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M (inspection) & \»° EFEIIEHEME - &M
O THBT 2725, —kizi3 [EBRLBUE 2 %T
L, TATLZEENHENE ) pemTs] 2 &
ERWRT S, Lo THMRMEEL, BAEHEOFERCEHE
2Wre ¥ CRERRIS, OB EEFICBCTHEEICH

W HNT O BRI 28T BNV L2 TH 2,

Barlow, Hunter and Proschan[l] D& X2 % 34
SEGEFEMRA Y ¥ 2 — N &R 2 BEMEIL (AR
FIRE] X MpiEi, B35 40 FRICIE D B 2 DL
w3NTER[2].

B, HOIRMGOTTIE, HLuME HZIF1A
Zk) TRMMICEMEERT S L0 L, 272 280
fIFR T KBV B & AT 9 F RIS RN L5
b, D& IR SREELIS] 2 ke B R
I3 [EXEME (sequential inspection prob-
lem)! & U < (3 [3E 78 B89 & 8 B B8 (aperiodic
inspection problem)] & FR(X#1, FERIH) S MRRHEE &
BXBILTEwRLELNEZ & 2w, FElE
NERK (BEMTERY) k2775 7[3]T13
BB OE 2 D) T~ 3 LHRERMENTEY,
RIRETIVZIRS THEXERESET L 2% R 5 b
TRERKFE,

L b sd, XEKBITHIN LN L » 528
FRED I 2 AR THRA T 2 BERITKOHERIZ L 3,
BREREEDORE 3NN LT T AREBLYD L L
LEDTIT Y ZLMNREIZH Y, ZOMBEIIH b
PR BRI IR E S NS, BE, BRINICEE
RIS 2 KD S (L LIHEETS) 7o) X

LUZEH L7oMEESH 3 - X £ M b F i

T, INFTIRERNICHLESNEIZIL3HEN %
molzk)itBbhs,
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AFETld, Barlow, Hunter and Proschan[1]iZ &
St R Ze sl R TR 2 B L, ol S BRI %
KO BEARPILFET L ) X 4R, EEHE 7 SR
W5 %KD 5 72D D DR RRZIZ D W TS
T 5. F72, Far (BEEHE) ORI RBTH
L3R, HERGE L HBIEAI R HET b oD Bkl
DWTHRT S, 512, BRARMEZICHT 24
BMUIZOWTHEANLIRIS, SBROBLEICOVWT L3N
(AR

2. ZERAIRFRE

2.1 EFINOEGR

TAT L (M5, &, efc) DEEY =0 TEME
FRME L, TOEDOLNELF {4, b, -, te, -} 1T
BOTHBRPERIND LD LRET 5. &EMRES
BN TDATA TLOREIIREI N, b (&
) PRI L TNIROERENETT 47240
FELR AT 5. b LIKREDHRRAN S 735 A 12 1200
I (BPERAERED) 2FEL, T4 7 208Fk
AR T 2. i, TAFL205HG (BRE%
AR X(0< X <o) 3B DTERERTH Y, H
IR THEG B L HER P BASR F(¢) 129w, £
DEEBEE f(1), BEEE A(H=,()/F(t), T
21u(>0) 55, ZITF()=1-F() %5,
FRREERT 272D ER 1Y) B ERR
a(>0) PREEEN, ZB2OLARIIBREICITAIS
(FThbb, HRICETIRMOEBNLIIEHRTE 2R
MNEW) LDERET B, b 5 EREEY k=1, 2,
) IZBWTHERED R ELRI S NG A, Wi E
BRUCHRE LS 2(<t) 252 BRMT 2 £ T
fl, 74 7L EEREBIZIRS. 2ok &, #F&HIC
KFELIERFIALTF 4 (RFLTT ) BH Lk
—x) FRETZ2 L0 L, BRL(:) I3 2 By TS
THDERET 5.

