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ABSTRACT

B =52 NESU dE A2y AZEYY 2Fd U 353 NIds 2L
HEstd 4o a2 AA A2" QlojA 2 MEAlxge] uF /3

type)S 43171 el FAZH thidz 7199 st AFE A (cluster analysis)S &
&3t AFHE BP0 2e 1 4 2 (failure count mode)?! Goel-Okumoto?)
NHPP(nonhomogeneous poisson process)E 8-S &3 ct 28)m 2zt AJBE A A=)
FES 487 Aste JFEAE st 1 ARE 339 agges xS o
sty 2 MEAILEE 548 248 ARt geba AAA 2" Age BA
a3 2E 1% Fol W dFS AASD, MEAILH i EHog o= AH
Alzdo] ZE 1 F HAEM distd B HFS (XX ol B A7
AM AAZ A 2H g 1 dd B A MBA2PE F3o) g P& 3
T EHE FAIE 7153 T2 VMR dHE AZEY S AAHE AL o A2

M~

Key Words : NHPP(Non-Homogeneous Poisson Process) Model, Z3A AA
(good-ness of fit test), F&EA(Cluster Analysis), 123 &4 23

(failure detection model)
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ABSTRACT

B o= AEEed o Al2de 2ZEe 270 Ui #EH NIE »
g Hgate EA% 2gn AA A&" QoM 4 MEA2"H 13
3 (failure type)& #4317 93 BAH ohdz 7Y 3huQd JHE Y (cluster
analysis)€ E&3A(TH AIAE FPo 2= I 4 E¥H(failure count model)Q]
Goel-Okumoto®] NHPP(nonhomogeneous poisson process)238< H&3 ) 12
37 MEAZRY §3E 4317 Astd JFEHE std o AFHE 3344
afgez S a8jste] 4 ABEA2YHE 548 AA S dEic mdeA
AAA ¥ AFE BEAR & 2 Fo e FE AAIST, MBA|2H
of thgh EAo g oj= AuA2Ho]l XE 3G F HHME U3ty B 6 F S
AR EEA] Golrt. £ ATFNA AAG AAA2=He digd 1 #d 2y
MEA2EE F3 g FE 1Y AL FAR ZIsH F2E 7R diE A

28 ALY o AiaE AHE 37 Ed 2Pos AEE £ 3tk

Key Words : NHPP(Non-Homogeneous Poisson Process) Model, A3 #A
(good-ness of fit test), FeEA(Cluster Analysis), 7% ¢ad 23

(failure detection model)
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ed o] RYEL IAA A E EFHIL

AEE AdEyde A4 MIE(CEE G 1 )9 Yk AR 5
o] FolAd, AA7A © AP 53 3foF T S(test stopping rule) 273 oF
gk o)Z Yl AR 77 Bt HARY ¥ AEES wReE kA S

230 EAZ 4 PHEA g8 AT FHS sfopsich ol FAH 4
BHEEL pAFA "2ZEH AIx BY"olgt T 5 Uk AR FA WY
58 AA 274A 7o EF dt=d o4y W d&54 rYHes ERIH
ojuf o]Arx siHozE 8 99 F4 2 ¥(input domain based model)¥ 313
AFel % ¥ (fault seeding model)e] Ut} ZElx A%HH 7[HoZe 3A4L AT

23 (time between failure model)¥} 31 4 E ¥ (failure count model) &2 &+

%
&

B =Fdde tiR 293 AS"RS pgads dA ASE RdE

ZEdo] AHE 1 WA vy U B4 A7g AAT 2 AR A

P>

Bok obzt MEAZHY feiME HEE 1 EFd 2F 9% £4&
cobgE] ANEAl2" zte] §3E SA4L B4 fsiM TAA diF 7
U HYHENS st 1 AFAE 339 a2HYez FHIG =M #
HeA2gY F3d daiM AAs] ARt 2 e 2 B 2 ¥ (failure

