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Abstract
The rapid iteration cycles of modern live-service games make regression testing indispens-
able for maintaining quality and stability. However, existing regression testing approaches
face critical limitations, especially in common gray-box settings where full source code
access is unavailable: they heavily rely on manual effort for test case construction, struggle
to maintain growing suites plagued by redundancy, and lack efficient mechanisms for prior-
itizing relevant tests. These challenges result in excessive testing costs, limited automation,
and insufficient bug detection. To address these issues, we propose SAGE, a semantic-
aware regression testing framework for gray-box game environments. SAGE systematically
addresses the core challenges of test generation, maintenance, and selection. It employs
LLM-guided reinforcement learning for efficient, goal-oriented exploration to automati-
cally generate a diverse foundational test suite. Subsequently, it applies a semantic-based
multi-objective optimization to refine this suite into a compact, high-value subset by balanc-
ing cost, coverage, and rarity. Finally, it leverages LLM-based semantic analysis of update
logs to prioritize test cases most relevant to version changes, enabling efficient adapta-
tion across iterations. We evaluate SAGE on two representative environments, Overcooked
Plus and Minecraft, comparing against both automated baselines and human-recorded test
cases. Across all environments, SAGE achieves superior bug detection with significantly
lower execution cost, while demonstrating strong adaptability to version updates.
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1 Introduction
In recent years, digital games have evolved into large-scale, continuously updated soft-
ware systems. Under the “game-as-a-service” model, developers frequently release content
updates—such as new quests, gameplay elements, and balance adjustments—to continuously
evolve the game system [1] However, each update inevitably modifies part of the game logic
or data, introducing potential inconsistencies or regressions that may compromise existing
functionalities, degrade user experience, or cause economic loss [2]. Because modern games
typically involve complex state spaces, real-time interactions, and tightly coupled subsystems,
ensuring the functional stability of updates within a fast-paced iterative workflow has become
a major technical challenge in game development.

Within this context, regression testing is widely regarded as a key technique to ensure
game quality. By re-executing existing test cases, regression testing verifies whether new
versions preserve previously implemented functionalities [3]. However, given the enormous
state spaces and high uncertainty of game environments, existing regression testing methods
are still highly dependent on manual execution, consuming both time and human resources.
It is reported that regression testing can account for more than 80% of the total testing cost in
real projects [4]. As a result, many companies only conduct full-scale regression testing during
major version releases, leaving potential quality risks in frequent minor updates. Consequently,
the development of efficient and automated game regression testing methods has become an
urgent research direction.

Early regression testing relied heavily on human testers to manually execute and verify
tasks. While this approach ensured reliability, it imposed prohibitive labor costs. To alleviate
this issue, researchers proposed record-and-replay mechanisms [5], which capture real player
operations and transform them into reusable test cases, thereby reducing repetitive effort.
Later, [6] developed a GUI-based recording framework that simplified test case construction,
enabling testers without programming expertise to produce high-quality scripts. With the
advent of machine learning, reinforcement learning (RL) methods were introduced into game
testing [7]. Unlike fixed action sequences, RL agents learn behavioral strategies by dynamically
interacting with the environment, with the learned policy itself serving as a test case. This
allows RL agents to actively explore and cover a broader set of potential scenarios. More
recently, GameRTS [8] advanced the systematization and efficiency of regression testing by
introducing a white-box regression test selection (RTS) method. By analyzing source code and
resources, their approach can intelligently identify the most relevant test cases to re-execute,
effectively avoiding unnecessary redundancy while maintaining a high bug detection rate.

However, testing teams, especially in large game development teams, are often indepen-
dent or outsourced from the development team, and operate in gray-box settings. This setting
represents a realistic condition: while the source code and internal implementation details
are inaccessible (unlike white-box testing), testers can still access and observe structured
runtime information, such as game APIs, event callbacks, runtime logs (e.g., object states,
player actions), and high-level developer documentation (e.g., changelogs). Under this practi-
cal constraint of the gray-box setting, how to achieve efficient and automated regression testing
methods remains a challenge. Specifically, this can be subdivided into the following three prob-
lems: (i) the Foundation Issue (test suite construction): Regression testing often presupposes
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the existence of a high-quality, high-coverage test suite. However, in complex gray-box game
projects, constructing this initial, high-quality suite is itself a significant challenge. Specifi-
cally, the existing RL-based exploration suffers from low efficiency and local optima, while
traditional record-and-replay methods depend heavily on human effort and lack scalability. (ii)
the Maintenance Issue (test suite maintenance): As game versions are continuously updated,
the foundational test suite continuously grows in size, and it becomes progressively filled with
outdated, invalid, and redundant test cases. Therefore, the second challenge is how to maintain
a compact, high-value static test suite that maximizes regression detection while minimizing
wasteful execution. (iii) the Selection Issue (test suite selection): Given a high-quality, well-
maintained general-purpose suite, the rapid update frequency often makes it unrealistic to
execute the entire suite within limited time constraints. Therefore, the third challenge is: given
a specific version update and its associated documentation, how can we dynamically identify
and prioritize the subset of test cases from the test suite that are most relevant to the changes,
to maximize the bug-detection rate within a constrained testing window.

While gray-box testing restricts direct access to source code, it exposes rich, human-
understandable semantic artifacts—runtime logs, event traces, and changelogs—that reflect
a game’s underlying logic and behavioral dynamics. Modern large language models (LLMs)
excel at semantic understanding and reasoning; they can interpret these artifacts and ground
them into machine-executable actions, enabling systematic regression testing without internal
code analysis. We therefore propose SAGE, a semantic-aware regression testing framework
for gray-box game environments. At its core, SAGE installs the LLM as a semantic orches-
trator, transforming heuristic practices into a systematic, data-driven process that operates
entirely on log-level information. To realize this vision, SAGE systematically resolves the
three aforementioned issue through three interconnected mechanisms: (1) for the Foundation
Issue, a semantic-driven generation mechanism where an LLM guides a reinforcement learn-
ing (RL) agent to conduct efficient, goal-oriented exploration and automatically assemble a
diverse foundational test suite; (2) for the Maintenance Issue, a semantics-informed multi-
objective optimization process that balances cost, coverage, and behavioral rarity, refining the
expanding repository into a compact, high-value static subset; (3) for the Selection Issue, an
LLM-based update interpreter that reads natural-language change logs in the gray-box setting
and translates version deltas into test priorities, dynamically directing resources toward the
most relevant test cases.

Our contributions are as follows:

• We design SAGE, an end-to-end unified gray-box regression testing framework. It automates
test case generation, multi-objective optimization, and update-aware test case prioritization
into a closed-loop, semantic-driven process, systematically addressing the core challenges
in gray-box game testing scenarios.

• We propose a test case optimization and selection method that uses semantics as a bridge.
The core of this method lies in its use of LLMs to translate high-level, unstructured
information (e.g., abstract test goals, natural language update logs) into structured, machine-
executable testing strategies (e.g., quantifiable optimization metrics, precise test priorities),
enabling intelligent test decisions in environments without source code.
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• We conduct a comprehensive empirical study in two complex game environ-
ments—Overcooked Plus and Minecraft. The results demonstrate that SAGE significantly
outperforms existing baselines in terms of coverage, efficiency, and bug detection. To pro-
mote reproducibility in the field, we are open-sourcing the replication suite used in our
experiments.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews related work. Section 3
presents SAGE in detail. Section 4 describes our experimental setup and discusses the results.
Finally, Section 5 concludes the paper and outlines future research directions.

2 Related Work
Game testing has always played a critical role in the software development lifecycle of games,
aiming to ensure stability, completeness, and user experience during both initial release
and subsequent updates [9, 10]. With the increasing complexity of modern games and the
prevalence of the “game-as-a-service” model, testing approaches have gradually evolved from
manual validation to more automated and intelligent solutions. In this section, we review
related work from three perspectives: traditional regression testing methods, agent-based
automated testing methods, and the applications of LLMs in game agents and testing.

2.1 Traditional Regression Testing Approaches
In the early stages of game testing, the most common practice was to rely on human testers to
manually execute and validate tasks[11]. While this approach ensured reliability, it was highly
inefficient and did not scale to the vast state spaces of modern games.

To reduce the overhead of repetitive work, [6] proposed record-and-replay mechanisms.
These methods capture real player interactions and transform them into reusable regression
test cases, thereby reducing manual repetition. However, such approaches still relied on testers
to identify key interactions, and the recorded traces often contained redundant operations,
limiting overall efficiency.