Barlow, Hunter and Proschan(1]i3, S#R%M &
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B2 BT 2 ol mUREERIS TE={a, &, &5, )
BRDBRD &) HBRGREEEF 272,

i . _ _ ©o e+l
mE:n : C(tm)—;:}o[h [a(k+1)

+ L(thr1—t))dF(2)

s.t. t<ten(k=0,1,), Hh=0. (1)
KROOKEHEIEICE TN D alk+1) 13, B (O, )
DRI ERIDERKRE, TA T LDOWERIC1EDR
BOEERENEI LERLTVS,

FED 2(>0) I LT, BB (t—2)/f(H) ¥t D
FERARIR A 513, MERFEERK /(1) 13 PF, (Polya
frequency function of order 2) TH 5% &\ hbiLb,
BREPLIVGYICT S0, VEBETIIER, LT
ABAZRTHEEE LT L=t D &) 2iERAK
PIRET S, ZoHr %, Barlow, Hunter and Pros-
chan[1]i3,

(i) WL CRI—IC AT HHERERNERMEL LT

EREEEERARET S (F—2EH T ) &

IH0RAEM) 0L, ROERMIT S

KRGS T 22K 2 HHRIAFREEH 2 ¥
NELHZ B EWHREE B
(i) #HFEERK()(>0) 2 PF, % 51F, Ct)
2B B Bl SAREELI B T (3 IER B (4
St—t>) kb
(i) FavIEESMICHE D HE, Hol R REEZIF 3
—EMB (h=t—Hh=") L% 5
PHHLTWS, 74 FL0BERERIZENT, F
WAL TR ESINEHEE & L TIFR
(Increasing Failure Rate) % 5. T4 bb, Haw
EEBK F(1) 75 PF, % 513, #XFEEER A) I3EMERER
t oW L % b, KB, UIWIERSN, oo
i, 74 7amo L), EEEEFTH LS
2L DORGAMIZOMEEZAT LI LML T
5. ‘
—%, T4 T Lr0EERFE O LR GHEii) %z
T(>0) ¥ ¥hiE, EREMREEIT

_ m tr+1
1%1:13 : C(tm)=1§0'/t; [ci(B+1)

+ L(ts1—t)]dF(t)
s.t. te< ter1(B=0,1, -, m), t,=0
m=max{k>0:. T >t} (2)
Y% b, 22T, ta=(t, bt b)) BE W twnr=T
Thabs REXODEBR»KT E—TH (12T T
F(H)=1 r &, b L FO)<{l+(cfa(T—1)}" %
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Si¥m=0 B T CIHFITEREZERTHZ L
YEoE) THY, F9 ThIFUIEEL T LIATIC m o]
EREPERT LI LA EEE % 5 (1],

2.2 BEEEE (PLT)XL)

RO TR SN MEZ R OOV ED2DHIE,
T HIERMANIC % 5 L WO HEERAET S L TH
% 5. Barlow, Hunter and Proschan (BHP)[1]!3
ROTEHEINHOBEICHT 2 —Bos@EN K
ik

o FEt) = F(ey)
ter1— = 7t

2RI LTRGBS tE 2R T HT AL TY X
& (BHP 73 X4) 2ELTWS, LUTTIE
F ) U+l BHP T Xanfib iz, RE)T
5.2 5 A RETEBE MBI 55 BHP 7 v
Y XLEGEHT S,

Barlow, Hunter and Proschan (BHP) TN 21 X
I

L4
cZ’k 1,2, (3)

Step 1: Set an arbitrary m, z1: =0 and z,: =F~!
(0.999--+).
Step 2: Let ti: =(z1+24)/2. Compute an inspec-

tion sequence {#, &, -+, tn} using
the1: =F_1<F(fk) +(tk— tk—l)f(tk) —%>,

k=1, -, m. 4)
Step 3: For j=1,2,---, m,
Step 3.1: if feri—te>fe—1te-1 then z.: =H
and Go to Step 2.
Step 3.2: if fx+1—1»<0 then z1: =4 and Go
to Step 2.
Step 4: If t»— T <—¢€then z1: =% and Go to Step
2, where €(>0) is a sufficient small value.
Step 5: If tn— T >€ then z.: =# and Go to Step 2.
Step 6: Stop the procedure.
1) P FNEBHP TV ) X 4 Tl ale=

