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(54) TESTING IOT-APPLICATIONS BASED ON A FLEET OF IOT-DEVICES

(57) The invention is directed to testing IoT-applica-
tions based on a fleet of IoT-devices. For this purpose a
method comprises determining whether a device entry
of a device registry matches with a request entry of a
request registry, wherein the device entry is indicative of
an IoT-device and the request entry is indicative of an
IoT-application. The method further comprises establish-

ing an executable test case, if the device entry matches
with the request entry. Furthermore, the method com-
prises testing the IoT-application, wherein the testing
comprises executing the executable test case on the
IoT-device. Likewise, an IoT platform comprises a fleet
of IoT-devices and is adapted to perform the previous
method.
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Description

Technical field

[0001] The invention relates to the field of testing of
IoT-applications, and more particularly is directed to a
computer-implemented method for testing an applica-
tion, a system for testing an application, a fleet broker
system, a test management system for testing applica-
tions, and a respective computer program.

Background

[0002] Currently there is a trend of digitalization in the
industry domain. Hence, e.g., a manufacturing process
for a product may be digitally controlled. For describing
several facets of this trend the term "Industry 4.0" (in
German: "Industrie 4.0") is a commonly used. It has be-
come not only a major part of today’s industry, but it also
drives the business in many industrial domains.
[0003] A core facet underlying Industry 4.0 and the digi-
talization is the connectivity of different devices to the
Internet. This results in the so called IoT (Internet of
Things) used as a hypernym for a network of heteroge-
neous devices - e.g. IoT-devices (Internet of Things de-
vices) - connected to and through the Internet. Thus, de-
vices and systems participating, e.g., in manufacturing
processes or end products of such a manufacturing proc-
esses may be connected to cloud platforms or the Inter-
net, e.g., for connecting and/or controlling them. Based
on this, several applications, tasks or services may be
facilitated across different domains such as: preventive
maintenance, load prediction, real-time production mon-
itoring, or pay-per-use billing.
[0004] In view of Industry 4.0 several companies are
providing IoT platforms, which are offering such applica-
tions/tasks/services for the devices connected to their
platforms, e.g.: Siemens MindSphere, AWS IoT by Am-
azon, Bosch’s IoT Suite, Microsoft’s Azure IoT Suite, IBM
Watson, or GE Predix. Such an IoT platform may be de-
signed as an - so-called - "ecosystem platform" such that
other companies or entities (also called 3rd parties) can
develop applications or apps, in particular IoT-applica-
tions (Internet of Things applications), and upload these
- e.g. against a fee - in the respective IoT-platform. Other
companies can make use of the services offered by the
apps either by buying the apps or via pay-per-use licens-
ing. This may create a scenario with a win-win situation
for all participating parties: (i) the platform provider profits
from developer and user licenses for its platform, as well
as from the fees paid to upload an app and also a certain
amount for every purchased app, (ii) IoT device owner
can optimize his production process by using dedicated
apps without spending money and efforts for the app de-
velopment; (iii) app developers earn money from the
companies by selling apps and services to them.
[0005] Yet, in such a scenario, quality assurance of
IoT-applications, which may be developed and/or provid-

ed by third parties as, e.g., third-party apps, or - likewise
- a platform provider, who does not necessarily own all
IoT devices connected to the platform, may pose a chal-
lenge. The app providers/developers have to make sure
that their apps run smoothly on the target IoT-devices
and they cannot cause any damage. The IoT platform
provider has on other hand to ensure that services offered
by him (e.g. app deployment, app configuration, data
transfer etc.) also work as expected in the combination
with the IoT-devices.
[0006] For quality assurance, such an IoT-application
may be tested and, e.g., executed. For this purpose, fully
equipped and functional IoT-devices, which may execute
the IoT-application, are currently employed in test cases.
Additionally, simulators and emulators, which are soft-
ware-based programs imitating the behaviour of a phys-
ical IoT-device, are currently used. However, using fully-
equipped IoT-devices may increase the cost of testing,
and thus, of developing IoT-applications, whereas using
simulators/emulators limits the testing to such IoT-devic-
es that are available within a simulators/emulator as well
as limits the testing to a precision of simulation.

Summary

[0007] There is a demand to improve quality assurance
of an application and/or testing of an application, e.g. as
a facet of quality assurance.
[0008] This demand is met by the teaching of each of
the independent claims, specifically by a computer-im-
plemented method for testing an application based on a
fleet of devices, by a system for testing an application
based on a fleet of devices, by a fleet broker system for
a fleet of devices, by a test management system for test-
ing applications based on a fleet of devices, and by a
computer program and by a computer program product.
Various embodiments, advantageous modifications and
further improvements are provided, in particular, by the
teachings of the dependent claims.
[0009] A first aspect of the present invention is directed
to a computer-implemented method for testing an appli-
cation - in particular an IoT-application - based on a fleet
of devices - in particular a fleet of IoT-devices. The meth-
od comprises determining whether a device entry of a
device registry matches with a request entry of a request
registry, wherein the device entry is indicative of a device
of the fleet and the request entry is indicative of the ap-
plication. The method further comprises establishing an
executable test case, if the device entry matches with
the request entry. Furthermore, the method comprises
triggering testing the application, wherein the testing
comprises executing the executable test case on the de-
vice.
[0010] An advantage of determining the device entry
that matches with the request entry may particularly be
that IoT-devices associated with the fleet may be offered
- e.g. as a service - for testing IoT-applications, i.e. in
particular, for testing the IoT-application as indicated by
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the request entry. By establishing the executable test
case, all data required for testing the IoT-application may
be bundled, whereby performing of the testing of the IoT-
application may be facilitated, i.e. in particular, the IoT-
device may be triggered to execute the executable test
case. An advantage of executing the executable test
case on the IoT-device may particularly be, that the IoT-
application is tested on the IoT-device, which has been
specified by the request entry, and thus, analysing some
physical processes and/or properties of the IoT-device -
such as temperature change, overheating, etc. - and/or
some software aspects like non-functional performance
may be facilitated, in particular with a higher precision,
in particular compared to a generic simulator/emulator.
Hence, testing of the IoT-application may be more relia-
ble.
[0011] This may be particularly beneficial in view of a
heterogeneous nature of such IoT-devices, wherein,
e.g., various types of IoT-devices may be connectable
to a cloud platform for operating IoT-devices, and/or
wherein the IoT-application is targeted for a multitude of
IoT-devices, and thus, is required to be designed and to
run smoothly on these IoT-devices. Likewise, such IoT-
applications may also be of a heterogeneous nature
and/or there may exist a multitude of different IoT-appli-
cations for the cloud platform, i.e. in particular, a multitude
of different IoT-applications for being executed on IoT-
devices connected to the cloud platform. The device reg-
istry may advantageously allow to register a multitude of
IoT-devices, whereby these IoT-devices may be associ-
ated with the fleet of IoT-devices - i.e. in particular the
fleet of IoT-devices may comprise or consist of the mul-
titude of IoT-devices, which may be or are registered at
the device registry. Hence, in some advantageous im-
plementations, a testing entity - such as an owner or an
operator of an IoT-device - may offer the IoT-device for
testing of IoT-applications and register it, e.g. by sending
a device offering message. Likewise, a multitude of IoT-
applications and, in particular, tests for these IoT-appli-
cations, may beneficially be registered at the request reg-
istry.
[0012] Thereby, a number of IoT-devices available for
testing the IoT-application may be beneficially increased
and/or testing related costs such as costs for (owning)
IoT-devices and/or costs for simulators/emulators may
be reduced, whereby - for a given cost frame - the IoT-
application may be executed on a higher number of IoT-
devices and/or for a higher number of test runs, such
that, in particular, a quality of the IoT-application may be
(e.g. iteratively by fixing bugs found in test runs) en-
hanced.
[0013] Likewise, a number of IoT-applications availa-
ble for being tested on the IoT-device may be beneficially
increased, and thus, in particular, more tests may be ex-
ecuted on the IoT-device, whereby the utilization of the
IoT-device may be increased and/or costs for the IoT-
device may be reduced or, in particular, may be shared
between multiple requesting entities - such as a user of

