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This paper presents the experiment on distribution of failure intensity of the faults in a software and proposes
a model using distribution of failure intensity. We also investigated fitness between the proposed model and
the conventional model. Software reliability growth model is one of the methods to assess the reliability of a
software product quantitatively. There are many models that has been proposed, but most of them assumed

that the failure intensity of each fault was constant, or could be approximated by gamma distributions.



1 3B

FEHENT Y 12— 8 Y A7 LAOBERKIAL, £
DEEIC L 2 EBENAE, HABRILLBEAL TV,
D7D, V7o xTOEEEEERN, o, FH
BICEF T 5 HAI RO R E o T 5 [2)[7). 20
Wo—212, BREICBITET A N TESLERERRIIBY
AIERERINEDT - F IIETVT, V7 TH
DRF T+ =V EPmE) ) — AR R HEET 572
DORFEMEFNVELTY 7 by 2 7 EEERE TS
W (Software Reliability Growth Model. ELF, SRGM
EHET. ) D B [1][5).

SRGM IZ13, IRERCHIIRSH OB L YA E
FAHH B, EBOV I MY 2 TRETO 27 ME
HBAT A6, ThLORE, FIRGHINFT oY
JPOERICESLTVAEFVERRT A LNE
ETHb. E{DSRGM Tit, V7 b7 74—
FOWEERBEICOVWTIR, 7A—AMIE6F—
FLLTWwa., LaL, £EDIDEEICDONT
i3, BEWLRBERERLAERYD S [6).

T+ =V FEOBNIIOVWTERLTWLEFTLE L
TH, BIEKE NHPP €57V [4] &, Littlewood €5
VB D HITHN B, BEEEINHPP 7L TH, <
DOPDEV 2a—-VET—ETH5HEIREL, Littlewood
CEFNVTREEERBESNL LT, TSRk
ELTWA, L2L, ThoRdECRETHY, &
BOWHERRESLE O L )Xo TWAPRAWT
HoH., —RRIC, WEERBBEONSWT -V biky
TR 2 TRICRET A2HENBVOT, 74—}
BOWEBERFELTR<AZILIZLY, I IWER
UTFRDTEEL 22 5.,

AT, EBONEELR Y 7 by T7iionT, E
BIZ7 4 — 1 b OEBAEREEOWELTY, £BO
DHPREROETVOREFEICHEL TR W & FH
POHELEBLIT, L) EEEOBWEENLTUIITR
5L, BEOHHEIZREL 2 VH LV SRGM 2
DVTHEET L. 28T, 74—+ OighEsREE
KoWTHET 2. 3E T, BIEKE NHPP 70,
Littlewood ETNVDOMEZ RS . 4HTIET 7 +— L
b OHIEAREFEEERE TOMEREY, 5,6 HiTIRE
B RERBER S RTFL 2V EFVORE, BLUR
ROETFTIVEDBICOVWTIHRNS,

2 Ta—LhOHEEEEE

VTN T OMBEEE, VT by 2T MHREBY
CEEETIEL el 2V 2 Th B, F2, 74—
ViR, MEOERYE ZomT 0y 5 AROKRE
EFREND, 7+— VNI LAMBORERIANRY
DEBILoTERENS, T2, 73—V I FERLET
bl \woT, HELS|IERITERER2W. £
DI, 7+— Vb ORENEOREREY| &2
LRTVOPEWIIEFEZ ONRE. ENHFT 4+ —
W OWEAREETHY), LTORXTERINS.

bF = —log(1—¢p) (1)
7zEL,
o = FIlrhigmes| 3R+ A% @)
Po= ek E AN

TA=NVINIFDVTE Y TAOKE, MiEEE] X
ITT— 7 OENETNETRED. Lo T—HAIZ,

o HT7 4 — VP OWBERBEIIEL S
¥/,

e VT MY THIIEDE I LT AV IDEEIN

TWVWLPIREKAETHS

INLHLEY, VIR TADT +— Vb BES
WRUEHLZ-8E, BiEhi 7+ — 1V s OiiEiiEE
REEIHEFEERL AR TILNTEDL. ZOHERS
ik, MEEREEESALE V)

