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A Bayesian Approach to PM Model with Random
Maintenance Quality!)
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Abstract

This paper considers a Bayesian approach to determine an optimal PM
policy with random maintenance quality. Thus, we assume that the quality
of a PM action is a random variable following a probability distribution.
When the failure time is Weibull distribution with uncertain parameters, a
Bayesian approach is established to formally express and update the
uncertain parameters for determining an optimal PM policy. Finally, the
numerical examples are presented for illustrative purpose.
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1. A&

2] 7} 7153k Al 2~ €(repairable system)el]l Tk o ¥ 2 A (Preventive maintenance;
PM)ol &t AFERL7F Al2d"l g ol FTo R 74 e A7 7] fste] A"l
el WAYEL7] Hol Hste dde] solr). oy AutEdy FAEE A5t 9l
oA F8s FA AR F st A" HeElA = Al i &5 FEE o9
¥ & /MAste] R¥8EE e Aol dAd ¥ B¥o| HAEIE nHIE

Aolty, ¥ AS=Z Nakagawa(1986, 1988)= FR d¥ 1 A2 (Failure rate PM
model)-8  AsH3, Canfield(1986)2F Malik(1979)2 AR AW EAEI (Age
reduction PM model)& A¢ratd et 28] Lin, Zuo®t Yam(2000)& o] % 23S
“3tsl geje] HB o8 H A2 (Hybrid PM model)& #|2tsl$

g, o]eldt dRtE AR NN A"l RGETEE AARZ GEAA gAY
T ey el styets E3AA (uncertainty) 2 YEYE R$4ES EIEa
Pom=z o3 FAE syl fg welzx #AAFAAMe dFrt Fad
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Mazzuchi®}  Soyer(1996)=  IZ A A A (block replacement)®  7]¥ X A (age
replacement policy)oll ™al] #lo]= AHo|Ael HAo WAAANE AokstAdv. 1
3L Sheu, Yeh, Lin¥ Juang(1999)2 Al2dd] thdl HAio] HE8 FEIAFE 714
sto]  Mazzuchi®t  Soyer(1996)¢] A5 FA&stdvl E=8, Park?d  Jun(1997)2
Nakagawa(1986)2] |22 g tjste] wo]= #HdAMe] HA o otrAdgds

a8stg e, Hand Jung 283l Kwon(2001)2 Canfield(1986)9] o 3@ 7 4 2 o
s djol= =AM LHAAAS APt ZEl:, Sheu, Yeh, LinT
Juang(2001)2 wlo]= A Ao A ANRAANS DA

s QoA e AW EARYAME FEA %} Oﬂ o gk E—idﬂr%‘ 2E A
A=) /\L/\g 7tASg o xng AR A7) ofd ]
23 Wust Clements—-Croome(2005)= o Ao g ¥ % FH3E A7) o ¢l
ole] FETFEE v GEHTYa JPES AN EARY S At

webA, B E=RolAeE dwEdel g9E gt O}ﬂ SEHTE AP o
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AR gk wolzx HIAWE Arstuxt dtt Z Wuet Clements—Croome
(2005)¢] R AR thefo] wo]= A oA ¢ D}ﬁ A7 7] o) B] B (expected
cost rate per unit time)S T8tal, oS HAEEE HAY JUEAAN S HAAS=

Wiel ojste] As R szl skl

B =F7y AL Sy 2 23 E it Ade] gus FEWUSLR 713 e
Wuet Clements-Croome(2005)¢] W R AZZHA distey AR Ev, 5 334
274 A AHE Gt EARFH dig we]lx HIEWWHE Alckst) o] o wo]x &
HolAe] GFLA 7 7ldin 8-S Fstal, ol HAsste FHAY owEd AYE
AARsE Wl st AEslazt g £=E, A R A A A (adaptive PM
policy)dll thefd = vk} mpxuto 2 4 s FAF o5 Edte] B =& A
A AISE wo]= FHAAM e FHA Y tEAA DS s

