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Abstract

Traditional software reliability models often rely too much on assumptions and are difficult to
adapt to complex practical situations. Therefore, this paper proposes a nonparametric model of
software reliability based on Gaussian Process Regression (GPR). The model combines machine
learning and Gaussian process kernels to extract correlations between sample features from
failed data. Compared with the traditional reliability model, the model proposed in this paper has
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a wider application effect. Through the comparative analysis of the two sets of real data, the re-
sults show that the reliability model proposed in this paper has better fitting effect and prediction
ability.
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M =f(W)+N(0,07)

, 1)
f(W)~gp[0.k(W,w')]
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H T AN 7 ZESE R MR, BT BLR R Al 2k e 19 2 S B o0 A -
M ~N(0,K(W,W')+a?1) )

17 e 07 [ U9 A A PR P LA B IR AN 40 T DK 7 N RO T W B Rt 7 o e e
M B ik mdi g A, B

M K(W,W)+o7 1K (W,W")

«[~N| 0 ®)
['V' j K (W™ WK (W"w")
HGhZ AT, A
p(M*‘W,M,W*,a§)=N(M*‘m(M*),cov(M*)) )
Hdr, M7 E

m(M")=K (W W)[KWW)+o] M ©)
cov(M") =K (W™ W)~ K (W"W)[K(WW)+o?l ] K(Www) (6)

X bknran, BT irEind B R E B 0, Brilsse oy 2 mdukoe, BRI L (6) R
T M LUK ILT7 22, i AR5 22 e BB IO N B2, ATt )2 A2 17 25 (RBF) I bR 801 0 5 22
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3. R
3.1 BUENA

3.1.1. BiEgE 1

AR SCIE P R AT AT, SRR F O P R R EE R St SRS 1 v TOMCAT A% 2
Apache Tomcat, ifi% ##% v Tomcat, & H Apache 143 42 K IR Web 455 351 servlet 754% .
EH TN Java N HFEF MRS, N2 7T Java 1) Web B #2740 JavaServer Pages (JSP)Al Java
Servlets) B AEIAEE . A ST BRIE RS HREL T TOMCAT3-11 1) 2000 4 8 H % 2023 4£ 5 A 3Lt 274 N H
B, RAMEER RIS 1 iR, Hrhas 1~193 AE RIS, 5 194~274 A AENTRIILE.

Table 1. Accumulated failure data of TOMCAT3-11
2 1. TOMCAT3-11 B Bt L8R

L e L
1 3 53 2174 101 3054 149 4171 202 5233 250 5758
2 31 54 2192 102 3066 150 4198 203 5256 251 5775
3 57 55 2225 103 3074 151 4212 204 5266 252 5782
4 78 56 2245 104 3090 152 4245 205 5278 253 5787
5 113 57 2262 105 3111 153 4261 206 5288 254 5795
6 144 58 2284 106 3123 154 4283 207 5305 255 5796
7 174 59 2293 107 3145 155 4307 208 5322 256 5799
8 210 60 2312 108 3164 156 4365 209 5331 257 5806
9 244 61 2337 109 3174 157 4389 210 5346 258 5811
10 288 62 2357 110 3194 158 4401 211 5353 259 5814
11 324 63 2378 111 3207 159 4420 212 5361 260 5819
12 390 64 2399 112 3273 160 4438 213 5373 261 5825
13 436 65 2430 113 3294 161 4454 214 5383 262 5832
14 515 66 2454 114 3327 162 4491 215 5393 263 5836
15 590 67 2480 115 3356 163 4504 216 5401 264 5840

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2023.134284 2843 1B 512


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2023.134284

Continued
16 659 68 2496 116 3389 164 4526 217 5413 265 5852
17 689 69 2512 117 3452 165 4559 218 5431 266 5856
18 739 70 2528 118 3465 166 4579 219 5443 267 5861
19 807 71 2549 119 3495 167 4602 220 5449 268 5867
20 859 72 2558 120 3516 168 4623 221 5463 269 5875
21 896 73 2571 121 3539 169 4639 222 5469 270 5881
22 932 74 2588 122 3585 170 4661 223 5480 271 5886
23 977 75 2605 123 3616 171 4689 224 5493 272 5900

