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Abstract

Aiming at the problem that most of the current software reliability models do not consider fault
dependent and parameter estimation, this paper proposed a software reliability assessment and
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prediction method based on vector autoregressive model, which considers the correlation be-
tween software components and uses the component fault data for modeling. The proposed soft-
ware reliability prediction model is applied to two real software project data sets. The experi-
mental results show that the software reliability prediction model based on vector autoregression
proposed in this paper is more effective.
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1. 518

AT SR TR R A R ) — AN BB 5y, (R Z U AT AR 2 . R mT S PR 7R R A
AIEEVE TR SR A B G E B ME A B mT AZE DU B 1 AN B BN SR A I 5 0 o 2 AR UE [T A
TRAFE M AENERE B AR BT BRI A 7 (s R 3215 B2 e MER . el vl 5
PERERI AT DLSR A2 72 Hy, WD P B AR A o R A T e S i R R T R AT — A
LI, ARG T ORI R, W TR TR, nTHME RS MR R
gtk LR P B s O . Horb, AT SRV R I B RS R REAAER, BRI A
A HRE o AT AT SR ST T R B R A R, X R R A I B AT B B AT R 2 T R A N R
PRALTHIRI MR 7 RO RE . XPRREEIR R SR, 1 A R DI T St A R — R 5

o AP P EE  S TEAR AE TN L P RE 3G KR A AN AR I R S ME F G [1] [2] [3]
WA S KA SRGM O A2 R H . 2B iF A, BRI FA 1T #2 (non-homogeneous
Poisson process) 2 fF AT SEMEIG KA RN F e o) iz Hoh G-O B [4] o A&, HAB M R G
I RO TR AT, IR R RTR M NS R BN R, X B TR AR BT R A
T HEETTER. 10 3C[5] [6] [7]H 4855 G-O MR FIERBAR T AFMIE. 568, JE8et T & FhA R A
XL [ 8 e B AR AR, QB B PR (RIS, A B P s ST R A O, DA R A A ik
FEARGINH B . SR, Foh — SR LR A SE 8], th4h, SRGM I Al & B — N ket ]
W, BN — A8 — B T DAYEAT A 16 L T 5 I [9]. 26T SRGM IR Ftill 14, {FvfdiF SRGM
MR bR, IXLEAR PR B BRAE R 25 A i bR R AT BRI A, AR, BT A A
LR T o

