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Uniform Test Assembly with Lower Item Exposure Using Integer Programming
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Fig.5 The proposed method for the first step.
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(e) EEETHEMEAMT 2 ninaid, B L-HE %
ETCTAT LN ZIZRT.

BHETHEEIE NP WECH L 720, —EDOFHER
[ IPT T2 13 5 N WA IERE T v & A
L, () CHETIIHNLAETOHEE T A T LN
IR

TH S 8% 13 RndMCP & [RIBRC L CoE H EE S
a7 2 FSRHICEZF T T T REL, £
DT T 7BV, K7 — 7 BREETH.

CORETHEMAIRAT RadMCP HED 7 )L T
A L% Algorithm2 (Z7R7.

stepl TIEIRAZ ) =7 HWET L0057 77
OTEM A L HEKT A, COHSEGEZV &5,
allowedItems & IEV 25 L. s L F COHH 27 1 7
LN 7 bRWTHBEESTH L. THEH ERHSMN
(X (8)) W -EEHEETEME (X6 ~X (7)) %F
&, THM (Sol) ERLY 2. BEGHEFEOM % Ko
HZEDTERWIAL, allowedltems (2R L 7238
HzERL, HEEYEImMEZH. HIEEIhD

Algorithm 2 R Ee 22 B % | L 72 RndMCP
Require: 7 1 7 A/ 7, 7 A MRS
Ensure: 587 A M

1: procedure LimitltemRndMCP(L,, L,, CT, s)

2: C:=0,Cpax =0

3 ST = current time

4 while (current time — ST) < CT do

5 /* Stepl */

6: V=0

7 n = itemBank.size

8 fori —Oton—1do

9 IEV[i] =0

10: end for

11: allowedltems := 7 4 7 A/N» 7 OLIHE

12: while |V | < L; do

13: Sol := IPsolve(allowedItems)

14: > allowedltems DA S % 5T A T LN 712X L
K (5) ~3R (7) OEELEHMRTE % % <

15: if Sol = 0 then > ARG HE AT 2 WG

16: allowedltems = 7 1 7 AN 7 O4&IHH

17: break

18: end if

19: V =V U {Sol}

20: for each i € Sol do

21: IEV[i] + +

22: end for

23: allowedltems := IEV O A7 s iz DAL OIHH

24: end while

25: /* Step2 */

26: G =(V,E) 77 785 » ZTHAAEEIHH B % i
=9a, BeslI<

27: /* Step3 */

28: C =MCP(G, Ly) »G DK7Y — 7 %W Ly720F

29: if |Cnax| < |C| then

30: Chax =C

31: end if

32: end while

33: return Cpyax

34: end procedure

HBEIZOWTIEV AR A 27 ) AV T 5.

step2 Tl stepl THEK L ZTHEESGV 67T 7
G WY 5. BARICIITEN EEESS 2 m-3 2
THAMICDEG & 7T 7 2R 5.

step3 Tld step2 THEZEL 727 T 7 G IZBWTIRKK
)= BEELT, FETAMERET .

5. &Vl £ B&
REFEORMEE RS 2010, FHIEREIT). K
W2, RndMCP i & - FETHEOBEETI: & LT 5.
K, METFHEOBLE LN s 2 F TOHE 2R/
LT NT) XLDI8T A —F Ot OSEREH O
RO AT . &%, 552 B H T MCALIE
& HybridRBP 0% 1 B H OFk & LT RndMCP i
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K3 TAT LN T DINT A= 55 Ai OFEA
Table 3 Details of the parameter distribution of the item bank.

parameter a | parameter b

Pool Size Mean | SD | Mean | SD
500 0.49 | 028 | 0.05 | 1.06
1000 0.49 | 0.28 | 0.01 | 1.00
2000 0.51 029 | 0.04 | 1.00

978(actual) | 0.43 | 0.20 | -0.22 | 1.16

F4 FEERCTHWZT A M o BT R

Table 4 Test information constraint for the experiment.

