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Abstract: Dynamic changes in service environment will affect fault diagnosis algorithm. In order to reduce the
impact, challenges of fault diagnosis in dynamic environment are analyzed in this paper. Multi-layer management
model is presented to model the service system, Bipartite Bayesian network is chosen to model the dependency
relationship and binary symmetric channel is chosen to model noises. To deal with the dynamic fault set caused by
fault recovery mechanism, prior fault probability is modified based on fault persistent time statistic; To deal with the
dynamic model, expected model is built based on the time of observing symptoms and original models in current
window. Simulation results show that this fault diagnosis algorithm is efficient in dynamic Internet service
environment.
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LA K IR 55 AL 7 (service providers, fiif A SP)E IR FII7E Internet 1= 42 {1 36 {F IR 55 BE A% 717 Sk ¥ 78 B0 o 0 AR,
IHTFR T 5 P& FE Internet 45, 41 Web 455, IPTV, VoIP 45 24 T 4ERF 2411 % ' 3 W 518 % 11 ,SPs 2 A ik 45
$2 it QoS(quality of service)PRIIE.AH & Ik 45 AH G T 4%, 199 4 1 Ik 45 A £ ) e kA e 8, AT 3 BUIR %5 QoS B,
FE RS AT L AR, T i B AR 45 AN T FH K 52 M SP IR 2RO T ARIIE QoS,SPs il bl il — A S B 4
A BRI o >R M g e A A, 43 BT i Ji R, He R PR SR T 5244

i B A TR A R M L KBRS T R AR A R B ) R R I R R e AH A B AN I S A
Tk DAy 15 2 B35 R R IR R OE A0 A B R e AR ) R AL R R O R (faule), S RIS D £ R RR O FORE R
(negative symptom), 1 ¥ W JU 45 SRR by 1FE AR (positive symptom). [ 12 K 1 H B & M H 0 22 3] (e TR 48 BRI
VAT 1t 0 T 25 B 1 5 A P AR 8 DT B A A T LA43 Jhg 1 A 280310 LB R R G (3 T AU ) R 4 R
T Z A (¥ FR S8 Ay AR T I o P 8 18 I ) — 2R A 2 R 1 W BR3P i i 12 T 1 SR IR AT
Z5 02 SRAUE ST 12 Wi A H 1 e {1 i, Wk 52 R 25 () IE I AT

Tl 5 A A S 25 S g e A L e gl 9 SR I BB TR A 18 24— A R A IS AT 5 2 A O (1)
SRR 2 B A A A 3R I 9 38 188 3T A VR ) g i RIEE R 2 T PR TBG R A AN A S B3 28 1140, i e DA — S8 6 5 |/ A7 A
WA 5= ZR BOE AR e 10T 43 I 40 4 (replicated components). ANk ff 1] BR 2548 AT G5 S5 B T 1A SCFE AN
PERER LA BT AR BIE . A E X 48 RO AN fff 58 1 10T DLFH St 518 AN 7 e AEUJ 40 468 D0 29 9 2 A I [ 1]
s AN T HE R AR TR A A P IR 3 AR X T TR SR B2 I TR Ak R B BRI S T R A B AR S
R FH 43 DU 30T IR 255 A ARG 2 A4 3.

W5 ) (AR A AN e e I 4 e sz Tt L 52 380 At AT 3% 10 35 i U0 481) el A ] 55 3845 HL A RE IR 7T g
] 5 PR 0 I A% o AR P g AR R R AR S B0 SRR T e S 7R B R R AT R R LR O RE AR E R
(symptom loss); M 1EAEHR AT §E 23 B K2 (B i IR (spurious symptom) T4t 4% 3 A BEANE IR #4176 X R 17 18 (binary
symmetric channel) R [ ik I 75