3 EROEFNICE T IMEERBES T
RO SRGMIZEDITE AED T 4+ — v | OEA
BEREEEICOVWTERL TWaW (74— Mo L3
WEARBEDBENEZ {—E). TITi, 74—
b OWEERBEREOE N ZEL TV AHHERDE
FMEZDONWTHAT 5.
3.1 HEIENAE NHPP £7)L
Matsumoto et al. IZ X WIREI N ZDET IV, —
ERERCREREND 74+ - M R HERERE T A1
HEtille 7 A ohT b &K% NHPP(Non-Homogenius
Poisson Process) E7NVD 1 2ThH Y, DTFoRERR
THRINSD.



RM N

o
w
T
1
1
1
1
1
1
t
1
1
1
1
1
1
[
1
[l

Pip---

ﬂw | ]

B

bl b2 b3
HEEREED

X 1: BIEHE NHPP EFVICBITH 7+ — L DK
B A R

H(t) = oY p(l—e) (3)
=1
2EL,
a>0 , 0<pi<l, (4)
Sop =1 (5)
=1
ZZT,
H(t) = Bt ETERRSNBL T+ -V FED
Bl (CEOMmEBEE)
a = FAMREAEICY 7 by = 7 RICHELE
THHET7 +— 0V b EOREE
b; = 1 FHOE Va2 —-VIZEINLET +—
M VESH 7 OB REE
p; = {BHOEVa -V IEINET 4 —

M hOERR

CHOEFNVTHE, V7 b7 2 HRESLERNE
B2 OEETERBOTY 2 —MichgL, #h
LDET 12— VIBIZT7 + — IV + O REENEL
HERETAH. (H2B) Larl, TOREKDVT
REEHLERLT R T ERERVTAT 5.

3.2 Littlewood 7 /L

Littlewood 288 L - Z DEF ViR, EDZE4AT
LRHMEEF ERERE TABMEF VD 1 T

b RBE D

2 H G (o> 2)

Y, NF=FL—FIHEHLAETVTHS. NF—
FL—hEid, VI b x7hd 584 F TilighEe
T, POROBEICHET 2HEEEYV). I0E
FNTH, BEEORERMMBICBIIZY 7Y
TONF—=FL =M, ZOBETY T My o7 I
FTH74+— b OEBAERREOMTRINS LR
EL T3 (10).

COETNVTIE, BEARBES—KIELDT +—
VMBIRZoTWAILEERLTWA. L2oL, £
WO IIFERMITT ¥ 0 (K 1BER) 10E) L REL
Tnh,

Ay <ofid, UToRXTHEINL LI R, 2200
NG A=Y a frEORmTH 5.
B aci _pe
f(Vj) = I-\(a)'/j te™? (6)
TIT, T(a) ik, ¥ <HETHY,
. n%n!
Mo = e e O
TEREIND.
ZOEFNVORARIE, UTO@EYTH A,
i1 (N=it1)a
I
F(e) = 1-§—2" (8)

11
B+ ti+e
j=1



i1 (N—ita)
(N~i+Ua<ﬁ+§:g>

j=1

fis) = (9)

P (N=ita)t+1
(ﬁ + o+ z)
j=1

N—i41
o= >y (10)
ZIT
Fi(z) = (i—-1)BBORMEMNREL ZBH»S
z BN Y 7 by = 7OSRBE T B
fi(z) = Fi(z) OREFEBK
N = FAMHBBETICY 7 by = TRICHEAE
THERLT+— VI
t; = (j-1)BHORBENSRELTrS, jEH
DENRET S T TORMBEO
EHE
¥ = (i-1) FEOHMIREL ZRHTO
NF—F L —}
v; = V772 T7HIEFELTYS JEHO
74— b DU
a,f = BEERBELSSG (Fr<5m) o
NG =%

WEEEREEDS T w5 Th bV IRER, K
REREFAZEDEVD, HEBHKICH T PiELE
i\,

4 HEEEEBEOE

WO AR NS < S ICHE D L v ) REIC D W
T, BRERZERIE R VS, B Ethi BET 58
b%<, EEOT7 +— )V b ONEERAERAHTSH
5. LoT, RETIH, ERIC 74— OiEER
BEZEL 2 ERICOWTHATS.

