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(54) AUTOMATIC GENERATION OF INTEGRATION TESTS FROM UNIT TESTS

(57) A method for automatic generation of integration
tests from unit tests includes automatically running, by a
processor, a unit test for each model of a plurality of mod-
els making-up a system. The method also includes au-
tomatically determining, by the processor, integration of
unit test cases of interfacing models for one or more
groups of interfacing models of the plurality of models.
The method additionally includes automatically running,

by the processor, an integration test for each group of
interfacing models using the unit tests for each model of
the interfacing models. The method further includes au-
tomatically detecting, by the processor, at least one of
inconsistent, incomplete and incorrect data transmitted
between the interfacing models for each group of inter-
facing models.
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Description

FIELD

[0001] The present disclosure relates to model-based
development of a system and more particularly to auto-
matic generation of integration tests from unit tests during
model-based development of a system.

BACKGROUND

[0002] During the Model-Based Development (MBD)
of a system, different entities of the system are modelled
as separate model units. The model units integrated to-
gether models the complete system. The current proce-
dure is to create model unit tests and integration tests as
separate and independent activities. This disconnection
causes inefficiencies and work repetition, as well as de-
laying the feedback on both the development of docu-
mentation and the model implementation of the system.
Additionally, this work is not automated, as there is no
tool that links the individual model unit tests and inte-
grates them into a higher-level integration test case for
the functionality they represent.

SUMMARY

[0003] In accordance with an embodiment, a method
for automatic generation of integration tests from unit
tests includes automatically running, by a processor, a
unit test for each model of a plurality of models making-
up a system. The method also includes automatically run-
ning, by the processor, an integration test for each group
of interfacing models of the plurality of models using the
unit tests for each model of the interfacing models. The
method further includes automatically detecting, by the
processor, at least one of inconsistent, incomplete and
incorrect data transmitted between the interfacing mod-
els for each group of interfacing models.
[0004] In accordance with another embodiment, a sys-
tem for automatic generation of integration tests from unit
tests includes a processor circuit and a memory associ-
ated with the processor circuit. The memory includes
computer readable program instructions that, when ex-
ecuted by the processor circuit cause the processor cir-
cuit to perform a set of functions including automatically
running a unit test for each model of a plurality of models
making-up a system. The set of functions also include
automatically running an integration test for each group
of interfacing models of the plurality of models using the
unit tests for each model of the interfacing models. The
set of functions also include automatically detecting at
least one of inconsistent, incomplete and incorrect data
transmitted between the interfacing models for each
group of interfacing models.
[0005] In accordance with an embodiment and any of
the preceding embodiments, the method and system also
include receiving the plurality of models making-up the

system, wherein each of the plurality of models includes
a low-level model that represents a certain function, part
of a function, or a group of functions that the system is
configured to perform.
[0006] In accordance with an embodiment and any of
the preceding embodiments, the method and system also
include receiving the plurality of models making up the
system, wherein each of the plurality of models includes
a low-level model defining a requirement, part of a re-
quirement, or a group of requirements that the system is
configured to satisfy.
[0007] In accordance with an embodiment and any of
the preceding embodiments, each model includes a cer-
tain logic circuit that defines a requirement that the sys-
tem is configured to satisfy.
[0008] In accordance with an embodiment and any of
the preceding embodiments, each model is configured
to generate one or more expected outputs in response
to one or more inputs based on the certain logic circuit
associated with a particular model.
[0009] In accordance with an embodiment and any of
the preceding embodiments, the method and system ad-
ditionally include generating a unit test harness for each
model of the plurality of models making-up the system.
[0010] In accordance with an embodiment and any of
the preceding embodiments, the method and system ad-
ditionally include generating a unit test case for the unit
test harness for each model, wherein the automatically
running the unit test for each model includes using the
unit test case for each model.
[0011] In accordance with an embodiment and any of
the preceding embodiments, wherein generating the unit
test harness for each model includes separating a par-
ticular model from an environment of the particular model
so that the particular model is independent from other
models of other system requirements that provide inputs
to the particular model.
[0012] In accordance with an embodiment and any of
the preceding embodiments, wherein automatically run-
ning the unit test for each model includes generating an
expected output value for each of one or more outputs
of each model in response to an input value for each of
one or more inputs of each model for all combinations of
possible different input values for each model.
[0013] In accordance with an embodiment and any of
the preceding embodiments, the method and system fur-
ther include automatically generating a table for each
model independent from other models in response to run-
ning the unit test for each model. The table for a particular
model includes the expected output value for each of the
one or more outputs associated respectively with the in-
put value for each of the one or more inputs for each
combination of possible different input values for the par-
ticular model.
[0014] In accordance with an embodiment and any of
the preceding embodiments, the method and system also
include automatically generating an integration test har-
ness for each group of interfacing models; and automat-
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ically generating an integration test case for each group
of interfacing models for each integration test harness,
wherein automatically running the integration test for
each group of interfacing models includes using the in-
tegration test case for each group of interfacing models.
[0015] In accordance with an embodiment and any of
the preceding embodiments, wherein automatically run-
ning the integration test for each group of interfacing mod-
els includes automatically generating a table for each
group of interfacing models. The table for a particular
group of interfacing models includes an expected output
value for each of one or more outputs of the particular
group of interfacing models associated with an input val-
ue for each of one or more inputs of the particular group
of interfacing models for each combination of possible
different input values of the particular group of interfacing
models. The table is used to detect at least one of incon-
sistent, incomplete and incorrect data between the inter-
facing models of a particular group of interfacing models.
[0016] The features, functions, and advantages that
have been discussed can be achieved independently in
various embodiments or may be combined in yet other
embodiments further details of which can be seen with
reference to the following description and drawings.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

[0017]