detection modelol sk /=2 NHPP =& gt 7133 373k F<(mean

[
ol

o]

iz %
b g

™

value function), I&& (failure rate), g4 2 A (good-ness of fit test)ol] s}
A ath 3ZAME AA A APz Aol A2 AZElo 1A AR
8 Aol AaAlAEe] s NHPP 2 3ol o3 E43 MuAxee] 53 &
2 93 JAFEA diEs A93ig oAU o g 47L& =Fo dEo g HA A
2"l NIAT BEA Ay »E 1A FE ok Aroln, MHAAH M=
AFEA AFRE 33Y a2YgYo g FIHFY o= MEAAFHAAN [E 2 F

HAHE dsted B HFE A=A HPET

% 274 3y UelA
Az 29 suz AW AP A1NFe AEH] LAY R (failure) £F
384 wy5 & Aoz, o RYL A2YOR R nge] AA BOZH &S

4 57} 2 @R ol AR JRoZ @0 og 2R 7}



- 2% 5 289 ANF 77 ME 5H(independent)
- Z} A8 F7+e E A3 (homogeneous)
- P U oA B FEL AE 5HA
A7)0 &3 jEEY BFEL poisson BIXE zZetii st EE Zo] 71E I

dolth.

2.1 NHPP(Nonhomogeneous Poisson Process) Model

Goel-Okumoto®) NHPP E &) 93 Alad Az FHL& FAWE Ve
XA g1 #E DG £E 42T F Jde 2otk wEbd Al #7)A] WE A
712 AR Y3 AAAA AP FHHF T A S(test stopping rule) 27
w2 AA gt S-S NHPP 234 tisiA 48

(N(t), t > 0}% counting processg 3Hd, N(t=y= Azt (0, tJAtolall deojd
1% A4E dehdth 3 335E NOE £7181, M)e U3 # < (intensity
function) EX 1A WAL (failure detection rate)ol2ta F-Ew oo ul7HA|

Z7A-S ¥ 331 NHPP(Non-homogeneous poisson process) E#olgt F &4,

1) N(0)=0
A 77 t=091ME nFo] dAHA ¥gert.
@ (N, t > 0} E¥¢3A F7tHg ot
T2 A7 P 2AE 2ZE MR FYelth
(3 P{(t, t+h) St F7 ol Alrdo] dojd} = 0(h)
P(t+h) F7rellA 270 o]4de] mgoe] iAg gL FHonz FAgH.
@ P{(t, t+h) =<t sl Abde] dold} = Moh+0(h)
t+h FZrellA 1719 o] WAE &S Mool vl st

Poisson EX A tAlA 7R +3 2% F71 yAd FEL
Pr{N(t)=y} = (m®)"/y}} * e ™%, y=0, 1, 2, = ———————mm (1)

2 MM NE FHE 1 Foli, me tAA 717 dAd Hd 27 =
(mean value function)@} 221, Alzt toll thsiA vlga g4, F7F 4 (non-

decreasing function)2 Poisson ¥ & o|F9 oo 1&g mEr.

0, t=0
m(t) =3 = mmmmmmmmmomoo oo (2)

a t»> >

A @AM t=0& AL Azt 7} 0A AeidMe Tl LAHA ¥S AR
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m(t)=0 22 YEtHI, m(t)=a € tAFo] FIH(0)2 ZFF HA LAY +3
1ZAFE uidth G7A av BHE A FH 2F Aot v AFRL
Tz srgds 4AdE F e F 1S a¥dS €Ut Of mvY =
AL otge] A (934 2ot

m(t) = a(l-e ™) —mmem e 3)
m(t)ell et v EE st 7 M =AY
Mt) = m'() = abke ” oo (4)