4.1 EBROB®

EBRO7r—VrOKEBEREEYREL, 9%%
FARD, I, U IFHICHE ) LW IHIREKLDVT
WEXIT).

4.2 EBFE

e WEREC T O Ao ES X, REDPHT A
M, TN 7 EFTCO—BEBOEEEIToTHH ).

¢« ZITR, BRIV NRANIT =A% kol
Bat, FAMNORBETS.

o TAMRIITONAY AT OTTLOEEE,
FTRTTIA—NVIOBETHHLEZS

o BIIEE, 7AMTOWEBREOEE® W TEREL,
Tx—NEOME, BLIU, EEAEY L TEH
T5.

e LTSI AL T, LETHEL
TA—VbE, 1DRTHORABLBLELNL
DERLTBWETF AN =7 2 AHL THED
REOHELRIO 5.

¢ BT AL T =¥ E ANUBRZRET, HESE
ELEREBA, F0O7 3V ORBEERE
BErHET 5.

o LI tEZ%, @7+ =NV MIDWTHERYIET.

4.3 FEEEHG
o HWEREZ, EROMETOV s PEBELT
5L LTSS IVIBROHLANET A,
o TUS T ARBEEIE, — R L RELEEL
T, CEfELT 5.
e FAMF—Fi, BHL L REIEZ VL
T T AR T A.

4.4 RO

FERICX OB L 72K 7 4 — ) b DR 7 —
5XY, BEREERCL o TH Y /A DINT X —%
PHETH. 2EL, ETOAHKHL THEZE
BIT IR 74— MOV TId iR
BEERAERLLD, FOLI%T 4+ -V EDBFE
T AR, MEEEREL MO RKREVETELUL 25
B, BIXUEZOTF— Y BN LHED2BY) TER
ENHELIT .

BRI, HEERBOENT — 5 % 51,2, -+, Tp
L BbE, NG A—F ot



# 1 EBRER
74— b | R | SR

1 100 0

2 100 00

3 100 S

4 100 0

5 100 0

6 48 0.6539
7 1 0.0101
8 39 0.5108
9 47 0.6349
10 60 0.9163
11 1 0.0101
12 0 0.0000
13 3 0.0306
14 5 0.0513
15 1 0.0101
16 3 0.0305
17 7 0.0726
18 59 0.8916
19 1 0.0101
20 1 0.0101
21 59 0.8916

. Do
2((‘1))' loga = ’rl—llogHz;, ~log 221 (11)
k=1

DRERDBZ LIZE 5 TREN, NT A— 54

na
= —— 12
g Ty+Z2+ -+ 2Tn (12)

CEXoTH/RONS.

R, LRTHEEN NG A—F 2 boT <5
APEROT — S ICRAHEBL TR E ) 2 ERE
T 5. BEEICIE, Kolmogorov-Smirnov & EME,
BIU BEERED 20 HAVA.

£ 28T A=Y DR ERR

L &y |« [ 8]
e 0.1036 | 4.351xe™®
=3 ’ ’
KA AR oo %
PN 0.3888 | 1.31233

3 MRERR

| [X 4 | Kolmogorv F g l X AN & '

WA 0.5152 43.11
7 51 '
AR
0% G F B 0.1470 38.79
4.5 ERER

Hrzv7 bz 7B, HifErEY 7 r T
DY TN —FOBELTEHATLLOT, 707 I 4
DO, 30047820, 21D T + — v P AR
ENdr. ERERLE () ICRT

HEBE AR SR AD 7 # -V 2 B 0HE, BX
PEELVHAII D TRAHEEICL A5 A—¥
HEOHRE R AIRTY. T, TNEFRADOBHAID
T Kolmogorv Hil, 2 HEtE % Ko EE £ 31
Y.

