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The paper presents an efficient algorithm for reconstructing multivariate polynomial regression on 
excessive description that does not lead to a successive accumulation of errors. 
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Software maturity model is a main concept, related to software process improvement. It is a description 
of the ideal movement of the organization (or its branch) towards the desired level of implementation of 
the software process, defined as the sequence of consequent stages (which must be implemented) or 
levels (which must be reached), together with the means of assessment of the completeness of the 
implementation of the described stages or compliance to the described levels. In this paper, we 