FIGS. 1A and 1B are a flow chart of an example of
a method for automatic generation of integration
tests from unit tests in accordance with an embodi-
ment of the present disclosure.
FIG. 2 is an illustration of an example of interfacing
models of a system in accordance with an embodi-
ment of the present disclosure.
FIG. 3A is an example of a test harness for model A
in FIG. 2 in accordance with an embodiment of the
present disclosure.
FIG. 3B is an example of a unit level model of model
A in FIG. 2 in accordance with an embodiment of the
present disclosure.
FIG. 3C is an example of a set of unit test cases of
model A in accordance with an embodiment of the
present disclosure.
FIG. 4A is an example of a test harness for model B
in FIG. 2 in accordance with an embodiment of the
present disclosure.
FIG. 4B is an example of a unit level model of model
B in FIG. 2 in accordance with an embodiment of the
present disclosure.
FIG. 4C is an example of a set of unit test cases of
model B in accordance with an embodiment of the
present disclosure.
FIG. 5A is an example of an integration test harness
for models A and B in accordance with an embodi-
ment of the present disclosure.
FIG. 5B is an example of how the method performs

automatically to generate an integration test case
from an integration test harness that integrates mod-
els A and B according to how they interface with each
other in FIG. 2, once they have individually passed
their respective unit tests, in accordance with an em-
bodiment of the present disclosure.
FIG. 6 is an example of how the automatically gen-
erated integration test case of unit models A and B
(Fig. 2) looks like, in accordance with an embodiment
of the present disclosure.
FIG. 7 is an example of a system for automatic gen-
eration of integration tests using unit tests in accord-
ance with an embodiment of the present disclosure.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

[0018] The following detailed description of embodi-
ments refers to the accompanying drawings, which illus-
trate specific embodiments of the disclosure. Other em-
bodiments having different structures and operations do
not depart from the scope of the present disclosure. Like
reference numerals may refer to the same element or
component in the different drawings.
[0019] The present disclosure may be a system, a
method, and/or a computer program product. The com-
puter program product may include a computer readable
storage medium (or media) having computer readable
program instructions thereon for causing a processor to
carry out aspects of the present disclosure.
[0020] The computer readable storage medium can be
a tangible device that can retain and store instructions
for use by an instruction execution device. The computer
readable storage medium may be, for example, but is
not limited to, an electronic storage device, a magnetic
storage device, an optical storage device, an electromag-
netic storage device, a semiconductor storage device, or
any suitable combination of the foregoing. A non-exhaus-
tive list of more specific examples of the computer read-
able storage medium includes the following: a portable
computer diskette, a hard disk, a random access memory
(RAM), a read-only memory (ROM), an erasable pro-
grammable read-only memory (EPROM or Flash mem-
ory), a static random access memory (SRAM), a portable
compact disc read-only memory (CD-ROM), a digital ver-
satile disk (DVD), a memory stick, a floppy disk, a me-
chanically encoded device such as punch-cards or raised
structures in a groove having instructions recorded ther-
eon, and any suitable combination of the foregoing. A
computer readable storage medium, as used herein, is
not to be construed as being transitory signals per se,
such as radio waves or other freely propagating electro-
magnetic waves, electromagnetic waves propagating
through a waveguide or other transmission media (e.g.,
light pulses passing through a fiber-optic cable), or elec-
trical signals transmitted through a wire.
[0021] Computer readable program instructions de-
scribed herein can be downloaded to respective comput-
ing/processing devices from a computer readable stor-
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age medium or to an external computer or external stor-
age device via a network, for example, the Internet, a
local area network, a wide area network and/or a wireless
network. The network may comprise copper transmis-
sion cables, optical transmission fibers, wireless trans-
mission, routers, firewalls, switches, gateway computers
and/or edge servers. A network adapter card or network
interface in each computing/processing device receives
computer readable program instructions from the net-
work and forwards the computer readable program in-
structions for storage in a computer readable storage me-
dium within the respective computing/processing device.
[0022] Computer readable program instructions for
carrying out operations of the present disclosure may be
assembler instructions, instruction-set-architecture (ISA)
instructions, machine instructions, machine dependent
instructions, microcode, firmware instructions, state-set-
ting data, or either source code or object code written in
any combination of one or more programming languages,
including an object oriented programming language such
as Smalltalk, C++ or the like, and conventional procedur-
al programming languages, such as the "C" programming
language or similar programming languages. The com-
puter readable program instructions may execute entirely
on the user’s computer, partly on the user’s computer,
as a stand-alone software package, partly on the user’s
computer and partly on a remote computer or entirely on
the remote computer or server. In the latter scenario, the
remote computer may be connected to the user’s com-
puter through any type of network, including a local area
network (LAN) or a wide area network (WAN), or the con-
nection may be made to an external computer (for ex-
ample, through the Internet using an Internet Service Pro-
vider). In some embodiments, electronic circuitry includ-
ing, for example, programmable logic circuitry, field-pro-
grammable gate arrays (FPGA), or programmable logic
arrays (PLA) may execute the computer readable pro-
gram instructions by utilizing state information of the com-
puter readable program instructions to personalize the
electronic circuitry, in order to perform aspects of the
present disclosure.
[0023] Aspects of the present disclosure are described
herein with reference to flowchart illustrations and/or
block diagrams of methods, apparatus (systems), and
computer program products according to embodiments
of the disclosure. It will be understood that each block of
the flowchart illustrations and/or block diagrams, and
combinations of blocks in the flowchart illustrations
and/or block diagrams, can be implemented by computer
readable program instructions.
[0024] These computer readable program instructions
may be provided to a processor of a general purpose
computer, special purpose computer, or other program-
mable data processing apparatus to produce a machine,
such that the instructions, which execute via the proces-
sor of the computer or other programmable data process-
ing apparatus, create means for implementing the func-
tions/acts specified in the flowchart and/or block diagram

