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Abstract

Process failures can occur at any time during opera-
so a continuous effort of fault detection, diag-
Expert system paridigm
has been regarded as a promising approach to real time
process supervisory control especially to fault diagno-

tion,
sis, and correction is required.

sis.

The most important aspects of fault diagnostic expert
systems( FDES) are the problem-solving inference strategy
and knowledge organizations. The necessity of FDES, the
nature of diagnostic knowledge, the representation of
knowledge ,and the inference mechanism of FDES,et"al.are
described,
And the existing FDES are categorized and critically
reviewed in this work,

which are announced by previous researchers.

1. A4 &

nuFgAel 2dos AP M2 WU Ftn B34 A
of T2 AAEE A ol ukel 2 Fx7 g B3
stA H3 Ak el FH Y ZAL 717 s1Ato) A7)
A operator) Bol &3t AVY 1A WA wAH
(detection) 3 27 ¥ 2t diagnosis) & 3k717}F Wi$ of
grt. v w4 E AW(fault) & 32X Fx| A2 o2
YAy 2 AP AU wAgtch, 4R B¢ M
(1979), Bhopal(1984), Chernobil(1986) AbsiE= Lol <l
B Aatol] HoiYt M E MY £ YE AU An2 W
2% 4z U3, e AF A AA"(automatic in-
terlock system)o]l #HgEsto] Fgol AcrhE(shutdown)©rh,

HZolie MY ol GHo oAy AN a7} FoEz Y
B4 adx Ao 7t obgy FAY AW EAUE F
£ Ahael WA Mo g Y 2 T £AE FaA
717) 918 AT BVFTHE FRoME 2Q94H QRY S
B A% Q7 £21E el Arh

AF7hA] AW AW AV 22 FPAE FPEH
oA & Ut F AR W A AR R
V& A 1Y WFE 25t WPt Ae 2P
€ ZR9 Yulj, AHUE FF ¥ %, #AXNY (Y w
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En Sup Yoon

2, 98 ¥=5ol utet waAch F3 B (monitor-
ing)oll AolM UL AHEl] uth Brix] YL Avm
ATk F BFEWN ARNGAM FEY & QE €A §5
B e 24 NE eI AR AN 2R 29 e &
AN ZHbY = YE FHE AU Yok 2@ LML)
AT &= AR M) PP P VAE AT Q
th T8 AR AL 5YL AQaw, Texe
F, T olfR Aot} @l 4 Un A=A, 1)

E, HUES LA NdYos el RAYRY 2EL
¥ & ok EW O)EL @ P9 uolet Ba) 4317 o)

olElE IR E dlole W ol2l&o) AUrk. wmeld BFE
& ol &% AY AtHfault diagnosis) BAE WL AYE
9 A7 diae] ol gir),

T A FE g Aolgke e e
(intelligent) 2Jolold Falo) Yme)Ea Wynoz=
ExsiEol B2 ¢AE SHUACE olg 28 9y
Yerogs HEZN NAW M rhd(expert system para-
dign) & ol&3te @77 HT e usty AY=ED
Tt weld 2aME AR A1AY WHCAE AL
5% 339 AY AQ A2dY Wak, B,

h o

Uy 2F& 7R J1E AF FBAE BOE 39
zasts J1E&9 FHE(implemented) Aj2YW Y FUH &
a3ty Fe)saR} gl

2. ¥ AT wye

AR Wy el W Himelblau(1978) o) <zt A
Ao ERII HEUTE 2 olFE HY AT Pyl
e A3 WEESVA EREY FIHE EHIE A
A 2¥(qualitative approaches)st A%k A IZ¥(quanti-
tative approach)22 CtIA¥HYE 4 UcHKramer,1986:
Kramer & Palowitch, 1987).

A4A ATHole 2 E2l(fault tree), ZFR Eg
(alamm tree), ¥R #Ad(cause-consequence) 59 HR 3 E
I E APnte e Abgste Algol itk ol
el 22| AR AIWUS AMEole WAy A FokolA
gurl PR 2F7R] del ol §EHRE BT 9
th ol ATYES EANAEL =|TFRE ¥A(synthe-



sis)8tal HEsted ERto]l Y3, wE|ERIE T
FEY k¥o] aFEy, FRo] wAEW =vELY M3
i o] ofgoie Holch

