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A test invokes one or more methods under test and uses an
oracle to determine if the method’s output is correct
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Collection: Remove dead objects from the heap J
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Case Study Applications

Conclusion

Name Min Size (MB) | # Tests | NCSS
UniqueBoundedStack (UBS) 8 24 362
Library (L) 8 53 551
ShoppingCart (SC) 8 20 229
Stack (S) 8 58 624
JDepend (JD) 10 53 2124
IDTable (ID) 11 24 315

Empirically determined the Min Jikes RVM heap size
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Future Work: Conduct experiments with larger applications J
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A decrease in native code size leads to an increase in test
execution time! Why? Identifier has a large working set.
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Across all applications, adaptive code unloading techniques
reduce both testing time and space overhead
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Itis expensive to run a test suite T = (T, ..., Tn). Reduction
discards some of the n tests in an attempt to decrease testing time
while still preserving objectives like coverage or fault detection.
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@ Implementation and empirical evaluation of methods for testing
in memory constrained environments

@ Aim to apply these methods to T-Mobile G1 with Google Android

http://www.cs.allegheny.edu/~gkapfham/research/juggernaut/
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