2] @AM M)E AFEE FHE "g=29 974 (intensity function), T3 A
S (failure detection rate)o]g@} R &2t}h 1gl1 44 by od A7 to] sty x
Zro] #3F LA S (occurence rate of a failure)24 vHA+E 2o o 4 Q)
oA 2 Qg &I MEF A

btyyy .
PN(=y) = 2 Dy gatce ™ |y s g )

o] Falzich § AolM HFL mt)=all-e )& ZHE poisson BES mEn),

22 AE F F

gof, NOE (N7 & 28 $2 a2 ol Noel 48 ofeish »oh

N(t) = N@)-N(t)  ~m=mmmmm oo 5)

F“i
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7} Bk U E, N(t)7} Poisson BEXE 4 ©)A Ho] a(l-e ™ME 27 W&
ojth, v+, tA|H7A] F 4 AHE A FE yE} 8, N(t)=y olt}. ojdjd] #&

3% 4 N)=x o] &3 2388 BRI 2 g3 @t

PIN®=x | N(t)=y} = P(N(@)=y+x ja} -===-—mmmmmmmmmmmmemmm )
P(N®=x | N(t)=y} = [(;i;) |} e, x=012 - (9)
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A 02 A" AN FE I FE FIE HoEA A2d #HI)RAE b
X G AYA, ohdE wiE s &S AYA W FoF ZFE WA ok
mebM Folgle 1 Fe £ZEdC AHEA UAoA ui¢ Fad A4S

A A (good-ness of fit test)e]& E=(parameter : a, b)E %7 (estimat
ion)3t7] 3t FoIX G A5 E ZHALAM FAH RIS AF T o, F4A
Am7t 4% A BE R HITHAE HESE FAFH A (testing) B
HE A dAolg @ o AFJA HANE Z4H A (parametic test) ¥
WMo gE r*-7@Aol U1, WIR5 A AA(nonparametic test) WY ol= Kolmogoro
v-Smimov A&l Art EI, 2P HAY HPLE F-HAol Ut o] #A
& BAFE A E(anova table)oll oA HAs o2 A AA Ha &AMl
et drg ot

1. 7FE & AA3%
{ Ho(AF71A) : 4% NHPP 23L& g4 F{stx gt
Hi(tH¥714) : 43 3% NHPP 23 & 84 Fisig

2. F95F @=(0.05 001) & 4R @}
F@, @:; 005 F-2¥9 ®3E geoh
3. AREAS FIHe 7o
F3t& F=MSR/MSE °lt

4. Z8< ¥
FolaEdd 2% F-EX9 233 F-AAAF g A= vasty
AR

3. A& AXEO T4 et ARE B

Wy A" Agde AN YoM AT A e NFH=E A}
3t 35 i AR deld wgste & 433 Tt A7 e AEA
2¥o] Ajete sty AliEe FAAY o, 24 MEAAFS JiE AFeiet 218

=& Hrtstz AA A& g MBAIAHY F3E £43%E AL UiE A
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2§9] 1 FF& ety E5Ho|o

31 Al2g 3% 2w

E dFo o]8d Wy Aad@e T2y AAm=rt ¢ 1500000 #elez
2 Al2golth o] Al2dE TN AlYdE YL W& ALFH Ao
RTHAUG. o] FAA MEF 2TAYY GAB22 s 7Fe] FIHHAY
BAEZIE S <E 1> gy A2y Ay dACAM AEH AE g4
2% ¢ ¥ +& vz Atk

[Cumt Lat i ve Qumi lative
Tine Pailure Pai lure Ties Pailure Pat lure

1 18 18 22 24 562
2 13 29 23 E1d 589
3 32 81 24 10 599
4 80 121 25 21 820
S 8 128 28 22 642
[] 22 159 21 19 6681
T 20 179 a8 17 878
8 58 35 29 13 (2}
L] 33 205 3o 18 T07
10 34 302 31 3 7168
11 [ 317 32 10 728
12 47 B4 33 20 T48
13 19 383 34 13 759
14 18 398 35 34 783
15 13 411 p ] X 813
16 28 437 37 3 816
17 3 4o 38 3 819
18 13 458 39 11 832
19 32 490 40 4 336
20 18 508 41 10 846
21 20 538