A8 28 1 5 s 12 BT A — MR A A W e B 05 A S 1, 2 T S A2 T 49t e B ke AR T IR 22 S B i s
AT B 28 Sk Ui, 5 A IR 45 M 4% (dynamic service network)! e IR 4% 590N 55 I 4k ke 46 43 BT O | 318
SR AL AE 45 2 LA 3R Z b R R Bl A, W 3l ad-hoe W 15 2588 3 5 BUk s 42 A8 ALY, I
RN 75 PE T BE 3 B AN I )BT 10 P A A 20 B e 2 B £ 1 28 A, A 8 B 12 W7 B0 B0 A K ) A TR 5
FEIIHLAD, K 52 2 B AV 5% ma 1 5 30k e R %

N T ARIETE SIS EL N 2 W R PR B A U255 % B3 S M R SR FI ) S B 32 0 T 3R TR BT 112
HiL DGA(greedy algorithm in dynamic environment).i% 575 BT 5% 2l A% w55 45 PR 5T 8 M55 58 482 15 7] 48 - (fault
persistent time statistic) I\ At A& TF 1 & 1A 26 56 W NE 26 51 0 ) A B PR B8 K T 24 7 % 11 P9 st R 152 1Y
FIE AR B 7] 6 57 I B AR (expected model). 177 ¥ 45 1 /R ,DGA BLVETE SN A FAEE T 3R43 T 8T # 12 Wi Pk BE.

ARSCH 1A AR AR SR 2 5 40 BT IR 45 1 55 AR G SR AN 75 28 3 15 45 B IR BE R IS Wi ik,
54T U B BRI S g S5 R A B S R4 A L.

1 tHXIME

)73 DU 47 W 4% (dynamic Bayesian network, & #% DBN) A H T @A M5 3 2018 5 5 B0 ke 2Bk b 454
A2 P AR e Y R b i ) AR AR B Y AN R Y AR B0 ME R H 2 DBN 3k I SR ] e M i, B Y
T RUR ST MR R 5 AT — I 18] s AR ES A OC, 2 2R 7 WhoRi 2 A W) ) 21 2 57 b 1) R B ] BE AR R 5 4,
T3t DBN 5220 7 S0 B 10 2% 50 b T IR 45 IR A B B A IR, 19 A R0 B A S 0 N A0 8 A0 G 28 R 5 41,
S BRI, DBN [FRS A MR AR AT B RF Rish 55 N JE42 H T sequential multifaults 5750 4k 2 g i 4 7))
A BB I B B O RS R A A b 5 — B EAT . B AR, S PR AR M s SCE R ke i L
k.

BRI B AR 25 T BUAE G 2 W VR PERE N B Natu R Sethi $2H T AFL SAU AL B 2 25 45 A R 855
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I RS W ) A, 12 R R N SR MRS AR AR A 0 AR A i e 25, 2 ) A PR T A 2R A2 R
P B, O 5 5 15 Y d AR i Kompella 55 A B R 201 R AR BE I 18] 3 % 26 22 A 30 $0 A2 A, I T A #0467 28
— AN BE BB B I P B 2 i £ R R U ER W 7 S A L ) 2 AR T HAE T 2 SRR 4 S G R
B, PR 22 AN B A5 B B e A, 2 N2 Wl R 2 @ EUBCR I U ST 4. Nguyen A1 Thiran 3 Hf N ) 27
1R 53 200 A8 (sot), (BRI AL 5 /N AR P 866 Ehy AN 8 AN IR T 5 10 P 60 B A 3 e A 55 8 D0 b, 2 7 e A1 A
SR A ) R, 5 I o A e A 1 /AN 3 P A AR A P S8 B 0 3 A Pl S 1O E A Py 25 1l R
A% Ding 45 A2 H 1] DBN 4RI TP W25 3R5E1Y (12 DBN H RE@AT St F 46 PR i1 A1k, A e
BT RIS FIIL B (AR 4L,

2 BREEE

PR, MRS Rl 3 A AR S5, W 2 R (T A T R A A I 5% A S R I
%3055 P KD 3 A B A AT R A A e, M T 5 BB 45 T8 %A I R AR e 95 B IR 2% e T e 3 BOK Vi [ 7Y
i 55 A FE S i B4 PP 3 o8 Y i 650 PR b AR S5 M 55 R 286 g s