0=-20|60=-10|6=-00|6=1.06=2.0
2.0/2.4 3.2/3.6 3.2/3.6 3.2/3.6 | 2.0/2.4

ERFEFHEZHCZ L0 L THEL, BETEOHEW
xR, &b, KwLOFETERE Ubuntul8.04 %
0OS & ¥ %5458 (CPU: Intel Core i9-9900X 3.50 GHz,
RAM 128GB) TH 5.

KL DEBRTIE, EBRIGEH SN TWZETAL T
LNV ORI —=2aryTAT LNy 7 RV
2. ETAT AN ZIZ978HHE, YIal—Yay
T AT ANY 713500, 1000, 2000 HEH % b 5, HEO
HANSI8F A —% a % logya ~ N(0,12), WEEE S
A= bk b~NO12) ELTETAFLNY DI
T A= FEOGANEDNT B L) IFES 72 AR
L7zv3al—arTATFaNY 7 RUET AT A
INV T DINTG A= FEDOSHOFHMIEIDEBY T
H5.

TANOBEREMHFIIRE L2274 T AN 725
£4 07 X MEHREO L TR ZH7-9 25 HBO
TAMERE Lz, REMHITERIGEH SN2 e 7 A
FAYTIIBI LT A MERENTH B,

HH EBBEBSGATEATR9] LRI OC =
{0,510} ® 3 Y OEMIZ L - THMT 5. %&b,
PERT[19] K UHR Tk 0 B HET M 0 5K 1213
CPLEX12.9 [26] % H\», #EEHHRA O ff & OFxd
Fry ZRI0* LT THBYLEHICLE (F7 4
NVEOF Ty ay), BICEEEEMEO I ERE O
EBR% IPT = 60sec & #%5E L7,

5.1 RndMCP & & BHETHE A D L8 RER

1 B HOTEAERICBWT, REFEOBES
WEE AL ETCRERORY PUESNLILE
RT 729012, RndMCP % [12] & B FER %175 72

T A—Ffililx Ly = 100000, L, = 4hr, CT = 4hr
L L 72720, n=978 DEGEIXEIERE CT = 4hr
DINICTER % Ly AR T E e o7272%, CT = 8hr
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Table 5 The results of RndMCP and IP comparison experiments.

. RndMCP RETE (BEGHIE)

PooSize | OC _ , . _ - .
[CT [TECy [ TECuax [ IECue | |C] | I1ECy | TECuu | IECrue
0 10 0.5 1] 10.0% 10 0.5 1] 10.0%
500 [ 5 371 53.1 378 | 86% | 4952| 505 202 8.1%
10 | 99981 | 17292 | 13006 | 13.0% | 99979 | 11532 7259 | 1.3%
17 0.5 1 5.9% 18 0.5 1] 56%
1000 [ 5 [ 46190 | 4305 3374 | 7.3% | 52023 | 389.1 2206 | 42%
10| 100000 | 990.7 8767 | 8.8% | 100000 | 7554 4139 | 41%
0 32 0.5 1] 31% 31 0.5 1 3.2%
2000 |5 | 96773 | 456.1 3833 |  4.0% | 88651 | 325.2 1674 | 1.9%
10 | 100000 | 472.6 4044 | 40% | 90917 | 3337 1707 | 1.9%
78 18 0.5 1 5.6% 19 0.5 1] 53%
(actualy |0 | 25790 | 3682 5177 | 11.3% | 54964 | 2517 2303 | 4.2%
10 [ 100000 | 9853 | 16310 | 16.3% | 100000 | 488.2 4301 | 4.3%

EETEEE M MR L 72
ZZT, ZFEHOBELMIEC OV %E
?:1 1EC;

IEC, = —“—=——— (13)

n
L, HFHHOBNK IEC; OEEFREY

2

n (IEC; - IEC

w%:J“N ) (14)
n

L35,

EHRHHHE OC, 7 A M % |C|, mAFELK
% IECmax, BHERE IECe & LT, BHEBOEER
ZIEC, L L DIHERERSIIRT. &b, BHEO
FIIE TEC, \22 W T TER T T A Mg R 2%
e, HHMICHET 22 ENTERVORICITHKE
T,

0C = 0 DA oM T CEMGEHEEO @B
LR R O BEIVNE L oz, REFHEOEY
FHENE T HIR & W7 T THEE A D S THE A —FRIE
REN, BHEEEEL AL LX) BHEIYE
END T EAIRENT.