DR — St 70N GO DR TR AR, R il fe ARIMA BRI TR S e Tl . EBas 2, w
6] 7 FUABE Y AT DAfF G SRGM 1188, 17 FL'EAT 1A e J14h th B HERR I B &5 5 . 164k, Junhong %5 A [10]
EBA T 3 ] S T o e ) Goel-Okumoto NHPP R TT LA g — B [ [m] RS R (AR (L))« 3X — 45
S, B B A T SRR ARIMA RS R) —ANRRG, 1 9 e 76 304 ] SV 000 oo F ARIMA
PR AR A RE T — ASB WT 70U. SHATI 11138 T AR 2R ) ARIMA 587, T H 8 R 4800
i . (E# K ARIMA 157515 Duane BAYHEAT T LL#K . Duane B4 & T JE S5 IAAA i FE S IR, ARIMA
Je— AR VERY, BTN Duane AR HY G, 15 6 IX SRR EAT 1 a0 b LTI AR 1 2 G O A i
55 ARIMA BRI\ Ay 2 B4 F AR AL . Fan A1 Fan [12]3% B 1 FH I 6] 56 370 S 4t Tl 3 2 45 i
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AP AT AR TN 7 % o WIFCRIN, B 1] P SRS A — R e AT ARV, L e 3 v 4 T S
(R FREIN PR R T 75, %o e e ) B A 11 T 00 T e 2t i O 5 SR Amin 258 A [L3]4 HE 77 1 T S
KT P ) FUASE Y, A 2 DA AT TR 2 St HP A8 AN I SEE P8 U 7 P S MR T v A i S, R
TR ST v, BT DA B T S TR T DA 7 ) Oy SR R IR G TSR, AT R
FE T HAB AT J7 2 5 A 9 1T S5 PE TS5 S . Cao [LA)3R4E T — 454 ARIMA KR 5 40 TR 2k v Ak
MBI G TS, FHRE T — R SRR R AL (8 2% . Choudhary [15]32 T 8 FIALAS % 2] 4
A B8] A AR RS B R AT SR PR KRR, Pati A1 Shukla [16]42 HPEE N T4 £ 48 R SR AT [0]
VA B PSR IR A S0, IR A B TSR EZR M A AR 2 Mk (e . AEIX I T AR, 2R AR
VRIS oy S FHSRVEA,, DRSBTS . Chen 28 A[17)3R 7 — M3t TR S5, A H
][] 5 B 5008 AT 1 2% T SEVE 20 AT - Waing 55 A [18]4:& H — Flr ckcadh Fry i 8] 32 3710 7 v B FH 1 F ) R e vl
57 G I s 8] e 51 B30 R0 52 R 98 O v AT L e . Kumaresan 25 [19]42 H T R 241 4t T i 1) e 51
(S)ARIMA T3k R — N TSR, AE 2 e SRR B 50, P B R&E L R 0 24T VR4S o an SR 38
AT RN, W2iERE ARIMA B8, iR rEm, A (S)ARIMA ALY R . {ERET
(S)ARIMA AL 7 7, BEHRB RGP RIZF1E. Kamlesh Z5[20)74 TP ARIMA BEAIILRY R H T —
AN L R A R B TR Y . 25 b, H RTER]E S T SE AR RO B — AN, B A
(0 L B R AT R, X TR AR R R A, R R LR 2 T R AH DG A DA B kot LA 4l gk A
AR

BT UERNR, AR TR VAR BERIE S T — AN AR B AR R ol SRR, DATEAR A
AR A AT SEVE S b v AR A A R R, DA AE 22 78 SRR I 0 T V8 28 B8 R o TR AH S PR R e o BT
P2t IR B T 1) o 5 B VA PR A T e LA 2R A 7 FH A B SE R e i A, RS TR T
PEAHTI ARIMA F1 G-O BEBLHHTLLAES, fERRAE 1 f, ASCHR BRI T G-O #ALFT ARIMA AL
GHXTREE T3 T 42.23%F0 30.88%; TEAELE 2 b, IEAHGIREE > Bl E T 6.038%1 1.299%
XTI S, ERRANEIEES, XT G-O BRI FEFE /3 Alie s T 37.893%F1 18.176%, *iT
ARIMA #EA 43 I3t T 1.076%F1 12.418% . K LA A SCATHE H 119 22 S0 8] 77 21 43 A1 7 v ] DL 5e %
W AT MDA AR A (AT S, T AR b T A SR R A
2. T VAR RBINRG AT RS 5%
2.1. VAR #REFRNLEH

A& Christopher Sims 75 1980 4= [21]4& H () & [ BB AL/ E N SUE R FE 0 777%, R R &
FRIEAT A

VAR HEAY (1852 ik 50N -

2, =0y + Dz +--+ D7, +a (D)

RO P oAk 4R, HFHESTi>0, O Zkxk QHE, @, 0, a @M (iid) b
MU A, HIMEN 0, P52 5B N I 2 Rk .

