§ 52 UE

2

OF otot. ZtMigt 282 offel =218 F1sto] MASI=F Strt,

( @3: http://blog.naver.com/knix008/220658970595 )
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3 C-UnitE 0| &%l Testing
3.1 Source Code

3.1.1 Main.c

#include "CUnit/Automated.h"
#include "CUnit/Basic.h"

#include "fibonacci.h"
void simpleTest00(void) {

CU_ASSERT_EQUAL(fibonacci(10), 55);

void simpleTest01(void) {

CU_ASSERT_EQUAL(fibonacci(5), 5);

int main() {

CU_pSuite pSuite = NULL;

if(CUE_SUCCESS != CU_initialize_registry())

return CU_get_error();

2016 Team3 10
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pSuite = CU_add_suite("testing a suite", NULL, NULL);

if(NULL == pSuite) {
CU_cleanup_registry();

return CU_get_error();

if(NULL == CU_add_test(pSuite, "simpleTest0", simpleTest00)
|| NULL == CU_add_test(pSuite, "simpleTest1", simpleTest01)) {
CU_cleanup_registry();

return CU_get_error();

CU_set_output_filename("CUnit");

CU list_tests_to_file();
CU_automated_run_tests();
CU_basic_set_mode(CU_BRM_VERBOSE);
CU_basic_run_tests();

CU_cleanup_registry();

return CU_get_error();

Team3
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3.1.2 Fibonacci.h
int fibonacci(int index) {
if (index < 0) {

return O;

if (index > 20) {

return -1;

if (index == 0) || (index == 1)) {

return 1;

return fibonacci(index - 2) + fibonacci(index - 1);

2016 Team3 12
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3.2 Testing Screen

= testc (~) - VIM
"CUnit/Automated.h”

"CUnit/Basic.h"
"fibonacci .h"

void simpleTest00(void) {
[/ fibonacci(10) 3 653t 2 X
CU_ASSERT_EQUAL (T ibonacci (1

—
CORDD A F WM —
—

void simpleTestO1(void) {
CU_ASSERT_FQUAL(f ibonacci(5), 5):

int main() {
CU_pSuite pSuite = NULL:
firegistry =218
if(CUE_SUCCESS '= CU_initialize_registry())
return CU_get_error(}:
//registry0Ol test suite =2}
pSuite = CU_add_suite("testing a suite", NULL, NULL);

if(NULL == pSuite) H
CU_cleanup_registry():
return CU_get_error();

/suiteOll test cases add

if(NULL == CU_add_test(pSuite, "simplelest0", simpleTestQ0)
|| NULL == CU_add_test(pSuite, "simpleTest1", simpleTest01)) {
CU_cleanup_registry();
return CU_get_error(}:

//make mx|
CU_set_output_filename("CUnit")
CU_list _tests to file():
CU_automated run_tests():

//basic run

CU_basic_set _mode(CU_BRM_YERBOSE) :
CU_basic_run_tests():

CU_cleanup_registry();

return CU_get_error()}:

$ gcc test.c —o test.exe —Lfusr/local/lib —lcunit

$ ./test

CUnit — A unit testing framework for C — Version 2.1-3
http://cunit.sourceforge.net/

Suite: testing a suite
Test: simpleTest0 ...passed
Test: simpleTest1 ...passed

Run Summary: Type Total Ran Passed Failed Inactive
suites 1 1 nfa

tests 2z 2 2 0 0

asserts 2 2 nfa

Flapsed time = 0.000 seconds
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