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Abstract

With the widespread use of software products in various industries, their high reliability and se-
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curity have become important attributes for assessing software quality. This paper introduces a
software reliability model based on smooth spline regression and compares it with traditional
software reliability models. In addition, the least squares estimation method is used to estimate
the parameters in the model. Finally, real failure data from the open-source Tomcat 3-11 server is
used to perform a performance comparison analysis of these four types of reliability models using
the R software. The results show that the smooth spline regression model provides better fitting
and predictive performance.
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1. 53|

TSR, MR CEBE R LA SR, SOV & W E A G5y, RZH SR T A
Mg TAE G AR A B2, — BN R Ak 2 S B8O E 5 5, AR E M
55 o 7 3 22 Ak R AR BT . ldn: 2020 4E 8 A 9 H, EEE el — L RAAE] T FEEUN
I A o X IR R SR T ORI B AR R RS, G KR T IR R R . 2020 A3 H 2 H, ik
Exchange %5 #8 &A= T I, 5 ECECT AN U FE 7 IS B0 ik 8% AR MOt o X SR AR A R R AN A
%, Nk, WFRBAE TSR RS E RIS T SRR AR R BRI R A R R OR A Bk
BRI —

Bk T SR K AR R (software reliability and growth model, SRGM) [1] [2] [3]52& ¥ At T FE 4538 1) 5%
BRI TS B AR IR T AR R G TSR AR A B AR AR R T S I VT
PRAE W0 GE R AR A R0 R AT SR ms [4] [B1WF Forh B EEAER . AT i A SHOE AR A5 i id 72
(non-homogeneous Poisson process, NHPP) [6] [7]28 3 f1F rTSE MG KARAL . i ded Hi ) NHPP 2584 & G-O 1%
RI[8], HJaehi55] T Delayed S-shaped £l Inflection S-shaped Z5£¢ #ifizy, 37 NHPP S ] SEth b K
B P e R B M IR, BT BCERY, SRS T BAREEE R FH S/ IRl TH R AR T SR A Y
HIISH, SR EARRILE R RGNS TSR EIE VR 2 B e, IR EER 2 S D) SRR R
Voo PRIEEACHS PR3 FH PR AT 58 (0 T 1 LA O

AESH AT T TR B R B B AT, MR T HIR T . 5 S8 T S KA
BUML, A BOEAA 4 RGP AL E R RS . Hao [9]55 51 N —Fiort H0XU ek 0 7& S HE S 4
BRSRG T, T T A REEE, FHE IR PR Yu [10]55 58 i o 2 el T A Y R 3%
FEAZ 5 AN R A] s 06 &, JFIE I BA G 2% 10 S I AL U0 AN [R] R A8l i A =0 Suk [11]
S5 SR A B AR MRS, P O i I R o ISR B, IR BAE AN B — AR SR ) 2R
[, o 7 TR SR AL 51 N4 1 R S I AUL & FE AN B 2 8] () P47 o Liu [12] 5582 T —F L
I 17 N 25 22 5O R SR VP 22 TR 6 A S 1 9 B (0 B ) 20 AT, 26 28 At R DL v 0 0 1 25 SR AR I A8 R K
ANBELG R L )P A5 1T . Dohi [13]557% i T &Hs Ik 3N AR A PT SR VEAS 73k, AT DAFEAS 58 4 i) b o
o AT ENAR R A ERAT AT S RIS AT T MR A5 B . Choudhary [14]&HHT T B F il S vE T A &
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B S EACEBI LLE, PP IFLLE T 2 NS HOR 2 AN ES B A al ek KAR AR 3 A F S
5 B SRR AR . Dharmasena [15]55 K 2% T HA %718 1= 0 2 T AR A AE S 805 ok AT
SRGM FEH5, FFHR HEAUE 7S B X AR AR BEAT DAL LA

LR BRI, KT AR AT SRR AR IR AT NS HR R AR S AR A . ASCR AR S A A
(K T R 2% IR R IR B A RS B AT W e . R EEARWT: RN TR
TG FE AR B AR A AT SRR s B8 = B X SR B SR HEAT S 01 0 s 5 DU AR I 0 AT 45 R A