block or blocks. These computer readable program in-
structions may also be stored in a computer readable
storage medium that can direct a computer, a program-
mable data processing apparatus, and/or other devices
to function in a particular manner, such that the computer
readable storage medium having instructions stored
therein comprises an article of manufacture including in-
structions which implement aspects of the function/act
specified in the flowchart and/or block diagram block or
blocks.
[0025] The computer readable program instructions
may also be loaded onto a computer, other programma-
ble data processing apparatus, or other device to cause
a series of operational steps to be performed on the com-
puter, other programmable apparatus or other device to
produce a computer implemented process, such that the
instructions which execute on the computer, other pro-
grammable apparatus, or other device implement the
functions/acts specified in the flowchart and/or block di-
agram block or blocks.
[0026] FIGS. 1A and 1B are a flow chart of an example
of a method 100 for automatic generation of integration
tests from unit tests in accordance with an embodiment
of the present disclosure. In block 102, a plurality of mod-
els 104 making-up a system 106 are received. The sys-
tem 106 is any type of system. In accordance with an
example, the system 106 is a system or portion of a sys-
tem of an aircraft, such as for example, a flight control
system, engine control system, navigation system, com-
munications system, landing gear system, etc.
[0027] In accordance with an example, each of the plu-
rality of models 104 includes a low-level model 108 that
represents a certain function, part of a function, or a group
of functions that the system 106 is configured to perform.
In accordance with an embodiment, each model 104 in-
cludes a certain logic circuit 202, 206 (FIG. 2) that defines
a requirement that the system 106 is configured to satisfy.
In accordance with an example, each of the plurality of
models 104 includes a low-level model 108 defining a
requirement, part of a requirement, or a group of require-
ments that the system 106 is configured to satisfy.
[0028] Referring also to FIG. 2, FIG. 2 is an illustration
of an example of interfacing models 104, model A 104a
and model B 104b of the system 106, in accordance with
an embodiment of the present disclosure. Model A 104a
includes a logic circuit 202 that defines requirement A
204. Model B 104b includes a logic circuit 206 that defines
requirement B 208. Each model 104 is configured to gen-
erate one or more expected outputs 210 in response to
one or more inputs 212 based on the certain logic circuit
202 or 206 associated with a particular model 104a or
104b. In accordance with an example, the certain logic
circuits 202 and 206 are each embodied in hardware,
software or a combination of hardware and software that
generates the one or more expected outputs 210 in re-
sponse to the one or more inputs 212. As illustrated in
the example in FIG. 2, the outputs 210 of model A 104a
are the inputs 212 for model B 104b. Model B 104b also
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includes an external input, input E 216 that is from an-
other source (not shown in FIG. 2) and is not an output
from model A 104a. Similarly, output C 210 from model
B 104b may be an input to another model 104 of the
system 106.
[0029] Referring back to FIG. 1A, in block 110, a unit
test harness 112 is generated for each model 104 of the
plurality of models 104 making-up the system 106. The
unit test harness 112 is either manually or automatically
generated. In accordance with an embodiment, the unit
test harness 112 is manually generated by a user imple-
menting a computer pointing device to designate a par-
ticular model 104 of the plurality of models 104. Referring
also to FIG. 3A, FIG. 3A is an example of a unit test
harness 112 for model A 104a in FIG. 2 in accordance
with an embodiment of the present disclosure. The main
function of a test harness, such as unit test harness 112,
is to isolate the model 104 (or models) within what can
be seen as a ’black-box’ model 302, in which you don’t
see the inside, i.e. you don’t worry about what are the
logics inside. In addition, the unit test harness 112 also
defines a set of inputs 304 to feed the black-box model
302 according to a particular model’s external interfaces.
The black-box model 302 also deals with evaluation of
the outputs 306 that the particular model 104 provides
according to the inputs 304 given. The evaluation of what
the outputs 306 are can be done by different means, but
in any case, it will be later when running the unit test 120
(if the black-box model 302 contains only one model) or
the integration test 130 (if the black-box model 302 con-
tains more than one model) when the outputs 306 from
the black-box model 302 are compared with the outputs
210 that are expected. If the outputs 306 from the black-
box model 302 match with the expected outputs 210, the
unit/integration tests 120/130 have succeeded. If not, the
unit/integration tests 120/130 have failed.
[0030] Referring also to FIG. 4A, FIG. 4A is an example
of a unit test harness 112 for model B 104b in FIG. 2 in
accordance with an embodiment of the present disclo-
sure. The unit test harness 112 also defines a set of inputs
404 to feed the black-box model 402 according to the
particular model’s external interfaces. The black-box
model 402 evaluated the outputs 406 that the model 402
provides based on the inputs 404.
[0031] Accordingly, generating the unit test harness
112 includes separating a particular model 104 from an
environment of the particular model 104 in the system
106. Each model 104 is unit tested separate from the
model’s environment in the system 106. That is, each
particular model 104 is unit tested independent from oth-
er models 104 of other system requirements 204 and 208
that provide inputs 212 to the particular model 104.
[0032] In block 114, a unit test case 116 is generated
from the unit test harness 112 for each model 104. Re-
ferring also to FIG. 3B, FIG. 3B is an example of a unit
level model 310 of model A 104a in FIG. 2 in accordance
with an embodiment of the present disclosure.
[0033] In block 118, a unit test 120 is automatically run