an IoT-application, a developer of an IoT-application, or
a platform provider providing an IoT-application -, which
may request testing of an IoT-application on the IoT-de-
vice.
[0014] A second aspect of the invention is directed to
a system for testing an application based on a fleet of
devices - wherein, in particular, the system is an IoT plat-
form, the application is an IoT-application and the fleet
of devices is a fleet of IoT-devices. The system comprises
a plurality of devices associated with the fleet of devices
- wherein, in some advantageous modifications, the fleet
of devices consists of the plurality of devices or at least
comprises several devices selected from the plurality of
devices based on predefined criteria such as a required
number or percentage of devices, at least one device for
each type of (IoT-) devices of the plurality, at least one
device for each operating system of the plurality of de-
vices, or an assured availability of devices. Moreover,
the system further comprises a fleet broker module and
a test constructor module. The fleet broker module is
adapted to determine a device entry indicative of a device
of the fleet and a request entry indicative of the applica-
tion to be tested. The test constructor module is adapted
to establish an executable test case for the device. The
device is adapted to execute, when it is triggered - in
particular, by the test constructor module, or a test man-
agement system comprising of the test constructor mod-
ule, or a test execution module of the test management
system -, the executable test case - i.e., in some advan-
tageous modifications, the test management system or
test constructor module or the test execution module may
cause the device to execute the executable test case by,
e.g., transmitting the executable test case to the device.
[0015] The embodiments, advantageous modifica-
tions and further improvements as described in detail in
connection with the first aspect of the invention as well
as potential benefits and advantages also apply corre-
spondingly to the system according to the invention.
Hence, according to some embodiments, the system is
adapted to perform a method according to the first aspect
of the invention.
[0016] A third aspect of the invention is directed to a
fleet broker system for a fleet of devices, in particular IoT-
devices. The fleet broker system comprises a data com-
munication interface, a data processing apparatus, a de-
vice registry, and a request registry. The data communi-
cation interface is data connectable to a plurality of de-
vices associated with the fleet of devices. The device
registry is adapted to store device entries being indicative
of the devices associated with the fleet of devices. The
request registry is adapted to store request entries being
indicative of multiple applications to be tested, in partic-
ular multiple IoT-applications. Furthermore, the data
processing apparatus is adapted to determine whether
a device entry of the device registry matches with a re-
quest entry of the request registry and to establish, if the
device entry matches with the request entry, a test case,
wherein the test case is at least indicative of a device
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indicated by the device entry and an application indicated
by the request entry.
[0017] The embodiments, advantageous modifica-
tions and further improvements as described in detail in
connection with the preceding aspects of the invention
as well as potential benefits and advantages also apply
correspondingly to the fleet broker system according to
the invention. By the device registry and the request reg-
istry, various IoT-devices and likewise various IoT-appli-
cations - or tests for IoT-applications - from different test-
ing entities and request entities may be registered - i.e.
in particular stored for subsequent retrieval/search/look
up -, whereby flexibility of utilization of IoT-devices for
testing IoT-applications and/or flexibility of requesting
and/or performing tests may be beneficially enhanced.
Thereby, different stakeholders such as IoT-device own-
ers, cloud platform operators, IoT platform operators,
IoT-application developers, and/or IoT-application users
may interact in a reliable and/or secure and/or flexible
manner, and hence, in particular, economies of scale
may beneficially leverage testing of IoT-applications.
[0018] A fourth aspect of the invention is directed to a
test management system for testing an application - in
particular an IoT-application - based on a fleet of devices
- in particular IoT-devices. The test management system
comprises one or more data communication interfaces,
wherein at least one of the data communication interfac-
es is being data connectable to a plurality of devices as-
sociated with the fleet of devices, and wherein at least
one of the data communication interfaces is being data
connectable to a fleet broker system according to the
third aspect of the invention. Furthermore, the test man-
agement system comprises a test service repository
adapted to store implementations of test services, where-
in each of the implementations comprises instructions
that are adapted to perform, when executed by a data
processing apparatus of a device -of, e.g., the fleet -, a
respective one of the test services. Moreover, the test
management system is adapted to receive, from the fleet
broker system and by means of the at least one of the
data communication interfaces data connectable to the
fleet broker system, a test case, wherein the test case is
indicative of a device of the fleet, an application, and one
or more test services to be executed on the device for
testing the application. The test management system is
further adapted to establish an executable test case
based on the test case, wherein for each of the test serv-
ices a respective implementation for the device is re-
trieved from the test service repository. The test man-
agement system is further adapted to transmit, to the
device and by means of the least one of the data com-
munication interfaces data connectable to the plurality of
devices, the executable test case.
[0019] The embodiments, advantageous modifica-
tions and further improvements as described in detail in
connection with the preceding aspects of the invention
as well as potential benefits and advantages also apply
correspondingly to the test management system accord-

ing to the invention. By transmitting the executable test
case to the IoT-device, the test management system may
cause the IoT-device to execute the executable test case.
Moreover, an advantage of receiving the test case from
the fleet broker system and establishing the executable
test case based on the test case and the test service
repository may particularly be, that test services are im-
plementations thereof may be reused for different test
cases, whereby, in particular, reliability and/or safety
(when running such test cases) may be beneficially en-
hanced. Furthermore, the test management system may
synergistically interact with the fleet broker system,
wherein the establishing of the test case by the fleet bro-
ker system and establishing of the executable test case
by the test management system further facilitates testing
of IoT-applications in a flexible manner, in which multiple
stakeholders may share their resources - i.e. resources
such as IoT-devices, IoT-applications, a cloud platform
(which may implement a method according to the first
aspect of the invention and/or provide the fleet broker
system and/or the test management system), an IoT plat-
form comprising the cloud platform and a field platform
providing a fleet of IoT-devices, implementations of test
services or specific tests for an IoT-application, in partic-
ular when running on a specific IoT-device. Such a spe-
cific tests may be particularly relevant for users of the
IoT-devices and IoT-applications such as manufacturers.
[0020] A fifth aspect of the invention is directed to a
computer program or a computer program product that
comprises or provides instructions which, when the in-
structions are executed by a computer, cause the com-
puter to carry out a computer-implemented method. The
computer-implemented method comprises determining
whether a device entry of a device registry matches with
a request entry of a request registry, wherein the device
entry is indicative of an device - in particular IoT-device
- and the request entry is indicative of an application - in
particular IoT-application -. Furthermore, the computer-
implemented method comprises establishing, if the de-
vice entry matches with the request entry, an executable
test case, wherein the executable test case is at least
based on the device indicated by the device entry and
the application indicated by the request entry. Moreover,
the computer-implemented method comprises causing
the device to execute the executable test case, wherein
- in some advantageous implementations - the computer-
implemented method triggers the execution of the exe-
cutable test case on the device by transmitting the exe-
cutable test case to the device.
[0021] The embodiments, advantageous modifica-
tions and further improvements as described in detail in
connection with the preceding aspects of the invention
as well as potential benefits and advantages also apply
correspondingly to the computer program and computer
program product according to the invention.
[0022] According to some embodiments, the computer
program product may comprise a non-transitory compu-
ter-readable storage medium on which the computer pro-
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gram and/or the instructions are stored.
[0023] According to some embodiments, the computer
program operates a cloud platform system for testing IoT-
applications, wherein the cloud platform system compris-
es a fleet broker system according to the third aspect of
the invention and a test management system according
to the fourth aspect of the invention, and wherein the
instructions are executed by a data processing apparatus
of the cloud platform system, in particular of the fleet bro-
ker system.
[0024] The above summary is merely intended to give
a short overview over some features of some embodi-
ments and implementations and is not to be construed
as limiting. Other embodiments may comprise other fea-
tures than the ones explained above.

Brief description of the drawings

[0025] The above and other embodiments, advanta-
geous modifications, further improvements, elements,
features, steps and characteristics of the present disclo-
sure will be more apparent from the following detailed
description of exemplary embodiments and the append-
ed figures. When not stated otherwise or following oth-
erwise from the context, like reference signs referred to
corresponding apparatuses, elements or features of the
exemplary embodiments and throughout the figures.

Fig. 1 schematically illustrates an IoT platform ac-
cording to an embodiment.

Fig. 2 represents a flowchart of a method according
to an embodiment.

Detailed description of exemplary embodiments

[0026] In the following, various embodiments of the in-
vention will be described in detail with reference to the
appended figures. It is to be understood that the following
description of embodiments is not to be taken in a limiting
sense. The scope of the invention is not intended to be
limited by the embodiments described hereinafter or by
figures, which are taken to be illustrative only.
[0027] The figures are to be regarded as being sche-
matic representations and elements illustrated in the fig-
ures, which are not necessarily shown to scale. Rather,
the various elements are represented such that their
function and their general purpose become apparent to
a person skilled in the art. Any connection or coupling
between functional blocks, devices, components or other
physical or functional units shown in the figures or de-
scribed herein may also be implemented as an indirect
connection or coupling. A coupling between components
may be established over a wireless connection. Func-
tional blocks may be implemented in hardware, firmware,
software or a combination thereof.
[0028] Fig. 1 schematically illustrates an IoT platform
10 for testing an IoT-application based on a fleet 120 of

IoT-devices, the IoT platform 10 according to an embod-
iment of the invention. Moreover, Fig. 1 shows a devel-
oper 32 of an IoT-application and a user 34 of the IoT-
application, which are typically not part of the IoT plat-
form, but may interact and/or communicate with the IoT
platform 10, e.g. one of them (or both) may request test-
ing of the IoT-application, and e.g. send a test requesting
message to the IoT platform 10. Hence, the developer
32 and/or the user 34 may be, respectively, be a request-
ing entity.
[0029] In an exemplary embodiment, the IoT platform
10 comprises a plurality 100 of IoT-devices 110, 112. At
least some of the IoT-devices of the plurality 100 are
associated with the fleet 120, and hence, the fleet 120
comprises these IoT-devices. Furthermore, in some ad-
vantageous implementations, the fleet of devices or at
least some of the devices may be provided by a field
system that comprises these IoT-devices and is, e.g. a
part of the IoT platform. In some modifications, the plu-
rality 100 may also comprise IoT-devices that are not
associated or e.g. part of the fleet as illustrated by a sep-
arate group 121 of IoT-devices. This may beneficially al-
low to use some IoT-devices of the plurality 100, e.g. the
ones that are part of the fleet 120 for testing IoT-applica-
tions, whereas other IoT-devices, e.g. those of group 121
are not used for testing. Such IoT-devices of group 121
may e.g. be critical for a manufacturing process. More-
over, in some advantageous modifications, the fleet 120
may comprise IoT-devices 122, 123 that are not com-
prised by the plurality 100, and which may be connectable
to, yet not necessarily comprised by the IoT platform 10.
Such IoT-devices 122, 123 may be provided by third par-
ties. As Fig. 1 additionally illustrates, a device owner 36
or device operator may provide device 123 for running
tests as a third party and, hence, may be a testing entity.
In some modifications the IoT platform 10 is connectable
to the IoT-devices 110, 112 and the group 121, but does
not comprise them - i.e. in particular all IoT-devices are
external to the IoT platform -, wherein - in some further
implementations - the IoT platform is data connected at
least to the IoT-devices associated with the fleet 120.
[0030] The IoT-device 110 is adapted to execute, when
it is triggered, an executable test case. In some imple-
mentations, the IoT-device 110 is triggered by a test man-
agement system 300. In some implementations, the IoT-
device 110 is triggered by a test execution module 310,
e.g., of a test management system 300. In some imple-
mentations, the IoT-device 110 is triggered by receiving
the executable test case, e.g. from the test management
system 300, the test execution module 310, and/or a test
constructor module 350, the test constructor module 350,
e.g., of the test management system 300.
[0031] In some advantageous implementations, the
IoT-device 110 comprises a data processing apparatus
114 and a device client module 116. Likewise, the IoT-
devices 112, 122 and/or 123 may comprise a data
processing apparatus and a device client module. The
device client module 116 comprises an (industrial) client
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application running either directly on the IoT-device 110,
i.e. in particular the data processing apparatus 114 is
adapted to execute the (industrial) client application, or
running on an edge device connected to the IoT-device
110, i.e. in some modifications (not shown in Fig. 1) the
module 116 may be separate from the IoT-device 110.
The client application is responsible for collecting infor-
mation from the IoT-device 110 like device type, vendor,
model, firmware version etc., for sending and accepting
testing offers - i.e. in particular confirmation data and/or
later indicative of device properties of the IoT-device 110
- , for coordination of the execution of the executable test
case on the device 110 and for collecting data during the
execution. The device client module 116 may be adapted
to connect the IoT-device 110 with other components of
the IoT platform 10 such as a fleet broker system 200 or
a test management system 300. The device client mod-
ule 116 may be adapted to orchestrate and/or supervise
testing on the IoT-device 110 - i.e. in particular the exe-
cution of the executable test case -, and/or to take care
of the communication with the fleet broker system 200
and/or the test management system 300.
[0032] In some advantageous implementations, the
IoT-device 112 is a digital twin of a physical IoT-device.
In some further implementations thereof, device 123 is
a physical IoT-device and IoT-device 112 is a digital twin
of device 123, whereby - in particular - a provider of the
IoT platform 10 and/or of a field layer comprising the plu-
rality of IoT-devices 100 may beneficially ensure that at
least the digital twin 112 is available for running tests (in
particular even if IoT-device 123 is e.g. not continuously
or permanently provided by the third party). Likewise, the
IoT-device 112 may be a digital twin of one of the IoT-
devices of the group 121, whereby - in particular - also
such IoT-devices of the IoT platform or connected/con-
nectable to the IoT platform that are not (directly)
used/available for testing may be (indirectly) provided for
testing IoT-applications by a corresponding digital twin.
Hence, beneficially, an IoT-application may be tested on
the digital twin and - after successful testing - may be run
on the respective physical IoT-device, which was - in par-
ticular - not available for testing. Moreover, device 123
may be a physical IoT-device and IoT-device 122 may
be a digital twin of device 123, whereby - in particular -
a third party may beneficially provide a digital twin, or
accordingly, multiple digital twins with sophisticated em-
ulation/simulation of the physical device 123, and, hence,
availability and/or resources for testing may be en-
hanced.
[0033] In an exemplary embodiment, the IoT platform
10 comprises a fleet broker system 200 according to an
embodiment of the invention and/or a fleet broker module
210. The fleet broker system 200 or, respectively, the
fleet broker module 210 is adapted to determine a device
entry indicative of the IoT-device 110 of the fleet 120 and
a request entry indicative of the IoT-application to be test-
ed.
[0034] For this purpose, in some advantageous imple-