WS AERBENERAO 7+ =V N 2 ELHAE,
Kolmogorv & FEMRE, X2 WA EME THEKYE 0.5
BCTEHNIN, FLETLVHAICH P ESERET
HEKHE 05 BTEHEINS. LoT, TOERICH
W22V TZ b THROT A=V MZDOWT, H s
FRIHENHEELEVEETZA.

5 HEINAHELEEBEESH % B/ SRGM
DRE
ERIY, vI7 M7 ORBERBEICOWT, —
BN Y GADES LW LD S L.



Z I T, WEERFEEOSHEKEL v SRGM I
DVWTIRETA. IT, HEF— Y oBRMoOLPT X,
ROFNR T E0ED S,

o HEEHET VA RET S,

o 74—V N DFRRERICIE, NHPP 2 IRET 5.
4, 74— b OEARBESA % [0, c0) THESE
BHRERL L L, TOLHMEE F(b) £ B, T
bbb,

F(b)) = Pr{fMERHEE<bL22

74— bOEE ) (13)

&b, ThHE, 7AMRIBEICBTS [b,b+db] DF
BoKEARKBELRT 7+ — IV L OB,

a{F(b+ db) — F(b)} (14)

EBITE.

TIT, HERO NHPP <384 5 FREMA H(t) i<
ML, 7= OWBEEREE # FCEHELT
bOMMH(L,b) FEL D, H(t,b) I3, HPEARHERD
DT A=A, Bt TTRERESWLHFE £
LTwd, LoT, VI T7EEOBRET +—
Vo BOMFHE H(t) i,

H(t) = /om H(t,b)db (15)

DY D 5.

FBE BIEMHA NHPP EF VTR, WEAREE b
P—EDEY 2 —VIIBWTi, BEOHEIERIT
FOWETY 7 MY THICERFET A7 4+ =V MU
HTHEEELTWAS, bbb,

dH(t)

dt

PRYLD., T TaldFAMNHBHICYV 7 27
KEFRTVER 7+ — LV ROBSHE, bidF0T
Ta—-NVEBITBET -V OREEREETHS. L
EH) IO ZDREVEY LD THE, (16)Da
2 (14) %, H(t)IC H(t,b)db %, ZThFRMAAT S &

d{H(t,b)db}

dt
= bla{F(b+db) — F(b)} — H(t,b)db] (17)

= bla— H(t) (16)

a7 A FRBAREOR 7 + — v MK
b: RS R
F(b): HPEARIRE SR

V7 by a7 - aff MRIHE)

@

MR RBEDD T 2 — k- - aF'(b)db 1B
(FFEHb)dD,

R 3: 74—V DR

ZOFRNE H(0,5) = 0 DEHOTTH &,

H(t,b)db
= a{F(b+db) - F(b)}(1—-e7*) (18)
H(t,b)
a{F(b+le)) - F(b)}(l _ e—bt) (19)
= aF'(b)(1~e™™) (20)

i35,

F'(b) R EERBESHOFERETH Y, ToOK
W, aF'(b)dbAtY 7 by 2 7 EKIC BT B IR
BEbDT 2 — bk ORBOMEE (M3BHB) TH5T
EERLTVA,

(15) DBEAMRD &,

Hi) = /owaF'(b)(l—e‘b‘)db (21)

PERPR, F(b) REEES IR 0T,

/;mF’(b)db -1 (22)

DA
H{t) = a-a /OOOF’(b)e'“db (23)

285,

(23) 1, —HREIT T + — v b OIS A SRR 545 % 1R
ELZWEHERRORTH Y, WEEAEREES %
RO TEYEBAHEI RIS I L2 RLTWA. T,



ZORIE, e D Maclaurin JEE

2\ (—bt)™
e—bt — Z( k!) (24)
k=0
FHWwLE,
% _#\k
H(t) = a—a§:ﬂ%§L (25)
k=0 )
ax = / F'(b)b*db (26)
0
5.

arIPEERBEED kRO E— AV FThHY, Th
12, FHEEEREEREFEOZRDE— AV M Y
AW TREINBILERLTVSE, TDOILds,
FHICT =V DB RRENREAN S, WA
ErHlEL, BROE—AVF2RDB L, LEOMK
B A MR AT L 7 ER MBS R s B

6 TFILOHLE

FETH, REEFVELEREFVETENT—¥
~NOBEET B -ERIIDWTHET 5.

