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XML-based standards compliance testing scheme
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Abstract: To improve the efficiency of standards compliance testing, the common features of the mf %ﬂ technology

standards were studied and a XML-based standards compliance testing program was proposed. T

‘ ¢ test strategies of

four stages of the program were given, including pre-test preparation, test cﬁ generatlon w running and compliance
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analysis for the running results. By using XML technology, the dat
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method and the equivalence class partition method were applied

were analyzed by the proposed compliance analysis me
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