Al VAR BRI N T

AEICCRS ¢k(1)J o Vu(p) W)J s
L i e e L I M I ©
2, @0 ¢k1(1) ¢kk (1) Zes ¢k1( ) . ¢kk(p) Zkt—p a,
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VAR BERLHS iy A AR S N 0 A8 8 2 8] (¥ 50 R b AT S 4 Tl ) 70 o He— R 9 1) W — Bt
I 6] A PR SE B et Ar A R A2 VAR BRI PR B e 2) AAEE 2410 VAR RO IR X L4 dfE ;s 3)
RS T A G B AT s 4) KA AT A& 241k s R 5) Ao P A S A AR R R T R SR A

2.2. BT VAR ERNRA TR EER
AATRAIE LT VAR B BAF T EEVERERY, R LR R et AN (1) 5075 1 R 3K(3):

F. Fig F p
F F F

2@y +@,| 24+ @ ) 2';7” +a 3)
Fs. Foa Fe P

HAF,i=12-,n REF i AN
2.3. &
2.3.1. =REEM

VAR R 3 Ji5 JA R B R A T R MERR M B . BN K EH 2 SECR ZE TR ™ & J A, 1M
k fEid K2 FEE HERRED, KIS EAG T A R . TEARSCH, LA RSNk T B %
MERE. 3 AMENERECH T U8 VAR BN 4. VAR () BE2Y1F 3 ANHENy:

AIC(p)=In|Z,, +$¢)k2 Q)

BIC(¢)=In[S, , |+ In_f_T)gpkz )
. 2in[In(T

HQ(p)=In|X,, +M¢k2 (6)

oo TOREA, 5, BRI MDERE S, OB BT
2.3.2. BRBUEFEET
SN TR R KA VAR B B B (T)IR 4
B=(xx>1(xz>{z xtx;} 3 %z 0

aryt eryt}
Hrpx, =(1, zt’_l,---,z{_p)’ A (kp+1) 4 &
2.4, {RELTAEHEN
BATEAR IR 7155 G-O BRI DL KT [ 7 51] ARIMA RERUBEAT 0 LU PPl o B2 B 1Pl
BRI D0 B 340 )7 1% 2 (MSE) , 5L ) MSE 5 U
MSE =1§n;(yt -9.)

N

(8)

y A G, 7 SEBRE St THE . BEAN, FRATEE RAI g FEFRRAT EANS TS BERI S &, b€
SCN:

RAIMSE 1= MSEARIMA — MSE’VAR %100 (9)
MSEARIMA
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MSEG-O B MSE’VAR

RAlyse 2= —— e =100 (10)
JEH MSE, Fll MSE jgyn A S MSE o 73 38 AR ST H 1197742 ARIMA 7 201 G-O 57 fir = A= [ MSE
fE-
3. RBISTH
31 BHENA
311 ¥iEEE1

WSO IR 2 353 I JR T ST AT, &% A s e S5 RV T F P BB ER IR R 4 B4R 1 4 Kernel
AT ()7 20 s - Kernel B4 2 E RGO A S FH AR B2 645 input Devices. video. Bluetooth
LA S Network DY A7E 2013 4F 1 H~2022 4 8 H HH b4 , J il 104 4150 FH T 25447, 105~116
I R R BOE FH T T30 . input Devices. video. Bluetooth LA & Network PYANHAE5: 5 X, X, X5, X, &
s BARSEE WAE 1

Table 1. Component failure data for Kernel
52 1. Kernel B4R HFHFE R

iwHE] A X1 X, X3 X4 A/ A X1 Xz X3 Xa
1 1 0 1 0 59 4 2 3 4
2 2 2 0 0 60 2 3 2 2
3 0 2 0 0 61 9 3 2 3
4 0 2 0 0 62 2 3 6 5
5 2 1 0 0 63 2 3 6 3
6 0 0] 0 0 64 0 6 6 3
7 0 0 0 0 65 2 5 5 5
8 1 1 1 0 66 5 6 3 2
9 1 0 0 0 67 4 9 1 2
10 2 2 0 0 68 7 5 1 1
11 3 9 3 1 69 7 6 1 0
12 4 5 2 0 70 8 4 2 1
13 1 4 0 0 71 7 3 1 3
14 0 3 4 0 72 6 6 2 1
15 1 0 1 0 73 6 3 5 2
16 1 3 3 0 74 3 4 0 1
17 1 2 1 0 75 3 7 4 3
18 2 1 1 0 76 4 7 4 3
19 0 3 8 0 77 2 2 3 1
20 6 5 0 0 78 8 4 1 1
21 2 1 0 0 79 4 6 1 2
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312 BIE&E 2