for each model 104 of the plurality of models 104 making-
up the system 106. Automatically running the unit test
120 for each model 104 includes using the unit test case
116 for each model 104. The unit test 120 is embodied
in the unit test case 116. Automatically running the unit
test 120 for each model 104 includes getting the output
values 218 (FIGS. 2 and 3B) for each of one or more
outputs 210 of each model 104 in response to an input
value 220 for each of one or more inputs 212 of each
model 104 for all combinations of possible different input
values 220 for each model 104. As illustrated in FIG. 3B,
the unit test 120 is run by applying different possible input
values 220 to the unit level model 310 of model A 104a.
The expected output values 218 are generated based on
the logic circuit 202 of the unit level model 310 imple-
mentation.
[0034] Also, in block 118, a table, for example table
300 in FIG. 3C, is generated for each model 104 inde-
pendent from other models 104 as a set of unit test cases
312 for each model 104. Referring also to FIG. 3C, FIG.
3C is an example of a set of unit test cases 312 of model
A 104a in accordance with an embodiment of the present
disclosure. FIG. 3C depicts an example of a table 300
generated by the unit test case 116 of model A 104a in
accordance with an embodiment of the present disclo-
sure. The table 300 for a particular model 104, such as
model A 104a in the example in FIG. 3B, includes the
expected output value 218 for each of the one or more
outputs 210 associated respectively with the input value
220 for each of the one or more inputs 212 for each com-
bination of possible different input values 220 for the par-
ticular model 104.
[0035] Referring also to FIG. 4B, FIG. 4B is an example
of a unit level model 408 of model B 104b in FIG. 2 in
accordance with an embodiment of the present disclo-
sure. As previously described, a unit test 120 is automat-
ically run for each model 104. An expected output value
218 is obtained for each of one or more outputs 210 for
model B 104b in response to an input value 220 for each
of one or more inputs 212 of model B 104b for all com-
binations of possible different input values 220 for model
B 104b. In accordance with the example illustrated in
FIG. 4B, model B 104b has an external input 216 that is
from another source other than an output 210 from model
A 104a (FIGS. 2 and 3B). As illustrated in FIG. 4B, the
unit test 120 embodied in the unit test case 116 is run by
applying different possible input values 220 to the unit
test case 116 of Model B 104b. The expected output val-
ues 218 are generated based on the logic circuit 206 of
the unit level model 408 implementation of Model B 104b.
[0036] Referring also to FIG. 4C, FIG. 4C is an example
of a set of unit test cases 410 of model B 104b in accord-
ance with an embodiment of the present disclosure. FIG.
4C depicts an example of a table 400 generated as a set
of unit test cases 410 of model B 104b in accordance
with the example illustrated in FIG. 4B. The table 400 for
model B 104b includes an expected output value 218 for
each of the one or more outputs 210 associated respec-
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tively with the input value 220 for each of the one or more
inputs 212 and 216 for each combination of possible dif-
ferent input values 220 for model B 104b in the example
of FIGS. 4B and 4C.
[0037] In block 122, an integration test harness 124 is
automatically generated for one or more groups of inter-
facing models 104 of the plurality of models 104. Refer-
ring also to FIG. 5A, FIG. 5A is an example of an inte-
gration test harness 124 for models A and B 104a and
104b in FIG. 2 in accordance with an embodiment of the
present disclosure. In FIG. 2, model A 104a and model
B 104b illustrate a group of interfacing models 104. Inte-
gration of the interfacing models 102a and 104b is de-
termined by the outputs 210 of model A 104a correspond-
ing to the inputs 212 of model B 104b. In other examples
more than two models 104 form a group of interfacing
models 104. The integration test harness 124 is either
manually or automatically generated. Similar to that pre-
viously described, the integration test harness 124 is au-
tomatically generated by determining which models 104
have one or more outputs 210 that are provided as one
or more inputs 212 to one or more other models 104 of
the system 106. In accordance with another embodiment,
the integration test harness 124 is generated manually
by a user implementing a computer pointing device to
select each group of interfacing models 104.
[0038] In block 126, an integration test case 128 is au-
tomatically generated for each group of interfacing mod-
els 104. Automatically generating the integration test
case 128 for each group of interfacing models 104 in-
cludes interconnecting input/output (I/O) data from the
unit tests 120 of each model 104 in a particular group of
interfacing models 104 similar to that illustrated in the
example in FIG. 5B. FIG. 5B is an example of how the
method 100 performs automatically to generate an inte-
gration test case 128 from an integration test harness
124 (FIG. 5A) that integrates model A 104a and model
B 104b once the models 104 have individually passed
their respective unit tests 120. Different expected output
values 218 of one or more outputs 210 of a first model
502, for example model A 104a, are correlated 504 to
one or more inputs 212 of a second model 506, for ex-
ample model B 104b. The output values 218 of the first
model 502 (model A 104a) and corresponding input val-
ues 220 of the second model 506 (model B 104b) are
embodied in signals 508 in the interface 510 between
the models 502 and 506. The signals 508 are analyzed
in terms of data type, dimension, range, units and any
other parameters that are needed to detect any incon-
sistent, incomplete or incorrect data from the integration
testing of the interfacing models 502/104a and 506/104b.
In the example in FIG. 5B, the output data 512 from the
unit test 120 of model A 104a is interconnected as the
input data 514 from the unit test 120 of model B 104b
along with the additional inputs 516 to provide the ex-
pected outputs 518 from the integration tests 130. The
integration tests 130 are embodied in and defined by the
integration test cases 128.