<E 1 947" AR Alade] 3G (E>

32 AA AM2EF MEALY 24

Al2d 17} 2pge] i3t NHPP 28& 283t #4443 SAS(statistics
analysis system)ZtE FA #H7|AE FLIAUS. ot <IE 1>04 HF
AA A2ge] g NHPP 289 323 @4 m®d] e 1ge):, $32 3
& gAdg Mool W 29 ol

-3
SELERERAL

Lo
3s
30 \
- 25 4 .
@o T “ .
2 \\
. \-
L 10 -
T T T T T T T T T s T T T T T T T T T
[} S 10 18 20 23 20 33 40 43 Q 3 0 13 20 23 k] 33 40
NUMBER of WEEK NUMBER of WEEK

<3g 1 A A2 NHPP 23] oJ& m(t)eh Mt)>
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ge olglel <E 2>& WA A2do] dalA NHPP 8L Hedle] 24(a,
b)E 28T W oz ABA otk

Source DF  Sum of Squares Mean Square @ F
Model 2 12974568. 614 6487284.307 31818.32
Residual 39 7951. 386 203. 882
Total 41 12982520. 000
Parameter Estimate Asymptotic @ Asymptotic 95 %
Std. Error Confidence Interval
Lower Upper
D a 1426.328630 11.396097013 1403.2779593 1449. 3793001
@ b 0.022596 0.000254679 0. 0220805 0.0231108

<HE 2 AA) A|2dd) NHPP 28 & AH43d 24 33 A3>

Ao <FE 2>0lA O ag2 AA A2 g NHPP 23L& FHE&3t +
3 Aoz ¥ 1A F£9 e 142632901tk 12l @9 bgke 0.0225960. 2
o Al to] i nF LSS Yeidt G52 A QF @ o oA HF
g4 & m)e nF AL M) FS FEE oo} 2ot

m(t) = 1426.329%(1- e %% o] 31,

At) = 1426.329%0.022596% e 025%

oo 22 13 58 27198 4 @0 s Fakw N()=1427-846=581 °lch.
metd @A Aado) diate] RojW 2E 1 Sk 81 YL L 4 A 27
3 RE 2R Fol U 6% VHTFRE 2387 A5 @ AHAA | shA
7ot we e 2o

N(t)L = 1403.278-846 = 557.278 ©]iL,

N(t)u = 1449.379-846 = 603.379
wgtr AA A A" gt FAE 1 9 95% AFH77HE FAEA

N € N@t) € Nty —-———===——mmmmmm oo an
92 4 (anell oA 95% AP FAHsE BY, BE 1A F 558 T 604

9l ¢ #+ Utk tS2 NHPP E¥eo izt HFA HA(good-ness of fit test)
S AHEd
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Ho(AF714d) - 4% NHPP 232 256 A=A &t

W 7+4 { Hi(@7H4d) - 43¢ NHPP 28& Auo] Hsin

@ #9 ¥ =000 0012 4Rt} o|of F-F X9 EZL
F(2, 39 ; 0.05)=3.24¢} F(2, 39 ; 0.01)=5195 o|t}.
@ AR BAF Fo e @ F=3181832 ojt}.

@ ZE8e Jad, F-33 4% F=3181832 > F(2, 39 ; 0.05)=3.24 ¥t}
Zn2 H(AF7H)E 71Z4%d.

et Ho(AF7HAE 71dsta, Hi(RH7td)S AEsies 448 NHPP =%
< € Az MIx 2Yo Aoy daEct £F <ag DA EHE 2
Z Azt NHPP 239 ¢ mt)e $93A detgth 038 4 AHAxd
¥ NHPP 23] ¢ A=x £4 dHE vebd Ja¢ &5 mt)e] Jden.