54 2 5 Akonadi B 2009 4 1 F~2022 4 8 H ) =AM R R EcE, FHT 150 28 X N
WIGREE; R4 14 HEHE IR TIRIERH . Akonadi /& linux  KDE F [ —Fi A mysql 34T 84 22
PETAE) KDE 4 88 FE42 11 . BlgeE 2 & =N, 2550008 general, IMAP UL & server , fEA4
YRR LR R, ndk 2 figl

Table 2. Component failure data for Akonadi
52 2. Akonadi BY4B 1 ERE SR

i1/ A Fi F; Fs e/ A Fy F Fs I} e/ H Fy F Fs
1 0 4 4 56 0 7 5 111 1 3 1
2 0 0 2 57 1 5 3 112 3 3 2
3 0 0 4 58 2 10 1 113 2 1 0
4 0 1 0 59 2 32 4 114 1 3 2
5 0 0 2 60 4 24 11 115 2 4 2
6 0 0 0 61 2 6 2 116 10 8 6
7 9 0 1 62 1 10 1 117 4 3 4
8 6 5 3 63 0 12 2 118 27 56 12
9 3 5 2 64 5 4 5 119 1 2 0
10 0 7 2 65 6 9 6 120 8 11 3
11 4 2 0 66 2 1 1 121 4 2 6
12 0 2 0 67 0 1 1 122 1 1 1
13 4 4 2 68 1 4 2 123 5 1 4
14 9 2 3 69 0 2 0 124 4 4 3
15 12 0 2 70 0 1 1 125 0 1 2
16 8 2 1 71 0 3 0 126 2 3 2
17 2 4 0 72 1 2 1 127 3 1 4
18 18 9 6 73 0 1 0 128 1 3 1
19 4 2 1 74 0 0 0 129 3 0 4
20 23 2 2 75 3 2 2 130 3 3 5
21 2 4 3 76 1 2 0 131 1 1 5
22 4 3 2 77 0 0 1 132 3 1 2
23 12 2 3 78 1 2 0 133 0 2 4
24 6 26 4 79 4 0 0 134 1 0 3
25 5 3 1 80 0 1 4 135 1 0 14
26 6 2 1 81 0 2 0 136 0 1 3
27 3 0 2 82 2 5 2 137 2 2 4
28 5 4 2 83 0 1 1 138 3 1 7
29 2 1 0 84 2 1 0 139 2 1 3
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30 0 0 0 85 1 1 3 140 4 9 1
31 9 13 2 86 2 2 3 141 3 9 4