[ Far 73 & 5 VIR & % BE LT 5%

QPYEELBERIIECEBELNDENT, LBOHEL
2—F (Step 2) THH2HAREREZH T, Z
NhoESICE#EINS L1, BHP 7T X A
3 EE D Y BE S L BELIF DI INED A IZHD N
THRITHBOCHZHEREL T L2, TLIT ) XA
NDEBFE-THEBETH S, LrLahs, AREE
IR RRR B BRE T AR RIRE & 0 b M B HIEE YR
L a7, T OEIZ & - TIdBE S M5 558 In
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I 572 D IAFNC e 720 T 52 e0HY, Hb
REizcBWTIE BT ) X204 <BEEL 7200
e BH[4]. BIZIE, BRETEMEEZ AT 5EK
SIRMETIE, BRSO H L 2EAICBWTE
2 b, Bl RREELNS) 25— E BRI A B IREE I3 % v
BIZIF[B]). E72, HREKD EERZLEL TS
728, RRREIE I HREGICHENT 5 L EdoT7r ) X
LIFRTLL ) T CHEAEL w2 LB m S N
T,
Luss[6]i3—& Nk & T, BKEHEZE (DP)
CED O THRBREMRIFAI A RET AL 2RELT
W3, 72730, Luss(6]® DP 7 2 X 4 3BER S
L?i%én#ﬁﬁﬁ%W%ﬁmfwamf,::f
3 Okamura 5[4, 7T]IRIB-72HRETNL T) XL %5
ﬁ#é.wi,vxmm@:Lz~gm—D%k+1§
HORRERG (F<tpn<t¥. TERL, DEIRE
TRRAT a2 — Nt ICE->THREERL2 L X
DFFIATFRRENE H, of % k+1 BHOSREERICH 1T
SEMEIATFIREIB A & 7 5.

ZHEE, kD=
B/Bonhs,

vE= min

[FEPINE P

5, ROBEN G ERL

Vh(t}z-#lltlj), (5)

Vk(tkﬂltk):[:k”[cl(w1)+L(tk+1—t)]dF(t)

+ v,
i=0,1,-, m—1. (6)
INEET 5 EMEELI Th={tF, -, 1) ARl T
ARBTG5 B,
LROFEESERER 20, ROBRE EE
T5.
Crltrrlts, tasa)= ot — te)A(trsr)
— o1+ F(tas2) [ (F(tes1)]
_Cl/l(tk-#l)- (7)
VL ED#EfDT T, ARETERIE % L D5l s R
WERDBERDTN Y XL %H/D,
DP TN XA
Step 1: Set an arbitrary m,j: =0 and twn=T7T.
Step 2: Set the initial inspection time sequence
7Y . ={t -
expected total operation cost v§’: =0.
Step 3: For £=0, ---, m—1, compute
ti s =t <t <ty ; Cult|tR, t8)=0}  (8)

, ¥’} and the initial value of

ot = [V 1)+ L(h— D]dF ()

8"

2006 £ 5 H %

‘I+2

lci(k+2)+ L(t:— t1dF (1)

(J+1)

+ 0§, 9)
where vn=vn+1=0.

Step 4: For an arbitrary e(>0) and £=1, ---, m, if
[t&+Y — 1| < e go to Step 5, otherwise set % :
=k+1 and go to Step 3.

Step 5: Stop the procedure.

ERBDODP TN TY XATYH, FHEME T WIcE
I NBEBREE m % RE L2, Bt hER
PR ZENBEREND, BE, BHREKTHS
RARBIEL m LEGERTH 5 SRS T, & FEEIC
KDBIZDHDMEWN TN T) ZLIL, WENELZ A
Mot TwZewn, L2AL%AH6, DPTALITY XALT
IR R DOERMEFEICET 202 REL L
D, PR, UND 7 5 XIZBT sHh@omIcxt LT
RS 5 Z L RIIICHRET H B,
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FIRE T, SRRREZIS2EE L CFET 5 2w #Eik
ZBWT, TNHDHEIZAHTIIRIZEEREYH
LIV wn, L2 L%Gds, SREE m bR
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BMTHEI DL, YTV X205 % FiE
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FHOWBRZEEMEL S,