wElEE] AlFSH {AN wyPozA MEHdY Pyol A=
ol o] YHE e|AE Z2 AN d3ze|E(list processing
algorithim)oll <A 3t3 Qo] AYAHH(fault dictionary)ol
gt "Holg& vle] vlojetg M gsto oldFAol AW E
W WEA2 WHoR TAE ATse FUAH PIYolct
(0'Shima, 1983). ®icl AAZ AFELYL WHEAY Py
& HEFEo TR Yool Yoon(1982, 1986)9] @AIollM H
ol%o] ¥ i Atol7t ¢, uletd wRlEE] FEHS &
AR A Adoh, o] B OYyHES d7A 9L Ay
(unanticipated fault) & 21AEEZ] b2 AYPo] YAV E
ol o] & AT 4 fitke VAE v Yrh

T oo AAA YWY 0'ShimaS(Iri et al., 1979;
Shiozaki et al., 1985)ef 23 R& W8 el (signed
directed graph) & ol§3l= A= W(cause-effect model)
wgolth,  SIG(HE w0y JeiZ)e 3 A JAE
vellE T Rolth, SIGE BW4E vehie =28, o®
Hao] FAPE uAxe wEgn ogA d¥gE U
=218 238 vepie $E0B4(signed directed 1line)
o8 FAY ZZolch, o] WYY FAL ¥y INZE
a2l YoM AiFeE HE g9 HRE AR Pt
T3 29 79t H 2 (model based appreach)] HHQ o
N2 e ANY WUE AT 4 Ae e E AR
ATt o] WYY A= BE A2Yge FAES shie F
¥ QoM A Aoz 7R s, AAY ol AAA
© R i) WAol ExY 5 A e A R(multi-
ple fault)® thE 4 givhe AolrhRich & Venkatasubra-
manian, 1987). 2l AWE sl dxe|Fol R
Hastn AZE e Aele A, AA FHA HENE
u) 2gre] 3] E(resolution) 7} ZItiA]l A dof viF B
2 ZY% ¥H(candidates) & At HFol AR 2HH
2 lcHKramer & Paloawitch, 1987). 2®id) o)|3j§t E#)
HES AR A2 Ay A= 858 M8 E
wojxr QrHRich & Venkatasubramanian, 1987; Kramer &
Palowitch, 1987).

ol M GAY BEA JIHE AAEse Al PES TE
Aoz AY Yehd(alamm threshold) oA el 7 =(sensiti-
vity)oll 2% EAAE 7123 Adrk.  @vkstd F 2t &
o AXe & 2Z(on-off)9 Aef7t BIH3(discrete)
oz WA Hug pyd FRe F A& FEI =
AR AN AR YT PR EFE EY 4 ALy
APNGY] =S gold AU MelE PAsA] Y+
k. REAE AF WA WA S0 230l BA
Bt AYE Aol oyt olE® EAe T4
symptom) & A4, ¥&, $&9 WS wo AHE3te J
oY 4% R&e]eHBoolean) HIHS TEE EAloIth
o714 FAtolel ¥ AH & oXukg ouistA] ¥ B
Z]7)(sensor)oll M FHAEE ZE FEE ouiych  ulEbd
olHY ARE AHIL 7] HAE AP YHE R Y

A& 274 e o] &Y £ Utk OMFE I
WHe 18y EAAS &49E d4o] HEY FEo) uE
BE FXEF U =el(fuzzy logic) 59 EHAUMNE e
HEH PYHE T3t siFdE 4 UrHKramer, 1987).
g olE Yt Wy AEA(quantitative) AEHE AL S
o HHZE chgo] & 4 drh

Ay ATHS WEW(filtering) % 33 (estimation)
Aol A FHY S 2P ANGH AEAE
vlmatol Z{E B3 AHe Pajolck.  Isermann(1984)
< Ay FIW diste F8A 1AL st £uH
2d2 ZAY AA(propagation) o FA ML AR
WEstnz  oa] AHE A3 ek, 2 oY FH
EYE A8Es AW AR RYsa ANE Yag
st MA FAY ARoME A Go olAE o] Wl
kst AN FAHY ZA(monitoring) & Aoy F83
o2 el gAY +%H o2 vebd art gy A
A% @Wol AMEE7] wiFolrh, @i} DM E gk
HE3de AP 729 3YH ZAE vEA FEAH Gy
I ERES ALER ¢ i ARH HIYUES o F KE
¥ ol 8 4 QrHKramer, 1987a,b; Dhurjati et al.,
1987). o1& MMM E AL A2d Wy Eol Yasith

3. AE AN2EH FE A
(1) AE7 AM2d9 day

AEI A2 (expert system)o]F ¢ AEIN Ty oA
HENESY FANE S (problem solving capabilities) &
WAL A NEE Alagolh, MET Alageld 7t
A A% aic x4 wolA(knowledge base) ot FE7) T
(inference enginem)ldl o1& M #el=o] QUe Aol
ES(expert system)® EFolck.  NE E(rule) 59
ogl7t 2] BH P2 x4 woixo) ARt F1 Yot
AYR FENTE AP A& MYy FEE FIY
Foizl B AE FAYrh  oetd ESE 2|A wolx
Al 2gjolets fch.