32 2 9 0 87 0 25 1 142 3 0 9

33 8 44 2 88 1 2 1 143 2 6 1

34 4 8 0 89 0 2 3 144 1 5 11
35 2 10 0 90 0 2 3 145 7 5 8

36 2 18 0 a1 2 2 0 146 2 0 1

37 9 20 0 92 3 1 2 147 25 5 21
38 3 24 0 93 12 9 6 148 1 3 2

39 9 15 1 94 5 0 5 149 4 3 1

40 2 1 1 95 3 0 0 150 3 1 2

41 8 5 0 96 1 0 3 151 0 5 6

42 2 5 0 97 124 58 20 152 1 4 5

43 4 6 0 98 2 0 7 153 1 2 4

44 2 4 1 99 1 2 8 154 3 1 3

45 2 16 0 100 3 5 1 155 3 1 0

46 7 4 1 101 1 2 1 156 1 1 2

47 0 8 0 102 3 8 1 157 4 5 4

48 6 7 1 103 1 0 1 158 0 2 6

49 4 8 0 104 1 2 2 159 5 0 2

50 4 27 1 105 3 3 3 160 1 3 4

51 8 11 3 106 2 1 0 161 2 2 5

52 1 2 0 107 0 0 0 162 2 0 7

53 1 4 0 108 0 1 0 163 6 1 4

54 2 20 3 109 7 4 1 164 1 3 4

55 4 4 1 110 13 27 7

3.2. BHEITER

321 HiE&E 14R
TERIEE VAR B2 i, 45 5E I IR 8] 77 51 5008 N 1206 2~ A PR IR R A 5« AR SR A ADF (Augmented
Dickey-Fuller test)fiis, 3t p {4 0.01, 7ERFEMAKTFH 0.05 BTG TN & Fian). RiEE 3
Fngi R, 2% AIC HEN. BIC HEN & HQ #EMI S5 418, MRZIEFF M VAR BRI E 408 1 B
R XT Kernel %44 FI DU~ 2044 input Devices. video. Bluetooth DLz Network #37 VAR (D)#E7, 8
HZHAR TS RIS VAR BT
X,.) (0353 0059 0.142 —0.036)( X, ) ( 1731
X, | |0.400 0.066 0655 0.049 || X, ,| | 1.971
X, |~| 0.164 —0.023 0239 0033 || X, | | 1.180
X, ) 0547 -0.089 0.853 0.181 | X,,,) (-0.521

(11)
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Table 3. Information criterion
= 3. EREN

Lag AIC HQ BIC
1 12.87748 13.18651 13.64028
2 12.94386 13.51042 14.34233
3 12.99026 13.81435 15.02441
4 13.27734 14.35896 15.94716
5 13.43538 14.77453 16.74087

322 BIEE 248
LRI B EE 2 W L PR E A, MR 4 Fon, k8RR VAR BB RR IS 0N 1 Fr.

Table 4. Information criterion
4. EREN

Lag AIC HQ BIC
1 10.86253 10.95951 11.10126
2 10.86298 11.03269 11.28075
3 10.87380 11.11624 11.47061
4 10.92676 11.22194 11.68262
5 10.88484 11.27275 11.83975

[R5 Akonadi = N2H A8 general . IMAP DL server 257 VAR (L)BE!, 383 S5 fiti 1143 340,

4 VAR AR
F.. 0.014 -0.044 -0.082\(F,, )| (4.494
F,. |=| -0.076 0.217 -0.364 | F,,, [+| 5573 (12)
Fs, 001 -0.046 0.197 )| F,, ) |2.388

3.3. {REMERERTEE o4

3.3.1. MIZRERIBERXTEL

R 3.2 SRR, I EE 3.1 5 PR A SR B IOV SREERE EL A, AR 1R 5 g
(K135 75 12 22 (MSE) FIARXTRE B (RAL e ) - TERHESE 1 7, XTHE G-O B8, VAR BB RAELME X, 5 X, &
G RERIE K, 0 VAR BRIZEA MSE (7.22) Lb G-O #ERY #1454 MSE (68.61) /)v, iX Ui # VAR HEALf)
B ERZEN, HHANKE R T 42.23%. EHEEE 2 1, VAR #ALE G-O A 13507 w7
7374 68.98 5 70.39, AHXIHEEE TR E T 6.038%.

Xf H ARIMA RS, 7EAAE 1 mT A VAR BEBUTE X, PR X, BN AERLA ) MSE {E IS KT ARIMA
B, (HAEHEESE 11 VAR BAAHELT ARIMA BORAHXTRS BE4R = 1 30.88%, RIEHHEER 1 /Mt
RIRAMH: IR, WERILE BORKE, VAR AL MSE (7.22) L ARIMA FAL 25 MSE (60.24)
/N, X VAR RS (AR G iR 25 /0 TITE R 4K 2 Hh VAR BEBYBR 44 F, 193977 R ZE BRI T ARIMA
BERLAL, AR RERESR T 1.299%. AN, G-O BIAMIGRUREZ, VAR BALE ARIMA AL %41
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B B P A B LS, HBAARSR T VAR BRIV A L34, ] 1 I 2 - ala B T AN SR %
AN VAR FERL L ARIMA AT G-O KRS (1 F e b e il & 1 o