— AR 55 3 AT RE AL AR 2 A LS 2w AT AT REAT 5 19 AS [ PR Wi A R SR AN BEAR SRS 5K BT AE
R B BT A RA S B AN, T REA RIS R L e F R A VAN R U BT RS
ZHLAESh T B AN ) PR B SR T T R 5 4 35 3 O AN T B R A IR 2547 35

ARG T RS A AN AN AR Z RS A AT R I, 2 R S e A HROBOC R
(IS5 D T R A IR 55 2 18] (A OG 2R, A SCHR A0 J2 e BEASEAR Gun  1 feos.

2R % 2RI A RS 1 QoS A& 5. SP — M MR S5 I o IR 45 AN n] S

@ [A] 557 THIR {1 QoS 7K ¥, X AR P #2 A1 FK) QoS mT AEAN[R]. 8 i 43 5 fil 55 iz A7 IR i
A LA SLA S A3 4, F 1) 6 R G AL AR I AEAR.

Service layer MR45 2 %R RN R R LR A AE I RS IR 5 T SR — X 2 B OC R,
1SR 75 5 A AR, T B A AR S 51— A H 25, 227 1% 46t B S
B 26 HH B 0608 T LU 81— A2 A ok

R %2 i b 22 0 I OB R A SO 3 T TR AR R R e
7 3R S D B0 P R T R L 0 2R O TR, b A 2
Component layer R ML P AR5 LTI LA™ I o R R 4 K 2 £ i BERY, JLAA 7
R SRR AL T 2 AL PR A 50 2 T B A e 3
R J o SR AL .

UL 22 2 2 % I 26 T 3608 A ML) LA A 2L 0 1 2R 48 P £ 52 B 7
Fig.1 Multi-Layer 2RSS AR 2 A AL AN [F) I 25 T BEAHCRSURH ] 444

management model HES 2 A A2 77 15 22 A IR A B O B L ep Ay T TRt 4
L ZREIRBRE ek fe F RS RS BRERSE S UL (f, L<isn} AT £ 772 m22 4

BS54 4 Jr3 M5 2 ) /s T S0 SR04 200 85X 6040 S 43 0 T 5 T4, 0
=2, 42 JRBER 22 1) ey 20 28 A7 AT REHR 25 12 0 o LA TE 3 TR,

A SR e MR 2

A A 00 L2 1 S A AR I 2R, T LA SRS TR 8 3 — 43 UL I 719 45 AR S
[ J52 T A R B F= (f, 1<iny fi=1 6 00 2 2 e =0 om0 T A A LI 18 A7 R A S i
B PR, A th 4 50 40 O S R 1 o8 2 o (A 0O 2 0 e M5 4 S= (s, 1j<m).si=1 2677 BUIE
. 5=0 FE AR 15 2L 2 B SR 2R 1M 2545 s 8 467 Child(f), 15 125 s 7 2 LSR5 28 O 2000 K40
Feor Ny Par(sy) A7 113 DR U 28,0 AT 1100 eI/ e TR SR 11 46 2R P(s=1fi=1), 5 8 P(silf),
VA AT LI SN B BE . BT AR Bl 5 BT LUV 45 A S 46 5 6 T 5 A

Dependency layer

H ]
i g [

Mode layer

H
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T I B LLEHEE TS OR 454, B noisy-OR RIS,

LA i 5] 5t i 25 (end-to-end  service)!) by 41 38 7% A 6t 1l 455 70 Al K 25 v I 2 ALy s A iy 81 i R 45 3 %
AN A5 2 TR BR B AR b T ) i 4 T R R 2 A, T R 2 R A FEAE 4. MDFM(multi-domain fault
management framework)** KE 2 AT 45 M 22 AN 450 3 i 20 2 18 P9, b R AN SR ST RO R /] 2 o T g T
AR 5 B A S AST ST MU Y A S 1 s A TP A IR L R Bl Y R A