6.1 H&HE

TAMF =Y OETHEFITL T, 74— F2HR
HENLBHEEDLL, T070, RETFVB IV
EXREFVOBAED 7 A b 7 — ¥ OEATHER AT
LTwa., T, 100FDF AN r—2A%i<%L
72100 BY OF—F v P #IEREL, #0O&K L1200
TREETFNVERREFTVONS X—F ZHEL, E
TN OEEE T RNz

T VOBEAFEE Kolmogorov Ml % KT, 20
TTNERELT L R/NOHEKEER 0.005, 0.01, 0.025,
0.05, 0.1 26 RAZHETRLL

6.2 LEEFER
ZORBRIFICB VT, BN ROERDET L
& LT, Littlewood €7 VEHWV. F/2, HHoV
7rYxT, FAMNF—FIE, WEEEREERHEL
LROLOERALL. FAMF—% vy M, 100
Thotz.
FRENDEFNICONT, BHESR LA EARL,
EHENZTF -7ty P EERARET

* 4 HETF VDO ERER

{ K EkHE I Littlewood ‘ BEETFTL 1

.005 8 0
.01 13 3
.025 27 10
.05 39 17
1 55 31

E»L, BHBEAEICBVTEHEALTVEF—%
ty FERBEEFVOFNE. Thbh, YoR
BAEILBWTY, fEEFVOFHBEH SN LHER
HIEVDT, REETVOHY, EEMEICE VAL
TwtbEwnz b,

7 LI

KBTI, VIIYTHREINDL 74— D
REARBELYNET 2ERICOVWTHRELZ, FL
T, FOERLLT7 4+ -V k ORBEEREES %
Hry=ghb$aRER, LFLVEL ZwI L%
KLz,

®iZ, NHPP €7 )V 0P M AR B %
EWMELTHEATAILICLD, WEEREESHO
ACRFLEVEFVEIREL. 2L T, BETF
VORRDETFT VI T HEMMESE, EBF— 5 ~0
BEEZRETLI LI VIO,

NS LD, T — )V OEEEREES F B
THLEYE, BIV, ZELARETFVOFEY, £
BENFHOME LB LRI LD o7

A=V OWREARBEESNET ST &, N
By 7 b7 CIRIEBWEHTH B, KHHEY
TP TV TIT ) ORKRERFHEET L. 4
B, KBV 7 by x 70w Tl RSB % 3
ETAFHEOMESLELERD.

SEM
[1] Brocklehurst, S., Chan, P. Y., Littlewood, B. and
Snell, J.:”Recalibrating software reliability mod-
els”, IEEE Trans. Software Eng., SE-16, 4, pp.



2]

3

-

—_—
K

6

(7]

458-470, Apr.1990

E, A, BIE V7 by o TEREEOEBRBM
SBRESHOBYE - | BRER BEFREE, I3,
5, pp- 454-460 (1990).

Littlewood, B. and Verall, J. L. . "How gbod
are they and how can they be improved 77,
IEEE Trans. Software Eng., SE-6, 5, pp. 489-500,
Sept.1980

Matsumoto, K., Inoue, K., Kikuno, T. and Torii,
K. . "Experimental evaluation of software relia-
bility growth models”, Proc. of 18th FTCS, pp.
148-153, 1988

Schneidewind N. F.: ”Software reliability model
with optimal selection of failure data”, IEEE
Trans. Software Eng., SE-19, 11, pp 1095-1104,
Nov. 1993

LK S, EE 74— VPMLT VRV AT A
DL & BRET, HE#E, pp. 251-254, 1991

WH, kK, "y —RERCES(SFHY 7 b
v T EEEREET NV OER FHLEF AR
gk, 27, 8, pp. 821-828, Aug. 1986