Later, script-based testing methods emerged, where testers designed macros or control
scripts to simulate player behavior [12, 13]. These methods worked well in fixed scenarios and
quests, but script design often required deep domain knowledge of both gameplay mechanics
and testing principles. As games became more complex, the cost of maintaining and extending
scripts grew rapidly.

Building on this, more advanced forms of automation have also been explored. For instance,
GameRTS [8] constructs game state transition graphs through static code analysis and applies
RTS techniques to identify affected test cases, thus improving efficiency while reducing
maintenance overhead. However, such methods typically assume full access to source code
and internal resources—an assumption that is often unrealistic in practical, where testing is
usually performed under limited code accessibility [11].
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2.2 Agent-Based Automated Testing Approaches
Compared to script-driven testing, which often struggles with scalability and adaptability in
dynamic environments, agent-based exploration methods [14–16] employ autonomous agents
to simulate diverse player behaviors.

Early-stage works have explored a variety of approaches, including model-based testing
for platformers [15] and behavior-tree agents for playability analysis and level evaluation [14,
16], offering enhanced automation and better support for early-stage design and gameplay
validation.

Later, reinforcement learning (RL) was introduced into agent-based approaches and has
attracted significant attention, as RL agents learn behavioral policies through trial-and-error
interactions with the environment, enabling broader coverage and greater adaptability. For
example, curiosity-driven intrinsic rewards have been introduced to guide agents toward rarely
visited states, improving behavioral diversity and bug detection [7]. [2] developed an RL-
based framework that compares agent behavior trajectories across game versions to shift the
focus from pure exploration to version-aware correctness. The framework incorporates differ-
ences in observed states under identical task conditions into the reward function, enabling the
agent to detect potential regressions introduced by updates. Wuji [17] combines deep RL with
evolutionary strategies to balance task completion and exploration, further enhancing cover-
age. Other studies have also attempted to expand exploration capabilities using evolutionary
algorithms or preference-driven agents [18].

Nevertheless, these methods primarily focus on discovering new states rather than vali-
dating the correctness of updates, and thus lack regression-oriented specificity. Consequently,
they often produce large amounts of redundant actions, increasing testing cost and execu-
tion overhead. Moreover, RL models require frequent retraining across versions, leading to
prohibitive computational expenses in iterative development workflows.

2.3 Large Language Models in Software Testing and Games
LLMs have recently emerged as a transformative force in software testing, enabling a shift
from manually designed heuristics to semantics-driven automation [19]. By leveraging deep
semantic understanding, reasoning, and multi-step planning capabilities, LLMs can process
unstructured artifacts and generate executable test assets, thereby redefining automation across
the entire software testing lifecycle. Recent studies, collectively referred to as LLM4TEST [19],
have explored the role of LLMs throughout the software testing lifecycle.

Unit Test Case Generation. Unit test case generation automates the creation of test cases
for verifying individual functions or methods, serving as the foundation of automated testing.
[20] fine-tuned pre-trained transformers on Java corpora to translate focal methods into tests,
[21] enhanced generation with assertion-based prompts in A3Test, [22] proposed adaptive
prompts for ChatGPT in ChatUniTest, and [23] integrated mutation testing feedback to refine
generated cases.

Test Oracle Generation. Test oracle generation focuses on producing expected outputs or
assertions that verify correctness in generated tests. [24] fine-tuned T5 for assertion synthesis,
[25] demonstrated dual-language pre-training to improve oracle precision, and [26] applied
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retrieval-augmented prompting to extract semantically similar examples, achieving higher
oracle accuracy without requiring fine-tuning.

System-Level Test Input Generation. System-level input generation targets the testing of
interactive systems, where LLMs are applied to generate semantic actions or valid inputs.
[27] developed QTypist to generate context-aware GUI inputs, [28] introduced GPTDroid
to conduct mobile testing as dialogue-based interaction, and [29, 30] explored fuzzing with
LLMs to expose edge cases in deep-learning frameworks.

Bug Analysis and Debugging. Bug analysis and debugging involve using LLMs to interpret,
localize, and reproduce software bugs. [31] proposed iTiger for automatic bug title genera-
tion, [32] developed Detect–Localize–Repair for bug localization and fixing with CodeT5,
[33] explored self-debugging mechanisms where LLMs correct their outputs using runtime
feedback, and [34] applied prompting to replay Android crashes automatically.

Program Repair. Program repair applies LLMs to automatically generate or refine code
patches for defective software. [35] used GPT-based repair for JavaScript, [36] leveraged
retrieval-based bug–fix examples to improve patch accuracy.

In summary, the natural language understanding capabilities of LLMs enable more intelli-
gent automation by integrating richer contextual information into the testing workflow. Inspired
by this, and adapting to the prevalent gray-box settings in game testing, our work fully lever-
ages the context tailored in the game testing, and then utilizes the semantics as a medium to
connect the entire lifecycle of test case generation, optimization, and selection.

2.4 Position of This Study
In this study, we position our work within a gray-box testing scenario—a realistic middle
ground between white-box and black-box settings. In such scenarios, the source code and
internal implementation details are inaccessible, yet the system typically exposes a limited
degree of structured interaction interfaces, such as APIs, event callbacks, and runtime logs.
Testers can observe runtime information (e.g., object states, player actions, and event traces)
but cannot directly analyze source-level artifacts such as code differences or class hierarchies.
This setting aligns with practical practice: in commercial game development, testing teams are
often organizationally separate from development teams. Testers usually have access to certain
high-level APIs and detailed runtime logs for testing purposes, while underlying scripts and
resource files remain closed due to intellectual property protection and modular development
workflows [11, 37].

Under this premise, despite notable progress, several limitations remain in existing stud-
ies: Traditional regression testing methods have reduced manual effort but still suffer from the
high cost of script maintenance and dependence on source code, which limits their applicabil-
ity. Agent-based approaches—particularly RL agents—offer strong automation and coverage
capabilities but mainly emphasize broad exploration rather than update validation, resulting in
redundant actions and high retraining costs. The emergence of LLMs brings new opportuni-
ties, as they excel at handling semantic and unstructured information and can further enhance
automation; however, their potential in regression testing has not yet been fully explored.
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Based on these observations, we propose SAGE, a unified gray-box regression testing
framework that bridges the semantic reasoning capabilities of LLMs. The framework elimi-
nates the reliance on manual recording and script-based testing by enabling semantic-driven
exploration for efficient and goal-oriented test case generation. It further enhances test case
quality through a multi-objective optimization process that balances coverage, cost, and behav-
ioral diversity, and achieves adaptive regression validation via a Update-Aware Test Case
Prioritization mechanism that leverages semantic information extracted from natural-language
update logs. Notably, SAGE operates solely on log-level information—such as player actions,
in-game event traces, and system runtime logs—without requiring any access to source code or
internal assets. This design allows the framework to achieve end-to-end automation, high scal-
ability, and semantic adaptability, aligning with the practical constraints of industrial gray-box
testing environments.

3 Proposal

3.1 Overview

Fig. 1 Overview of SAGE. The framework consists of four main stages: (1) LLM-RL guided test case generation,
(2) multi-objective test case optimization, (3) update-aware test case selection, and (4) test case execution and
maintenance. These stages together enable automated, scalable, and update-sensitive regression testing in complex
game environments. For better visibility and easier understanding, the state information (𝑠) contained in test cases is
omitted in this figure.
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This section introduces SAGE, a unified gray-box regression testing framework. As illus-
trated in Figure 1, SAGE operates as a semantic-driven closed-loop system where each
stage logically builds upon the output of the last, progressively refining test suite from raw
exploration data into a prioritized execution list.

The process begins with LLM-RL Guided Test Case Generation. This stage constructs the
foundational test assets by using large language models to interpret task goals and guide rein-
forcement learning agents in structured exploration. This process results in a comprehensive
state–action transition graph, which encapsulates a vast, raw pool of all discoverable candidate
test cases.

Given the potential scale and inherent redundancy of this initial pool, the framework
immediately proceeds to Multi-Objective Test Case Optimization. This stage acts as a powerful
filter, systematically evaluating every path from the graph along competing axes of cost,
coverage, and behavioral rarity. By selecting only the Pareto-optimal paths, it distills the raw
graph into a compact, high-value, and representative static subset of test cases, which forms
the core regression test suite.

To efficiently deploy this repository for a specific version update, the Update-Aware Test
Case Selection stage then dynamically prioritizes this static subset. This module uses an LLM
to extract semantic tags from natural language update logs. It then ranks the test cases from the
static subset based on their semantic relevance to these changes and their intrinsic functional
complexity, producing a targeted execution list focused on the most at-risk functionalities.

Finally, the Test Case Execution and Maintenance stage executes this prioritized list on
the latest game version. The outcomes (e.g., valid or obsolete) are captured and fed back to
update the metadata within the foundational state–action transition graph, ensuring the entire
test suite continuously adapts to the evolving game.