X 6% n=9780C =5123B7 % RndMCP #: & 2%
Fibh (BEKETE: AP) 2L 57 A MEROBZE LD
SAITH S, MEENIEBY, EIEE2EL, HA
BBERBOFIEILOEZ TS 655 b EEE
MR &) BHRHORY LE SN EATHRTE
5. L2L, HEOHHIIF THEM SN MEIZK
RELTHAET S, M6 OBEGETHETIFEDHEH
(77 704%) 252303 HOT A MIEFN, TA L
ERD 4.2% \CHEIN L, RETFHOBEKENm
RV & R & 22 3 TH A A B TH AT & — BRI AR A
T&27%, FHEH I LOBREBO—FREICOVTIEHE
BLTWARWOT, KRE L THEDEEICH-> T
HLTLED.

n=2000 LIZLD OC =5 O5METIE, 7 A M
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Fig.6 Exposure Distribution of RndMCP and Integer Program-
ming.
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MPEL BB ERRLTWS, LA - T, BEGEHH
BEEHWT, BHRHIEV, 22275 7 oiFE%
THTET, BAZY =7 IRIINATHEAOHG 25
W, 7TAMEREEEENSELEELONDE. T2,
RndMCP # & =R T2 i3 % &, EMEIEV; 28
FCAETH CR; HVREV., THIZIRET OB L
IEV; DI KMEDP/NEL B2 T, K27 —271
BREINLTEAOEENERINIFL 2D EERLT
W5,

HWERIZLD, E1EREEOT A MEBIZBWT
BEGETHEE VWD 2 LT, BHRRPEREORY %
Wz B3 TR, 7 A MEBREL NS 25605
B LDy o Tz, T ORFEFEEFATIIZE [16],[17]
DOE1VEBEICHWSZ LT, 7 A MEREAH T I2H
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Fig.7 Relation between exposure and clique.

5.2 RBEFEICEZ s OREIE

IO EBY, RRRFEOEYFETHETIZHA#
EBO—HREPIER SN TBL T, HEQHEIEE
ICHESNTLE Y. COMEEHBRT 272012, 2
EPECTRBHEN LML s L F TOHEAEZ 7 1 740
YIMBEEAL, BYOHEEMPSLTA N EAEKT .
RECTEIONTA—F s 2ZBLS - L E0HEN
ARWE L, BHEFRNE LD s OREHEE TS
. BAFIIZIE s = {0,1,2,3) @ 4381 OfETERIHME
PRHT S, BB, s=0DHEETA T LN I h
LEQHHEOBRN LW L2 HERL, B G.1) D
BHETHE L FETH D,

INT A —F ik Ly = 100000, L, = 4hr, s =
{0,1,2,3}, CT = 4hr X L7z. 7272L, n = 978 ®
BA X FHERER CT = 4hr DNICTES % Ly AT
Ehdolztzd, CT =8hr LEIEKMZIERE L7

BEREL6IIRYT. TA TN 7 5IEE %K
Laws=0D%ELHELZENT S s> 1 OHE
gy sE, &TOn0C ODFEMHFIZBVT, s>1 0
A OFRFZHEI/ NS, TUL s = 0 TEKGEHE
BECTAMNEBHTHLD D, s> 1 CHEZERIL
TTA MRS S 2L TIHEOHBA P MWEICHES
NHENWTERRLTVS, HIZ, s> 1 0BEHELIE
W35 n=500, OC=50%&MF2BNTs=10
LA BHEINE Y, F/2, £6Ts DN
D Lo B INERRECELL TR, 202
ElE s A1 DL FIZEWHIPIT—RRICE L O EWIE
HEBILTETWDL I ER2RL, s=1 DEICHERE
TWbBZENsHhb. K8lEn=978, O0C=50D5%
7 C RndMCP #: & B EAL s 2 F TOHHE % B
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Table 6 The results of s optimization experiments.

