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Reliability growth management for the delayed fixes and
development cost in the reliability growth development phase
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Abstract

The level of reliability attained largely depends upon the investment in reliability
growth programs during development phase. In order to find the relationship
between reliability growth test time and BRTE (basic reliability tasks effectiveness)
in a reliability improvement program that minimizes LCC in which contains the
reliability growth cost, repair and replacement costs, and spare parts ordering costs
in service with given service rate in management policy, the growth rate has been
suggested proper LCC versus growth rate. This model employs the reliability
growth projection with delayed fixes in avionic equipment based on AMSAA.,
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