mentations, the fleet broker system 200 comprises the
fleet broker module 210, a fleet management module
220, a request management module 230, a data process-
ing apparatus 240 and a data communication interface
242. Respectively, in some advantageous implementa-
tions, the fleet broker module 210 is data connected to
a fleet management module 220, a request management
module 230, a data processing apparatus 240 and a data
communication interface 242 - hence, in particular, in
such implementations the fleet management module
220, the request management module 230, etc. may be
external to the IoT platform 10. The data communication
interface 242 is data connected to the plurality 100, and
in particular to the IoT-device 110 via device client mod-
ule 116.
[0035] The fleet management module 220 comprises
a device registry 222 adapted to store device entries be-
ing indicative of the IoT-devices 110, 112, 122, 123 as-
sociated with the fleet 120 of IoT-devices. Furthermore,
in some advantageous implementations, the fleet man-
agement module 220 comprises a device manager mod-
ule 224. Hence, the fleet management module 220 may
be beneficially responsible for the IoT-devices volunteer-
ing to be used for testing. For this purpose, in some im-
plementations, the device manager module 224 handles
device offering messages sent from IoT-devices - or
more generally from testing entities - to be used for testing
and creates an entry in the device registry 222. The de-
vice registry 222 may be implemented as a database
containing all IoT-devices 110, 112, 122, 123 available
for testing and additional describing information like de-
vice type, vendor, firmware, test services permitted for
execution - i.e. in particular device properties - as well
as constraints like device availability for testing. The set
of describing attributes is not limited only to these.
[0036] The request management module 230 compris-
es a request registry 232 adapted to store request entries
being indicative of IoT-applications to be tested. Further-
more, in some advantageous implementations, the re-
quest management module 230 comprises a request
manager module 234. Hence, the request management
module 230 may be beneficially responsible for requests
coming from requesting entities such as developers or
companies willing to test applications on IoT-devices.
The requesting entity should first look into a test service
registry 332, which test services are offered for testing
(e.g. app deployment on specific device, app configura-
tion on specific device, basic end-2-end tests like data
transfer from device to IoT platform etc.) and selects the
services that are then requested to use and on which
IoT-device. A request (in particular a test requesting mes-
sage) is sent to the request manager module 234. It proc-
esses the request and creates an entry in the request
registry 232. The request registry 232 may be implement-
ed as a database containing all requests including addi-
tional information like services to be tested, required
hardware by vendor, firmware, model and (optional) con-
straints like prioritization, sequence of execution etc. The
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number of attributes describing the request entries is not
limited only to these.
[0037] The fleet broker module 210 is adapted: to de-
termine whether a device entry of the device registry 222
matches with a request entry of the request registry 232;
and to establish, if the device entry matches with the re-
quest entry, a test case, wherein the test case is at least
indicative of the IoT-device 110 indicated by the device
entry and the IoT-application indicated by the request
entry.
[0038] Furthermore, in some advantageous imple-
mentations, the fleet broker module 210 comprises a con-
firmation database 212, a confirmation manager module
216 and a smart predictor module 218. Based on this,
the fleet broker module 210 takes care of bringing togeth-
er requests for testing and offered devices (i.e. IoT-de-
vices) for testing. For this purpose, the fleet broker mod-
ule 210 checks in case of new entries in the device re-
pository 222 or the request repository 232 between re-
quests and offered devices and in case of a match, it
sends a job to the confirmation manager module 216.
The confirmation manager module 216 processes the
data and forwards it to the smart predictor module 218.
The smart predictor module 218 aims, based on the re-
quest and offer as well as possible constraints (such a
device constraints and test constraints), as well as pos-
sible history data and data analytics methods, to predict
values for an execution prediction including values for,
in particular, execution time for every requested service
and/or the smart predictor module 218 calculates an op-
timal execution sequence. Hence, the smart predictor
module 218 may beneficially ensure that the requested
test services can be really delivered considering the con-
straints from both IoT-device and app development such
as test constraints. For this purpose, it makes predictions
about the execution feasibility of the scheduled tests and
looks for the optimal selection of test cases and the op-
timal schedule for the test execution. The estima-
tions/predictions are sent back to the confirmation man-
ager module 216, which creates an offer - i.e. in particular
confirmation data, sent e.g. via data communication in-
terface 242 - for both, the IoT-device/the testing entity
and the developer/requesting entity. If both agree upon
the conditions (e.g. test services to be executed, number
of test runs, and/or time/starting time/finishing time) the
confirmation manager module 216 creates an entry in
the confirmation database 212, such that the confirma-
tion database may comprise all open orders and possibly
all or some of finished orders, possibly including a status
or a report for the way how the order was finished such
as cancelled, completed etc. At least one of the open
orders is sent to the test management system 300, e.g.
via data communication interface 242.
[0039] In some implementations the modules, in par-
ticular the fleet broker module 210, the fleet management
module 220 and the request management module 220
are physical modules. Alternatively, some or all of these
modules may be software-implemented by respective in-

structions, wherein these instructions are executed on a
data processing apparatus, e.g. the data processing ap-
paratus 240.
[0040] In an exemplary embodiment, the IoT platform
10 comprises a test management system 300 according
to an embodiment of the invention and/or a test construc-
tor module 350. The test management system 300 or,
respectively, the test constructor module 350 is adapted
to establish an executable test case for the IoT-device
110.
[0041] For this purpose, in some advantageous imple-
mentations, the test management system 300 comprises
a test service system 330 as well as a data communica-
tion interface 342 data connected to the fleet broker sys-
tem 200 and a data communication interface 346 data
connected to the plurality 100 of IoT-devices. The test
service system 330 comprises a test service registry 332
and a test service repository 334. The test service repos-
itory 334 is adapted to store implementations of test serv-
ices, wherein each of the implementations comprises in-
structions that are adapted to perform, when executed
by the data processing apparatus 114 of the IoT-device
110, a respective one of the test services. Hence, in some
implementations, the test service system 330 is adapted
to handle the available test services. The test service
registry 332 may be adapted to store and list - i.e. in
particular provide to an entity - all test services offered
by a platform provider of the IoT platform 10 and de-
scribed in detailed from technical point of view, i.e. what
they do, what data they access, what kind of data they
need as input, etc. This may beneficially allow device
owners of IoT-devices and app developers to select the
test services they want to allow for testing or want to
request for testing. The test service repository 334 may
be implemented as a code repository, which contains the
implementations of the test services in a keyword man-
ner, i.e. reusable and executable functions, which need
to be parametrized. In some advantageous implementa-
tions, a keyword consists of a function name used to call
the function, a set of parameters used to control the be-
haviour of the keyword and a body, which contains the
implementation of the functional behaviour. Alternatively
or additionally, a microservice technique is provided for
the test services.
[0042] Moreover, for establishing the executable test
case, in some advantageous implementations, the test
management system 300 further comprises a test exe-
cution module 310, a test constructor module 350, a test
analytics module 370 and a test reporting module 380.
The test execution module 310 is adapted to handle con-
firmation data received from the confirmation manager
module 216, to extract the necessary information (re-
quested services, device information, etc.) and to forward
this information to the test constructor module 350.
Based on that information the test constructor 350 is
adapted to search for the required keywords (i.e. execut-
able automated functions also called "automation key-
words") in the test service repository 334 and to construct
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an executable test case for enabling execution on the
specific IoT device, i.e. the IoT-device 110. To do this
the test constructor module 350 feeds the service source
code with concrete test and environment data coming
from the test request. The sum of all test sequences (test
suite) is sent back to the test execution module 310. The
test execution module 310 is adapted to forward the ex-
ecutable test case for execution directly to the device
client module 116 for the IoT-device 110, in particular via
the data communication interface 346. The test execution
module 310 receives, from the device client module 116,
after the test execution a protocol with the results, which
it sends to the test analytics module 370. The test ana-
lytics module 370 is adapted to review the execution re-
sults and to extract and analyse data of the execution of
the executable test case. The test analytics module 370
may be further adapted to verify whether the requested
services are really executed and whether the tests have
come to meaningful results. In some advantageous im-
plementations, the test or some of the test services may
be selectively re-executed, depending on whether they
delivered meaningful results. The test analytics module
370 may be further adapted to find patterns using data
analytics and data mining methods, which can be used
by the smart predictor module 218, to facilitate making
more reliable predictions for the test execution, i.e. in
particular for improved execution predictions. The results
are sent to the smart predictor module 218 to optimize
its predictions and to the reporting module 380 to create
a final report.
[0043] Hence, the test management system 300 may
be adapted to:

- receive, from the fleet broker system 200 and by
means of the test execution module 310 and via the
data communication interface 342, a test case - i.e.
the confirmation data from the confirmation manager
module 216 -, wherein the test case/confirmation da-
ta is indicative of the IoT-device 110, and one or more
test services to be executed on the IoT-device 110
for testing the IoT-application;

- establish, by means of the test constructor module
350, an executable test case based on the test case,
wherein for each of the test services a respective
implementation for the IoT-device is retrieved from
the test service repository 334; and

- transmit, to the IoT-device 110 and by means of the
test execution module 310 and via the data commu-
nication interface 346, the executable test case.

[0044] In some implementations, in which the IoT plat-
form 10, comprises the test constructor module 350, but
not necessarily the test management system 300, other
components of the test management system 300 may
be external to the IoT platform 10, wherein - in some
further modifications - the test constructor module 350 is
data connected to components of the test management
system 300 such as a test execution module 310, the

test service system 330, the test analytics module 370
and/or the test reporting module 380; alternatively, in
some further modifications, the test constructor module
350 may be adapted to establish the executable test case
based on the test case and to trigger the IoT-device in a
standalone manner.
[0045] In some advantageous implementations, the
fleet broker system 200 and the test management system
300 are software-implemented and executed on a cloud
platform.
[0046] For some advantageous implementations, the
interplay of the components of the IoT platform 10, their
functional configuration and/or further implementation
details may be further elucidated in conjunction with Fig.
2. Moreover, when a flow of functions or method steps
is described, in particular in conjunction an apparatus,
the respective apparatus may - in some advantageous
implementations - be adapted to perform these functions
and/or method steps - e.g. when the test constructor mod-
ule 350 triggers the execution of the executable test case
on the IoT-device 110, in some of the respective imple-
mentations, the test constructor module 350 is adapted
to trigger the execution of the executable test case and
the IoT-device 110 is adapted to execute the executable
test case, e.g. by receiving the executable test case and
possibly an additional triggering signal.
[0047] Fig. 2 shows a flowchart of a computer-imple-
mented method 400 for testing IoT-applications based
on a fleet of IoT-devices, the method 400 according to
an embodiment of the invention. Moreover, in some ad-
vantageous modifications, a system or IoT platform is
adapted to perform the method 400 and is according to
an embodiment of the invention and, in some further ad-
vantageous modifications, the IoT platform 10 described
with reference to Fig. 1 is adapted to perform the method
400.
[0048] In an exemplary embodiment, the method 400
comprises the method conditions 410 and 414, and fur-
ther comprises the method steps 412, 420, 422, 424,
430, 432, 434, 448, 442, 444, 440, , 450, 456, 458, 470
and 480. Furthermore, the method 400 may comprise
method condition 416, and the method steps 460, 462
and 464. The method starts at the start of the method
402 and ends at the end of the method 404. Furthermore,
one or more of the method steps, in particular a sequence
of method steps and/or the whole method 400 may re-
peatedly be performed.
[0049] At method condition 410, it is determined wheth-
er one or more device entries of a device registry match
with at least one request entry of request entries of a
request registry.
[0050] The device registry is adapted to store device
entries being indicative of multiple IoT-devices associat-
ed with the fleet. Each of the device entries being indic-
ative of one or more device properties including: a device
type, a device vendor, a device model, a device location,
a device firmware checksum, a device firmware name,
or a device firmware version. The request registry is
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adapted to store request entries being indicative of mul-
tiple IoT-applications to be tested. Each of the request
entries is indicative of respective device properties for
determining a respective matching IoT-device on which
a respective IoT-application is to be tested. Moreover,
each device entry is further indicative of one or more
available test services that are available for testing IoT-
applications such as installing an application, sending
data to an entity, sending data to the IoT platform, re-
ceiving data from an entity or the IoT platform, running
an application, entering data to the running application,
monitoring a physical property associated with the IoT-
device, and/or moving a physical device of the IoT-de-
vice. Moreover, each of the request entries is further in-
dicative of test-related information including one or more
requested test services to be executed for testing the
respective IoT-application. Additionally, in some further
implementations, each of the request entries may further
include a number of test runs for each of the requested
test services - e.g. as a part of test-related information.
[0051] For determining whether one or more device
entries match with the at least one request entry, at meth-
od condition 410, for each of the request entries, match-
ing device entries are determined by looking up, in the
device registry, device entries where the respective de-
vice properties match. The method condition 410 further
comprises method step 412, wherein, at method step
412, for each of the request entries, for which one or
more device entries matched, respective matching test
services are determined by filtering the requested test
services of the respective request entry by the available
test services of each of the one or more devices indicated
by the one or more device entries. If at least one of the
requested test services indicated by one of the request
entries is available by at least one of the IoT-devices
indicated by a respective device entry, then the respec-
tive request entry and the respective device entry match,
and accordingly, this respective request entry is the at
least one request entry. A request entry matching with a
device entry may also be called a matching pair or a pair
of a matching device entry and a matching request entry.
For the at least one request entry all matching device
entries may be determined.
[0052] In some further modifications, each of the re-
quest entries is further indicative of one or more test con-
straints selected from a group comprising: a priority of
the request entry, a priority of one of the requested test
services, and time constraints such as a due time for
finishing testing of a respective IoT-application. Accord-
ingly, each of the device entries is further indicative of
one or more device constraints selected from a group
comprising: a list of identifiers of the available test serv-
ices, an amount of time available for testing, a time sched-
ule for testing, an amount of energy available for testing,
an available power for testing, and a Carbon-dioxide foot-
print available for testing.
[0053] In some implementations, the fleet broker mod-
ule 210 is adapted to evaluate method condition 410 and,

accordingly, to perform method step 412.
[0054] Hence, in some implementations, when the
fleet broker module 210 receives a signal indicating a
new device entry in the device registry 222, the fleet bro-
ker module 210 gets all the information about the new
device entry and it starts a search through all the request
entries in the request registry 232. The fleet broker mod-
ule 210 compares the requested devices in combination
with the requested test services and the newly offered
device in combination with the offered test services, e.g.
requested device type versus offered device type, re-
quested device vendor results offered device vendor, re-
quested device model versus offered device model and
so on. If there is a matching device entry indicating a
matching IoT-device, then the fleet broker module 210
compares the offered test services with the requested
ones, e.g. requested "install application" and "send data
to platform" versus offered "install application" and "re-
ceive data from platform".
[0055] Hence, in some implementations, when the
fleet broker module 210 receives a signal indicating a
new request entry in the request registry 232, the fleet
broker module 210 gets all the information about the new
request entry and starts a search through all the device
entries in the device registry 222. Correspondingly to the
implementations described previously, the fleet broker
module 210 compares the offered, available devices in
combination with the offered test services and the re-
quested device in combination with the requested test
services, e.g. requested device type versus offered de-
vice type, requested device vendor versus offered device
vendor, requested device model versus offered device
model and so on. If there is a matching device entry in-
dicating a matching IoT-device, then the fleet broker
module 210 compares the requested test services with
the offered ones by the matching IoT-device, e.g. re-
quested "install application" and "send data to platform"
versus offered "install application" and "receive data from
platform".
[0056] If at least one of the request entries matches
with at least one of the device entries - symbolized by
<y>, the method 400 is continued at method step 448.
Otherwise - symbolized by <n> -, at least one of the meth-
od steps 420, 422, 424 or the method steps 430, 432,
434 are executed, before method condition 410 is exe-
cuted for a next iteration.
[0057] At method step 420, a device offering message
is received, the device offering message being indicative
of an IoT-device and a testing entity offering the IoT-de-
vice for testing.
[0058] For example, the device owner or operator 36
may offer the IoT-device 123 for testing IoT-applications,
wherein the device owner/operator 36 may specify test
services that are available for running tests of the IoT-
applications. In some implementations, test services of-
fered by a platform provider of the IoT platform 10 are
retrieved from the test service registry 332. Then, for ex-
ample, the owner/operator 36 select some of these test
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services and specifies them as the test services available
for the IoT-device.
[0059] In some further implementations, the owner/op-
erator looks in the test service registry 332, which test
services can be possibly executed on his IoT-device. For
every available test service in the test service registry
there is a detailed technical description, e.g. what the
services exactly do, what kind of data they access, what
kind of data they require, etc. The device owner/operator
then adjusts the settings of the device client module 116
for the IoT-device and decides, if his device should be
offered for test execution or not and which test services
are allowed to be executed.
[0060] In some further implementations, the device of-
fering message is sent by the device client module 116
and is received by the device manager module 224.
[0061] In some further implementations, the device of-
fering message may indicate that the IoT-device is avail-
able for testing. Moreover, the device offering message
may contain device-specific details such as device type,
vendor, model, firmware versions, etc., test-related set-
tings (i.e. which test services are allowed to run on the
device) and constraints (e.g. how much time is the device
available for testing, desired energy consumption, CO2
footprint, etc.).
[0062] At method step 422, a device entry based on
the device offering message is established. In some im-
plementations, the device entry may be established by
the device manager module 224.
[0063] At method step 424, the device entry is stored
in the device registry. In some implementations, the de-
vice entry may be stored by the device manager module
224 in the device registry 222.
[0064] Hence, in some further implementations, for
every new offer - i.e. in particular client offering message
-there is a device entry in the device registry 222 created
by the device manager module 224. Moreover, the device
manager module 224 sends a signal to the fleet broker
module 210, wherein the signal indicates that a new IoT-
device or a new device entry - possibly of an already
known IoT-device, but being indicative of other available
test services - is been stored in the device registry 222.
This signal may trigger performing/evaluating method
condition 410.
[0065] At method step 430, a test requesting message
is received, the requesting message being indicative of
an IoT-application and a requesting entity requesting
testing of the application.
[0066] For example, the developer 32 may request a
test of an IoT-application - e.g. developed by the devel-
oper -, wherein the developer may further specify certain
test services required and/or certain test services useful
for testing the IoT-application.
[0067] In some implementations, the test requesting
message is received by the request manager module
234.
[0068] In some implementations, the test requesting
message indicates that a requesting entity such as the