3.2 LLM-RL Guided Test Case Generation
As the starting point of the SAGE pipeline, this stage initializes the foundational test assets
that capture exploratory behaviors and environment interactions. These assets serve as the
raw material for deriving executable test cases. To enable efficient and scalable generation,
the stage integrates LLMs, RL, and graph-based modeling: LLMs provide reliable action
priors to guide RL exploration, while RL expands and diversifies the behavioral space under
semantic constraints. The resulting state–action transition graph abstracts trajectories into a
unified, semantically annotated structure, supporting the compositional generation of diverse
and meaningful test cases.

3.2.1 Seed Trajectory Generation with LLMs

This module begins by prompting an LLM to generate seed trajectories that are capable
of accomplishing a given task. Based on natural language task descriptions and contextual
knowledge (e.g., interactable objects, map layout, game rules), the LLM is instructed to
simulate the actions a player might reasonably perform to complete the task. Each seed
trajectory is a sequence of executable actions (e.g., move, pick up, interact), which is encoded
into transition tuples (𝑠𝑡 , 𝑎𝑡 , 𝑠𝑡+1), where 𝑠𝑡 and 𝑠𝑡+1 denote game states and 𝑎𝑡 is the executed
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action. These transitions form the initial structure of the state–action transition graph, outlining
the behavioral space surrounding the task.

3.2.2 Policy Learning and Guided Exploration

Although LLM-generated trajectories are generally task-effective, they are limited in behav-
ioral diversity and expensive to obtain. To enhance state space coverage, we introduce RL
agents to perform environment-driven exploration. Specifically, we use behavior cloning on
the LLM-generated seed trajectories to train an initial policy 𝜋0(𝑎 | 𝑠), which serves as a
strong prior for the RL agent and avoids inefficient exploration from random initialization.

Subsequently, the agent explores the environment using a composite reward function:

𝑟 (𝑠𝑡 , 𝑎𝑡 ) = 𝑟goal(𝑠𝑡 ) +
1

𝑛(𝑠𝑡 )
,

where 𝑟goal(𝑠𝑡 ) denotes the terminal reward for reaching a goal state, 𝑛(𝑠𝑡 ) is the number of
times state 𝑠𝑡 has been visited. This formulation encourages the agent to prioritize novel states
while still completing the task, thereby increasing trajectory diversity.

3.2.3 Graph Construction and Test Case Derivation

All observed transitions during exploration are aggregated into a state–action transition graph
G = (𝑆, 𝐴, 𝐸), where:

• 𝑆 = {𝑠0, 𝑠1, . . . }: the set of observed game states,
• 𝐴 = {𝑎0, 𝑎1, . . . }: the set of available actions,
• 𝐸 ⊆ 𝑆 × 𝐴 × 𝑆: transitions, where 𝑒 = (𝑠, 𝑎, 𝑠′) indicates that action 𝑎 in state 𝑠 leads to

state 𝑠′.

Each edge in the graph is annotated with metadata used for subsequent optimization and
RTS, such as estimated execution time, the number of interacted objects, and involved scenes
(see 3.3.1 for details). These data are obtained from debugging runtime logs generated during
interactions, where the log contents are predefined during the game development phase for
testing purposes.

A candidate test case is defined as a path 𝜏 from the initial state 𝑠0 to a goal state 𝑠𝑔 ∈ 𝑆goal:

𝜏 = (𝑠0
𝑎0−−→ 𝑠1

𝑎1−−→ . . .
𝑎𝑛−1−−−→ 𝑠𝑛), where 𝑠𝑛 ∈ 𝑆goal.

These candidate paths form the input to the multi-objective optimization and update-aware
selection modules.

3.3 Multi-Objective Test Case Optimization
In this stage, we compress the large number of candidate test cases generated from the
state–action graph based on their associated semantic information, producing a subset that is
both representative and execution-efficient. To avoid the information loss caused by collapsing
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test cases into a single scoring function, each test case is encoded as a multi-dimensional feature
vector based on different semantic metrics. We then apply a multi-objective optimization
approach, selecting the set of non-dominated paths on the Pareto front to retain diverse
behavioral semantics while eliminating redundant cases.

3.3.1 Objective Formulation and Metric Definition

Inspired by prior work on multi-objective test case optimization [38–40], and adapted to
the specific requirements of game testing under limited code accessibility, we define three
categories of objectives: cost, coverage, and rarity. Path length and execution time reflect
resource cost; coverage metrics capture test value; and we introduce a novel n-gram rarity
metric to prioritize paths with potentially high bug triggering capability.

Given a candidate path 𝜏𝑖 , we define:
(1) Cost-related Objectives:

• Path Length 𝑇𝑖: number of actions in the path;
• Execution Time 𝑅𝑖: estimated time required to execute the path.

(2) Coverage-related Objectives:

• State Coverage 𝐶𝑖: number of unique states visited;
• Action Diversity 𝐴𝑖: number of distinct actions in the path;
• Object Diversity 𝑂𝑖: number of distinct in-game objects interacted with;
• Scene Coverage 𝑆𝑖: number of unique map regions visited;
• UI Component Coverage 𝑈𝑖: number of distinct UI components triggered.

(3) Rarity Objective:

• n-gram Rarity 𝑁𝑖: rarity score of local action subsequences based on their global frequency
across all paths.

These features are encoded as a vector for each path and used in multi-objective selection.

3.3.2 Modeling Behavioral Rarity

In real-world game testing, bugs are often triggered by specific local combinations of states
and actions rather than by global path patterns. For instance, transitions such as “switching
weapons at the exact moment of skill cooldown completion” or “picking up an item when the
inventory is almost full” are typical failure-inducing scenarios.

To capture such critical behaviors, we define the n-gram rarity 𝑁𝑖 by computing the inverse
frequency of short action subsequences (e.g., 3-grams) across the candidate path pool. This
metric favors paths with rare yet plausible behaviors, thereby increasing the likelihood of
exposing edge-case bugs without inflating the optimization problem’s dimensionality.

3.3.3 Pareto-Optimal Path Selection

Since the objectives are often in conflict (e.g., longer paths cover more but cost more), we
adopt a Pareto front-based approach to select test cases. A path 𝜏𝑖 is Pareto-optimal if there is
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no other path 𝜏𝑗 such that:

∀𝑘, 𝑓𝑘 (𝜏𝑗 ) ≤ 𝑓𝑘 (𝜏𝑖) and ∃𝑘, 𝑓𝑘 (𝜏𝑗 ) < 𝑓𝑘 (𝜏𝑖),

where 𝑓𝑘 denotes the 𝑘-th objective (e.g., cost, coverage, or rarity).
The final optimized test suite P∗ is composed of all Pareto-optimal paths, representing an

effective balance among competing objectives.

3.4 Update-Aware Test Case Selection
This stage prioritizes test cases based on their semantic relevance to updates and their func-
tional complexity. We use an LLM to extract structured semantic tags from update logs and
compare them with the semantic information contained in each test case to compute relevance.
A complexity score is calculated based on interaction diversity, and both signals are combined
to produce update-aware execution priorities.

3.4.1 Semantic Change Extraction from Update Logs

Given an update document 𝑈 (e.g., update logs), we use an LLM to extract a set of structured
semantic tags:

K = {𝑘1, 𝑘2, . . . , 𝑘𝑛},
where each 𝑘𝑖 denotes a human-readable descriptor of a changed gameplay feature (e.g.,
“crafting system”, “item logic”, “time cost adjustment”). These tags act as lightweight proxies
for functional changes and help localize affected behaviors without requiring code access.

3.4.2 Test Case Prioritization

Each test case 𝑡 𝑗 ∈ T is annotated with semantic metadata (actions, objects, scenes, UI
components, and states) and encoded as a vector v𝑡 𝑗 , using a pre-trained Sentence-BERT
model. The semantic similarity between a test case and the update is measured via cosine
similarity:

sim(𝑡 𝑗 ,K) = max
𝑘𝑖∈K

cos
(
v𝑡 𝑗 , v𝑘𝑖

)
.