[0039] In block 132, an integration test 130 is automat-
ically run for each group of interfacing models 104 from
the unit tests 120 for each model 104 of the interfacing
models 104. Automatically running the integration test
130 for each group of interfacing models 104 includes
automatically generating a table 600 (FIG. 6) for each
group of interfacing models 104 from the unit tests 120
for each model 104. Referring also to FIG. 6, FIG. 6 is
an example of how the automatically generated integra-
tion test case 128 of unit models A and B 104a and 104b
(FIG. 2) looks like, in accordance with an embodiment of
the present disclosure. A table 600 is generated by the
integration test case 128 for the example illustrated in
FIG. 5B. The table 600 for a particular group of interfacing
models 104, such as model A 104a and model B 104b
of the example described herein, includes an expected
output value 602 for each of one or more outputs 604
associated with an input value 606 for each of one or
more inputs 608 of the particular group of interfacing
models 104. An expected output value 602 for each out-
put 604 is determined for each combination 610 of pos-
sible different input values 606 of the particular group of
interfacing models 104 from the unit tests 120 of the in-
terfacing models 104. In the example illustrated in FIG.
6, the table 600 includes additional possible input values
612 from a source other than a first model 502 (FIG. 5B)
of the interfacing models 502 and 506 in FIG. 5 or 104a
and 104b in FIG. 2 of the examples described herein.
The table 600 is used to detect at least one of inconsist-
ent, incomplete and incorrect data between the interfac-
ing models 502 and 506 or 104a and 104b of a particular
group of interfacing models 104. In the example illustrat-
ed in FIGS. 5B and 6, the input value 220 for "validity"
will never be "false" (FIG. 5B). Therefore, the expected
output value 602 for "apuStatus" will never be "invalid"
(FIG. 6). This represents an inconsistent, incomplete or
incorrect data.
[0040] As previously discussed, the integration tests
130 are automatically run from the unit tests for each
model 104. Referring again to FIGS. 3C, 4C and 5B, the
input values 606 in FIG. 6 for each of the one or more
inputs 608 in table 600 correspond to the input values
220 of the one or more inputs 212 in table 300 (FIG. 3C)
generated from the unit test 120 for model A 104a. Sim-
ilarly, the output values 602 for each of the one or more
outputs 604 in table 600 correspond to the output values
218 of the one or more outputs 210 in the table 400 (FIG.
4C) generated from the unit test 120 for model B 104b
which interfaces with model A 104a in the exemplary in-
tegration test case 128 illustrated in FIG. 5B.
[0041] In block 134, results 614 of running the integra-
tion tests 130 for each of the groups of interfacing models
502 and 506 or 104a and 104b are presented. In accord-
ance with an example, the results 614 are presented sim-
ilar to that illustrated in FIG. 6.
[0042] In block 136, any inconsistent, incomplete or
incorrect data transmitted between the interfacing mod-
els 502 and 506 or 104a and 104b or generated by any
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of the models 104 is automatically detected for each
group of interfacing models 104. In an example, a mes-
sage 616 is generated identifying the inconsistent, in-
complete or incorrect data in response to the inconsist-
ent, incomplete or incorrect data being detected.
[0043] FIG. 7 is an example of a system 700 for auto-
matic generation of integration tests from unit tests in
accordance with an embodiment of the present disclo-
sure. In accordance with an embodiment, the method
100 of FIGS. 1A-1B is embodied in and performed by the
system 700. However, any system capable of performing
the operations described herein may be used. The sys-
tem 700 includes a processing device 702. In accordance
with an example, the processing device 702 is a server.
The processing device 702 includes a processor circuit
704 for controlling operation of the processing device 702
and for performing functions, such as those described
herein with respect to the method 100 in FIGS. 1A-1B.
The processing device 702 also includes a memory 706.
An example of the memory 706 is any type of data storage
device. An operating system 708, applications and other
programs are stored on the memory 706 for operating
on the processor circuit 704. In accordance with an em-
bodiment, a plurality of models making up a system, such
as for example, models 104 are stored on the memory
706. The memory 706 also includes a component 710
for automatic generation of integration tests from unit
tests as described herein. In accordance with an exam-
ple, the method 100 is at least partially embodied in the
component 710 for performing a set of functions 711 de-
scribed with reference to FIGS. 1A-1B. In the example
of FIG. 7, unit test cases 116 and integration test cases
128 are also stored on the memory 706. In other embod-
iments, the unit test cases 116 and integration test cases
128 are stored on another device or devices.
[0044] In accordance with an example, the processing
device 702 also includes one or more input devices, out-
put devices or combination input/output devices, collec-
tively I/O devices 712. Examples of the I/O devices 712
include, but are not necessarily limited to, a keyboard or
keypad, pointing device, such as a mouse, disk drive and
any other devices to permit a user to interface with and
control operation of the processing device 702 and to
access and run the component 710 for automatic gener-
ation of integration tests 130 from unit tests 120. In an
example, one of the I/O devices 712 is a device to read
a computer program product, such as computer program
product 714. The computer program product 714 may be
similar to that described in more detail herein. The com-
ponent 710 and models 104 may be loaded on the mem-
ory 706 from a computer program product, such as com-
puter program product 714.
[0045] In accordance with an example, the system 700
also includes computer system 716 to access the
processing device 702 and the component 710 for auto-
matic generation of integration tests 130 from unit tests
120. The computer system 716 accesses the processing
device 702 and the component 710 for automatic gener-