R2

Fig.2 Build dependency model in IP layer Fig.3 Binary symmetric channel
B2 o7 IP R A B3 oo pRfEIE

IR IR AR 2 J5 N 2 B RE RO 16 B8 B AR G AF, B TS AT 58 @ A5 AL (. SNMP ) 130), iE AR 280 2
) 5 I AN R AR 1 T B R R, At R 3t 45 7 2 T 28 09 SR B0 i B A 1 1 PR 25 5 SO AR 5 2% ) Bk
W Sk 7 1) T B 2 5 SO BURE IR . AR 3L AR AL J8 0 R AR R AR P 3 R T AN
TORTFRAF A T, et Pyogs AR T M2, Py AR R BRI AME 2 30 1o % [ sl & vk o (0 2 R R sl R G i 4%
T H(system baseline tool)H % {7 B Wl HE ) 23 BT 1T LADP Ak 1 2 g = {1,

3 ISR THMEISEREZE

T 56 A R T2 T ) B R R 2 W 0 SE AR BV AR S 4 S A 2 B A R R Bl AR AR 2R B AE B )
WML IR 5 5 LIRS AT 32 B S IREE T (5512 Wi 5792
31 BEXCHEZX
76U 5% ) 2 I R BT 0 PORE RS, 75 R4 MRE IR I B A5 5 {1 8t . R 82 W AT 45 2 1k HH e K 3R i
R 145 HoF, Al A3 PR 4 H A 2 i 2 ) R R R4 Ak n
LPNG
a) KA BG=(F,S,Pr,Prs).F RNk 4E,S KRR AL, P R Wb S5 30 ME 5 P s R IR ;
b) IR ERE Pioss(S);
o) AEREBE Py(s);
d)  7ERAN )R 1 5 B IR A S FURE IR B SneSo, IEIEIRHE SpcSo.So M AT WL EZ HE IR & (Hh %
S0 AT R v B R e N 1 BEAR A ).
R
a)  Noisy-OR 70 RV 5| [] —REBR 1) 45 A e B A AR BT (1, -4 FH 32 A B A 4% OR 4%,
b) 2 AT AR AR R LG A T e R AR (R A G W 12 W B vk 1 L BE, o T i e AR 1 4
TR 3 T B — 25 W0 LR o B DD 1 W, A T 4 S AR e A1 82 P ) R B ) D ).
iy v e T A T HL LA DL R
a) AR SR AT SR B H A A & D — AN R AR RE
b) W AR A T B ) e R H N T
PT84 TR (10 4 45 2 3R 45 85 KA % i B¢ (most probable explanation, fii#X MPE), 2 XAk
argmax P(H | S;,Sy) (D)

HcF
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Herp P(H|Sp, SN AR FELT EMLGE Sp M Sy (M4 1F T H i A AL Wb B £ R .
AR5 ULt J7 5 B,

P(H|Sp,Sn)=P(Sp,Sn|H)xP(H)/P(Sp,Sn) 2

1T P(Sp,Sn) FIEFER H ook, i LRI B, i {4
argmax P(Sp,Sy | H)xP(H)=argmax P(S, | H)x P(S, | H)xP(H) 3)

HcF HcF

Horh P(H)# 7R H 2 & A b 142 (A%, P(Sp|H) R P(SnIH)ZR 7R HOBE 5 2 H IR LS 21 214 i IR 45 AL (KA 6. 15
OB £ S I SRR P(f), 2 BB i B R fe (0,13

P(H)=[TP(H)" x@-P(f)"" “)
feH
P(SplH)= [ P(s=0[H)= [ (1= R(s) x X+ R (8)x (1= X) )
seSp seSp
P(SuIH)= [T P(s=11H)= [T R($)x X+ (1= Ry () x (1= X) (6)
seSy seSy

Herpx=TTA-P(s| £)) Fomilbafiic H RS s KA .

