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Abstracts

This paper dsals with current and future research directions in the modelling of computer
software reliability. The paper reviews some of the major software reliability models published
during the past two decades and examines problems associated with these models.
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et AlA sl n de Alad o] A (eff-
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Pnx (t) D A1ZF toll Alade] (n—k) el &

g TR S Aol AL
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bility) & o} & n]_H‘,__uoLz 4] (differential equatio-
a

Pn-k {t)+ Apn (t)=10
Pn-x (t) + Aﬂ\—k (t) =Mn-x+1 ('(), k= 1, 2,
Qn-x () +4qn i (t) = Apn_y (1), k=0, 1, -+

d
cl, Pk(t)z_p:hA, Pk(t)=$th(——t)—'
#%7) 27 (initial condition) &, 6.1
pn(0)= 1
pn-kl0)=0, k=1, 2, - (5.2)
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AR B24xhE =xn olidt T4 9
AR A g AFEA= Ech
release Al 7|2 & F8H 02 HA release
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