While semantic similarity captures direct relevance, many bugs are caused by the interac-
tion of new features with existing complex logic. To reflect the intrinsic test value of each case,
we define a Semantic Complexity Score based on the diversity of interactions. Specifically,
we normalize the counts of distinct actions, objects, scenes, UI components, and states into
the range [0, 1], and compute their average. To prevent long paths from inflating the score, we
further divide by the normalized path length:

SCS(𝑡 𝑗 ) =
𝐴̂ 𝑗 + 𝑂̂ 𝑗 + 𝑆 𝑗 + 𝑈̂ 𝑗 + 𝐺̂ 𝑗

𝐿̂ 𝑗

,

where 𝐴̂ 𝑗 , 𝑂̂ 𝑗 , 𝑆 𝑗 , 𝑈̂ 𝑗 , 𝐺̂ 𝑗 denote the normalized counts of actions, objects, scenes, UI
components, and states, respectively, and 𝐿̂ 𝑗 denotes the normalized path length.
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The final prioritization score combines both semantic relevance and complexity:

Score(𝑡 𝑗 ) = 𝜆 · sim(𝑡 𝑗 ,K) + (1 − 𝜆) ·
SCS(𝑡 𝑗 )

max𝑡∈T SCS(𝑡) ,

where 𝜆 ∈ [0, 1] balances update relevance and functional complexity. This hybrid strategy
ensures that high-priority cases not only cover newly changed content but also retain a potential
to uncover critical bugs.

3.5 Test Case Execution and Maintenance
To ensure efficient regression testing, we adopt a lightweight incremental maintenance strategy.
Each test case is re-executed on the latest game version and classified based on outcome: If
the original goal is still achievable, the test case is marked as valid and its associated metadata
in the test repository is updated accordingly. Otherwise, it is marked as obsolete and flagged
for manual review or regeneration.

4 Evaluation
We aim to evaluate our proposed framework through three research questions:

• RQ1 (Effectiveness): How well does SAGE detect and diversify bugs compared to baseline
methods?

• RQ2 (Efficiency): How efficient is SAGE in performing regression testing during version
updates?

• RQ3 (Ablation Analysis): What are the respective contribution of the multi-objective
optimization and update-aware prioritization modules?

4.1 Experimental Setup
4.1.1 Game Environments

Fig. 2 Illustration of game environments used in evaluation.
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We conduct experiments in two game environments: Overcooked Plus and Minecraft.
Overcooked Plus. Overcooked Plus [41] is an open-source reimplementation of the commer-
cial game Overcooked [42]. It preserves the original’s high task complexity while enhancing
operational constraints and system controllability. This environment is particularly suitable for
evaluating the execution accuracy and planning capability of testing methods in rule-driven
games. In this environment, players must complete sequential operations such as chopping,
cooking, plating, and serving. The rules are strict and deterministic; for example, each work-
station can only hold one item, and mistakes require explicit correction. The environment is
fully observable, with the state and position of all objects represented in structured form, which
facilitates behavioral modeling and analysis. We designed 37 tasks and 2 version updates
(V1→V2 and V2→V3). Specifically, V1 contains 10 tasks, and V2 extends to 27 tasks. Both
updates not only introduce new game tasks but also include bug fixes and modifications to
interaction logic. During development, we conducted systematic and unbiased bug collection,
ensuring that the recorded issues—spanning logic errors, interaction conflicts, UI or rendering
issues, and occasional physics anomalies—reflect a representative distribution of real-world
problems encountered during gameplay. Reproducible triggers were constructed for each bug
to support rigorous regression testing. This environment emphasizes precise sequential plan-
ning and error tolerance, making it well-suited for assessing the breadth of behavioral coverage
and robustness of testing methods in rule-driven settings.

Minecraft. Minecraft [43] is a highly open-ended sandbox game with extremely rich inter-
action mechanisms and a vast state space, and has been widely adopted in AI research. This
environment is suitable for evaluating the generalization ability and adaptive strategies of test-
ing methods in open-world and exploratory tasks. The Minecraft environment used in our study
is based on a custom mod currently under development. The tasks within this mod are inspired
by the original achievement system, covering multiple interaction types such as resource col-
lection, crafting, and combat. To ensure compatibility across baselines, complex operations
are abstracted into parameterized commands (e.g., “mine,” “craft,” “move”), which are then
mapped to atomic low-level actions. The environment is also fully observable, exposing key
variables such as character position, inventory state, available resources, and tool usage. In
this environment, we define 50 tasks and two version updates (V1→V2 and V2→V3), cov-
ering action space extensions, item accessibility adjustments, and quest logic modifications.
All bugs recorded during development are retained and made reproducible through trigger
mechanisms to ensure the authenticity and comparability of results. The embedded bugs
mainly involve quest logic and trigger errors, resource or inventory inconsistencies, collision
or pathfinding failures, and performance anomalies. This environment emphasizes long-term
planning and strategic flexibility, making it suitable for evaluating the exploration breadth,
behavioral diversity, and version adaptability of testing methods in open-world settings.

4.1.2 Evaluation Metrics

For effectiveness (RQ1), we consider Bug Count, Unique Bugs, and Unique States. Bug
Count measures the total number of bug activations under a fixed testing budget. A bug
occurrence is defined as the triggering of a pre-defined bug (e.g., illegal state transition,
resource overflow, inconsistent game logic). Bug Count is reported as a global cumulative
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value across all episodes. Unique Bugs records the number of distinct bug IDs triggered
at least once. Each bug is assigned a unique ID, and each is counted only once, even if
repeatedly triggered across multiple episodes. Unique States represents the number of distinct
environment states visited during testing, reflecting the behavioral diversity of generated test
cases. In practice, environment states are encoded as structured vectors (in Overcooked Plus:
all object positions and player states; in Minecraft: player position, inventory contents, and
local block configuration). Each state vector is hashed for efficient deduplication. Unlike Bug
Count and Unique Bugs, Unique States is first counted on a per-episode (i.e., per quest) basis
and then aggregated across all episodes to obtain the final cumulative result. In addition, we
report Reward and Success Rate to reflect the behavioral depth of test execution. Reward
represents the cumulative in-game reward obtained per episode during each test case, while
Success Rate denotes the proportion of test cases that successfully complete their designated
tasks.

For efficiency (RQ2), we record both Duration, the total wall-clock time required to execute
all test cases of a method1, and Steps, the cumulative number of action steps performed during
testing.

4.1.3 Comparison Methods

We compare against five representative methods, described below:
(i) Random [44, 45]. A general-purpose exploration baseline based on uniform ran-

dom action sampling over all available actions, with each candidate action assigned equal
probability. Invalid actions are not excluded. This serves as a lower bound for uninformed
exploration.

(ii) PPO [46]. As a state-of-the-art general-purpose exploration agent, we adopt the Stable-
Baselines3 [47] implementation. Models are pre-trained for 100,000 steps with 𝛾 = 0.95,
learning rate 3×10−4, and batch size 256, and then stored in data/models. During inference,
we load the corresponding model and execute it in stochastic mode (deterministic =
False) for the prescribed number of steps, consistent with other baselines.

(iii) diff-Qlearning [2]. In contrast to the general-purpose exploration methods above,
diff-Qlearning is a regression-specific RL approach proposed by [2], specifically designed
for detecting potential regressions in game environment. The method trains a Q-learning
agent across different software versions, leveraging differential behavior signals as implicit
supervision to guide exploration toward areas likely to contain regressions. Unlike policy-
based methods such as PPO, diff-Qlearning treats training trajectories themselves as test cases.
Each episode is executed under both the old and new versions of the game, and behavioral
discrepancies—such as differences in rewards, state transitions, or violation of pre-defined
rules—are used to reinforce states that may indicate bugs introduced during version updates.
Following the configuration described in the original paper, we implement diff-Qlearning
using a learning rate 𝛼 = 0.2, discount factor 𝛾 = 0.99, and an initial exploration rate 𝜖 = 0.5,
which decays every 100 steps until reaching a minimum of 0.01. The total training step budget
is kept consistent with other baselines to ensure fair comparison.

1All experiments were conducted on a workstation equipped with an AMD Ryzen 9 9950X3D CPU, 64 GB RAM, and an NVIDIA
RTX 5090 GPU running Ubuntu 22.04 under Windows 11 WSL.
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(iv) Human-recorded test cases [6]. To align with practical settings, we also include
human-recorded test cases as high-quality human baselines [11]. Three experienced testers
participated, each with 2–3 years of professional experience in game QA or development
and over 200 hours of gameplay experience in the original versions of Overcooked and
Minecraft. Each tester recorded five trajectories per task using keyboard and mouse, resulting
in approximately 1,800 trajectories in total. On average, each version update required about 6
hours of recording per participant.