feH
DU J07 104 255 F FRDORS i PELRE NP-hard 0] 380, RIVAE 7 7 4 0 20 DU S8 9 2% o 32 il JBLAK SR 2 NP-hard 1.4
TN HE PR T 2 R T AR Y B AR B A e B AR . G S RS AR A A A A v 328 R e T e e (b e £ R
I3 R I ABGBE, M ik 2 e e PR g IRt T SR SRR AT W B A 2, 22 RORE DR D 2 I, i) A O BT A s 2
TN ¥, X N B34 1
To M FE IR 0 BN SR PR A5 R VPAL R DA S 3o £ KR AR R PO BB i AR S
P(f [Sy,Sp) =P(f[S;)=P(f,8.)/P(S;)=P(f)xP(S, | f)/P(S)=P(F)x [T P(s| ) x(1-P(s| £))'*/P(s) (7)

seSg
HIGAATE AR B2 b(f) 2 P(F), M8 1 A HT H RS IR s,boia(FHF brew(F) 7350l 275 £ 5387 17 A0 58T Ji5 1945 BEAEL. AT
SO Y

Bpew( F) =bya (F)x(1=P(s| f))/P(s=0), ifs=0 8)

Bew( F) =byq (F)x P(s| f)/P(s=1), ifs=1 )

P(s=0)= Z HP(f)x(l—P(s|f)) H (1-P(f)) (10)
F'cPar(s) fcF' fcPar(s)-F'

P(s) MR S 50 MR, G SR P B (1 A F 2 45 LT S A Sl o272 ) Dl T BN AR BE AT LA e
P18 73 e LR AL A B K PR A 2 ) BT T
AFAEMR IR T K 22 (8)~2 sN10) & St b B v 45 21 Wi 5 3«

Buen(F) =By ()X (P(8| )+ R (8) + (1= P(s| ) x (1= P,(5)))/P'(s=0), if s=0 (11)
B (F)=big (F)x (P(s| £)x (1= P (8)) + (1= P(s| 1) x P,(8)/P'(s =1), ifs=1 (12)
P'(s=0)=P(s=0)x(1-P,(8) + P(S=1)x Py (8) (13)

3.2 ENASHMIBE R RE RN XIHLE

AR e 0 o R 282 T T P LUK I 20 O 3 RS 2 Wl TR W e, ey 5t e L e 28 05 R0 1) Bl o e 482 )
TR o 2R 9 3 P P P i S5 O B0 /0N TG 48 0 B — LA AE R e v L3RR R i N sl A g LU s i
WAL AR SO X P B 2 MRV RE K ) R e e e, 0 K D Al ey 7 552 o A 35 e A8 SWL A PR A A o 2 7 R 7
—BUN TR t R 42 52t 52 2R BEALA . B AR 48 G BN B S S i 2 A TR AL AAE R B RN TRI(0,0 1,
WA R 8 DA I T 5 10 v, 3 00 i 1 O 2 P e 2 DU i W 3t BLAE 22 )i o 1 LA ) s 12 W 0k
fhe b e 2R SR A AE 12 W ST TA) AN S50 DA e 51 0 AL A o R 114, st /D ) R 7 i e 4R B AR AL I % S

AT B E AR B2 W S AR DGA SEAGE T BEAN WO 10 5 S I 18], 0] R A8 S AT A 8
T A5 TERE AN I 2 0 DAY £ 21 6 i s B 3, vt A2 B 78 0T A7 70 KB D S PR AR 48, 0 T D S e BRI eT B
5 VI H A A T I P R 80 F T 5 AN A7 17 52 80008 19 2 8, AV VR) P i N D7 ¥ 32 3 1 SR e N e, o 1
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WLt ) 4 2 B D) BB f 2R n URGTE ST TRD £ A A B2 R B m(0<m<n), JUI f 75 t I IR) A SR 1 52 Rt
Pt)=1-m/n. )\ Py(t)sE AT 40, lim Py (t) =1, lim Py (t) = 0 L35 O W B AR S e v, T LA IR 8] 7P 1) 22 Py(t),
B3 T o e AR SN IR % R BT