24 1025 76 2624 124 3645 172 4711 225 5504 273 5906
25 1084 77 2634 125 3662 173 4729 226 5507 274 5907
26 1152 78 2647 126 3695 174 4747 227 5511
27 1217 79 2671 127 3717 175 4775 228 5523
28 1258 80 2691 128 3738 176 4808 229 5537
29 1303 81 2709 129 3751 177 4827 230 5551
30 1373 82 2738 130 3778 178 4841 231 5573
31 1421 83 2761 131 3804 179 4850 232 5590
32 1486 84 2777 132 3833 180 4867 233 5605
33 1525 85 2797 133 3857 181 4877 234 5611
34 1561 86 2817 134 3871 182 4928 235 5620
35 1589 87 2850 135 3887 183 4949 236 5636
36 1623 88 2869 136 3903 184 4973 237 5648
37 1670 89 2876 137 3919 185 4982 238 5656
38 1698 90 2887 138 3937 186 4991 239 5675
39 1731 91 2901 139 3970 187 5003 240 5680
40 1762 92 2915 140 3997 188 5031 241 5684
41 1799 93 2926 141 4022 189 5044 242 5695
42 1840 94 2939 142 4040 190 5058 243 5705
43 1876 95 2957 143 4065 191 5066 244 5715
44 1906 96 2978 144 4085 192 5086 245 5723
49 2053 97 2992 145 4108 193 5102 246 5727
50 2086 98 3008 146 4118 194 5119 247 5733
51 2116 99 3031 147 4138 195 5131 248 5739
52 2146 100 3042 148 4156 196 5155 249 5748

3.1.2. HiE&E 2
HyE LR 2 KIET Apache HTTP, 'E/2& Apache A3k & 2 19— DT GRS K TR 55 2%, "I BAAER 2
HOtENBRIER G TiclT, TR TEMLeMyy) 2 MM, R&RTH Web I ssim itz —. &
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BRI R G REL T Apache httpd-2. Apache httpd-1.3. Apache httpd-test ) 2002 £ 3 f £ 2023 4£ 3
At 250 ™A B B kscsids . AR RINE 2 P, HAE 1 ADHA~176 MAMENIIZGE, 5177
AN H~28 250 A~ AAE TR .

Table 2. Accumulated failure data of apache httpd
%% 2. Apache httpd B9 21+ L8R

T LT %‘f I f}& I f}& 1l f}& WA
1 13 49 1293 97 1979 145 2480 193 2820 241 3009
2 107 50 1315 98 1986 146 2486 194 2828 242 3013
3 167 51 1337 99 1994 147 2492 195 2834 243 3014
4 225 52 1357 100 2010 148 2498 196 2837 244 3017
5 279 53 1378 101 2021 149 2504 197 2848 245 3021
6 318 54 1394 102 2030 150 2512 198 2851 246 3022
7 365 55 1407 103 2036 151 2519 199 2856 247 3025
8 399 56 1424 104 2046 152 2532 200 2857 248 3025
9 435 57 1438 105 2074 153 2540 201 2861 249 3025
10 462 58 1458 106 2084 154 2548 202 2864 250 3028
11 511 59 1471 107 2095 155 2551 203 2876 241 3009
12 539 60 1479 108 2107 156 2562 204 2881 242 3013
13 569 61 1501 109 2117 157 2570 205 2884 243 3014
14 611 62 1519 110 2125 158 2576 206 2887 244 3017
15 634 63 1524 111 2133 159 2579 207 2890 245 3021
16 655 64 1535 112 2148 160 2586 208 2893 246 3022
17 689 65 1549 113 2161 161 2593 209 2896 247 3025
18 710 66 1587 114 2174 162 2601 210 2908 248 3025
19 722 67 1607 115 2181 163 2607 211 2910 249 3025
20 757 68 1622 116 2192 164 2611 212 2914 250 3028
21 783 69 1644 117 2203 165 2613 213 2920
22 805 70 1660 118 2209 166 2621 214 2921
23 824 71 1669 119 2216 167 2639 215 2928
24 841 72 1684 120 2232 168 2649 216 2934
25 876 73 1699 121 2260 169 2657 217 2939
26 908 74 1718 122 2280 170 2665 218 2943
27 927 75 1731 123 2291 171 2673 219 2947
28 949 76 1744 124 2297 172 2678 220 2948
29 973 77 1763 125 2301 173 2688 221 2949
30 988 78 1773 126 2309 174 2700 222 2951
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31 1015 79 1785 127 2319 175 2704 223 2952
32 1027 80 1799 128 2326 176 2709 224 2956
33 1039 81 1812 129 2334 177 2716 225 2958
34 1054 82 1822 130 2346 178 2722 226 2961
35 1066 83 1831 131 2356 179 2730 227 2963
36 1083 84 1839 132 2366 180 2733 228 2964
37 1098 85 1847 133 2375 181 2739 229 2965
38 1113 86 1857 134 2382 182 2741 230 2966
39 1125 87 1868 135 2388 183 2746 231 2967
40 1148 88 1879 136 2394 184 2759 232 2969
41 1156 89 1885 137 2404 185 2766 233 2971
42 1167 90 1897 138 2420 186 2769 234 2976
43 1181 91 1903 139 2425 187 2778 235 2986
44 1201 92 1921 140 2432 188 2785 236 2993
45 1215 93 1933 141 2439 189 2787 237 2996
46 1238 94 1949 142 2446 190 2793 238 2999
47 1256 95 1961 143 2459 191 2800 239 3002
48 1273 96 1970 144 2466 192 2804 240 3007