developer 32 or the user 34 looks for an IoT device or
group of devices for testing. The test requesting message
contains, in some further modifications, device-specific
information (e.g. type of the requested device, vendor,
model, firmware version, etc.), test-related information
(i.e. which test services the app developer would like to
test on the requested devices, number of test runs, etc.)
and may additionally contain constraints (such as prior-
itization, time available for testing, etc.).
[0069] At method step 432, a request entry based on
the test requesting message is established.
[0070] At method step 434, the request entry is stored
in the request registry.
[0071] In some implementations, the request entry is
established by the request manager module 234 and/or
is stored by the request manager module 234 in the re-
quest registry 232.
[0072] Hence, in some further implementations, for
every new request - i.e. in particular test requesting mes-
sage -there is a request entry in the request registry 232
created by the request manager module 234. Moreover,
the request manager module 234 sends a signal to the
fleet broker module 210, wherein the signal indicates that
a new IoT-application or a new request entry - possibly
of an already known IoT-application, but being indicative
other requested test services - is been stored in the re-
quest registry 232. This signal may trigger perform-
ing/evaluating method condition 410, e.g. for a further
iteration.
[0073] Method step 448 is performed for all device en-
tries that match with the at least one request entry, where-
in a respective execution prediction for each of the match-
ing test services of the at least one request entry and the
respective device entry is established, wherein the exe-
cution prediction is indicative of resources of the respec-
tive IoT-device corresponding to the device constraints
and required for executing the respective test service for
the IoT-application indicated by the at least one request
entry.
[0074] In some implementations, prior to method step
448 or as a part of performing/evaluating method condi-
tion 410, the fleet broker module 210 sends a message
to the confirmation manager module 216, the message
being indicative of the matching device entries matching
with the at least one request entry and the respective
matching test services - i.e. in particular test services that
are not matching are not sent - , if the number of matching
device entries is at least one. Furthermore, prior to meth-
od step 448 or as a part of performing/evaluating method
step 448, the confirmation manager module 216 receives
the message.
[0075] In some implementations, prior to method step
448 or as a part of performing/evaluating method step
448, the confirmation manager module 216 (e.g. of the
fleet broker module 210) creates confirmation data for
test execution between the matching IoT-devices - or re-
spectively the respective testing entities associated with
the matching IoT-devices - and the matching at least one
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request entry - or respectively the requesting entity as-
sociated with the at least one request entry. The confir-
mation manager module 216 gets from the respective
entries in the device registry 222 and from the request
registry 232 the constraints set by the IoT-device/testing
and 30 and or a set by the requesting entity. The confir-
mation manager module one 16 sends this confirmation
data to the smart predictor module 218, whereby the
smart predictor module 218 may be triggered to establish
an execution prediction for the IoT-device and the IoT-
application and possibly the available/requested/match-
ing services.
[0076] At method condition 414, it is determined wheth-
er for at least one of the device entries matching with the
at least one request entry all of the matching test services
can be executed for the respective number of test runs
within the device constraints of the respective IoT-device,
based on the respective execution prediction.
[0077] If this is the case - symbolized by <y> -, method
step 442 is performed, wherein at least for this device
entry and the at least one request entry a test case is
established, the test case being indicative of an execution
of each of the matching test services for the IoT-applica-
tion and for the respective number of test runs.
[0078] Otherwise - symbolized by <n> -, i.e. in partic-
ular for such pairs of matching device entries and the at
least one request entry, whose matching test services
cannot, according to the respective execution prediction,
all/completely/fully be executed within the respective
constraints, method step 444 and method step 440 is
performed.
[0079] At method step 444, a respective sequence of
test services out of the matching test services based on
the respective device constraints and the respective ex-
ecution prediction is optimized. In some implementa-
tions, an available time for executing the test services
may be too short, and hence, some of the matching test
services may be selected for the respective sequence,
while others are excluded. Furthermore, in some imple-
mentations, some of the matching test services may be
excluded due to execution of them would violate one of
the device constraints. Furthermore, in some implemen-
tations, selecting of test services or excluding test serv-
ices may be based on weighting factors such as whether
the respective test service is required for testing the IoT-
application. This may beneficially allow to select such
test services that are required for testing the IoT-appli-
cation and/or such test services that do not require too
many of limited resources such as available time, carbon
dioxide footprint, etc. Moreover, the requested test serv-
ices of the at least one request entry may be distributed
over two or more respective sequences of test services
for two or more device entries, which match with the at
least one request entry. This may beneficially facilitate
covering some or all of the requested test services, in
particular even if none of the IoT-devices indicated by
the matching device entries can perform all the requested
test services, e.g. within the limited resources and/or

within the respective device constraints.
[0080] At method step 440, for each of the matching
device entries, a respective test case is established
based on the IoT-application and the respective se-
quence of test services.
[0081] In some implementations, at method step 448,
the smart predictor module 218 creates an execution pre-
diction which aims to foresee if all tests - i.e. in particular
test services - can be executed within a given time frame
- i.e. time span indicated by the constraints -, if not (i.e.
based on method condition 414) it aims to calculate, at
method step 444, the optimal test sequence for best us-
age of the available time for execution. For this calcula-
tion smart predictor module 218 takes to account both
the constraints from device-site - i.e. in particular the de-
vice constraints - as well as the constraints from the app
development - in particular the test constraints -, but also
historical key performance indicators and/or metrics from
the past - i.e. from previous iterations of method 400
and/or from previously executed test cases - like mean-
execution time of a test service performance on specific
devices, etc. Such data may be retrieved from an esti-
mation database; and, correspondingly, may be stored,
after a test or running a test service, in the estimation
database for the respective test/test service and/or for
the respective IoT-device which executed test service.
[0082] In some implementations, the fleet broker mod-
ule 210 performs the method steps 442 or 440, and
hence, establishes the test cases based on all respective
matching services or, respectively, based on the respec-
tive sequence of test services. In some further modifica-
tions, the fleet broker module 200 and transmits the test
cases to the confirmation manager module 216. Alterna-
tively, in some further modifications, the confirmation
manager module 216 may be adapted to perform the
method steps 442 or 440.
[0083] In some further modifications, the method 400
may comprise the method steps 460, 462 and 464 and
the method condition 416, whereas other implementa-
tions might not comprise these method steps and method
condition.
[0084] Method step 460 is performed after method step
440 or, respectively, after method step 442 - i.e. in par-
ticular after a test case has been established. At method
step 460, for each of the matching device entries, con-
firmation data is transmitted to a requesting entity asso-
ciated with the at least one request entry and to a respec-
tive testing entity associated with the respective IoT-de-
vice as, e.g., indicated by the respective device entry.
Each of the confirmation data being at least indicative of
the respective test case, i.e. in particular the test case to
be executed on the respective IoT-device indicated by
the respective matching device entry.
[0085] At method step 462, acknowledgment data is
received from the requesting entity for each of the con-
firmation data.
[0086] Method step 464 is performed for each of the
testing entities, i.e. in particular for each of the matching
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device entries, wherein respective acknowledgment data
is received from the respective testing entity.
[0087] In some implementations, the confirmation
manager module 216 performs - i.e. is adapted to perform
- method steps 460, 462 and 464 and to evaluate method
condition 416. Hence, in some further implementations,
after the confirmation data is established - i.e. by the con-
firmation manager module 216 -, the confirmation data
is sent back to the fleet broker module 210, wherein the
fleet broker module 210 forwards the confirmation data
to the requesting entity and the testing entity. If both agree
and send back an acknowledgement, the confirmation
data is sent to the test management system 300 or the
test constructor module 350, and in some further imple-
mentations, in particular to the test execution module 310
of the test management system 300.
[0088] At method condition 416, it is determined wheth-
er one or more - or in some implementations all - of the
test cases have been acknowledged by the requesting
entity and the testing entities. In this case - symbolized
by <y> -, method step 450 is performed for each of the
test cases, which the requesting entity and the respective
testing entity have acknowledged. Otherwise - symbol-
ized by <n> -, the method 400 is continued at method
condition 410 for a further iteration, wherein, in particular,
another request entry may be determined as the at least
one request entry for the further iteration. For this pur-
pose, the at least one request entry of the current iteration
may be removed from the request registry or may be
marked such that it is ignored/skipped - e.g. for a prede-
termined time span or a predetermined number of itera-
tions - when looking up matching device entries.
[0089] In some implementations, method step 450 is
selectively performed, depending on whether all test cas-
es have been acknowledged. This may beneficially allow
to ensure that, while the testing of the IoT-application
may be distributed over a multitude of IoT-devices - i.e.
in particular the IoT-devices indicated by the matching
device entries -, the testing is only performed as a whole,
i.e. only when all the test cases may be performed on
the IoT-devices, and hence, reliability of the test may be
enhanced. On the other hand, performing method step
450 also when some of the test cases have not been
acknowledged, may improve flexibility of running tests of
the IoT-application, i.e. in particular, if some requested
test services or IoT-devices are not available, other parts
of the test may still be executed.
[0090] In some implementations, method step 450 is
performed, when at least some or all of the test cases
have been acknowledged, wherein method step 450 is
performed for each of the test cases that have been ac-
knowledged.
[0091] Alternatively, in some implementations - in par-
ticular implementations without acknowledgment, i.e. in
particular without method condition 416 -, method step
450 is performed after method step 440 or 442, wherein
method step 450 is performed for each of the test cases
established at method step 440 or 442.