FEFET LB R AT 2 i e 2 0 e MR AT B ] I 220 R 306 2 A M R e 2% I T T g Sy
ACANTG FETREL I G S 02 W7 I A28, P D\ S g 8 5 188 2 1) 11 B T T OGS [l 9 D4y Aty B R) 25 HH PR B AN 60 5 i it
M =t +AL I A AR 00 f RZER I RAE (oLt AT G & tirk At A AR B 3% f, 0] 3]
tiH (kDA I, F LRI 1) 78 105 B (k+1)x AL (K+2)x AL LTS 50 B R 3 I8 i 05 1) B Po(t) PR B2 1 2
j(“”)“‘ P, (t)dt /At :

Al 50 W DL A 023 R ) i 0 i A B0 v, R AR R — B S A ) 0 AT R AR
Vo) T A S AT =1 T VA AR AN 3 B £ 0 73 R B e £, AR f R AR I TR A i 7
LT B VR R A IRZ) 0,35 f R AN ZI0h t(t<Ab), 25 1| & ik T DRI 5 £ F] i+k+1 % 0 AR RN B Ay
), F SRS A) g y—t,f ) 2 B B MR R N O Po(t,y)=Po(y—t).7E i+k+1 % 11 ALY I F BR A y1()=(k+1)xAt-ty ) -
Ll y2(O=(ker2)< A=t £ 1 ik ] 7 114 156 it [ [Py (y — tdydt /At2 .

i (1)

o T SRR ) ELFEIN T DGA AW £ 4R C B0 § LB B ot AR
b B0 B T4 4 5 5 A . 5 05 B PR B, D
PIHE 2 97 5 0 T 00t
33 WA RREIHLH

SRR 55 R 0ot (LA L AR A AP A7 AR R A V2 520 2 o o — A R
W 0, B L . 3 50 50 087 0 8 TS 50, B2 51 6 S
T BB A b AV 50— T A RO 6 e o 1 LML R e ) A R B AR il
KB A B R 5o 55 A U ST AR SIS K M 19 SR 0 0 i .

BB 3 5 L R(1) 1 0302 2L 5 6 63 7 000 T e s A s R, 3 B b
ARG 030 5 2) R R B e 2000638 4 T 5 5055 R0 sl 9 A T 5L
G5 0 R SR 52:(3) 1R SR BRI 90 B SR AR5 R 1 38 T

Sh TR A0 5 00 5 5 S S0 3, T B 5 2k R0 3 26 £ 6. S5
SO 0 59 S T A KA S B e £ ML TS 57 PO, A0 F 0 440 00 o S ST H 2 R
P R IR Do) 5 1K FE 5 B85 5 A0, 2 i 500 0o 4 16 5
U A0 SR ) S0, B 0 R 1 S 0 00 0 LAt
RS 2 (AR T 1A 5 o TG 2 0 T 4t T
5 4 1 L S B R AR T T O, 0 B Rt T 0 B S ) 5 2
RIS T TR — B I ST AR 2 AP B 5 W (SO

S B BE 75 25 0 0 1 05 0050 S 5 50 6 AR S HETI 1667 1 Y 40 B 1% DGA
S35 T 5 UL DR 105 65 A S5 24 1 A 5 A (0 00 B
TR A3 SR 100 5 L o

ML 8 B 1 3 B0 BO, = (RS, Py e U S BU Oy BG, = (80, P, e, ) L R 46 1
So=SuUS MR 5 IR to A & M MBIy BG=(F.S.Pr.Prs). FTHIAN AU Ay i
BG, il BG, R AT MU A4 HT A2 MG BG oo SIS A L0 P TS 46
L.

WU o B AL I 7 18 022 . T S 4L AT B R 31 RATE SO AR
THE BG R T M 5 4 (BT AT AL B F—=F\ U,

R Sy, JEIR S8 ) 5 11 4 22 2 R 5 O 17 AE IR 32,00 T 7 2 W 31 R PR 15

k+1)xAT
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SR AL AR, B S=S,U8,.