ation of integration test from unit tests via a network 717.
Examples of the computer system 716 include but are
not necessarily limited any sort of electronic device, com-
munications device including a mobile communications
device. Examples of the network 717 include but are not
limited to the Internet, an intranet or other private or pro-
prietary network.
[0046] The computer system 716 includes a processor
circuit 718 to control operation of the computer system
716 and a memory 720. The memory 720 includes any
type of data storage device. An operating system 722,
applications 724 and other programs are stored on the
memory 720 for running on the processor circuit 718. In
accordance with an embodiment, a component 726 for
automatic generation of integration tests 130 from unit
tests 120 is stored on the memory 720. The method 100
in FIGS. 1A-1B or at least portions of the method 100 are
compiled and run on the processor circuit 718 to perform
the functions similar to those described with respect to
the method 100 in FIGS. 1A-1B.
[0047] In accordance with an embodiment, the com-
ponent 726 for automatic generation of integration tests
130 from unit tests 120 operating on the computer system
716 interfaces and/or operates in conjunction with the
component 710 for automatic generation of integration
tests 130 from unit tests 120 operating on the processing
device 702 to perform the functions and operations de-
scribed herein. Accordingly, the component 726 operat-
ing on the computer system 716 performs some of the
set of functions 711 and operations of the method 100
and the component 710 operating on the processing de-
vice 702 perform other functions of the method 100.
Some embodiments of the present disclosure include on-
ly the component 710 for automatic generation of inte-
gration tests 130 from unit tests 120 on the processing
device 702, and other embodiments include only the
component 726 for automatic generation of integration
tests 130 from unit tests 120 operating on the computer
system 716.
[0048] In accordance with an embodiment, models,
such as models 104, unit test cases 116 and integration
test cases 128 are stored on only one of memory 720 of
the computer system 716 or memory 706 of the process-
ing device 702. In other embodiments the models 104,
unit test cases 116 and integration test cases 128 are
stored on both memories 706 and 720. In another em-
bodiment, the models 104, unit test cases 116 and inte-
gration test cases are stored on a device other than mem-
ory 706 or memory 720.
[0049] In accordance with an embodiment, the com-
puter system 716 also include a display 728 and one or
more input devices, output devices or combination in-
put/output devices, collectively I/O devices 730. Exam-
ples of the I/O devices 730 are the same as I/O devices
712.
[0050] The flowchart and block diagrams in the Figures
illustrate the architecture, functionality, and operation of
possible implementations of systems, methods, and
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computer program products according to various embod-
iments of the present disclosure. In this regard, each
block in the flowchart or block diagrams may represent
a module, segment, or portion of instructions, which com-
prises one or more executable instructions for imple-
menting the specified logical function(s). In some alter-
native implementations, the functions noted in the block
may occur out of the order noted in the figures. For ex-
ample, two blocks shown in succession may, in fact, be
executed substantially concurrently, or the blocks may
sometimes be executed in the reverse order, depending
upon the functionality involved. It will also be noted that
each block of the block diagrams and/or flowchart illus-
tration, and combinations of blocks in the block diagrams
and/or flowchart illustration, can be implemented by spe-
cial purpose hardware-based systems that perform the
specified functions or acts or carry out combinations of
special purpose hardware and computer instructions.
[0051] The terminology used herein is for the purpose
of describing particular embodiments only and is not in-
tended to be limiting of embodiments of the disclosure.
As used herein, the singular forms "a", "an" and "the" are
intended to include the plural forms as well, unless the
context clearly indicates otherwise. It will be further un-
derstood that the terms "include," "includes," "comprises"
and/or "comprising," when used in this specification,
specify the presence of stated features, integers, steps,
operations, elements, and/or components, but do not
preclude the presence or addition of one or more other
features, integers, steps, operations, elements, compo-
nents, and/or groups thereof.
[0052] The corresponding structures, materials, acts,
and equivalents of all means or step plus function ele-
ments in the claims below are intended to include any
structure, material, or act for performing the function in
combination with other claimed elements as specifically
claimed. The description of the present embodiments has
been presented for purposes of illustration and descrip-
tion, but is not intended to be exhaustive or limited to
embodiments in the form disclosed. Many modifications
and variations will be apparent to those of ordinary skill
in the art without departing from the scope and spirit of
embodiments.
[0053] Although specific embodiments have been il-
lustrated and described herein, those of ordinary skill in
the art appreciate that any arrangement which is calcu-
lated to achieve the same purpose may be substituted
for the specific embodiments shown and that the embod-
iments have other applications in other environments.
This application is intended to cover any adaptations or
variations. The following claims are in no way intended
to limit the scope of embodiments of the disclosure to the
specific embodiments described herein.

Claims

1. A method (100) for automatic generation of integra-

tion tests (130) from unit tests (120), the method
(100) comprising:

automatically running (118), by a processor cir-
cuit (704), a unit test (120) for each model (104)
of a plurality of models (104) making-up a sys-
tem (106);
automatically running (132), by the processor
circuit (704), an integration test (130) for each
group of interfacing models (104a, 104b) of the
plurality of models (104) using the unit tests
(120) for each model (104) of the interfacing
models (104a, 104b); and
automatically detecting (136), by the processor
circuit (704), at least one of inconsistent, incom-
plete and incorrect data transmitted between the
interfacing models (104a, 104b) for each group
of interfacing models (104a, 104b).

2. The method (100) of claim 1, further comprising re-
ceiving (102), by the processor circuit (704), the plu-
rality of models (104) making-up the system (106),
wherein each of the plurality of models (104) com-
prises a low-level model (108) that represents a cer-
tain function, part of a function, or a group of functions
that the system (106) is configured to perform.

3. The method (100) of any preceding claim, further
comprising receiving (102) the plurality of models
making up the system (106), wherein each of the
plurality of models (104) comprises a low-level model
(108) defining a requirement (204, 208), part of a
requirement, or a group of requirements that the sys-
tem (106) is configured to satisfy.

4. The method (100) of any preceding claim, wherein
each model (104) comprises a certain logic circuit
(202, 206) that defines a requirement (204, 208), part
of a requirement, or a group of requirements that the
system (106) is configured to satisfy.

5. The method (100) of claim 4, wherein each model
(104) is configured to generate one or more expected
outputs (210) in response to one or more inputs (212)
based on the certain logic circuit (202, 206) associ-
ated with a particular model (104).

6. The method (100) of any preceding claim, further
comprising generating (110), by the processor circuit
(704), a unit test harness (112) for each model (104)
of the plurality of models (104) making-up the system
(106).

7. The method (100) of claim 6, further comprising gen-
erating (114), by the processor circuit (704), a unit
test case (116) for the unit test harness (112) for
each model (104), wherein the automatically running
(118) the unit test (120) for each model (104) com-

13 14 



EP 3 722 942 A1

9

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

prises using the unit test case (116) for each model
(104).

8. The method (100) of claim 6, wherein generating
(110) the unit test harness (112) for each model (104)
comprises separating (110) a particular model (104)
from an environment of the particular model (104)
so that the particular model (104) is independent
from other models (104) of other system require-
ments (204, 208) that provide inputs (212) to the par-
ticular model (104).

9. The method (100) of any preceding claim, wherein
automatically running (118) the unit test (120) for
each model (104) comprises generating an expected
output value (218) for each of one or more outputs
(210) of each model (104) in response to an input
value (220) for each of one or more inputs (212) of
each model (104) for all combinations of possible
different input values (220) for each model (104).