~
=

¥

'-"“
SG1 - SG2
0
0
- //
w0 o
"/ =
R ol A
4}’4 ‘/
1 ” A a k. k) R 0 ¢ s q ¥ B B N % 0 e
-~ MUMBER of WEEX -0 MUMBEA of WEEX
»o 0o
SG3 SG4
- / ==
«
) / y
Fad
= e
a4 / -
e R ] " - = R R ] 3 -« s L] " o £} 0 k] -« -
MUMBEA of WEEX -~ MUMBER of WEEK
= =T
SG5 b
o SG6 "
o 4 — w /
wa o’ - /
g : ../‘“
™ ® ‘,ﬁ"
= o] L

s 3 8 u 8w sk

<39 3 ABA2¢8 NHPP 238 &% m(t)>
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33 ABAAH fH A FHEY

AN A2d 3 AmelA MBAXHE THAE E/HHY 7 ABAILH
A Z+ 4 & 37 F(a), ol= & AAHAAY G A& D), tAFE7A 22
¥ 1%4E HAE(PD HFE 2H &ML Tt HD A ¥ (single linkage)& ©l
£3td FAFEHL . 22z 2 HIe ofdg

SG A B PT R Y CLUSTER  CLUSNAME
SG1  360.803 0.018956 0.538 0.025 194 1 CL3
SG5 314.776 0.016250 0.470 0.021 148 1 CL3
SG2 311.125 0.029428 0.668 0.023 211 1 CL3
SG6 219.457 0.011146 0.360 0.013 79 1 CL3
SG3 188.279 0.023138 0.584 0.036 110 1 CL3
SG7 116.635 0.007421 0.283 0.061 33 2 SG7
SG4 77.467 0.051153 0.917 0.056 71 3 5G4

<E 3 MBAAHA i JHFEH AIH>

e AFRA Hzt SGL, SG5 SG2, SG6, SG3o] A 12 YyAHAHUS, A
2e)= SG7o] WA AT AT I ele SGUF 22 BUT Aoz ¥4
Sglee ¢ 4 Utk g oldle TAWE IFEA AnE 3y ayPes
Uehdo} Zhzt ABAAYY S48 Uear.

rt @ SGA

<3¥ 4 AFEH 9% 3344 aHY>
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ge <@ 4>olM IEubclub) BFe Fet 12 vehim duepe g 2
= Jerat aslm Aol S(spade) RS A 3¢ BTk d71M Pre tA
WA 2 1 5o HAEES ogngt e Be o= AMY T B@
ug wAge omsn vhAoz Re WE A ugd oM EdE Aol
9. Q714 A 29 SG48) ASE tNANA 1% & FAEI Y ol 2
f9es guizt Wz $dE 13 & WAES B we ArAade 2

§e SG7 ¥¢ Ushiz Utk e A9 2HFeA o= A FRie} Wig
7 wAge] M B NBAAYE SG4 ot AF, AA Alz=F | i BE
1% 4 HHAEd it B HFE AXse MERALPOEE 5GT, SG6,

SG5, SG1, SG3 02 o8 BE 1A 47 wol ¥ Hojof & ¢ 5 AUtk

2 a7E AeEd 0y Axde B8 1¥ ¥ 2302 Goel-Okumotod]
1% % 28 NHPP & Az 14 Fo U 935S sy
de3 7158 T HuAsadgel daME 22 1% 4 2YU NHPP 2¥E 3
gotel 2 MA2HE 57HA B4E A7 Pl AgrAe et 1
st} ApAzdel B3 #3349 2dPoz FANH AMS AFAch &
oz AxY AzEde VAT BE ATE VeI AE BT 5
A2 DA 42 23 QoY T A opdEl, E WA £¥dE e 17 2
A 9 52 meiste] Y SRelM AAsere AP A=W 13 &
e @7stelo @ Aolth olFA FozA BY Axdel WD 2 FAY AF

8 %
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