(v) SAGE (ours). For each environment, we prompt LLM to generate 20 seed trajectories
per task. These seeds are used to train a behavior cloning policy, which initializes a PPO
agent for guided exploration (using the same PPO configuration as above but with the task-
specific reward design introduced below). Candidate paths are evaluated using multi-objective
optimization over cost, coverage, and rarity, with rarity measured via 2-gram subsequences.
During experiments, we record different degrees of RTS proportion (from 10% to 90%), and
unless otherwise specified, we use SAGE (top 50%) as the default configuration for discussion
to ensure consistency and clarity. Ablation. We further evaluate four configurations of SAGE to
analyze the contribution of its key components: the full version (multi-objective optimization
+ update-aware test case prioritization), w/o multi-opt (remove the optimization module), w/o
RTS (remove the update-aware prioritization module), and w/o both (disable both modules
while retaining all generated outputs). All ablation settings follow identical experimental
configurations as other methods. We consistently used GPT-4o as the LLM model throughout
the entire experimental process.

To ensure fair and consistent evaluation, all learning-based methods (PPO, diff-Qlearning,
and SAGE) share the same action and observation space, random seed (seed=42). For all
reinforcement-learning-based methods, each episode and task follow a fixed step budget to
control exploration cost. In Overcooked Plus, each episode is capped at 100 steps and each
task at 5000 steps; in Minecraft, 75 steps per episode and 3000 per task. In Overcooked
Plus, the reward design assigns +1000 for each stage goal, +10000 for completing the overall
quest, and -0.1 per action step. In Minecraft, the design assigns -0.5 per action step, +10 for
intermediate goals (e.g., obtaining relevant items), and +100 for completing the quest. Each
method is executed independently 10 times (except Human-recorded tests), and results are
reported as the mean with 95% confidence intervals. A two-tailed t-test is applied to assess
statistical significance.

4.2 Experimental Results

4.3 RQ1: Effectiveness
The experimental results are summarized in Table 1 and Table 2. In the Overcooked Plus
environment, SAGE detected an average of 37.5 and 57.7 unique bugs in the two regression
phases, closely approaching human-recorded trajectories (40.3 and 65.7) and far exceeding
all automated baselines. For instance, PPO and diff-Qlearning identified only around 19.3 and
28.4 unique bugs in the V1→V2 phase, and 26.4 and 38.3 in the V2→V3 phase—roughly
half of SAGE’s diversity. Notably, even though the number of unique states explored by SAGE
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Table 1 Comparison of methods on V1→V2 and V2→V3 in Overcooked Plus (mean with standard deviation).
SAGE conducts experiments on different RTS proportion and compiles the results.

Version Method
RQ1 RQ2

Episodes Bug Count Unique Bugs Unique States Reward Success Rate Duration (s) Total Steps

V1→V2

RANDOM 500.4
(±0.5)

5313.8
(±33.8)

23.9
(±2.0)

6920.1
(±161.1)

-491.2
(±12.1)

0.00
(±0.00)

14.5
(±0.2)

50000.0
(±0.0)

PPO 565.0
(±37.1)

25835.7
(±4078.3)

19.3
(±3.1)

218.6
(±50.1)

171.8
(±86.9)

0.18
(±0.08)

69.3
(±1.3)

50000.0
(±0.0)

diff-Qlearning 523.2
(±21.4)

4722.2
(±694.1)

28.4
(±3.1)

2607.4
(±208.3)

-42.3
(±13.2)

0.00
(±0.00)

35.1
(±0.5)

50000.0
(±0.0)

HUMAN 80.0 743.7 40.3 1490.0 1162.9 0.99 14.9 3038.7

SAGE
(top 10%)

119.3
(±8.0)

974.4
(±84.9)

33.8
(±2.1)

1832.5
(±128.7)

1138.8
(±22.4)

1.00
(±0.00)

1.3
(±0.1)

4419.1
(±289.1)

SAGE
(top 30%)

357.0
(±24.4)

3000.9
(±244.0)

36.9
(±2.4)

2992.5
(±178.6)

1153.3
(±14.8)

1.00
(±0.00)

3.8
(±0.3)

13004.9
(±893.0)

SAGE
(top 50%)

594.3
(±40.5)

5038.5
(±415.9)

37.5
(±2.3)

3526.6
(±200.2)

1160.3
(±11.6)

1.00
(±0.00)

6.2
(±0.5)

21189.3
(±1474.4)

SAGE
(top 70%)

832.1
(±56.7)

7102.7
(±581.5)

38.2
(±2.2)

3769.6
(±213.5)

1163.0
(±10.9)

1.00
(±0.00)

8.5
(±0.6)

28913.3
(±2073.8)

SAGE
(top 90%)

1069.8
(±73.1)

9283.6
(±749.6)

38.3
(±2.2)

3840.3
(±213.2)

1167.8
(±10.0)

1.00
(±0.00)

10.8
(±0.9)

36276.6
(±2700.7)

V2→V3

RANDOM 1850.6
(±0.7)

10554.5
(±64.5)

35.4
(±1.3)

21531.3
(±186.6)

-415.0
(±5.8)

0.00
(±0.00)

58.1
(±0.4)

185000.0
(±0.0)

PPO 1975.0
(±57.6)

62712.9
(±10990.9)

26.4
(±2.7)

537.6
(±67.6)

76.6
(±43.6)

0.09
(±0.04)

253.2
(±3.7)

185000.0
(±0.0)

diff-Qlearning 1955.1
(±73.3)

11263.8
(±1264.0)

38.3
(±2.4)

7484.2
(±478.2)

-27.0
(±8.8)

0.00
(±0.00)

135.9
(±0.6)

185000.0
(±0.0)

HUMAN 224.7 2204.3 65.7 4972.0 1144.0 0.99 22.8 9134.3

SAGE
(top 10%)

388.5
(±16.0)

3072.4
(±117.4)

53.7
(±1.6)

5449.1
(±160.5)

1167.5
(±13.3)

1.00
(±0.00)

3.3
(±0.1)

14404.7
(±584.4)

SAGE
(top 30%)

1164.9
(±47.8)

9220.0
(±337.2)

56.8
(±1.7)

8494.0
(±245.4)

1168.3
(±12.3)

1.00
(±0.00)

9.8
(±0.5)

42432.3
(±1755.3)

SAGE
(top 50%)

1941.0
(±79.5)

15173.9
(±617.9)

57.7
(±2.0)

9874.1
(±254.9)

1164.1
(±12.2)

1.00
(±0.00)

16.1
(±0.9)

69284.9
(±2837.6)

SAGE
(top 70%)

2717.5
(±111.2)

20975.7
(±911.8)

58.6
(±2.0)

10539.0
(±269.0)

1158.9
(±13.4)

1.00
(±0.00)

22.1
(±1.2)

95129.2
(±4073.9)

SAGE
(top 90%)

3493.9
(±143.1)

26602.6
(±1055.3)

58.6
(±2.0)

10793.0
(±279.5)

1153.8
(±15.2)

1.00
(±0.00)

27.9
(±1.5)

119422.9
(±5084.1)

is lower than Random exploration, it consistently achieves higher unique-bug diversity and a
perfect success rate (1.0).

A similar pattern is observed in the Minecraft environment, which presents a significantly
larger and more complex state space. While PPO and diff-Qlearning triggered over 20K total
bug activations, they revealed fewer than 26 unique bugs, indicating repetitive activation
of shallow, low-impact issues. In contrast, SAGE uncovered 39 and 42 unique bugs in the
two regression phases—about 1.6× more than the automated baseline—while maintaining
competitive state diversity (20K–70K). These results show that the proposed framework
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Table 2 Comparison of methods on V1→V2 and V2→V3 in Minecraft (mean with standard deviation). Rewards
are normalized by Episodes (Reward/Episode).