10. The method (100) of claim 9, further comprising au-
tomatically generating (118) a table (300, 400) for
each model (104) independent from other models
(104) in response to running the unit test (120) for
each model (104), the table (300, 400) for a particular
model (104) comprising the expected output value
(218) for each of the one or more outputs (210) as-
sociated respectively with the input value (220) for
each of the one or more inputs (212) for each com-
bination of possible different input values (220) for
the particular model (104).

11. The method (100) of any preceding claim, further
comprising:

automatically generating (122), by the proces-
sor circuit (704), an integration test harness
(124) for each group of interfacing models
(104a, 104b); and
automatically generating (126), by the proces-
sor circuit (704), an integration test case (128)
for each group of interfacing models (104a,
104b) for the integration test harness (124),
wherein automatically running (132) the integra-
tion test (130) for each group of interfacing mod-
els (104a, 104b) comprises using the integration
test case (128) for each group of interfacing
models (104a, 104b).

12. The method (100) of claim 1, wherein automatically
running (132) the integration test (130) for each
group of interfacing models (104a, 104b) comprises
automatically generating a table (600) for each group
of interfacing models (104a, 104b), the table (600)
for a particular group of interfacing models (104a,
104b) comprising an expected output value (602) for
each of one or more outputs (604) of the particular

group of interfacing models (104a, 104b) associated
with an input value (606) for each of one or more
inputs (608) of the particular group of interfacing
models (104a, 104b) for each combination (610) of
possible different input values (606) of the particular
group of interfacing models (104a, 104b), the table
(600) being used to detect (136) at least one of in-
consistent, incomplete and incorrect data between
the interfacing models (104a, 104b) of a particular
group of interfacing models (104a, 104b).

13. A system (700) for automatic generation of integra-
tion tests (130) from unit tests (120), the system (700)
comprising:

a processor circuit (704, 718); and
a memory (706, 720) associated with the proc-
essor circuit (704, 718), the memory (706, 720)
comprising computer readable program instruc-
tions that, when executed by the processor cir-
cuit (704, 718) cause the processor circuit (704,
718) to perform a set of functions (711) compris-
ing:

automatically running (118) a unit test (120)
for each model (104) of a plurality of models
(104) making-up a system (106);
automatically running (132) an integration
test (130) for each group of interfacing mod-
els (104a, 104b) of the plurality of models
(104) using the unit tests (120) for each
model (104) of the interfacing models
(104a, 104b); and
automatically detecting (136) at least one
of inconsistent, incomplete and incorrect
data transmitted between the interfacing
models (104a, 104b) for each group of in-
terfacing models (104a, 104b).

14. The system (700) of claim 13, wherein automatically
running (118) the unit test (120) for each model (104)
comprises generating an expected output value
(218) for each of one or more outputs (210) of each
model (104) in response to an input value (220) for
each of one or more inputs (212) of each model (104)
for all combinations of possible different input values
(220) for each model (104), and the set of functions
(711) further comprise automatically generating
(118) a table (300, 400) for each model (104) inde-
pendent from other models (104) in response to run-
ning (118) the unit test (120) for each model (104),
the table (300, 400) for a particular model (104) com-
prising the expected output value (218) for each of
the one or more outputs (210) associated with the
input value (220) for each of the one or more inputs
(212) for each combination of possible different input
values (220) for the particular model (104).
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15. The system (700) of claim 13 or 14, wherein auto-
matically running (132) the integration test (130) for
each group of interfacing models (104a, 104b) com-
prises automatically generating a table (600) for
each group of interfacing models (104a, 104b), the
table (600) for a particular group of interfacing mod-
els (104a, 104b) comprising an expected output val-
ue (602) for each of one or more outputs (604) of the
particular group of interfacing models (104a, 104b)
associated with an input value (606) for each of one
or more inputs (608) of the particular group of inter-
facing models (104a, 104b) for each combination
(610) of possible different input values (606) of the
particular group of interfacing models (104a, 104b),
the table (600) being used to detect (136) at least
one of inconsistent, incomplete and incorrect data
between the interfacing models (104a, 104b) of a
particular group of interfacing models (104a, 104b).

Amended claims in accordance with Rule 137(2)
EPC.

1. A method (100) for automatic generation of integra-
tion tests (130) from unit tests (120), the method
(100) comprising:

receiving (102), by a processor circuit (704), a
plurality of models (104) making-up a system
(106), wherein each model (104) comprises a
logic circuit (202, 206) defining a requirement
(204, 208), part of a requirement, or a group of
requirements that the system (106) is configured
to satisfy, wherein each model (104) is config-
ured to generate one or more expected outputs
(210) in response to one or more inputs (212)
based on the logic circuit (202, 206) associated
with the particular model (104);
automatically running (118), by the processor
circuit (704), a unit test (120) for each model
(108) of the plurality of models (104) making-up
the system (106), by generating an expected
output value (218) for each of one or more out-
puts (210) of each model (104) in response to
an input value (220) for each of one or more
inputs (212) of each model (104) for all combi-
nations of possible different input values (220)
for each model (104), wherein each particular
model (104) is unit tested independent from oth-
er models (104) of other system requirements
(204, 208) that provide inputs (212) to the par-
ticular model (104);
determining groups of interfacing models (104a,
104b) of the plurality of models (104), wherein
each group of interfacing models (104, 104b)
include two or more models that interface with
each other by having one or more outputs (210)
that are provided as one or more inputs (212) to

one or more other models (104) of the system
(106) ;
automatically running (132), by the processor
circuit (704), an integration test (130) for each
group of interfacing models (104a, 104b) of the
plurality of models (104) using the unit tests
(120) for each model (104) of the interfacing
models (104a, 104b), by automatically generat-
ing a table (600) for each group of interfacing
models (104a, 104b) from the unit tests (120)
for each model (104), the table (600) for a par-
ticular group of interfacing models (104a, 104b)
comprising an expected output value (602) for
each of one or more outputs (604) of the partic-
ular group of interfacing models (104a, 104b)
associated with an input value (606) for each of
one or more inputs (608) of the particular group
of interfacing models (104a, 104b) for each com-
bination (610) of possible different input values
(606) of the particular group of interfacing mod-
els (104a, 104b); and
automatically detecting (136), by the processor
circuit (704), at least one of inconsistent, incom-
plete and incorrect data transmitted between the
interfacing models (104a, 104b) for each group
of interfacing models (104a, 104b), wherein the
table (600) for a particular group of interfacing
models (104a, 104b) is used to detect (136) at
least one of inconsistent, incomplete and incor-
rect data between the interfacing models (104a,
104b) of said particular group of interfacing mod-
els (104a, 104b).