s=0 s=1 s=2 s=3
Pool Size | OC e 1T E o [ TECume | €] [ TEComax | TECume | €T [ TEComay | TECume | €T [ TECray | TECrue
0 10 1 10.0% 11 1 9.1% 10 1 10.0% 11 1 9.1%
500 5 4952 402 8.1% 4994 379 7.6% 5015 375 7.5% 4936 373 7.6%
10 99979 7259 7.3% 99970 5370 5.4% 99955 5391 5.4% 99946 5428 5.4%
0 18 1 5.6% 18 1 5.6% 18 1 5.6% 18 1 5.6%
1000 5 52023 2206 4.2% 50779 1616 3.2% 50645 1674 3.3% 50175 1653 3.3%
10 | 100000 4139 4.1% | 99998 2847 2.8% | 99998 2859 2.9% | 99998 2888 2.9%
0 31 1 3.2% 32 1 3.1% 32 1 3.1% 32 1 3.1%
2000 5 88651 1674 1.9% 97320 1397 1.4% 97380 1398 1.4% 97251 1399 1.4%
10 90917 1707 1.9% | 100000 1418 1.4% | 100000 1419 1.4% | 100000 1421 1.4%
978 0 19 1 5.3% 19 1 5.3% 19 1 5.3% 19 1 5.3%
(actual) 5 54964 2303 4.2% 54800 1683 3.1% 54853 1695 3.1% 54565 1677 3.1%
10 | 100000 4301 4.3% | 100000 2754 2.8% | 100000 2760 2.8% 99998 2770 2.8%

5000F ....... RndMCP
s=0

4000 ____ ¢=1
[
5 3000t
wn
o
o
25 2000+
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8 RndMCP & & RRETEO B MM 55
Fig.8 Exposure distribution of RndMCP and proposed method.
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ZREEC 7Oy N LAARTH B, 10 XX 9 &H
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RndMCP % Proposal (s=1)
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Fig.9 Relation of item parameter b, and exposure I EV between
RndMCP and proposed method (s = 1).

RndMCP Proposal (s = 0)
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Fig. 10 Relation of item parameter b, and exposure I EV between
RndMCP and proposed method (s = 0).
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Fig. 11 Relation of item parameter a, and exposure  E'V between
RndMCP and proposed method.

x  Proposal (s=1)
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Fig. 12 Distribution of Item parameter b and number that were
eliminated by the proposal method.

BT AT LN T A APREL WA ICHE LD
BIRICHES L TWBE I EWGh 5.

5.4 F1EBEECE2ERBERELETXME

B D LEERE R

1 BRMHCIREFETHVAZLICLAE 2 &
BEHOT A MEROT A MERESLEHEANOLE
ERERAT A 72012, & 1 B H T RndMCP % [12] &
M7 Ga L REFEENNLEATE 2 BEREO
WBFEBREZTo7:. H2EBEOT A MERFEIE
MCALIE i [19] & HybridRBP % [15],[16] TF A b
RERE N OB RRL LB L7z, ETEOR RN
24hr & L, HybridRBP % & MCALIE #0787 2 — 7 1%
Ly = 100,000, L, =4hr, @ =0.1, CT’ =4hr (V3 =
L—yaryF—%), CT’ =8hr (3£57—%), CT = 24hr
L7z B 1ERBEOREFEOT A MESUIRETRO
W FERR (5.2) TROBHFEINS VWL OXEFH L7

495



T E OB 54 SCRE 2022/8 Vol. J105-D No. 8

£7

91 BREE &5 2 BeRFE 2 A L7z T A MO FEERAE R

Table 7 The results of first step and second step test assembly experiments.