ESel A ERE AHelis 2 kg3 ZrHKramer,
1987h).

. AR AQYE HHFEIZ olHE gibao] AT

L MEAMNE FEAAND BEER ACh

. o] AETY A E AT HBER 2Mo] AP HL}

LRE RS PAFUV HEE Aok

LElE T e dBE dv BEAE JdTE #EUCL

. FArule) & AARNOZ FHE £ QoY ALY HAAH
4Rg 2 8 4 dch

. TEA YUt BEstn g FelaEg o)§ shed

BAHE AAagog FUE ¢ Yotk whekd daE|EH

ATHPLZE $E2) Fud oA F98 A9 Aol

7t stA =AAct

utgtd ESE AR FF #AF  Aoj(real-time process

. supervisory control)®] fE¥ JYITHOR LHFRHI AT



(Moore, 1985). 3% AlA¥Y HA AR, I3 A4
ol 2AY AW FY, VNS, Fel2HFE AY
wo) A8 grEsr & wAl(reasoning mechanism)& A€ A|
H A% €U A} AY(prognosis) EAlC] VE A&
g wcd e F&Ag 5 ok 2B HPH(prognosis)
o) ojz] AP} FAE VI FEE FIA ¥ AW
3 th& 9 Mel(correction) YFE dFse AT i
33 FHeg mig  AAHA(intelligent) IFolch
Himmelblau(1978) + ol=j¥ 1A HYL U] Y4 £4
aod o] A& HWHE APz g&ESE A oY
' Aojtiztn AR ES Mt & o] H& AW
A1z HIPolElR ok, LSt ESE WE FEo 71%
(symbol) 2 BE¥E 4 A& AE7Y AYoht Fel2EHF
AR 2ERY o1F FET WP S A AJLHo|7]
wj Eolct,

2% A¢ AP AAW(FDES: fault diagnestic expert
system) & AREH o2 1 P2F OY 19 o] riekd &
Qith.  F9 FUAC A2 vty A=A BHE
AUz Yol, FFole FUAY WENHY 4L +Ys)
"M FAol o]FY VAFE FEY £ U Al2Yer Ag
€ 4 Qch
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ag 1. gvkA”l FDESY) 72
(2) 38373 FESY x)A &4

20 AT VY xAHFTEL AT 2L ¥F
A Alagel] e Ao AE FEEE AETAE WHE
crzch AT Fojol heiM S £ AZe Al
s REVIE gBlF 9E & 1 olae] 9jAte FHgel
2 THAE F3 Yrh

agu BerEA Y AL we ol Aage ¥R
o m@Eygalel #Y A4, Beifty A g5y P2
Nolz, #YW, HeEAHEY vFzy ML AL PeE
22gct, oiebd BRFPe AT WHEGE F59A o
solzjol wr). AEFAY FIESE thE BYH Ak A
o} ®go] AYH Mok o|Eo] TUAY = R o
A4 HToletn & 4 fich ol ¥IE ¥A St F
Bl AE| 50 A]AlE x]A] Hjo|Ad] EE HAHA FBAAE
g 132 St Aolet: s, ESE Aol 330l
Al aAoln ARAQ ZRE vz FPA A ULE
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gt dA AYlE 2Folth
ZHe HEE U YUE B FUAE ANE UEY
4 Y A AU Atk 5F APH 2P BE3

BYRT B o FEE WEY 4 Aok a2 MRS
2g )z gAY B3P FEE Yok uetd 39NE
A FDESQl A AMEHS P £%7 2y, W2E FEH