3.1 AR

Keller [8] {3 MATRI Y 72 0 12 E M & 1L 5 s E 3K
BB n(t) TEMTEZ LT, RO)T
H2ZOoNBHMMEREBERALELT 22 L 2IELT
W3, BB n(t) IZ5RBEE  (inspection frequency)
ELMIN, 1/n(t) (R £ 1251 5 SRR %
WEPHNZR LTS, ZORED T T, HERELN
BT AR ENE I
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C@=)~ C(n(t), F(2))
:f[‘flf"(@dﬁL<1/2n(t))]dF(t)

=c;/0‘wn(t)F_(t)dt

¥ [0 " L(1/2n(2))dF(t) (W)

k> THEREND, F(O)FEMTHS &) &l
FTT, Keller[8[IZRMWNE 2R TEHEZ LN HEKIRIT
HEoOWTESMEEZERNLL, BalisREE n*(t) &
EH LT3, Kaio and Osaki[9]{3x107 3 3 iz
WinT AESHBICRT A4 7 —HEX

L'(1/2n()A(t)=2c1n*(t) 10
ZEM L, HERE SRS

7’l t)zx/ CzA(t)/Qa, (12)

k=f0‘§n*(¢)dt, p=12, - 1

ERDHDTWD (22T, L(H)=dL()/dt). Dk
(A BREHEEI R L EMFTRETH Y,

C@n)=C(n(t), F(¢))

=[Taf “(x)dz+ L1 /2n(0) |dF ()
(19
¥ 7% %. Viscolani[10](3 Keller[8] & [tz W%l ¢
% TN S LB AR 2 S()= [ n(@)dr i3t
BDIRMIEM 2 EAT 2 2 L Thodl S REE
w*(t)=vef (1) 2a[B—F(#)] 15
EFHEMLTWE, 22T, BCET)IES(T)=m
+1 223 &9 12 «%méhéﬁ?g”fiﬁf})é
3.2 BE\Y—FEL
Munford and Shahani[11]{3, IR D SREEL] 1,
TEHEEAREL T vl v ) ZETIIBWT, BE
5 EARBELNF) (e, tesr)(B=0,1, ) DRI THPEA FHAE
THHERI—ETHY, FOEERIIpS(O, DT>
THERZLNBLDEREL TS, Thbb,

%f;‘)(i) —b (16)

PRAMTHLNET S, ZOREIR, BA S SRR
Bl ORFEAF RN ECIEA KL T 2. /2, FH
AT ERE TIER L TH BN T, FDOMBEK
FIC) B3R $HET LI L ICEET 2, Ror 5
F(t)=1-1-p) BV thi=F
E-T, ZOLEDBMFEREEAIL, p OB L
TAHELETIZ
C(t=)= C(p)
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“M1-(1-p)*] %:1%%.

=3 ["lak+D+LF A
a0

_a S AV

=i ef B u0-p* ] 0

b
k- THZ L5, BRI SRS 2 ERT 5
TAT) XLk LTI, FTERMCHHGRHRSERE
BT BHER p* 2RO, BRI ti=F1
—(1—p")*] 2RO NIT L. ARFEDREN S
213, R SREE m DMADEEEZ L HT b,
RN% B L 72 HIRHO BB 2 8 LB b5 5
3.3 HERFRRT A
Beg) f, CHMRE ER L BRI EESRAE L Tnik

B 72 A, G (A Py P S (3 fzdF(t)/F(zk)
¥ 70 5. Munford[12]13, BMREEG) ¢, 2 & EEN R
&?éi?m%%ﬁﬁ#%d@iEMHmﬁw

— 1 D 100 % BE (0<6<1) TE+1FZFHN HM %
ERTEINDEREL, KDL ZmUREIC >\ T
HELTW5,

L trel
min : C(H)zgo 5 [

o<l

C1(k+ l)