2. Wu9 Clements—Croome? X9

Aol = Wust Clements—-Croome(2005)2] o H A w3 o] tfste] 23 Bz}
o 252 U 22 6719 7Rl BEo 2EFHEE o] 7|Ee] AT E
Hl %

i3 =

F 9 dubAel FEE s =, Al MA Mg S Sl i EAd e ol
BHE ¥ 3A4d deR P Ve i EdRg e quEde] sdE 2ds
= AL oW el gELEE e gEWgetal MEY AR EARY S Ak
e,

7}A
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i) PME kz, k=12, NolX F7/Hom o]FojAH, 2= PMe F7]o]x, N
PMe] Slspolt), T1g]al N A PMF 7] oA & Al2~8lo] Al Aoz WA HT

ii) h(t)= PMo] o]Fojxx| ¢r& wjo] ngETdF2H +5rhedolu,

i) kA PMo] o]Fojzl o]F e Axwle ngETSE h ()= te
o] Ji = dWRAL Fg FHsE AARHN FHEIEISF F)E 7;5
gEHFot, o 0> 104

v) s outed F7] AtoldlA o] AW FH A (minimal repair) S
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¢ Ze w3d el Wuet Clements—-Croome(2005)8 &9 A1 7He 7] thn] & o]
oS3 o] FEFE e Hion old d9AztE gn| &8s FHAadels FH e
N 9 ¢ & Fe ol deiA 23Est3

N
Ol N) =~ n 35 Nilo)+ (V= e, Fe )
A7), o, & AzsEle] Aol ¢, & AlzEle] FHaeulgold, Ny(z)E k¥
A 6N zA7E Foke] 13S0,
S A Ao Bl A To xR P de AlgdE B¥ F9 el
ool B4 ¥ (Weibull distribution)® 1# a7 A~8e) n4EgsE U3 2o
h(t)=aBt® 1, t>0,a>0,8>0 2)
ok Al zEle] Ggalzbe] A (29 Re golBREE AT e a9 §7
FolAw, A (D] S A 7)o &e thea o] et
o k—1
ElC(, N, 8] = L{cmmﬂf} 9dp(9)) +(N=1)e, +c,
N =11V 1 !

3. Wolx gt Zwe] oA

L

o] Foli= 27 oA s Wuet Clements—Croome(2005)2] oW B AR d ] ot
Hoj= [T ASkstazr st ol F fJElA, AFA T7F A (2)¢ 2ZFEF
FE 2 Yol EREE dvia sMAsAL o] W, A QM Fod nFAETS h()
o %3d 7 E¢ a9t g Uik AR EF T E Mazzuchi®t Soyer(1996)2] 174
M} ol mHEAL F at ST 2L AR EE wEvn 714 s,

fla)= b a® e a> 0 (3)

o, FHRT g9 AHEETEE JHAE] 95
1=
_ Dle+a) B=8) HBy—p)"
9(8) = T (d) (BU_ﬁL)Cer,l , 0= 8, <8< 8y 4)
A (4ol Aol WEREEAA AR e BEFAAEE et & YEYEE S
Y v o] o]4akd wElR F(discretization of bata density)®] Fej= ¥

A A AbEs= Aol FH(Soland(1969) FH3).
Pl:Pr(ﬁzﬁz) 5)
B,+68/2

= g(B)dB, 1= 1,2,k
ﬁ176/2

A7IM, B =p0+6(1—1)/2, 6=(8,—8,)/k Itk
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a1, el AMAE H(prior independent)o] ki ZFASIA a9 g9 AgAA
51 ¥ (joint prior probability distribution)= 2 (D)} (B9 o8] vhg-3F o] 3l

p(a,ﬁ)Zf(a)Pr(ﬁ:ﬁz) 6)
_ ba —1 *ba
@ o
o] Wol= BANAY THANG AU EL BF ash §9) AAVEEES 3
Aot o5 3ol & & Ut