2Y5Y FzA ALE fAFE SEA #FzA A4
293 Felagg 293z Agste 0] v st

(3) FDES®} T4 (Architecture)s} 7Ny E(Tool)

oroll 4 thEulel 28 FIESY A g4 54& AR
vehillz thE1 s A2 214 BB (knowledge repre-
sentation) s} 2Ei2(inference engine)ol iy A7+ ¥
NHow Suxojol Fct, F5) FIESY AANE, $UH B
WEn T MAR(low level)d] M EHORRE ZHA
)AL 2ANY AHNEE7A] W& 2HEHE YA
qlch.  webd FIESE A E F¥(implementation) 57 9
MAE g AR PYHS APy 48 M EH(hy-
brid knowledge representation) & A3t} ALg¥ch o)
Y NP A & ATste ol@7kx] by B(building tool)
o] 50| A UcrHGevarter, 1987). H3| FIESOIA AH&Y
% 9l o3 NPT F2EQNY FENE T2l vt

ERAATH
Frames
Frames with
inheri tance
Rules
Knowledge Logic
representation
———Ungrouped rules

————~Grouped rules
——Examples
——Logic (form
of rules)

Object
description

Certainties

Actions

Backward chaining
F——Forvard chaining
—Hypothetical reasoning
Blackboard

Induction

Uncertainty management

Infegence [-——~Pattem matching (Variables, Literals,
engine F— Strings, Wild cards)

——Math calclations
——TFeature integration
Linking

39 2. FDESS] XA EWD HEQNY o] 7154,

7h AMEE

A EHO Do) BHE 08 bt J1&FAAM A 7
ol e AL TP ey Aagolch. ZHYe A
¥AQ oo} Ags Tza EEE HolE soE 7
&% vepdt). ol tIAES 7l&(description) &
Aggch, 2P g2(slot) & 7RI ol HAER A
Po| e BAS oioletz MAH Aed tIEE(default)
ANE Yol o8 £ Utk EY ZPL TUHA 9
0 e ME ddsted AEFZE ¥Ate BEE
Qrr.  oEe ZAYS FzA AL BRIEU AUY



Rich & Venkatasubramanian®) MODEX Alx®olix A}-8-3tgich.
714 A Z Aol §F olE 2% 3ol viehuiich.

inlet connected to: VALVE 1
outlet connected to: TANK 1
flow rate: LOW
pressure: . HIGH

temperature: NORMAL
state of pipe (through which stream flows): BLOCKED

2% 3. STREAM 3ol ch¥t =& ol

THYHLS G 7Neol A48 F ot arkxl AY
812 @dn F2 A% uiRAL 2Fte ololetso) 28
BpzoiFE = W (action) & viehiEsd olgdch o BEl
£ WE7Le Fgolt Fel2EFE 7gstuuld Ayt
aeln WEE oEEY ¥Hz FEREE Aot
th 1213 ZEHYM AL Bo) M2 EYAHOE T8
S0 7l E A7 oY 4 YT EUHARY FAA H
Aol Lolsirt. olytoll T FIESolAM MUY AMNEHEE
g 2004 vieRRR Ach

W) 2ED FEAR

FA FTYE AEstE AR AAE2 AN FE
Ao ATATo] NE AAs| FEHAhs sl FHE
th @A Aol s g ol 4F(abnormal  symp-
tom) 9 A& ¥JAL e FERY L A Aulo] Ak F2AH
22q29 FE AdHolM FAHA Hrh TJ¥d F2Q
g AL BEI} AAYE FUIE YN Bul,
asqago] WA (implicit) o8 ET¥ATH, IHM2E Y
WNEY e B AEste AAH Mgate 2 A sol Ao
el B(meta-rule) olvt 18 E(group rule) & W FEHXH
& Aoists AR Aoird g AMgs grh wetd FE
7178 Ao HolslE Bk, Davis(1987)
E 2202050 xavojAg BV W7l FEAEE
Hgatzt B sl(explicitly) Malst?] i e ¥ 27
o] BYHoF Nt A HYrE. o] A& NLAER A
dateid B weds] A i dduict ti2A FEE ok
wE $AS A AAAL AP Egeneral task ori-
ented framework)2) AHg AHQHe FZYUT stch. ¢ FHY
AN ZAE 2 NEBEF NLH FALCON(Dhurjati, et
al. 1987)3 e HEJL AAHL A 592 58
v}, BE4o) BHso TR MiAUE W olF W =F
o] EYW MEHgol oJ=Ax yrEFEooF rp, I
YutE A ALEZ FEE AENMN2ES A AT T
2 FAE 37 ot &, 84T Mgl g S+
@ <(domain specific)el A siEd FHE& FAl #FII
M e 2y tiuict VE RS E(framevork) & ZAE
& REANE ®olv AF7 uigkzsivh