[0092] At method step 450, a respective executable
test case is established for the respective test case,
based on the respective test case, the IoT-application
and the respective matching test services for the IoT-
application.
[0093] For each of the respective executable test cas-
es, method step 456 is performed, wherein testing of the
IoT-application is triggered, wherein the testing compris-
es executing the respective executable test case on the
respective IoT-device.
[0094] Hence, in some implementations, the test man-
agement system 300, is adapted to perform - in particular
as a part of performing method step 450 - a test execution
based on the confirmation data, wherein - e.g. by the test
execution module 310 - it receives the confirmation data
from the fleet broker module 210 and extracts all neces-
sary information from the confirmation data and forwards
it to the test constructor module 350.
[0095] Moreover, in some implementations, the test
constructor module 350 is adapted - in particular as a
part of performing method step 450 - to receive as input
the test services to be executed, as well as environmental
parameters like target device for execution (type, vendor,
model, firmware version etc.) and test data parameters
from the test execution module 310. Alternatively, in
some implementations, the test constructor module 350
is adapted to receive the confirmation data. Based on
this data test constructor module 350 looks in the test
service repository 334 for the implementation of the test
services indicated by the received data/confirmation da-
ta. The implementation of the test services is in form of
reusable functions, so called automation keywords, in
particular within the meaning of the field of test automa-
tion. Once found the keywords are instantiated with the
environmental and test parameters. The result of this
step is an executable test case as a sequence of key-
words parametrized with concrete data. Hence, the test
constructor module 350 is adapted to establish the exe-
cutable test cases.
[0096] In some implementations, the test constructor
module 350 triggers - in particular as part of performing
method step 456 - testing of the IoT-application, wherein
the test constructor module 350 transmits the executable
test cases to the respective IoT-devices, in particular to
respective device client modules 116 of the IoT-devices.
Alternatively, in some implementations, the test con-
structor module 350 - in particular as part of performing
method step 450 - is adapted to send the executable test
cases to the test execution module 310. Furthermore,
the test execution module - in particular as part of per-
forming method step 456 - forwards each of the execut-
able test cases to the respective IoT-device, in particular
to a respective device client module 116.
[0097] Fig. 2 further illustrates a method 401 being per-
formed on the respective IoT-device for testing the IoT-
application, wherein the method 401 includes executing
the respective executable test case on the respective
IoT-device. In some implementations, this method 401
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may be comprised by the method 400, while, in other
implementations, the method 400 does not comprise
method 401, and, in particular, does not comprise the
execution of the executable test case. In some further
implementations, the device client module 116 coordi-
nates, on the device site, the test execution and collects
test execution data or test feedback data - i.e. in particular
indicative of results of the execution of the respective
executable test case on the respective IoT-device -,
which it bundles - i.e. in particular as a protocol - and
sends back after test execution (or in some further mod-
ifications partially during execution) to the test manage-
ment system 300, in particular the test execution module
310 or the test constructor module 350, or in particular
to the test analytics module 370 and test reporting module
380.
[0098] At method step 458, a protocol at least indica-
tive of results of the execution of the respective execut-
able test case is received, at least for one or for each of
the executable test cases executed on one of the IoT-
devices.
[0099] In some implementations, the test execution
module 310 performs method step 458, wherein, addi-
tionally, it forwards the protocol or, respectively, the pro-
tocols to the test analytics module 370 and to the test
reporting module 380. Alternatively, in some implemen-
tations, the test analytics module 370 and/or the test re-
porting module 380 (directly) receive the respective pro-
tocol from each of the IoT-devices, in particular from the
respective device client module 216 of the respective IoT-
device.
[0100] At method step 470, the (respective) protocol
is analyzed and results of the execution of the (respec-
tive) executable test case are extracted from the protocol.
In some implementations, it is determined whether all of
the test services of the executable test case have been
executed and/or whether all of the executed test services
have meaningful results, based - in some further modifi-
cations - on predetermined execution criteria such as a
time span required or estimated to be required for exe-
cution of the respective test service; e.g. if the actual time
span when executing the test service is too short or too
long by a predetermined amount, the respective test
service may be determined as not having a meaningful
result or as not having been executed (i.e. in particular
execution time span of zero). Furthermore, in some im-
plementations, method step 448 may be further based
on a collection of protocols comprising the respective pro-
tocol. In some implementations, determining of the exe-
cution prediction may be further based on an estimation
database, wherein in the estimation database is adapted
to store multiple protocols of executing executable test
cases, and wherein at method step 470 the (respective)
protocol is stored in the estimation database.
[0101] In some implementations, the test analytics
module 370 is adapted - i.e. for performing method step
470 - to analyze the protocol/protocols. Therefore, it may,
in some further implementations, verify if all arranged

test services - i.e. in particular matching test services or
test services of the sequence of test services - were ex-
ecuted. Furthermore, in some further implementations,
the test analytics module 370 collects execution key per-
formance indicators, which are then communicated with
the smart predictor module 218 - i.e. in particular by
means of the estimation database -, so that they can be
considered for establishing and execution prediction
and/or confirmation data for a next iteration. Any unexe-
cuted tests - i.e. in particular test services or whole test
runs - are reported to the test execution module 310,
which reports it back to the confirmation manager module
216.
[0102] At method step 480, a test report is established
based on the (respective) protocol. In some implemen-
tations, the report is transmitted to the requesting entity.
Furthermore, in some implementations, the report is
transmitted to the respective testing entity.
[0103] In some implementations, the test reporting
module 380 is adapted - i.e. for performing method step
480 - two process the protocol/protocols and to establish
respective test reports for the requesting entity 32, 34.
Furthermore, in some further implementations, the test
reporting module 380 is adapted to send the test report
to the requesting entity as a file or to provide an URL link
for the test report. Alternatively, in some further imple-
mentations, the test reporting module 380 provides the
test report (to the requesting entity 32, 34) by means of
a reporting app in the IoT platform 10.
[0104] In some implementations, the method 400 may
be repeated for a further iteration, wherein, in particular,
another request entry may be determined as the at least
one request entry for the further iteration. For this pur-
pose, the at least one request entry of the current iteration
may be removed from the request registry or may be
marked such that it is ignored/skipped when looking up
matching device entries - e.g. for a predetermined time
span or a predetermined number of iterations if the test
is not been executed successfully or e.g. marked as fin-
ished/completed when the test has been executed suc-
cessfully.
[0105] In some embodiments, the confirmation man-
ager module 216 may be implemented as a contract man-
ager module and the confirmation database 212 may be
implemented as a contract database, adapted to store a
contract between a requesting entity and a testing entity
in the contract database by the contract management
module. Hence, the confirmation data - i.e. in particular
the conditions of the contract (data) -, upon which the
requesting entity and the testing entity may agree for per-
forming the respective test, may be indicative of contrac-
tual conditions such as a price, payment conditions, or
contractual penalties - besides conditions such as test
services to be executed, a number of test runs, or a fin-
ishing time. Moreover, based on a verifying of the test
analytics module 370, wherein the test analytics module
370 determines whether the requested services are re-
ally executed and whether the tests have come to mean-
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ingful results, the requesting entity may be charged - in
particular based on the contract - depending on success-
fully executed tests and/or the requesting entity might
not be charged in case of unsuccessful test services, i.e.
in particular and reasonable charging may be avoided.
Likewise the testing entity may be paid depending on test
services successfully run. Moreover, in some implemen-
tations, the test report may selectively be provided to the
requesting entity 32, 34 based on whether predetermined
criteria such as a payment agreed upon by the contract
are fulfilled. Moreover, in some implementations, after
test execution or when the test report is provided, billing
from the requesting entity to the IoT platform provider
and/or from the IoT platform provider to the testing entity
is triggered.
[0106] From the above the following conclusions can
be drawn.
[0107] Within the meaning of the present disclosure an
"IoT-device" may at least refer to a device connectable
to the Internet or to a platform such as an IoT platform
or a cloud. There are various types of IoT-devices such
as CNC machines, robots, conveyors, (autonomous or
Internet/cloud connected) vehicles like self-driving cars,
trains, lamps, or windmills. Further, all these IoT-devices
vary in terms of vendor (e.g. KUKA, FANUC, ABB just to
name a few industrial robot vendors), device model, de-
vice firmware and so on.
[0108] A demand may arise due to, many of these IoT-
devices being expensive, which makes it difficult for de-
velopment companies to acquire for test all supported
hardware devices.
[0109] Furthermore, a demand may arise due to:

- Revenue loss: The huge variety of devices turns into
a barrier for many (3rd party) companies to enter the
IoT business and to contribute into IoT (ecosystem)
platforms by developing and offering apps for that
platform. As a result, the less apps (i.e. in particular
IoT-applications) are available in the platform, the
less attractive it is for the IoT device owners and
operators, which are the major customers and users
of the platform. Hence, there will be less generated
revenue generated by the platform.

- Non-conformance costs: The risk of hardware dam-
age caused by the apps or data loss and unresolved
security issues remains rather high, if the 3rd party
applications are not thoroughly tested in their target
environment. This can get even costlier if critical er-
rors come into existence during production or oper-
ation time of the IoT devices.

- High development costs: The costs for the quality
assurance of the developed apps significantly in-
crease. The reason for that is the hardware depend-
ency leading to high efforts for proper testing on a
broad range of devices, longer development lifecy-
cles and last but not least high acquisition costs for
hardware.