+ Lt — t))dF(t)
st. k=0, h="0/u, -
b= tu+ Os( ). 19
ERE2RANCT DENER 0* 2RO, Rl
BERREELIG &t =tF+ 0*s(t¥) 120w TE KR
BT 3, 22770, ZOBAISMEREERICET
LIEMHICIE L RMEB LI L HNETH B725, i
AR E N — FEBU Y B Zg T L a7 X
LIS e > T 7,
3.4 FEFEGEE
Yang and Klutke[13]l3 7 & 4> fi @ i F 5
(quantile) (ZF-2 W\ TRHIREEXIG 2 RET 5 Tz
BRELTWS
h=sup{t>0; F(t)=a}=FYa),

te=sup{t>0: F(t|X>t-1)=a}

=F"(a"). 19
iy, BESREERG
C(t.)~C(a)
=2 [r etk
+ L(FYa*Y)—t)dF(¢t) 20)

DEHIGEME N, INERMIT D o* 2RDLMRE
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I HERE e s RRIESI) & K d 4LiE kv, Yang  and
Klutke[13]{3 £ 72, F#F@rafid* IFR DHBAIZIZ
F ") if k<l
n=|ﬁ‘%a0+(k—/) @
X[F(a)—F'(a'")] otherwise
#, DFR (Decreasing Failure Rate) O#&1213
*{Mﬁﬂaﬁﬂ’ if k<l
=

FYa""**) otherwise,

F'(d)
F_*l(al+l)_F_71(al) } @3)

2HAL, HUMERMNBHLENCT S (@5 1% %
RO BMEIZOWTHFEL T b, Cui (1411285
2, BERIFLNZ L IR RN a(k=1,2,-) %
RETDHHEEREL, BEIT XA FE) 74 REH
TRAZE) T 4 2HARICTHMBIZOWTHELT
W3,

4. HEFNLITY XL

EHDHABRYIZB T, #Hati—3cE2 RT3
£ BARREREBIZIBTS /2854 M) v 2H#EFE
TAT)XLGEEMNTWw, F72, DPTL
T X LDKEE % FIH L TR SRS 2 BT
5 32— arR—ADKEEWMELILLTH,
ROPNRFEEZFERETIUTE TLERICHZ L3 &
FfMTIE LW ETHEEING, L LA SHEES
3, BEOMIETIERIATLETHBICL2b
5, HREFEIERE LT o R IT K
ELRZILND.

RD)B LURQ)TEHZ 51 5F K5 E% min-
max 7 —&L & LTHRZEIET, HFaafhiot— 4
v MEHRD L SRIELIR 2 HEET B HIEEFH L 2 HE
#WENT &7, Kander and Raviv[15]3HGa 7D
EREHCTHEBRIELS2KHDEDPTATY X o %
AL T3, U3, SEOREICEL TReMn
SABISITRIL 72 (BB T) SRR Y 2 — L R
kB Z L izxnT 5, Tabb, EHEEZZR
ZDIZEREIHELOD, miniEH L max BEHOX
WIFAFRETH Y, % min-max 77— 2 L 3% -
TELT, WZLTF =20 LTOMELEELY
W, LR T, A% mincmax 7 — A ICEE R RE L
T, BRERME L LU 2ODFIE2 BT
5.

4.1 min-max ft{FEEL

Keller[8] &£ Leung[16](3, 3.1 88 Tk~ 72k 5

@2

r:mn{K;kz

2006 45 H

PO AIZ BT min-max ¥ — L [HEE L TR
KetEL2 ERILL T3, T4bb,
r§g§rggxcin(ﬁ,PKt». (24)

X1 %E RWNZRAT S &
Con*(t), FO)=V2aim [ VGOFDd 0

B3, ko THEIZ
n;(agcC(n*(t), F(¢t)) 26)

272 GAFBEHOBEWRT) EBOFGH M F*(t)
FRDBIETHE, THOFH)IZETAFAF—F
BRE2MITE, minmax ¥ —24 & L TOHREEMRE
3

*k _L 28
n “)_2*/c41—50’0gt£3 @n

L% b, 22T, (>0 RESMBEO—RIRIZAE S
NAERERTH 5, EBRFHEMHEMEDHA, o
FEERIL=1/tn L) ICREEN, #FH X DL
BT =T BEA/ICETL=T N IEIING,