4510,
2. BT HBEEFEIPPRETREM4ERE
2.1. S EITEE

ESHIEAL16] [17] (181 RG0Sy — AT, BT R SRS, 2B 40
VEVE. TR OB A T R B 23 LA T S R R R BT R, BRI AR SO S M
BURIEAT B O I & R B

st — AL B R (%0 )s %0 Yo ) (Koo Vo )+ BRI STHOPE 238K Y 5 DA T X 2 % R,
A HA T A SRR B TR

yi=Tf(x)+&,i=12-,n 1)

Sl £ () = E(y )RR B, BEBILRY & ~ N(0.0%).
Sy =y 100=(F00) 1 () F(0) o o= (euepme,) o MBHQTE R

y=f(x)+&e~N(0,0°l,) 2)

2.2, JeiEtESEYIER

FeIF AL B9 2 —Fh s WAAESE R AR, o] DU F30& IR A LA A AL B BT 2 R
T G R R B T SEVEAR RS R R IRsh A B, (Rl B BRI AR @ ME ARG B vE . AR ] 5
P[RR LA H 0 AR R A AR R AR RN [ BE N PG — AN FE, SR 5 7RI ) i b4 3 2 7y B i 28 6 08 1)
EFEER . YRR AR B B2 R T G R R, R yd /N B s SRR > TR )5k 2= . B
e B A FR 2 ST T A N U«
minQ(f)zi(yi_9i)2=i(yi_f(xi))2 @)
Hrbe x B,y N BRIEREE,  § ONEET R A E. BTORERE R SR S, & FE A
HIE WL ABS, Rt EAEG) A 5N —ANETT I, W Ay

minQ(f):iZil:[yi—f(xi)}2+ﬂj[f”(x)]2dx 4)

For, ARSI SH, A0, FIURA T H T B0 A U R R 2 1 60 T
SN SEGEA, A HIA . A[[ 00T dONETIBL R MR T R I
FIBTRRE. £7(X) 2 F(X) O IS5, FRRMa s f(x) IR, () (k. 14 ahi )
o, A ARBLRAR . BE T RA SO LR SR N, R IRE AR T U R 2k M
SRR
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2.3. BRERHEE

fE[a,b] EA— AR BT X, Xy, X, 0 @=X <X <X <o <Xy <Xy <b, WIH f R LR A
A

1) FEXE (%, % ](1=1,2,-+,n) E#SR=RE A,

2) fZERT IR 20 x AR — B SARELE, HAE [ab] BtiEst.

SRR =Rk R B, EAh, AR f7(a)=f"(b)=f"(a)=f"(b)=0, A4 fAHHKR=IKF
%, HIfAE[ax].[%, b] MR . ARZREEK ML N:

f(x)=di(x—xi)3+ci(x—xi)2+b|(x— X )+a, X SX< X, ©)

S H=T(x), n=1"(x), HARERZRERIODRAMTTE =y, =0 o B TREINH IR
HiFE Q. R:

Q=(y),, 5 1=h2 M j=23n-1 ©)

HPmE g, =Y, 6, =-0" Qu=h' h=x.-x, 2fi-j>2m1, g,=0
R:(r')(nfz)x(nfz)'i'j:2’3v"'vn_1 ()

]

_ 1 1 ..
ﬁ*m%’?;fi,i:g(hi_l‘Fh)’ Viien = 7/|+1|:€hi’ /B‘:EP%P_”ZZEH" yijzoc

DyRIAERE R AR IEE MR, 4 K=QR™QT, HfMy#iw HRZIRFFRMNAEXITZQ f =Ry,
uy

[T£()] dx="Ry = £7Kf ®)
RItE,  (4) AT R N R N
(y=1) (y=f)+ Atk ©)
XFOQ)RKT 3RkT, SHFEONT G EXm MG, A5 f kit
f=(1+2K)"y (10)
5] U1 R G f ooE R TH R A LSRR WA S T S04 I HUE

3. RBIsHr

N TR R R TERE, AR T H SR ARt GO fiY. DSS HBifY. ISS B DL KOG RS
[ VAR AT 0 LE 3BT o

3.1 KMHE

Tomcat Hit 55 #% /& — > B Apache B35 & &P R A (R . TR T Web B AR 4%, 8% 7E
HNAL R G5 DL R ) I R BR AISa S T2 M . Tomceat IR S5 #5385 5 HAB AL T A —k M H,
Apache HTTP 4545 B e . RIAHFEFHESLSE, DIAEE e B[] Web B FHAR P HERR . ARSI 75 1) e P £
P RIR T Tomceat IR 25 #F R A 3-11 11 7 i e PRER 5 4 (http://bz.apache.org/bugzillal) -