Pool Si oc RndMCP/MCALIE RndMCP/HybridRBP FeZTFIE/MCALIE L% T 1L/HybrdRBP
ooe [CT_[1ECy [ TECmax [ TECrare | _ICI | TECo [TECax [1EC are | ICI | IECy [TECmax [TECrare | ICI | TECo [TECyax [ 1EC are
0 18 03 1 5.6% 18 03 1 5.6% 18 03 1 5.6% 17 0.4 1 5.9%
500 5 | 11475 | 1308 858 75% | 15795 | 1771 1216 77% | 13430 | 1433 998 74% | 16016 | 1712 1192 7.4%
10 | 104914 | 17780 13267 12.6% | 104817 | 17778 13332 1279 | 99970 | 11384 5370 5.4% | 104684 | 1187.0 5720 55%
0 36 03 1 2.8% 35 03 1 2.9% 35 03 1 2.9% 34 0.4 1 2.9%
1000 5 | 55047 | 49211 3691 6.7% | 55087 | 4925 3712 6.7% | 50781 | 3777 1616 32% | 59316 | 4389 1986 33%
10 | 104260 | 10199 8762 8.4% | 104228 | 10195 8724 84% | 99998 | 769.5 2847 2.8% | 104250 | 799.2 3031 2.9%
0 70 0.3 1 1.4% 69 0.3 1 1.4% 70 0.3 1 1.4% 70 0.3 1 1.4%
2000 5 99620 466.5 4028 4.0% | 99783 467.0 4031 4.0% | 97348 378.0 1397 1.4% | 100196 387.9 1452 1.4%
10 | 102775 482.4 4105 4.0% | 102849 482.6 4106 4.0% | 100000 388.7 1418 1.4% | 102839 398.5 1480 1.4%
0 36 0.3 1 2.8% 35 0.3 1 2.9% 36 0.3 1 2.8% 35 0.3 1 2.9%
978(actual) | 5 51644 388.7 5342 10.3% | 51984 389.8 5357 10.3% | 54800 204.6 1683 3.1% | 59668 2234 1868 3.1%
10 | 102862 996.1 16698 16.2% | 102624 995.7 16686 16.3% | 100000 418.7 2754 2.8% | 102765 428.0 2881 2.8%
#8 M1 BRHOT A MEROERER
Table 8 The results of first step test assembly experiments.
. RndMCP RRTFE
Pool Size | OC

‘C‘ IECO' IECmaX lECrat() |C| IECO' lECmax IECrate

0 10 0.5 1 10.0% 11 0.5 1 9.1%

500 5 4371 53.1 378 8.6% 5015 50.7 375 7.5%

10 99981 | 1729.2 13006 13.0% | 99970 | 1138.4 5370 5.4%

0 17 0.5 1 5.9% 18 0.5 1 5.6%

1000 5 46190 430.5 3374 7.3% | 50779 371.7 1616 3.2%

10 | 100000 990.7 8767 8.8% | 99998 769.5 2847 2.8%

0 32 0.5 1 3.1% 32 0.5 1 3.1%

2000 5 96773 456.1 3833 4.0% | 97320 377.9 1397 1.4%

10 | 100000 472.6 4044 4.0% | 100000 388.7 1418 1.4%

0 18 0.5 1 5.6% 19 0.5 1 5.3%

978(actual) | 5 45790 368.2 5177 11.3% | 54800 204.6 1683 3.1%

10 | 100000 985.3 16310 16.3% | 100000 418.7 2754 2.8%

£9 B2 BREHOT A MERE
Table 9 The number of tests in second step.
] RndMCP/MCALIE | RndMCP/HybridRBP | 2% T-#//MCALIE | #£% T-{%/HybrdRBP
Pool Size | OC
IC] IC| IC| IC]

0 8 8 7 6

500 5 7104 11424 8415 11001

10 4933 4836 0 4714

0 19 18 17 16

1000 5 8857 8897 2 8537

10 4260 4228 0 4252

0 38 37 38 38

2000 5 2847 3010 28 2876

10 2775 2849 0 2839

0 18 17 17 16

978(actual) | 5 5854 6194 0 4868

10 2862 2624 0 2765

HRERTIORT. 8 1ITTIEE 1 BREEHOFH
E2BRBHOFHELE LTHRILL TV, KTk
F1EMHBOFEAREL TCLDOT, £2 ERHIC
MCALIE #: % v 72354 & HybridRBP i % v 7235
BT TR ERAT .