Table 5. MSE and RAI,,,. values of the three models in the training set
% 5. WIGE=MERIA MSE 5 RAI, {8

. MSE RAlvAE 2 RAIwAE 1
etk Zikes - -
VAR G-O ARIMA G-O ARIMA
X, 5.76 5.48 4.37 -5.11 -31.81
X, 11.22 99.75 87.80 88.75 87.22
1 X, 3.61 3.29 2.86 -9.73 —26.22
X, 8.29 165.92 145.93 95.004 94.32
Average 7.22 68.61 60.24 42.23 30.88
F 115.39 115.63 116.64 0.208 1.072
) F, 81.58 83.73 80.46 2.568 -1.392
F 9.99 11.80 10.43 15.339 4.219
Average 68.98 70.39 69.18 6.038 1.299
EC e
varliil
& s | ARIMABH
i A —— G-ORA
H g .
g E°
§ .
T T T T T T ° 4 T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
Time
(b)
§ o - E 8
g 7 gz
2. 5 %4
- - wiw
T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
Time Time
(© (d)

Figure 1. Fitting plot of the number of component failures for data set 1

1. BIRE 1 At aE

3.3.2. MAEHIERILL
Xt 73 RS B A P B SO ST R R EAT T, O R SR A M AT XS B, A5 B AL
PEARI MSE {H, 17k 6 Fm. MWRIPATEUE Y, ARSI 7304 i) MSE B2 H ARIMA 57 73
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MK 1.076%5 12.418%, Lt G-O B4 Hi{K 37.893%F0 18.176%, X &Mk A4S 3L 7 V4Rt 7 B Vi (1 T

Mo P 3R 4 73R A B A VAR BTN A .

40 60 80 100 120
|

general L1 HREAL

0 20
I I
|

Time

IMAPZL{ B8
20 30 40 50 60
1 I 1
serverZiL - i3

10

0 50 100 150
Time Time
(b) (©
Figure 2. Fitting plot of the number of component failures for data set 2
2. HRtE 2 AH ISR AE
Table 6. MSE and RAI,,; values of the three models in the test set
% 6. MNE=MEAH MSE 5 RAI, . 1B
e it MSE RAlvaE 2 RAlvag 1
VAR G-O ARIMA G-O ARIMA
X, 3.168 7.078 4.529 55.242 30.051
X, 3.497 10.564 9.11 66.897 61.614
1 X, 4.884 4.340 2.368 —12.535 —106.25
X, 5.664 9.760 6.893 41.967 18.889
Average 4.303 7.934 5.748 37.893 1.076
F 7.54 8.03 8.58 6.102 12.12
F, 11.79 14.02 15.76 15.91 25.19
2 F, 5.250 7.78 5.248 32.519 -0.057
Average 8.19 9.94 9.86 18.176 12.418
4. BE%

BOE R TT SEIE EAR B AOR T VR 2 IR, JFREAE I (8] AR 1A AR KA . DR AT SE P
AR ME A% GE (0 7 2Ok A i tig , 10 LA AT SR A THE R I 22 e B BSOS AT F
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Figure 3. Prediction plots for dataset 1

[ 3. RS 1 R9TUnE

20 20
40 15
80
10 level
80
20
95
40
5
MWM ’ LMN 0 w
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num

Figure 4. Prediction plots for dataset 2
4. RS 2 BITNE

A EEVEARARHE I 20T, SR IR0 E [B1H VAR BRSNS & PR L s ot , e ST A
FIF A, TEAHRIIAEE N 546480 G-O BiALR ARIMA I 8] 7 SIS B AT T Lhis: S5 RR W, Xy
AR AR PRI A AR E AR OCTS A TSR R T U5

EE&ME
FEI 5% [ SRR 4 R 051 I (71900078); - B 44 Fh 9 KM T 15 5200 % (B B 1 Z “[2015] 4001)
P
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