Tomcat ) B3I 7B Auth. Catalina. Cluster. EL. Jasper £l Manager 5. 23Ul H A ¥ fr
BEATHOE 5, SR T M 2010 4F 1 H B 2023 4F 8 H W A1 RS I B ) M bR R (L 164 ZHEHE), R BCEEE L
1,
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Table 1. Tomcat3-11 failure data
% 1. Tomcat3-11 ¥ #E

WS KM whE)/

A #
1 33
2 29
3 32
4 59
5 13
6 30
7 21
8 22
9 43
10 31
11 28
12 17
13 33
14 29
15 32
16 59
17 13
18 30
19 21
20 22
21 43
22 31
23 28
24 17
25 18
26 32
27 27
28 24

H
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56

R
#
18
25
20
23
10
20
17
15
27
14
33
16
22
24
58
23
12
16
17
16
35
13
22
29
20
23
21
16

BRI, R
A %
57 18
58 24
59 22
60 17
61 16
62 23
63 28
64 18
65 12
66 9
67 15
68 9
69 49
70 18
71 22
72 9
73 9
74 11
75 25
76 13
77 14
78 7
79 19
80 16
81 17
82 12
83 24
84 14

1)/
H

85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112

R
#
10
15
18
5
12
22
10
12
9
16
16
9
12
7
8
9
10
10
8
11
18
12
6
13
6
10
13
10

1)/
H

113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139
140

KR
#
3
3
12
14
12
22
15
15
6
8
16
12
8
19
4
3
11

1)/
H

141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148
149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156
157
158
159
160
161
162
163
164

R
#

A A N O O W OO W O,

3.2. {REGTEEN

N T BRI ERE, AL UL T RS EEAT#IE: MSE, AIC.

1) #771% % (Mean Squared Error, f&FX MSE)s&— i FH FIVEAG Fa bR, T Ak v1HE -5 seBrou

A 2z, WA A HE L. e b, MSE AT LIRS N:

n

MSE==3(y, - §,)

i=1

2

(11
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2) JRibfE BEAEN(AIC) [20]/ — s Ak PRI e tH bR . B TP R & R BE R 25 1, B
LR fod & R . A B PR, fLse i R A BN AICEIIER . AIC IS A KON:

AIC=-2In(L)+ 2k (12)
Hodrs L @2BRPLSREEIE, k 2P HSEEE, URERMERE. HiRZERMNIESSAAR,
AIC T AR RN

A|C=m|n($)+2k (13)

He, mBEEARE, RSSZHZET .
3.3. {ERMERERTEE S A

ACHTF 2 1 Tomeat [ ELSZE R4, FIFH B/ —3RAli 1 SRARE T NHPP SRE{: ] S i KA A
SR, BB B A RIA N RASHUS T R U R MARES Rk 2 Fos. W&
P R] DA G RE 2 [ AR R ) MSE (10.6977)F1 AIC (397.0549)iX AU, & B PEA% 45 Ax b Hoft 3 AN AT 4
PEBAL I EAE /N e I CL VPR R AR BB v LUE W F ARSI e sttty e AR 4% 1A i 40L& RUR
By, T DSS ALY LA O B 2

Table 2. Least squares estimation of parameters and model comparison results
%= 2. SRR M FMRBILLRER

SHAG TSR
LT 4 FR MSE AIC
a b c
GO fE#Y 3256.275 0.0103 300.0483 945.1506
DSS 7 2569.615 0.0338 10637.98 1533.911
ISS Ay 3256.821 0.0103 -0.0039 282.112 936.9802
ptip s JEIlE 10.6977 397.0549
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Figure 1. Cumulative failure count fits for each model
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Figure 2. Comparison of fits for four different models
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N T IR A TUTERE, A SC2x ] T DAL A IR Z2(RE) -2k . b RE i ZRiBEIT T 0, il
MyERe#Ly; KT+ 0 ZIEEB; AT 0 & Am .

f# /1 Tomeat £ 423 AT (9 TR 715 17 R0 08 2R SR 1k B FA il A0S AR 3R e B e A )
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Figure 3. Comparison of relative error curves for four different models
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