Pr.s A IR R 5 A5 JEL IR A R O P(s|f) A BT IR ANAE AR ARH, ) P(s[f)=0. DT it JT B8 BBE 7Y v 4] 44
SHR PR 5 L 5 5 RS R o o I ARORSE 14 6 B2 A, AN 7] A 35 v iy A 2 f T R P88 T RE AN I, 4y sk T A K
S AR JEE 1 DN AR 7] £ 1 3 AN T P (S| f)=axP i (s|f)+BxPa(s|f), He o+ =1.

(1) %5 T~ 2400 & RS B PR REAR, RUAN A7 5 1ZRE R FR) ¢ A2 I T4 6L, T A el 4 B0 O 1004k v T4,
o==0.5;(2) XF T 2T & P52 B (R R B A TR ES AT — AN AR I Tl 12 I 8] 5 ] LR SR AT 1 /5 B2 1)
TS PR A 2 N ) i R O A DL S A I T O REAR s R AN ) A t(O<te<At). FLA _E RS2t BT
0,01 s 52 3| BG 5% Wi 1] BENE K S 22,52 21 BG, 52 Wi A W] RE MR B K. AL, mT LTS Ay 3t 45 2 FRD AR ) A SR AN
R A a(t) BT At), Wl et =ty/ At, A(t)=1-tg/At.

3.4 DGAEZ
LR 7% LB B2 W B AN B A IR B AR AN 1R 12 W S0 D ARG 4t
Algorithm DGA (greedy algorithm in dynamic environment).
1) setH=J
2) if Fi#F,, F=FUF;; else, F=F,
3) if §1#S,, S=5,US,; else, S=S;
4)  foreach seS§, feF, do
if seSy or seSp, P(s|fy=a(ts)xP(s|f)+A(ts)xP,(s|f)
else, P(s|f)=axP(s|f)+SxP,(s|f)
end
5) if feH_y, belief(=P(C,f); else, belief(f)=P(f)
6) foreach seSp, do
update belief(f) as formula(11)
end
7)  foreach seSy, do
update belief(f) as formula(12)
end
8)  set SuspectedFaults=Parents(Sy)
9)  choose a fault fe SuspectedFaults that maximizes belief(f);
H;+=f; SuspectedFaults—=f; Sp—=Child(f); Sy\—=Child(f)
10) if Sy#d, return to step 5
11) foreach feH;, do
if fe Hi—la Cf:Cf +1; else, Cf =1
end

4 HESH

BTN [ IR 55 3 5 77 AR RS 20t AR A S R LA s 31 il 4% B 5 O 47 B3 5 A L TR AR I BEAIL = A n A
T A PRUARETR B3 DR Do 8 U, P e o 45 420 0 20 W S 90 40 40 I 4 e 4 A SR i e AR SR 2
JIT I T 9 S ST MRS TR 51 6 o G 4 A % A A< B L 2, 73 S04 [0.001,0.011R1(0, 1) A 3429 43 A A7 303
st R 280 E SR EEER OR(OR=(So|/|S) AR Z2 2R3 Progs, REMBUEAR . Po, W4 2615 sl L n AEBATTH 117 B
H1,0R HUAE 0.1 1 0.5,Pyoss HUAE 0.1,Ps HUE 0.05,n #9324 10~150. 68N 5t 1, FA 1475 5 500 A S, RS S 451
Xof A N [B) B 1,477 B 45 A8 Oy 49 45 B~ 3548 DR D n] e A 0 22 AN e [ I R A8 1R I 00, 51 491 B L3t
PR T4 FecF,|Fcl<5.
ASCAEH] 4 AN F8 b5 K PPAS 5 5 AL 512 W 2R DR(diagnosis rate), 7 F1| 2 FPR(false positive rate),i2 Wi %
77 7 VDR(variance of diagnosis rate ) s i2: Wr i 5] 75 A5 ) 2 LU
DR=|FC(WH\/FC (14)
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FPR=|H-F.|/|H| (15)

VDRzzi’il(DRi—zi”:lDRi/N)z/N (16)
o Fe FR7R SE B R AR B MR H 327 b e 12 I B3 7o A IR WS IR 82, 17T N SR R A ) — A T i 3 5 1) S & 491
AN 5.