5.4.1 REFH/MCALIE

£T7 L0, B 1EEIREFEZHV72 MCALIE
FEETFHE LKL TEH L OEMET THEHEFIIRANT
HHD, OC =0 DOHFEERRCTT A MEKEILZ/NS

496

V. ZOBEREGHT L2012 E 8 IZHE 1 BEEHO T
A MEROEREZRL, RIIE2EMEDOT A ME
B R AL, £ LY, £ 1EKBICREFETH
WEE 2 Bl B X MCALIE i 2 FIW2iE13 0C =0 &
n=>500,0C =5 DHEEBRENTEBB LT A MEBK
WY NZ EDGND. BIZZORREHLNIZT S
7212, 1312 n =978, OC = 10 D4t MCALIE
FAIBIF LT A MEROBEHREOBRL L RT. K13
L0, ETFE/MCALIE FOHMAEDLETIE, B 1B



S HE SN B L B EETIEC X A HBE T A MK

BHRS/NOT R MR

6.0% -4 RndMCP/MCALIE
4.0% Proposed/MCALIE
100000 701000 702000 703000

The number of tests

13 MCALIE 2B 2 HHFEOER
Fig. 13  Transaction of exposure rate in MCALIE.

P B CRERL L 727 A MEROSTERL L 72857 A b D
HFCEHEIR/ITH Y, MCALIE HEDZF DT A M
B BIR Lie) 5720, 7 A MERES 100,000 55
WML 2w edgh»s, Uikt geonsl, REF
HE/MCALIE O A G HE IRk T L i L (%
HERIZ/NE % 575, MCALIE 12 BV TR
1 & HTRO 27 2 MRS L iz, 7
A MR LR o7

5.4.2 $EFEF/HybridRBP i

£7 LD, E1ERBICREFEL V272 HybridRBP
I 1 BB H 12 RndMCP #: % I 72 Fidi & el
5E0C =00 DOETOLENET, BEFINE W,
7 A MiEEEIE 0C =5 TIERE L, 0C=0,10 TiZ
BBLZRAMTH L. 0C =5 TF A MEREAE
L7=0i%, %1 KEHOREFEIZL L7 X MEE
A O0C=5TRndMCP L ) DML 5TH D
((8). $/2%k90Lh, 0C=5TIIE2EMHEICE
WTH 1 BREE I RndMCP i x w72 0 k) b 7
A MERBNIL R oz, TRIFIRETETIIE 1
BFHOT A MERBAEML-Z 12X, B2K
R H O HETE R OE B BRI R @) 7% <
%0, BEHETHEEORKBERARL o2 bTH
5. DbaFlosde, #REFF/MybridRBP &M
AEDEIITERFEE L T A MEREZ ST
T e, BHEMENEET A MR TELI L
A Ho 7.

6. t 3 UV

KWL Tl e TATA 2B A, HHEH 2%
L2 HETEEIC L 2T A MERFEERREL
7z, ARFETIE RndMCP 07 » ¥ A HEHEIZ L B TH

HEEM O Y & B E5ETE % v Cll# &7z 3 THR
BEDPOHEEY —RRIERT S L TYFELL. Ly
L, ZOEEFEEIEDZEoBENEO—EEIEE
BLTWhwWwn, Kke L CHEDHEIINEEDOH
MENTLEHYMEISH L. 22T, BHED LD
HE*BERGIZT AT AN 25BN 22 LT
COMEEBMTEL. D EORETHROAERES
Yallb—varv - E TS xHAVTRLI

THROIRN 721 T2 <, WA, HEF (2020) DIEF
TNITY XA N7 CEAFEEMARAL R ELT, TA
MEBRKERELTHT LT XAOBRENSHOE
HTH5.

B2, HE T A MGESHE T A MWL ET
TAMORIRHEOBHH AT 22 oM
TW5h. BSETF 2 N &I, ZBEDREN & BRI
EEL, TORNITEC TIEREI RO BWIEHE %
WS 52 LT, SREMSCHEBEER TS,
Ca—% - FA574 Y 7OHEINTH L. RKRFHED
91, oL LOBERBEERB LT A MEE AR
TAH5ZET, TAMORSRBENH Y UETE ZHE

Wrdsbs 2oL %, EMEOREIZON TR
3 5.
#EE AW IIIE AR BB & (SRR

(S), MF:HEEFEE) (BN ELFFT 5 e 7 A
TAYT - TTy M7+ —LDB%] (19H05663) DB
W& 7.
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