4.2 min-max

ARETERENS AL, RUWTEH 2 5N 5EMFE
BUZHED W TRUWD min-max 7 — & DR % MRATHYIC
KHoZ L IWHTH 5 (ReODE»FIEICx T 2%
RWHTENERT B EBERTII RV, £#2T,
&R 5800 S FREHHEMEICH § %5 min-max
BN T2 L2H2 5[5 17]. Kicrfyic¥
5728 gt tee)=clk+1)+ L{ten—t) & B 1T,
R B £

Clem, F()=2 [ galt, tuu)dF (1) o9

k7B, wWE C(fm)=maX5(t>C(fm, F(t) £ Birid,
5z
C(fm):kiglfl.}“(mgk(tk, fk+1) @9

PN IOZ L BT IEANTED, m* 2 MR
BB RT3 ERER T2 L, COBBER
AL,

C(fm*)=rn”%n Ctn) 30)
LET S, BHRNLER, S
900, t)=gi(tr, to)="+"=gm(tms, T) 81

it te EET A L RIHTE B[S, 170
T, AREFEMEMEIZAT 32 min-max ##13

Kok __ T C1
iz ~k[m*+1+2c2

LY, folze SRbIEU

(m*Ak+1ﬂ (32
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an*on*+1)<33%21 9

Fiiz- 7. FRO#RS min-max 7 — L DEEIT L -
TWHILRIBRSGICHRTAI LI TES,

5. *0fthnEEE

AT (FNZFERITRT), T4 7 L0HET
2FTICRET 2RMFHRINERLHMENRGE L 752
KERFENFHETNL T XLIIZOWTHRNTE 72,
IITHEALENEIZETH [OR IEOERIR] &
IERBIIFEEF LW LDTII WD, H@ifb7ra))
ZLOBRE WS HEICEE LS TR, $5F0K
MRORE IS LT WS 2 L 725F I THRE T 72
B, RETER - FoE AR FEUMZ L, §
HNEZ2EDIETOIRBIVREI ATV, 2

NET, MUELTL ) X L0MERE#[18-20] b

W OPTLNRTWEY, +aHRLRSEINTWS

Yokt e 3R, 2, BAEE) BRI
R8 (Kaio and Osaki[9], Senguputa[21]) % &, BE
DOMEIZ@EA T 2 ETRIIZIE U TR L ETNALY
ZZobI L LfREL THL.

ol s R MR IR E S N A e AGHIBEE ISR e »
P, AEL—FLRAT AL (F—FIR—ALEDT 7
ANSAT L, VY7 72T, AAL AT 4,
efc) IZBWIEREF = v 7 R4 (F—F DNy
27 v 7H) ZECET AL, BRAMREECZ
FEMAEEE b2 ML TWA[5, 22], 2
PEL—F VAT LTREBINGFREERREE LT
SEEHARICRET A OICEBEINLEF 2 v 7K, &~
POREL, KEHATERTE LI SFEETE (fault-
tolerant computing) & LTHL 2 HFEHEEDH T
5, R, BOLBAICHERSITOI TV 5PAT - B8
RAFLLETERNCF 2y 7R A v P 2EET A/
I, MROARDOT 5 ROH - T Ze W EERT rp D BERA
TH5.

72, OR DIEHIZLHFRBEIRICHZR S &, &K
HRMEE LTERETE 2ME»RESFET HD
IEEAEETEMETH A, EERENOHL (Lu
TIIEESENH) M) EEAEEHEI AT LD
2<% HLEMLTERABEEZ L2 EMQ (Eco-
nomic Manufacturing Quantity) €7V T3 2 b,
HIFRRD)RPRR)D & ) LR LBRATRHETE %L
e B2, BE L ER T OB R % SIREELT] % KD
52 EIIEBICHBETH S, 2 I TREARNLSHX
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Bk & L T Tseng[23], Makis[24]% %¥¥ % 727121k
DBEH, BRESHEXMOK L IERIZ, FORE

(BERELEPDRNE) 2RETLIEHTEL LY
e — R R IIF BN TNy,

BiFE AR3, EHHERLE ICNCRESE 2005[25]
THELRARZ2ZLHRLDTH S, FHEZDE
B ORBRFERFER) 1213, NEOMERICEY) #£<

DEFELaAL P RTHW, K&, AE2HRETS
HME2THECHRERMERER AR 6 FICZHER
WEZBICESP LTS,
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