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Improved Framework DART for GUI Test

XIN Min-jie, GAO Jian-hua
(Department of Computer Science and Technology, Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai 200234)

[Abstract] In response to the limitation in Graphic User Interface(GUI) automated test, this paper proposes an improved framework for Daily Automated

Regression Tester(DART). DART process and event-flow graph is studied. And event-interaction graph which can simplify the event-flow graph is also

included. In addition, DART is improved as an efficient and brief automated smoking test framework by weight selection.
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FORALLn € NDO
start(n) = {n; | (n, n;) € E,andn #n; }
end(n) = {n;|(n,n) € E,andn#n; }
FORALLn € NDO
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FORALL n, € end(n) DO
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