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Abstract

In this paper, make a study decision problem called an optimal release policies after testing a
software system in development phase and transfer it to the user. The optimal software release
policies which minimize a total average software cost of development and maintenance under the
constraint of satisfying a software reliability requirement is generally accepted. The Bayesian
parametric inference of model using log Poisson execution time employ tool of Markov chain(Gibbs
sampling and Metropolis algorithm). In a numerical example by T1 data was illustrated, make out
estimating software optimal release time from the maximum likelihood estimation and Bayesian
parametric estimation.
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