ElC(x,N) = E, s[E[C(z,N) | a,p]] (7)

1 m a 5, N o0 k—1

= [X}l c, +(N— 1c +c, 7 )7 1;:]1 /; 0dF(9) PZ}
1

whof N=1o]" 2 (7)¢] wWo|x#H o A 7|
= Mazzuchi®} Soyer(1996)9] 239} Hdd d& & & 3

< a
xﬁl}Pl

b

e +en,

=1

i

*

4 (Dl del= pele AN N &S Arsets HHe F7] o 9

5 N2 a7 9aM 4 (DS 2ol #BaA 12 mEste] 002 ¥ 9 o
B k- R
m a N 0 k—1
E{(ﬁl 1 —xﬁlz(f 9dF(9)) }Plzcr—i—(N—l)cp (8)
=1 k=1 1

$H A o Ne) gl gES HnE 4 (NE Axdels
FA Fofok shzd|, o8 A A )% BESE 2T 1]
@i 83, o g AMe aiidel dgsy By NS N @5t gnw, 3

=
- *
He) 95 N'& g gl 73 5 9

N'= M0 1O, V), N= 1.2, )
= 2 (g HAxstels JA9 A5 2 QA FaR Nola, o] W HAe F
7= x,7b Ak
oJAl, AlZxglo] A 1371 A7MA A8 E IR ZRYE Eg a9 fo] #d £
ARE MAY F JEF §17] H8iA 84 dRR A S nHetaz; st} o] &
A kAR F7 ] ]’\14 LA Z (failure time) & 6= tyyslyast ooty K=1,2,-,N,
2ol s, olw t={t,, Ly tx} ) =T (likelihood function)E= &3} ko]
=3
N Ty
Lle,f 1 t)= H H{Hkilaﬁtgfl} . exp{— Qkflozxﬁ} . (10)
k=1li=1
weba, A (B A Ersd dFAdSELES 4 109 FEETE o
43l a9 g9 ZFAS-EEH ¥ (joint posterior probability distribution)=
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- a® lexp{— batP.

N Ty
(a,8, 1 t)ec |1 [H{@k ! ﬁltkiil} . exp{— kalozxﬁl}

k=1[li=1
o o] yed ¢ glow, o5 AAs] WEAIY adt fof AFAFHELEE U
w7 Zol Faxin.

ny| NV T £—1 a71+2nk N 8
i klj[l'fltkj P a ok exp[ b+k§9k71x l}
flaf; 1t) — = T (1)
kz:)lnk N Ny
m ﬁi ];[_7 tkj Pl N
E ks N INa+ Enk
i=1 N at dng k=1
(b+ Mok
E=1
T8 flal Bpt)= fla,f,t)/Pr(f=Fpt)o1 2 a9 ZAFAFBEF ¥ (conditional
posterior probab1hty distribution)= ‘:]' 3 2
a+ Enk
8, =1
b+ E@k 1 (aJerDn)*l N
N k=1 = k—1_5
flal g,t)= ~ Q exp{—a b+ 29 x )} (12)
I'la+ Enk e
k=1
N
gl Aelg A (12 257t 247 a Enka} b =b+ Eek el zhvl
k=1 =1
TENS Y o Aok m=g A (1D A (12)F ol &std 89 }E_FQ%?:E_ =
s gro] el
_ f(aaﬁl | t)
fla | Bpt)
XN)”;C a+};1nk

oAl ast po FHUAFHELEE Y ol FHo] ofym, Woj= Fole F
Ao dArddAe A (79 @BV Nn &N o, b, P9 g& #lAM 7
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IR

o] A= & oA EE AREAAA gk wol=x FIWHE A4
dE EaA AWzt g} o]l E ¢ sl Mazzuchi®t Soyer(1996) ] =& A9 &=
dstA A 3)F A DA A= a9 O AHEEEEAA a=2.1, b=3, ¢c=2,
d=2, f,=1, By=301e3 A4, ¢, =10, ¢, =2, c,, =1oet3 FA3kb 1
glar o E 4«] 2795 e E 05 Wugt Clements—Croome(2005)2 i1'%01]7\19‘}
FUEA oI e FEeSE zhe o5 (uniform distribution)E $Hvlal 714
SFAL,