Version Method
RQ1 RQ2

Episodes Bug Count Unique Bugs Unique States Reward Success Rate Duration (s) Total Steps

V1→V2

RANDOM 1652.9
(±8.1)

21726.3
(±203.6)

22.0
(±2.7)

5249.3
(±135.7)

-16.8
(±0.8)

0.06
(±0.01)

61.7
(±3.1)

120000
(±0)

PPO 1654.3
(±5.6)

21721.9
(±267.1)

23.3
(±2.4)

5623.3
(±82.2)

-15.4
(±0.5)

0.06
(±0.05)

269.3
(±12.8)

120000
(±0)

diff-Qlearning 1658.4
(±8.3)

21957.0
(±209.7)

23.3
(±2.2)

5524.9
(±54.5)

-15.1
(±0.8)

0.07
(±0.01)

389.0
(±19.4)

120000
(±0)

HUMAN 200 783 41.3 1789 142.1 1.00 42.7 3857

SAGE
(top 10%)

200.8
(±26.8)

9838.4
(±1887.6)

38.2
(±2.7)

7313.0
(±1549.0)

104.8
(±14.9)

1.00
(±0.00)

53.8
(±2.7)

19799.2
(±3073.4)

SAGE
(top 30%)

664.6
(±57.6)

20414.2
(±3474.6)

38.8
(±1.6)

16402.8
(±2781.7)

116.2
(±10.4)

1.00
(±0.00)

94.2
(±4.7)

49426.0
(±6441.9)

SAGE
(top 50%)

1069.4
(±172.7)

25031.6
(±6397.6)

39.0
(±2.0)

20201.6
(±5250.4)

122.7
(±21.7)

1.00
(±0.00)

134.6
(±6.7)

66094.0
(±12996.1)

SAGE
(top 70%)

1519.0
(±186.1)

29428.0
(±7190.8)

39.1
(±2.0)

22185.4
(±3425.0)

126.9
(±15.4)

1.00
(±0.00)

161.5
(±8.0)

80558.2
(±13535.1)

SAGE
(top 90%)

1974.0
(±259.7)

32151.6
(±6658.4)

39.2
(±2.0)

23280.6
(±4514.0)

130.5
(±19.8)

1.00
(±0.00)

182.7
(±9.1)

91234.4
(±14579.7)

V2→V3

RANDOM 3338.6
(±11.0)

43455.3
(±208.1)

24.0
(±1.8)

10510.4
(±144.6)

-15.0
(±0.6)

0.07
(±0.05)

123.5
(±6.3)

240000
(±0)

PPO 3361.1
(±12.7)

43713.1
(±578.7)

25.7
(±1.2)

11229.3
(±113.0)

-12.9
(±0.4)

0.08
(±0.06)

538.7
(±26.3)

240000
(±0)

diff-Qlearning 3362.6
(±15.1)

44001.9
(±335.5)

25.3
(±2.3)

10941.6
(±82.1)

-13.0
(±0.7)

0.08
(±0.05)

777.9
(±38.9)

240000
(±0)

HUMAN 400 1896 45.4 4523 149.3 1.00 85.3 9836

SAGE
(top 10%)

489.8
(±58.6)

31827.2
(±3974.6)

41.8
(±1.4)

24387.6
(±2700.7)

111.7
(±13.5)

1.00
(±0.00)

53.8
(±2.7)

58063.4
(±7126.4)

SAGE
(top 30%)

1604.0
(±95.0)

65699.0
(±6657.8)

42.0
(±1.2)

56541.4
(±3207.5)

125.5
(±7.3)

1.00
(±0.00)

94.2
(±4.7)

143468.8
(±9028.6)

SAGE
(top 50%)

2562.8
(±243.9)

78379.0
(±5634.8)

42.0
(±1.2)

69782.4
(±6312.6)

133.3
(±13.8)

1.00
(±0.00)

134.6
(±6.7)

188592.0
(±14826.1)

SAGE
(top 70%)

3647.2
(±289.0)

87927.6
(±7485.1)

42.2
(±1.4)

74639.4
(±1929.9)

139.5
(±10.6)

1.00
(±0.00)

161.5
(±8.0)

223544.6
(±20127.8)

SAGE
(top 90%)

4735.8
(±463.4)

95531.6
(±12404.4)

42.2
(±1.4)

76924.8
(±7286.2)

143.7
(±14.9)

1.00
(±0.00)

182.7
(±9.1)

250517.0
(±21743.4)

achieves robust generalization and semantic adaptability even under open-world conditions.
Through the collaboration of LLM and RL, SAGE can stably complete tasks while leveraging
its state–action graph to infer additional feasible paths, effectively generating more diverse and
semantically rich test cases from limited exploration. This structured exploration paradigm
grants it a unique advantage in uncovering deep logic regressions.

In some cases, we observed that SAGE failed to capture certain shallow bugs that were
detected by diff-Qlearning or Random. Two main factors contribute to this behavior: (1) During
graph construction, although exploration rewards encourage broad coverage, the dominant
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Fig. 3 Ablation study of SAGE in Overcooked Plus. The figure shows the results of V2→V3.

task-oriented rewards still bias the agent toward goal completion. As a result, some shallow
or off-task states are underexplored, leading to missed edge-case bugs (e.g., transient state-
switching anomalies). (2) During test case extraction from the graph, path search depth
and breadth must be constrained for computational feasibility. In complex scenarios such as
Minecraft V2→V3, the task length and world openness lead to very large graph structures,
forcing pruning that excludes certain peripheral states. Consequently, a portion of off-task
test trajectories—while visited during exploration—are omitted from the final test set. This
trade-off becomes more pronounced as task complexity increases. Overall, these limitations
reflect a balance between task-oriented depth and state-space breadth: SAGE prioritizes deep
exploration and high-value bug detection at the cost of reduced coverage of non-critical states.

Taken together, these results reveal a key insight: the “quantity” and “depth” of bug detec-
tion are independent yet equally important dimensions. While brute-force exploration may
yield higher bug counts, truly effective regression testing depends on semantic diversity and
coverage depth. Leveraging LLM-guided semantics and multi-objective optimization, SAGE
strikes a balance between efficiency and quality—systematically exploring diverse behaviors
while focusing on representative, high-value trajectories. Furthermore, its consistently high
task completion rate enables the system to traverse deep interaction chains and uncover latent
logic regressions across modules and states. From a practical standpoint, this quality-oriented
testing paradigm better aligns with the fundamental goal of regression testing. The essence
of regression testing lies in verifying whether a system can preserve the correctness and con-
sistency of its core functionalities after updates or evolution. Therefore, rather than pursuing
broad yet shallow bug activations, it is more crucial to conduct semantically deep explorations
of critical functional chains to uncover complex logical or interactive regressions. By priori-
tizing depth over breadth, this strategy yields testing outcomes that more faithfully reflect the
real quality risks of an evolving system. It avoids the redundant outputs of massive, repetitive,
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and low-impact issues commonly produced by traditional automation, thus achieving a more
efficient and targeted regression verification process.

Summary of RQ1:

SAGE exhibits near human-level bug diversity and robust generalization across both
environments. It detects approximately 1.6× more unique bugs than the automated
baselines and performs only slightly below human experts. Unlike baselines that
mainly uncover shallow or repetitive issues, the consistently high task success rate
enables SAGE to reach late-stage interactions and expose complex cross-module
regressions. Overall, this “goal-oriented testing approach that balances depth and
breadth” aligns more closely with the essence of regression testing—prioritizing the
verification of critical functional chains after system evolution—thereby providing
a more accurate and efficient assessment of real quality risks than approaches that
merely pursue wide but shallow coverage.

4.4 RQ2: Efficiency
As shown in Table 1 and Table 2, SAGE consistently demonstrates significant efficiency
advantages over all automated baselines across both version updates (V1→V2 and V2→V3),
second only to Human Record. In the Overcooked Plus environment, SAGE completes each
regression cycle using roughly 21–69K steps, whereas PPO, diff-Qlearning, and Random
exhaust their full 50K–185K step budgets. In terms of duration, SAGE requires only about
6–16 seconds per cycle, compared with 14–69 seconds for PPO and diff-Qlearning. Despite
the much smaller interaction budget, SAGE still achieves higher unique-bug diversity and
maintains a 100% task success rate, indicating that its exploration trajectories are both efficient
and representative.

The trend is similar in the Minecraft environment, which features a larger state space,
higher task complexity, and greater exploration cost. SAGE completes the regression process
within approximately 66–189K steps, while all RL-based baselines require the full 120–240K
steps. During the V1→V2 transition, SAGE takes about 134 seconds on average, compared to
269 seconds for PPO and 389 seconds for diff-Qlearning. During V2→V3, it completes the
process in roughly 134 seconds, while PPO and diff-Qlearning require 538 and 778 seconds,
respectively. Overall, SAGE reduces execution time by roughly 75–90% compared with auto-
mated baselines while maintaining superior bug diversity and success rates, demonstrating
strong scalability and efficiency in large-scale environments.

The differences in duration among methods mainly arise from their respective planning
paradigms. Traditional RL methods such as PPO and diff-Qlearning adopt an online planning
approach, where policies must be queried or updated continuously during testing. For instance,
diff-Qlearning performs a Q-table lookup for every action decision and computes differential
rewards across two environments, significantly increasing duration. Although PPO exhibits
more stable convergence, its reliance on neural policy inference leads to higher decision
latency per inference. In addition, the aforementioned duration does not include the training
overhead. Especially in regression testing scenarios involving frequent version iterations, PPO
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and similar model-dependent inference methods often require retraining or fine-tuning as the
system updates, introducing additional time and computational costs that further undermine
their practicality.