[0110] Within the meaning of the present disclosure an
"IoT-application" may at least refer to a computer pro-
gram adapted to be executed on a data processing ap-
paratus of an IoT-device or on a device client module of
an IoT-device, wherein the computer program comprises
instructions that are adapted to control, when executed,
the IoT-device or, in particular, some of its physical de-
vices or functions such as the moving of a gripper of a
robot being an IoT-device.
[0111] An advantage of the system, in particular the
IoT platform, may particularly be that it may provide a
hardware-based environment as a service - i.e. in par-
ticular the field layer and/or the IoT-devices of the fleet -
and/or executable test cases, in particular based on test
services, as executable hardware in the loop tests,
whereby, in particular, hardware in the loop tests may be
facilitated and provided in a secure, flexible and/or reli-
able manner. Likewise, the method for testing an appli-
cation based on a fleet of devices may facilitate to provide
the devices for testing - i.e. the fleet - as a service and
may facilitate performing hardware in the loop tests with
these devices.
[0112] According to some embodiments, the device is
an industrial device adapted to monitor or perform a man-
ufacturing step of a manufacturing process for manufac-
turing a product. Furthermore, the application comprises
instructions that are adapted to control, when executed
by a data processing apparatus of the device, the mon-
itoring or performing of the device.
[0113] According to some embodiments, the device
entry is indicative of a capability of a runtime environment
provided by the device. Furthermore, the request entry
is indicative of a performance requirement for a runtime
environment associated with the application. Moreover,
the executable test case is established based on a match
between the capability and the performance require-
ment.
[0114] According to some embodiments, the fleet of
devices is associated with a plurality of testing entities
such as device operators.
[0115] According to some embodiments, the device
entry is further indicative of one or more available test
services that are available for executing the executable
test case on the device. Furthermore, the request entry
is further indicative of test-related information including
one or more requested test services to be executed for
testing the application. Furthermore, the determining of
whether the device entry matches with the request entry
comprises determining, as matching test services, which
of the requested test services match with the available
test services as indicated by the device entry. Further-
more, the establishing of the executable test case is, if
at least one of the requested test services matches with
one of the available test services, at least based on the
matching test services and the application. Moreover,
executing the executable test case comprises executing,
on the device, at least one of the matching test services
for the application.
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[0116] According to some embodiments, the request
entry is further indicative of one or more test constraints
selected from a group comprising: a priority of the request
entry, a priority of one of the requested test services, and
time constraints such as a due time for finishing executing
of the executable test case.
[0117] According to some embodiments, the device
entry is further indicative of one or more device con-
straints selected from a group comprising: a list of iden-
tifiers of the available test services, an amount of time
available for testing, a time schedule for testing, an
amount of energy available for testing, an available pow-
er for testing, and a Carbon-dioxide footprint available
for testing.
[0118] In some embodiments, in which the request en-
try is further indicative of test-related information, the test-
related information further includes a number of test runs
for each of the requested test services.
[0119] In some embodiments, in which the device entry
is indicative of one or more available test services, if at
least one of the requested test services matches with
one of the available test services, it is determined whether
all matching test services can be executed for the re-
spective number of test runs within the device con-
straints. If this is the case, a test case is established,
wherein the test case is indicative of an execution of each
of the matching test services for the application and for
the respective number of test runs.
[0120] In some embodiments, in which the device entry
is indicative of one or more available test services, if at
least one of the requested test services matches with
one of the available test services, an execution prediction
for each of the matching test services is established,
wherein the execution prediction is indicative of resourc-
es of the device corresponding to the device constraints
and required for executing the respective test service for
the application. Furthermore, in some implementations,
a sequence of test services out of the matching test serv-
ices based on the device constraints and the execution
predicting is optimized. This can involve minimizing or
maximizing an objective function using numerical tech-
niques.
[0121] In some embodiments, in which the device entry
is indicative of one or more available test services, a test
case is established based on the matching test services
and the application, if at least one of the requested test
services matches with one of the available test services.
Furthermore, in some implementations, the method com-
prises transmitting confirmation data to a requesting en-
tity associated with the request entry and to a testing
entity associated with the device, wherein the confirma-
tion data is at least indicative of the test case. Further-
more, the method further comprises receiving acknowl-
edgment data from the requesting entity and receiving
acknowledgment data from the testing entity moreover,
the method further comprises selectively, depending on
whether the test case is acknowledged by the requesting
entity and the testing entity, establishing the executable

test case at least based on the test case and triggering
the testing of the application based on the executable
test case.
[0122] According to some embodiments, the device
registry is adapted to store device entries being indicative
of multiple devices associated with the fleet of devices,
wherein - in some implementations - each of the device
entries is indicative of one or more device properties in-
cluding: a device type, a device vendor, a device model,
a device location, a device firmware checksum, a device
firmware name, or a device firmware version.
[0123] According to some embodiments, the request
registry is adapted to store request entries being indica-
tive of multiple applications to be tested, wherein - in
some implementations - each of the request entries is
indicative of respective device properties for determining
a respective matching device on which the respective
application is to be tested.
[0124] In some embodiments, some of the devices of
the fleet of devices are physical devices, in particular
physical IoT-devices.
[0125] In some embodiments, some of the devices of
the fleet of devices are digital twins of physical devices,
in particular digital twins of physical IoT-devices. In some
further implementations, some of the request entries
stored in the request registry are indicative of whether or
not the respective applications to be tested may be tested
on a digital twin - i.e. in particular by comprising a device
property specifying a digital twin or a respective test con-
straint. In some further implementations, the application
is iteratively tested on one or more digital twins of one or
more physical devices of the fleet and - after predefined
criteria such as successful test runs and/or meeting safe-
ty measures and/or execution of the executable test case
within the device constraints are fulfilled - the application
is tested on the physical devices. Thereby, utilization
and/or reliability and/or availability and/or safety may
beneficially be enhanced.
[0126] Within the meaning of the present disclosure a
"digital twin" of a physical device may at least refer to a
digital replica of the physical device. Moreover, a digital
twin of a physical IoT-device may be an emulation or
simulation of the physical IoT-device - i.e. in particular a
data processing apparatus adapted to emulate/simulate
the physical (IoT-) device. The concept of digital twins
may be further elucidated by e.g. https://en.wikipe-
dia.org/wiki/Digital_twin
[0127] According to some embodiments, the method
further comprises receiving a device offering message,
the device offering message being indicative of the de-
vice and a testing entity offering the device for testing.
The method further comprises establishing the device
entry based on the device offering message and storing
the device entry in the device registry.
[0128] According to some embodiments, the determin-
ing of whether the device entry matches with the request
entry comprises determining one or more matching re-
quest entries by looking up, in the request registry, re-
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quest entries that respectively match with the device en-
try, wherein the matching request entries comprise the
request entry.
[0129] In some embodiments, in which one or more
matching request entries are determined, for each of the
matching request entries a respective executable test
case is established and/or for each of the matching re-
quest entries execution of the respective executable test
case on the device is triggered.
[0130] According to some embodiments, the method
further comprises receiving a test requesting message,
the requesting message being indicative of the applica-
tion and a requesting entity requesting testing of the ap-
plication. The method further comprises, establishing the
request entry based on the test requesting message and
storing the request entry in the request registry.
[0131] According to some embodiments, the determin-
ing of whether the device entry matches with the request
entry comprises determining one or more matching de-
vice entries by looking up, in the device registry, device
entries that respectively match with the request entry,
wherein the matching device entries comprise the device
entry.
[0132] In some embodiments, in which one or more
matching device entries are determined, for each of the
matching device entries a respective executable test
case is established and/or for each of the matching de-
vice entries execution of the respective executable test
case on the respective device indicated by the respective
matching device entry is triggered.
[0133] An advantage of the fleet broker system may
particularly be that devices may be a registered in the
device registry for testing, whereby providing third party
devices for testing may be facilitated. Likewise, testing
of third-party applications may be facilitated by, e.g., reg-
istering requests in the request registry.
[0134] By beneficially creating an executable test case
and triggering the device to executed, hardware in the
loop test may be automated.
[0135] An advantage of the smart predicting module
may particularly be that smart test execution predictions
may be provided based on the fleet of devices and that
the resources - in particular i.e. the fleet of devices - may
be used in an efficient manner.
[0136] By automatically analyzing the test protocol, in
particular by the test analytics module, patterns may ben-
eficially be found in the test protocol and data may be
extracted from the test protocol. In some further imple-
mentations, data mining methods may be employed.
[0137] An advantage of the device client module may
particularly be that provides an additional layer for ar-
ranging, coordinating and/or supervising the test execu-
tion on the device, and additionally may negotiate about
the test execution, whereby flexibility of test execution
and/or safety may be enhanced.
[0138] Moreover, by the device client module and/or
the test constructor module and/or the fleet broker sys-
tem remote test execution may be facilitated, in particular

with regard to safety restrictions, infrastructure challeng-
es and number of available devices.
[0139] Some embodiments may also provide one or
more of the following advantages:

- Significant cost reduction of application develop-
ment costs due to savings for system testing in hard-
ware-based environment;

- Increased revenue for IoT device owners / operators
and for the IoT platform operator;

- More efficient development process achieved by re-
duced efforts for system testing in hardware-based
environment and simulation-based environment;

- Improved quality of industrial applications by early
testing apps in their target environment;

- More efficient usage of the available resources by
decoupling the dependency between software and
hardware during the development.