0
70) = {u T 1 <0<u

0 , otherwise

<GE 41> AP S ERERRE o] &8t AAd HA 9 bR dAAy el o
AR R 7 ] &S e 53], wghe] wEte] wel AldSEREvE o] &3k
G0l HAe dqutrdAgdoe] o9 WElet=AE dotE ] YA v ghE Wu
¢} Clements- Croome(2005)4 =53 fARSEA AEA A Boioh 1A, w=159 u,
AR EEEETS O] st A (7)9] SAIRE 7dh 8-S HAsA = HAY F
g Aee o :1093 N =503,  oluwje]  FYATF U gL
Olz',N)=5.0757} Fobs 28 & 5 vk Tak wel gho] AR wal HA 9 o
R Sl ﬂrﬁ’\]ﬂﬂ 7lﬂ1‘ﬂld‘l o] Z7}6}‘:‘rb /\}”0 & = de=dl, olelsk Ak

12

dsow Sha AYRATAL BTG HoA ool B
BE ol&slglon, o= <K 42>9 AA AT WA, u=1.
=AY 249 HA9 wolZ airAAN (2" =1.093, N S
= Cycle 19] a3xp2e] A&dom A2g HAe woj= wAAds d4d
Atk = AATERTY 3 AAE HAA T AFE o843t o
B o, ol% e Age 4 (DY EANTT Ao gL o) 7
of Zol Tald BYAND AH e Haw s HA Fr9 A5 gA
om <HFE 42>9] AAH ule} o] 2 =0.690, N =6°] 3, ofue) %wm
1oL O, N)=6.1170] "}, e wom Cycle 29 Cycle 39] 3
o WEME 22 wel= phddMe Ao Fv¢ 35 :La R RE 7m1

Jdow o] AFAZ <F 42> AANEGT. oI £LF iR AdALe A
A2 BAE = A2 ngxtzo] gk A E e} Vd o Oéﬂ?ﬂ A9 R A A
o ARE BT 3HEst AZE A Ui AAAS AASA HEZ 24
28 MAY £ Q& FHo] =)

N
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<H 41> AASELEE o] 88 HAo QR AR

24

Optimal PM u
policy 1.1 1.3 15 1.7 1.9
N 14 7 5 4 3
2 0.923 1.015 1.093 1.165 1.329
Clz",N") 3.590 4.499 5.075 5.501 5.856

GE 42> FHA ] JREd F7)ek sl B G9AIZbE 7 R E

Cycle LA R N N
0 - 5 1.093 5.075
0.60676 0.61130 0.70503 0.72343 0.82135
1 0.91843 0.98596 1.06068 1.07754 1.12534 6 0.690 6.117
1.17700 1.41457
2 0.69088 0.92597 1.20817 1.36499 6 0.762 5476
0.57682 0.80424 087327 1.10214 1.11409
7 0.570 6.403
3 1.17566 1.24857 1.25110 1.45469
. 4%

2 =EdAe dirEdey s AUt old SE¥HsE a#Ed Wuet
Clements—Croome(2005) 7} A ¢tst I E ARG ojsh o= HIWHS Aty
. &, Wu$t Clements-Croome(2005)2] ol AA Ao tjste] A 7to] E3-44
S WES s BT a% 5 e Yol EEFEE & W Wol& TAHAAMY GATHE
7l &8 Fekal, ol FHAstehs HA R AAA S AAste W oSk
ArEgdth 2elar o[ owEdA A dig dEe uFAEE o]&ste] £&F

AR AAGA S dAsts Wel diske] Ay E i

Fadd
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