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Abstract As software is one of the important safety factors in a software-intensive and safety-critical system,e. g. ,an
integrated modular avionics(IMA) system, software safety is to be a mainstream research direction in the crossing fields
between software engineering and safety engineering. The paper analysed firstly the meanings and extensions of soft~
ware safety,and then gave a definition of it. Measuring models of software safety were then discussed. The paper fo-
cused on the state-of-the-art of software safety from a software engineering perspective about development processes,
designed alternatives, assessment techniques and certification methods. The potential research directions of  software
safety were finally pointed out.
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I, SCEk (56 TRt 22 P AL R BUAE M IR R 7 B
ML AR SEAREBAT T R, 32 EE P FinHE DS 00-56
issue 307 X THBb L U EFAHNFRARSEHEIR.
FETFHPLATER S, EUROCAE # RTCA B¢&#1iT T ED-
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