DGA $532: 1] LUTE [ B R A W Wi 42 B 245 RVSE B4 By s 1R B A58 o A P LAFURE O T8 DGA TEIX AN IR BE T 11
5 R XX AN RS 43 147 3L
4.1 FEWEEIRE
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FIIEAEIREE Sp=So—Sh.

B AR SRR NI B A5 R B 4~F 7 B B GA Ron IEAR M 12 Wi 15 DGA £ n s A& T 1)
W2 W L B 4 PR 2 WK DR.E Ha] WL BEAE OR (R34 K, 12 W7 28 th AH B 42 w7, 31 2 T 58 22 (R IR i
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BRI K, 1% ) ZE AR A R FF 133 R H T v OR 53805 22 WA E IR, i JRUAR ST 2L 7 305 A N b 386 n 1 58 22 j BURE IR,
AT S B A 28 T . EE R [R] OR L) GA Fil DGA i 2 7 411, DGA iR AR LT GA. B4R, DGA KH MEN3S
S5 M AT B TN R R 6 ERIRS W R U7 25 VDRAZAEHIR T R4 Wy 5 10 23 BORE B, Al 48 e
RS E M VDR (¥R ARG, Ud A 095 1R e M A T R R L BE S ORI K, 12 Wi 2 Jy 2 A sk /IS, BV AR
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T A B RL (R B A4, 1 SR A ST IR AR R — A AASE L A A R i (A 2R AR S B A T R A
T v A2 DR A S 28 v Y AR (1 B AR A A 6 AR T UK I R A 5 T AR Ak T DA R 2 LR R AR M B A
P T 0T 5 it A5 25 14 T v o 1 A A 2 K1 LY a5 40 388 o AR Dok %o 9k ) 6 w2 AL, T LA fRT Ak A
2T .

AR 10 Py BRALIN ) 550t R A2 b AR R AR E th 3 A 32 % AR Hf 2 AR XA 0.25 A1 0.5. 34
WAL IS 58 0 AR | F A 244757 557, 45 A 7 8 2 A3 8 m AN IR S5 S AH AR T r(m 2 214 101 38 A D e 45
H), A5 FE Ky (0,1) Y B KL E. b 2407 7 11 3 B BEREAR I, N AN SR 5 SR B — AN BE ML A 2B s 1) ¢, 4 SR
ti<to, WZERE R 5 50 i RS R AH O J 2, 5 i A 7R A DG 2 e DR I N SR IR B Sy, T A I Pyoss | S| AN S TR
hE IR Sy TR IR, B SRR BE Pox|SnIMRER R B BRI S, RIAS H B 28 7 bR A2 S W0 4 21 (1 10 S bk
£ Sp=50-Sy.

N T TR B, S A SRR BT R 14 B OR=0.1 HIH5 5L, Ui 45 & 8~K 11 Fias. b AFL ik
FoR SCHR ] EE Pk R AFL 1 3 2 JEAR R AR 26 00 21 o) DR R 1T o 1 b AR, 2, 88 s 48 FH o 1 i
S S AR 3 02 W A5 H A B A A T B e T R O IR R A S R AR U I N R A O R R I 8 R
(52 W1 2R DR.JE] A AT UL, B AR B3 K, i AR 20 22 St 18 K SV 2 B 3R B LA ) AR O 2R, GA R % FE#S
RN, S Wi B % DGA & VAR 3 3] T B4 2 Wi R AFL 2B R DGA 2. B 9 LR AR
FPR.ECEAN[R] AR % N 1 22, A 0 AR X FPR 5 0 AN R, AN [R] AR o W IR [r] — B3k il 26 JL T A [R) oK AN [ S0
M2k LA, GA 1R M 2 35 5, AFL 02, DGA fK.GA A5 BRI b, BT DL R 5 & T AFL 454 0
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