Although SAGE achieves outstanding efficiency during the execution phase, it incurs
a certain amount of preprocessing overhead during graph construction and multi-objective
optimization. However, since the constructed state–action graph and optimized test cases can
be reused across multiple versions, this offline cost can be effectively amortized. Furthermore,
while Human Record achieves the highest raw execution efficiency, the manual recording
of gameplay trajectories typically requires several hours per session, limiting scalability in
iterative testing pipelines.

To study the impact of the RTS proportion, we examined RTS proportions of 10%, 30%,
50%, 70%, and 90% to explore the trade-off between testing depth and efficiency. Across both
Overcooked and Minecraft, small proportions (10%–30%) yield most of the bug diversity
while requiring only a fraction of the steps and time. For example, in Overcooked V1→V2,
selecting the top 10% of paths produces about 33.8 unique bugs in roughly 4K steps and
1.3 seconds, whereas increasing to 30% achieves around 36.9 unique bugs at 13K steps and
3.8 seconds. Expanding the subset to 70% or 90% increases the step count to 29–36K and
duration to 8–11 seconds, yet the number of unique bugs saturates near 38. A similar pattern
is observed in the V2→V3 transition and in Minecraft: smaller selections reduce steps and
runtime dramatically with modest reductions in unique bugs, while larger selections yield
only incremental coverage gains at much higher cost. These results underline that moderate
selections (10%–50%) can provide rapid validation or a balanced trade-off between efficiency
and coverage, whereas very large proportions offer minimal additional benefit and significant
overhead.

Summary of RQ2:

SAGE achieves comparable or higher bug coverage while using only about 10–40%
of the interaction steps required by baseline methods and reduces average duration
by roughly 75–90%, ranking second only to Human Record. Its efficiency advantage
primarily derives from the synergy between graph-based multi-objective optimization
and update-aware test case prioritization, which together minimize redundant exe-
cutions. Although the preparation stage incurs additional overhead, this cost can be
amortized across multiple version updates, making SAGE highly efficient for iterative
regression testing. Moreover, varying the RTS proportion enables flexible trade-offs
between efficiency and coverage, with smaller subsets (10–50%) already achieving
near-optimal balance under most conditions.

4.5 RQ3: Ablation Analysis
To evaluate the contribution of the core modules within SAGE, we conducted ablation studies
in the Overcooked Plus environment, the results are shown in Fig. 3.

From the perspective of unique bugs coverage, both the optimization and prioritization
modules play crucial roles in improving testing diversity and efficiency. Compared to baselines,
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SAGE and its variants rapidly cover a large number of unique bugs during the early stages
and maintain higher overall coverage across the entire testing process. When the optimization
module is removed (w/o multi-opt), the coverage curve saturates quickly, suggesting that
redundant paths lead to repeated triggering of the same unique bugs. When the update-aware
test case selection module is removed (w/o RTS), the system still achieves good final coverage
but requires more episodes to reach comparable levels, indicating lower efficiency in early
exploration. In contrast, the complete SAGE consistently outperforms all variants, maintaining
both high diversity and fast convergence under limited testing budgets.

The ablation results highlight the distinct yet complementary roles of the two modules.
The optimization module ensures that limited testing resources are spent on diverse and rep-
resentative trajectories rather than redundant ones, directly improving coverage efficiency.
Meanwhile, the update-aware test case selection module accelerates early-stage testing by exe-
cuting the most valuable cases first. In practical regression testing scenarios, this distinction
is highly relevant: large-scale periodic testing benefits from optimization to achieve compre-
hensive long-term coverage, whereas rapid hotfix validation gains from the early efficiency
boost provided by prioritization.

Interestingly, the variant without optimization (w/o multi-opt) occasionally achieves a
slightly higher final unique bug coverage than the full framework, but only after several
times more episodes and interaction steps. This finding suggests that while multi-objective
optimization substantially enhances efficiency by reducing redundancy, it may also prune
certain rare, low-frequency behaviors. From a practical perspective, this is a reasonable
trade-off—efficiency gains are often more valuable than marginal increases in total coverage,
especially under tight time budgets. Nevertheless, this observation points to an important future
direction: developing adaptive optimization strategies that retain pruning efficiency while
selectively preserving long-tail behaviors, enabling both rapid bug discovery and maximal
long-term coverage.

Summary of RQ3:

Both the multi-objective optimization and update-aware prioritization modules con-
tribute critically to SAGE’s superior performance. Optimization eliminates redundant
trajectories and enhances the diversity and efficiency of generated test cases, while
prioritization accelerates early bug discovery by executing high-value test cases first.
Together, these two modules balance efficiency and coverage, enabling effective and
scalable regression testing under limited resources.

4.6 Discussion and Limitations
Beyond SAGE, the value of human-recorded test cases is also noteworthy. Although their
coverage range is limited, they consistently exhibited high success rates and well-structured
paths, reflecting the intuition and efficiency of experienced testers. This explains why human
testing remains indispensable in practical practice and also motivates us to examine where
automation still falls short.
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Although our method has achieved promising results, several limitations remain that
warrant further discussion. First, the effectiveness of RL in complex and high-dimensional
game environments remains a fundamental challenge. In some practical scenarios, RL agents
may fail to complete tasks or to explore sufficiently diverse state spaces, thereby reducing
the quality of the constructed state–action graphs. While prior studies have shown that LLMs
demonstrate strong reasoning abilities in complex task decomposition, fully replacing RL with
LLM-generated action sequences or relying on LLM self-correction mechanisms remains an
open question. As a supplementary solution, incorporating human-recorded trajectories to
assist graph construction is feasible in practice. Given the modular design of our framework,
such alternatives can be flexibly integrated, but their effectiveness in practical environments
still requires further validation.

Second, the multi-objective optimization stage depends on the availability of sufficient
configuration and logging information from the game environment. In research prototypes,
such information is often directly accessible. However, in more restricted grey-box environ-
ments, where internal system details are only partially observable, detailed debugging metrics
are rarely available. A potential alternative is to capture screen recordings (e.g., via OBS) or
use lightweight scripts to observe gameplay and infer environment changes through frame dif-
ferencing, thereby augmenting the statistical features. Nevertheless, this approach introduces
additional engineering overhead, and its accuracy and scalability remain open challenges.

Third, our framework may incur non-trivial computational costs. In particular, the path
extraction step from the constructed graph can become infeasible when the graph grows exces-
sively large in complex games, leading to state explosion and resource exhaustion. This issue
may hinder deployment in real-world contexts. The current mitigations include imposing lim-
its on path search depth and maximum path counts, while future work could incorporate
further pruning strategies to preserve behavioral diversity while reducing computational over-
head. Moreover, although LLMs provide strong reasoning ability, their inference itself also
introduces noticeable computational overhead and latency, which should be considered when
deploying the framework at scale.

Finally, over long-term iterations, the gradual obsolescence of test cases may result in
test suite drift, thereby reducing the effectiveness of regression testing. Therefore, test suite
regeneration and manual intervention are still required. Future work should further explore
more efficient incremental maintenance mechanisms to minimize redundant computation
and ensure the long-term scalability of the framework in high-frequency, live-service game
environments.

4.7 Threats to Validity
4.7.1 Internal validity

First, the training of RL agents in SAGE is inherently stochastic, as it depends on random
initialization and exploration trajectories. Different random seeds may lead to noticeable
performance variations. To mitigate this threat, we execute each experiment with multiple
seeds and report averaged results together with standard deviations or confidence intervals.
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Second, the performance of baseline methods can be highly sensitive to the design of reward
functions and hyperparameter configurations. Suboptimal tuning may result in unfair compar-
isons and underestimate their true potential. To minimize this risk, we designed competitive
reward functions and parameter settings in line with best practices.

Third, our evaluation relies on bug triggers that are either recorded during environment
development. Although this design ensures controllable and repeatable bug detection, it may
not fully cover the diversity of bugs encountered in real-world practical scenarios.

4.7.2 External validity

A first concern lies in the representativeness of the evaluated environments. Although our
experiments cover Overcooked Plus and Minecraft, which represent rule-driven and open-
world game genres respectively, and the Minecraft environment, as a custom mod under
active development, may have different internal development practices and a resulting bug
profile compared to a mature commercial title, they still do not encompass other mainstream
types such as first-person shooters, card games, narrative-driven adventures, or large-scale
multiplayer titles. As a result, it is difficult to guarantee that our approach will generalize
equally well across all categories of real-world games.

The update log used in our experiments was written with reference to publicly available
update logs on commercial gaming platforms such as Steam[48]. They include a wide range
of update types (new content, gameplay adjustments, bug fixes, etc.), thereby covering the
diversity typically seen in real-world update logs. At the same time, they deliberately preserve
common characteristics of real logs, such as brevity, ambiguity, and partial information.
However, we acknowledge that these manually curated logs may still not capture all real-world
variations, as some commercial projects exhibit more fragmented or even misleading update
records. In future work, we plan to evaluate the robustness of our framework within actual
commercial game development environments.