[0140] For example, the costs for testing are usually
cumulated mainly by the costs for designing, implement-
ing and preparing the tests for execution (effort-based
costs) and by the costs for acquiring hardware and soft-
ware for test (acquisition costs). Since, at least by some
embodiments, devices for testing - i.e. in particular the
fleet - may be provided as a service and/or also testing
services, in particular for implementing a test of an ap-
plication, may be provided, both, costs for hardware and
for test software may beneficially be reduced. For exam-
ple, acquisition costs for the hardware devices required
to run the tests on real hardware devices may be reduced
or avoided. For example, acquisition costs for software
tools to simulate / emulate the target hardware devices
may be reduced or avoided. For example, acquisition
costs for the power PCs required to run these simulators
/ emulators may be avoided. For example, effort costs
for implementation of end-to-end system tests, because
there is no need (or the efforts will be drastically reduced)
to implement on your own the tests, due to - in particular
- the tests being beneficially constructed and executed
by the IoT platform. For example, effort costs for know-
how ramp up may be reduced, because no detailed know-
how in hardware-in-the-loop (also called HiL or hardware
in the loop) testing or simulation-based testing will be
required.
[0141] An advantage particular in view of IoT platforms
may particularly be that, while there may be a multitude
of different IoT-devices and/or a multitude of different IoT-
applications, and hence a huge number of possible com-
binations for possibly supported IoT-devices and IoT-ap-
plications, required combinations for testing and IoT-ap-
plications may be provided by the fleet broker system,
and/or may be automatically triggered to be executed by
the test management system.
[0142] By running a test of an application on devices
coverage of the test may be enhanced and/or a time span
for performing the test may be reduced. For example,
before releasing an industrial IoT-application one should
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make sure the IoT-application behaves as expected on
its target IoT-device. When providing target IoT-devices
and tests as a service, such testing is made more reliable,
flexible and/or less costly. Moreover, some embodiments
may beneficially allow to test applications directly the tar-
get device, where the respective IoT-application is going
to run. Moreover, some embodiments may beneficially
allow to automatically test IoT-applications on all kind of
devices, for which the respective IoT-application is de-
signed to run.
[0143] An advantage of the IoT platform and/or the
method may particularly be that it decouples a depend-
ency between required hardware for testing - i.e. devices
for testing - and developers as well as testers, whereby
the hardware is not required to be on-site with developers
or testers of an IoT-application.
[0144] Moreover, an advantage of testing the applica-
tion based on the fleet may particularly be, that the fleet
may be provided as a service, whereby, in particular,
downtimes - i.e. when local hardware for testing would
not be available - may be reduced or avoided.
[0145] Although the invention has been shown and de-
scribed with respect to certain preferred embodiments,
equivalents and modifications will occur to others skilled
in the art upon reading and understanding the specifica-
tion. The present invention includes all such equivalents
and modifications and is limited only by the scope of the
appended claims.
[0146] For illustration, various examples have been
described for IOT use cases. Similar techniques may also
be applied in other use cases.

Claims

1. A computer-implemented method (400) for testing
an application based on a fleet (120) of devices (110,
112, 122, 123), wherein the method (400) comprises:

- (410) determining whether a device entry of a
device registry (222) matches with a request en-
try of a request registry (232), wherein the device
entry is indicative of a device (110, 123) of the
fleet (120) and the request entry is indicative of
the application;
- if the device entry matches with the request
entry, (450) establishing an executable test
case; and
- (456) triggering testing the application, wherein
the testing comprises (401) executing the exe-
cutable test case on the device.

2. The method (400) of claim 1, wherein:

the device (110, 112, 122, 123) is an industrial
device adapted to monitor and/or perform a
manufacturing step of a manufacturing process
for manufacturing a product; and

the application comprises instructions that are
adapted to control, when executed by a data
processing apparatus (114) of the device (110),
the monitoring and/or performing of the manu-
facturing step by the device.

3. The method (400) of claim 1 or 2, wherein:

the device entry is further indicative of one or
more available test services that are available
for executing the executable test case on the
device (110, 112, 122, 123);
the request entry is further indicative of test-re-
lated information including one or more request-
ed test services to be executed for testing the
application;
the determining (410) of whether the device en-
try matches with the request entry comprises
(412) determining, as matching test services,
which one or more of the requested test services
match with the available test services as indi-
cated by the device entry;
the establishing of the executable test case
(450) is at least based on the one or more match-
ing test services and the application; and
executing the executable test case (401) com-
prises executing, on the device, at least one of
the one or more matching test services for the
application.

4. The method (400) of claim 3, wherein the request
entry is further indicative of one or more test con-
straints selected from a group comprising: a priority
of the request entry, a priority of one of the requested
test services, and time constraints such as a due
time for finishing executing of the executable test
case.

5. The method (400) of claim 3 or 4, wherein:

the device entry is further indicative of one or
more device constraints selected from a group
comprising: a list of identifiers of the available
test services, an amount of time available for
testing, a time schedule for testing, an amount
of energy available for testing, an available pow-
er for testing, and a Carbon-dioxide footprint
available for testing; and
the test-related information further includes a
number of test runs for each of the requested
test services.

6. The method (400) of claim 5, further comprising:

- if at least one of the requested test services
matches with one of the available test services,
(414) determining whether all matching test
services can be executed for the respective
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number of test runs within the device con-
straints; and
- if this is the case, (442) establishing a test case
being indicative of an execution of each of the
matching test services for the application and
for the respective number of test runs.

7. The method (400) of claim 5 or 6, further comprising:

- if at least one of the requested test services
matches with one of the available test services,
(428) establishing an execution prediction for
each of the matching test services, wherein the
execution prediction is indicative of resources
of the device corresponding to the device con-
straints and required for executing the respec-
tive test service for the application; and
- (444) optimizing a sequence of test services
out of the matching test services based on the
device constraints and the execution predicting.

8. The method (400) of any one of claims 3 to 7, where-
in:

(440) a test case based on the matching test
services and the application is established, if at
least one of the requested test services matches
with one of the available test services;
further comprising:

- (460) transmitting confirmation data, the
confirmation data at least being indicative
of the test case, to a requesting entity (32,
34) associated with the request entry and
to a testing entity (36) associated with the
device (123) ;
- (462) receiving acknowledgment data
from the requesting entity;
- (464) receiving acknowledgment data
from the testing entity; and
- selectively, depending (416) on whether
the test case is acknowledged by the re-
questing entity and the testing entity, estab-
lishing (450) the executable test case at
least based on the test case and triggering
(456) the testing of the application based on
the executable test case.

9. The method (400) of any one of the preceding claims,
wherein:

the device registry is adapted to store device
entries being indicative of multiple devices (110,
112, 122, 123) associated with the fleet of de-
vices;
each of the device entries being indicative of one
or more device properties including: a device
type, a device vendor, a device model, a device

location, a device firmware checksum, a device
firmware name, or a device firmware version;
the request registry is adapted to store request
entries being indicative of multiple applications
to be tested; and
each of the request entries is indicative of re-
spective device properties for determining a re-
spective matching device on which the respec-
tive application is to be tested.

10. The method (400) of any one of the preceding claims,
further comprising:

- (420) receiving a device offering message, the
device offering message being indicative of the
device (123) and a testing entity (36) offering
the device for testing;
- (422) establishing the device entry based on
the device offering message; and
- (424) storing the device entry in the device reg-
istry;
wherein:

the determining (410) of whether the device
entry matches with the request entry com-
prises determining one or more matching
request entries by looking up, in the request
registry, request entries that respectively
match with the device entry, wherein the
matching request entries comprise the re-
quest entry;
for each of the matching request entries a
respective executable test case is estab-
lished (450); and
for each of the matching request entries ex-
ecution of the respective executable test
case on the device is triggered (456).

11. The method (400) of any one of the preceding claims,
further comprising:

- (430) receiving a test requesting message, the
requesting message being indicative of the ap-
plication and a requesting entity requesting test-
ing of the application;
- (432) establishing the request entry based on
the test requesting message; and
- (434) storing the request entry in the request
registry;
wherein:

the determining (410) of whether the device
entry matches with the request entry com-
prises determining one or more matching
device entries by looking up, in the device
registry, device entries that respectively
match with the request entry, wherein the
matching device entries comprise the de-
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vice entry;
for each of the matching device entries a
respective executable test case is estab-
lished (450); and
for each of the matching device entries ex-
ecution of the respective executable test
case on the respective device indicated by
the respective matching device entry is trig-
gered (456).

12. A system (10) for testing an application based on a
fleet (120) of devices (110, 112, 122, 123), the sys-
tem comprising:

a plurality (100) of devices (110, 112) associated
with the fleet of devices;
a fleet broker module (210) adapted to deter-
mine a device entry indicative a device (110) of
fleet (120) and a request entry indicative of the
application to be tested; and
a test constructor module (350) adapted to es-
tablish an executable test case for the device
(110);
wherein the device (110) is adapted to execute,
when it is triggered, the executable test case;
and wherein the system (10) is adapted to per-
form a method (400) of any one of the preceding
claims.

13. A fleet broker system (200) for a fleet (120) of devic-
es, the fleet broker system comprising:

a data communication interface (242), the data
communication interface being data connecta-
ble to a plurality of devices associated with the
fleet of devices;
a data processing apparatus (240);
a device registry (222) adapted to store device
entries being indicative of the devices (110, 112)
associated with the fleet (120) of devices; and
a request registry (232) adapted to store request
entries being indicative of multiple applications
to be tested;
wherein the data processing apparatus (240) is
adapted to:

- determine whether a device entry of the
device registry matches with a request entry
of the request registry; and
- establish, if the device entry matches with
the request entry, a test case, wherein the
test case is at least indicative of a device
indicated by the device entry and an appli-
cation indicated by the request entry.

14. A test management system (300) for testing an ap-
plication based on a fleet (120) of devices, the test
management system comprising:

one or more data communication interfaces
(342, 346), wherein at least one (346) of the data
communication interfaces is being data con-
nectable to a plurality of devices associated with
the fleet of devices, and wherein at least one
(342) of the data communication interfaces is
being data connectable to a fleet broker system
(200) according to claim 13; and
a test service repository (334) adapted to store
implementations of test services, wherein each
of the implementations comprises instructions
that are adapted to perform, when executed by
a data processing apparatus (114) of a device
(110), a respective one of the test services;
wherein the test management system is adapt-
ed to:

- receive, from the fleet broker system (200)
and by means of the at least one (342) of
the data communication interfaces data
connectable to the fleet broker system, a
test case, wherein the test case is indicative
of a device (110) of the fleet, an application,
and one or more test services to be execut-
ed on the device for testing the application;
- establish an executable test case based
on the test case, wherein for each of the test
services a respective implementation for
the device is retrieved from the test service
repository (334); and
- transmit, to the device (110) and by means
of the least one (346) of the data communi-
cation interfaces data connectable to the
plurality of devices, the executable test
case.

15. A computer program or a computer program product
that comprises or provides instructions which, when
the instructions are executed by a computer, cause
the computer to carry out a computer-implemented
method, the computer-implemented method com-
prising:

- determining whether a device entry of a device
registry matches with a request entry of a re-
quest registry, wherein the device entry is indic-
ative of a device and the request entry is indic-
ative of an application;
- establishing, if the device entry matches with
the request entry, an executable test case,
wherein the executable test case is at least
based on the device indicated by the device en-
try and the application indicated by the request
entry; and
- causing the device to execute the executable
test case.
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