3.2. {EAVMREEL BT

3.2.1. BHEEE 1 MEREXTEL

I 2.1 WHRH AR, JEE 3.1 MBEREIHTINZRIRAGE] T G-O BB LK 1SS B2
GRS AR LA R, w5k 3 P, MERATLISH, EUIZEETrTH, GPR B RMSE #1k G-O
FEAID) K 1SS R RMSE Zi%, Jf H GPR () MAE tEE G-O &1L A 1SS B [K) MAE B, i
GPR BRI A RO BT, FLUOR 1SS AR, B Z /2 G-O MY, 7R 4E 7 TH » GPR ) RMSE L MAE
I KT G-O fAILL K ISS iR RMSE A1 MAE, i8] GPR #E7 f Fll R R B 4, HLvo 1SS #iAY,
TR AR B 42 G-O 5. ¢ 1 24k 1 MECRIE, AR BLR R, M4 ELER.

Table 3. Parameter estimation and model comparison results for training set 1
7= 3. YLK 1 S B HITHIMRBILLRER

‘ ZHh T4
g A RMSE_train  MAE_train ~ RMSE_pd MAE_pd
a b
G-O  7251.8054  0.0058 145.6371 125.2658 171.1652 168.8147
1 ISS  11487.0952 2.4399  0.000024 135.5570 117.0393 118.7530 105.7319
GPR 9.9031 7.0323 15.3514 13.3825
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Figure 1. Renderings of dataset 1
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3.2.2. BIBEE 2 MEREXTEE

W 4 fros, FEZREEH, GPR ¥ RMSE F1 MAE #B241K T~ G-O B4 DL /¢ 1SS B [#) RMSE F1 MAE,
YL GPR BRI LSRR H 4, fEMREF, GPR ) RMSE fl MAE tE5L ik T G-O f&AY L% 1SS
A ) RMSE F1 MAE, 15 B GPR #5288 ) Tl R R B 4, 1SS AR A TR0l RO R AN, B 212 G-O AL,
2 R %E 2 FIRCRE.

Table 4. Parameter estimation and model comparison results for training set 2
= 4. YWEE 2 S B ETHIMRBILLRER

ST
B MR - " RMSE_train  MAE_train ~ RMSE_pd  MAE_pd
a c
G-O0 3028.4343 0.0115 63.1556 48.8927 140.9678 138.2626
2 ISS 43196777 00001 -0.9876  47.4863 37.8487 54.0586 52.2695
GPR 6.8872 4.4092 3.6197 2.5909
3000 { = Actual
=== G-O_train
ISS_train
2500 9 - GPR_train
— G-0_pd
2 2000 IS5 _pd
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:‘3: 1500 -
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Z 1000
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Figure 2. Renderings of dataset 2
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