Finally, our evaluation primarily measures bug detection by counts and diversity without
distinguishing the severity or business impact of individual bugs. In practical contexts, how-
ever, the ability to prioritize critical bugs may be more important than maximizing the sheer
number of detected bugs. This mismatch between academic metrics and practical priorities
also poses a potential external validity threat.

5 Conclusion and Future Work
This paper presents SAGE, a unified framework for automated gray-box regression testing
in games. Driven by semantic information, the framework leverages LLMs to systematically
address three core issues. It solves the Foundation Issue using LLM-guided RL exploration
to build a diverse test suite. It addresses the Maintenance Issue via a semantic-based multi-
objective optimization to refine the suite into a compact, high-value subset. Finally, it tackles
the Selection Issue by using an LLM to interpret update logs and translate changes into
dynamic test priorities.

We conducted a comprehensive evaluation in two representative game environments,
comparing SAGE with both automated baselines and human-recorded test cases. The results
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demonstrate that our approach achieves superior bug detection capability and test case diver-
sity, while reducing execution cost by a large margin compared to baselines. Moreover, our
ablation studies confirm the critical contributions of test case optimization and update-aware
prioritization, which significantly enhance regression testing performance.

For future work, we plan to extend our study in the following directions. First, we plan to
extend our evaluation to practical game development settings. The current experiments were
conducted in controlled research environments with structured tasks and update logs, which
may differ from the noisy, heterogeneous, and large-scale conditions of commercial game
development. Collaborating with industry partners will allow us to assess the practical utility
of our framework in real production pipelines. Second, we aim to further reduce the computa-
tional overhead of our method. While the proposed multi-objective optimization significantly
improves test case quality, the path extraction and evaluation process can still become expen-
sive in large state–action graphs. A promising direction is to integrate pruning strategies
into the optimization stage, so that redundant or low-value paths can be efficiently discarded
without sacrificing behavioral diversity. Such hybrid optimization–pruning techniques could
greatly enhance the scalability and responsiveness of our approach in resource-constrained
real-world workflows. Third, we will explore graph-based incremental maintenance mecha-
nisms to improve long-term adaptability across version updates. Our current strategy focuses
on re-execution and removal of obsolete test cases, but this process can become costly over
extended development cycles. By explicitly modeling version-to-version transitions as update-
aware graphs, we aim to incrementally adapt test suites with minimal recomputation. This
approach has the potential to maintain consistency and stability of regression testing pipelines
while reducing manual intervention and long-term overhead.

Acknowledgement
This work was conducted during the author’s visit to Southwest University. This research was
partially supported by JSPS KAKENHI (No. 23K28064, 25K15290) and JST SPRING(No.
JPMJSP2128).

Data Accessibility
The complete replication suite for the Overcooked Plus environment is publicly available at
our project repository: https://github.com/BlueLinkX/SAGE . This includes the environment’s
source code, task configurations, embedded bug triggers, and all generated metadata used
in our evaluation. For Minecraft, the source code is not public as the experiments were
conducted using a custom modification (mod) that relies on Mojang/Microsoft’s proprietary
APIs. However, the code can be shared upon reasonable request for academic use.

A Appendix I: Example Update Log
Appendix A presents an illustrative example of an update document, showcasing the general
format of version descriptions used in our experiments.
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Example Update Log: Overcooked Plus (Version 2.0)

Release Date: September 1, 2025
New Features:

• Cheese Cutting Mechanic: Cheese must now be chopped before use, introducing a
new chopped_cheese state.

• Soup Crafting System: Added two new recipes, MeatSoup and FishSoup, with
multi-ingredient dependencies (e.g., tomato + onion + meat/fish).

• ...

Feature Changes:

• Unified inheritance between Fish and Meat classes for consistent cooking logic.
• Adjusted interaction priorities between plates and cooking devices to reduce

ambiguity.
• ...

New Tasks:

• Cheese Pizza: Involves baking dough, slicing cheese, and assembling with tomato
sauce before serving.

• Combo Meal Challenge: A multi-step mission combining soup, baked bread, and
grilled meat under strict time constraints.

• ...

Bug Fixes:

• Fixed an issue where chopped onions occasionally disappeared when placed on
cutting boards.

• Fixed visual glitch where burned pizza retained its uncooked texture.
• ...

...

B Appendix II: Example LLM Prompts
This appendix provides representative examples of the prompts employed in SAGE, illustrating
how seed trajectories are generated for RL training and how large language models are guided
to extract semantic tags from update logs.

Listing 1 Example JSON prompt for generating a seed trajectory

1 {
2 " env i ronmen t " : {
3 " name " : " Overcooked P l u s " ,
4 " g a m e _ d e s c r i p t i o n " : " Th i s i s a c o o p e r a t i v e cook ing s i m u l a t i o n game where p l a y e r s

must c o o r d i n a t e t o p r e p a r e meals unde r t ime c o n s t r a i n t s . . . " ,
5 " b a s i c _ r u l e s " : " Each i n g r e d i e n t must be p r o c e s s e d c o r r e c t l y b e f o r e s e r v i n g . . . " ,
6 " c u r r e n t _ o b s _ d e s c r i p t i o n " : " K i t chen l a y o u t : dough a t ( 1 , 3 ) , t oma toe s a t ( . . . ) ,

c h e e s e a t ( . . . ) , oven a t ( . . . ) , s e r v i n g t a b l e a t ( . . . ) , . . . " ,
7 " a v a i l a b l e _ a c t i o n s " : [
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8 " move_up " , " move_down " , " move_ l e f t " , " move_ r i gh t " ,
9 " p i ckup " , " drop " , " i n t e r a c t " , . . .

10 ]
11 } ,
12
13 " t a s k " : {
14 " name " : "Make P i z z a " ,
15 " t a s k _ o b j e c t i v e " : " Combine p r o c e s s e d dough , tomato , and chee s e i n t o a p i z z a and bake

i t t o comp l e t i on . . . " ,
16 " r e l a t e d _ r u l e s " : " Dough must be kneaded b e f o r e use ; t oma toe s must be chopped ; chee s e

must be s l i c e d . . . "
17 } ,
18
19 " p a s t _ s o l u t i o n s " : [
20 {
21 " summary " : . . . ,
22 " k e y _ s u b t a s k s " : . . .
23 }
24 ] ,
25
26 " i n s t r u c t i o n s " : " Gene r a t e a new p l an d i f f e r e n t from p a s t _ s o l u t i o n s t o comp le t e t h e

t a s k . Decompose t h e t a s k i n t o s u b t a s k s ( e . g . , f e t c h i n g r e d i e n t s , chop , a s s emb le ,
bake , s e r v e ) . For each s t e p , s t a t e i t s go a l and t h e a tomic a c t i o n from
a v a i l a b l e _ a c t i o n s . Ensure l o g i c a l c o n s i s t e n c y and s t r a t e g y d i v e r s i t y ( e . g . ,
d i f f e r e n t o r d e r , s h o r t e r p a t h , o r p a r a l l e l workf low ) . " ,

27
28 " o u t p u t _ f o r m a t " : " Re tu rn a JSON o b j e c t c o n t a i n i n g : 1 . summary : o v e r a l l d e s c r i p t i o n o f

t h e new p l an ; 2 . k e y _ s t e p s : l i s t o f main s u b t a s k s ; 3 . s t e p s : an a r r a y o f { s t e p ,
d e s c r i p t i o n , a c t i o n } . "

29 }

Listing 2 Example prompt for extracting game component tags

1 {
2 " upda t e l og " : " Re l e a s e Date : September 1 , 2025 \ n New F e a t u r e s : . . . . " ,
3
4 " i n s t r u c t i o n s " : " Read t h e g iven upda t e l og t e x t and i d e n t i f y keywords r e p r e s e n t i n g

a f f e c t e d game components , i n c l u d i n g bu t no t l i m i t e d t o : i t ems , a c t i o n s , UI ,
f u n c t i o n s , env i r onmen t , and mechan ics . Do no t e x t r a c t v e r s i o n numbers o r f i l l e r
words . Each t a g shou l d be a l owe r c a s e p h r a s e . " ,

5
6 " o u t p u t _ f o r m a t " : " Re tu rn a JSON o b j e c t w i th t h e f o l l o w i n g f i e l d s : 1 . t a g s : a l i s t o f

e x t r a c t e d keyword t a g s ; 2 . summary : a one−s e n t e n c e n a t u r a l l a nguage summary of
t h e l og e n t r y . "

7 }
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