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Case study on software reliability measurement

SHI Zhu, ZHENG Zhong
(So ftware Evaluation and Testing Center of China Aerospace Science and Technology Corporation, Beijing 100048, China)

Abstract; In order to adapt the different features and use stages of software, the reliability of software must
be measured and evaluated from different aspects based on the specific situation in the entire software develop-
ment life cycle. 9 metrics suitable to the evaluation of software reliability are chosen and constructed on a basis
of existing software reliability metrics and are used in an aerospace software. The goals, methods and processes

of each metric are described in detail, the results of measurements are analyzed synthetically, and the improve-

ment suggestions are given.
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