2. The method (100) of claim 1, wherein each of the
plurality of models (104) comprises a low-level model
(108) that represents a certain function, part of a
function, or a group of functions that the system (106)
is configured to perform.

3. The method (100) of any preceding claim, wherein
each of the plurality of models (104) comprises a
low-level model (108) defining a requirement (204,
208), part of a requirement, or a group of require-
ments that the system (106) is configured to satisfy.

4. The method (100) of any preceding claim, further
comprising generating (110), by the processor circuit
(704), a unit test harness (112) for each model (104)
of the plurality of models (104) making-up the system
(106), wherein the unit test harness (112) is used to
isolate the model (104).

5. The method (100) of claim 4, further comprising gen-
erating (114), by the processor circuit (704), a unit
test case (116) for the unit test harness (112) for
each model (104), wherein the automatically running
(118) the unit test (120) for each model (104) com-
prises using the unit test case (116) for each model
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(104).

6. The method (100) of claim 4, wherein generating
(110) the unit test harness (112) for each model (104)
comprises separating (110) a particular model (104)
from an environment of the particular model (104)
so that the particular model (104) is independent
from other models (104) of other system require-
ments (204, 208) that provide inputs (212) to the par-
ticular model (104).

7. The method (100) of any preceding claim, further
comprising automatically generating (118) a table
(300, 400) for each model (104) independent from
other models (104) in response to running the unit
test (120) for each model (104), the table (300, 400)
for a particular model (104) comprising the expected
output value (218) for each of the one or more out-
puts (210) associated respectively with the input val-
ue (220) for each of the one or more inputs (212) for
each combination of possible different input values
(220) for the particular model (104).

8. The method (100) of any preceding claim, further
comprising:

automatically generating (122), by the proces-
sor circuit (704), an integration test harness
(124) for each group of interfacing models
(104a, 104b) to isolate the models; and
automatically generating (126), by the proces-
sor circuit (704), an integration test case (128)
for each group of interfacing models (104a,
104b) for the integration test harness (124),
wherein automatically running (132) the integra-
tion test (130) for each group of interfacing mod-
els (104a, 104b) comprises using the integration
test case (128) for each group of interfacing
models (104a, 104b).

9. A system (700) for automatic generation of integra-
tion tests (130) from unit tests (120), the system (700)
comprising:

a processor circuit (704, 718); and
a memory (706, 720) associated with the proc-
essor circuit (704, 718), the memory (706, 720)
comprising computer readable program instruc-
tions that, when executed by the processor cir-
cuit (704, 718) cause the processor circuit (704,
718) to perform a set of functions (711) compris-
ing:

receiving (102) a plurality of models (104)
making-up a system (106), wherein each
model (104) comprises a logic circuit (202,
206) defining a requirement (204, 208), part
of a requirement, or a group of requirements

that the system (106) is configured to satis-
fy, wherein each model (104) is configured
to generate one or more expected outputs
(210) in response to one or more inputs
(212) based on the logic circuit (202, 206)
associated with the particular model (104);
automatically running (118) a unit test (120)
for each model (108) of the plurality of mod-
els (104) making-up the system (106), by
generating an expected output value (218)
for each of one or more outputs (210) of
each model (104) in response to an input
value (220) for each of one or more inputs
(212) of each model (104) for all combina-
tions of possible different input values (220)
for each model (104), wherein each partic-
ular model (104) is unit tested independent
from other models (104) of other system re-
quirements (204, 208) that provide inputs
(212) to the particular model (104);
determining groups of interfacing models
(104a, 104b) of the plurality of models (104),
wherein each group of interfacing models
(104, 104b) include two or more models that
interface with each other by having one or
more outputs (210) that are provided as one
or more inputs (212) to one or more other
models (104) of the system (106);
automatically running (132) an integration
test (130) for each group of interfacing mod-
els (104a, 104b) of the plurality of models
(104) using the unit tests (120) for each
model (104) of the interfacing models
(104a, 104b), by automatically generating
a table (600) for each group of interfacing
models (104a, 104b) from the unit tests
(120) for each model (104), the table (600)
for a particular group of interfacing models
(104a, 104b) comprising an expected out-
put value (602) for each of one or more out-
puts (604) of the particular group of inter-
facing models (104a, 104b) associated with
an input value (606) for each of one or more
inputs (608) of the particular group of inter-
facing models (104a, 104b) for each com-
bination (610) of possible different input val-
ues (606) of the particular group of interfac-
ing models (104a, 104b); and
automatically detecting (136) at least one
of inconsistent, incomplete and incorrect
data transmitted between the interfacing
models (104a, 104b) for each group of in-
terfacing models (104a, 104b), wherein the
table (600) for a particular group of interfac-
ing models (104a, 104b) is used to detect
(136) at least one of inconsistent, incom-
plete and incorrect data between the inter-
facing models (104a, 104b) of said particu-
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lar group of interfacing models (104a,
104b).

10. The system (700) of claim 9, wherein the set of func-
tions (711) further comprise automatically generat-
ing (118) a table (300, 400) for each model (104)
independent from other models (104) in response to
running (118) the unit test (120) for each model (104),
the table (300, 400) for a particular model (104) com-
prising the expected output value (218) for each of
the one or more outputs (210) associated with the
input value (220) for each of the one or more inputs
(212) for each combination of possible different input
values (220) for the particular model (104).
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