4, %34 FESY AT wHE

(1) 22ki(0n-1line) & 2 Zek(0ff-line)

677

33 FIESE ¥ 9 #x)7(sensor) 2FE T3 (symp-
tom) & 210 A& AUV 2FA] oy oZIIeE
A7 FFsheTtel) kel AlAY TS 7R Folgo)
g@etx] A gl

221l YA 2 uRIYk AET} AAHH Po] ALY}
AbRArtol Ao g oz FE3he alojnk, FIESE &
Azl A BF FAro) iy FRE 273, a7 gt
2 O "AEE sl FEAAE AFVch oY o=
gl wajo2 PAE FDESt  Kumamoto$(1984),  Andow
(1985), Fink%¥(1985), Rich$} Venkatasubramanian(1987)%
o Aol AMET k. 2¥G oy eoxepd]
WAl AF A7 R iy g A 2]
A Hlzmg pHol viwA golsch. e ALY
ggto] AEuWi7bAlE FDESt ol R #F & 3ha] gkol, 2HF
A PuUEHYS 228 FHE 7Y S Us, AUY Y
(events) o] ¥elol iyt A&y HBE AFska) E¥rh
uleta] ol g H$ AL AaWE FETY AUL oY
Privl Bope AEY 2¥HA2M HHEFR o1 EEE A
ojch, v 2zl FIESE AEE FI A
293 PosEHg olgsnz o Y zol YAl
239 4+ 0, UL FRE BEY S AR ALY
FEHNUE FAol shesi ek et Aol oigd
g5to] BEL B gl ¥ele BEA gdolnE FDESY
22 VAR 2 Y & ULk

2E1R) WAl A9 Axvle] FAHOR AAFHO R
E ARE olgsta AYE AFHE At LEkd
waog FAE FESE &3 ¥(1986), CQuanat Lu(1936),
Dhurajati$(1987) 8 RFr&ol AM=IT U, Kramers
(1986, 1987)9) AFE ekq! W& HASZ Jrh. 9
WA ZA7lolAM vtee $4& %A (quantitative) o2
yolEd 4 Il Hed 2YEe] ¥8ol Jhesith
utebd Pk 2d HIHY 2EE€ 288 5 vk 28
2 BZIEREH B4E A FESE Aol AFAHL
2 olfox A& A% ¥AE ALY &+ U, ZFHO
E2AWE B(detect), HYBEE YAFE AU T ¢
gloiA FDESE olg] MAF7E ¥HAH & Aok Tt
kel HrAl e o=l WAl uistel AAZ FHBIIZ
g Hastm olgch. AAY HHRFH HTH2E HE
X171 &2}Q) FDES FALCON(Dhurjati, 1987)2 A} A
o] BdE AREYCLH

Apziol AR AlZMEQE ML gojorlt ¥ HHLE
v A A9 WdA(detection), WA, FEYA(cor-
rective action)® 4%, HEVAL Fyd BY AE0]
tHAndow, 1985). IZRiu) MEIF AW ZE wWIY
ey opvlel ulEA AR g vERde AFYAY AY
{prognosis)E &% 4 Utk 2JAE FIYHAT 7
59|, 7HssteiE 2R doht i@ A THFEER], B
B NG & AE AT YeRA S& FHS FAYAE
A%t AARo) sl @rid, FA49 Shutdown A¥-E
A jolof Yk, olHY FEolE 2ZEIY ity AE
71 AlAgo] wiga W 4 Utk wield A HA A



%2 (supervisory control loop)el AAIEol @A AEI} Al
2L oF 2l 22kl AAE& ATY &+ Y={ 47
7 APEH o] 7 AL HITH

(2) 712 5% 33 FIESS HoW

7H e B 7% A|&H

2R ATE A AP =(fault tree) WHE M2
22 =z2](symptom tree)Hol 7130 Han(1986), &3}
(1986) 2 A= 24 FHY #F Ao 9 J¢E A4 =
28 Ry ESQ! EXCECONDE 7Hutabxich. Kumamoto(1984) &
ol A WA Alade R e oTzY IR
ESE Mueinr). orIAE FAUPEE Evloll P2 T
Wsaly] @elskH e Y/ ooland/or) EBlE 7igto g o)
314 Bujo)A ESE FAEch ¥ 4% Kumamoto(1984)
o] Eujol A& o] gstol 927} (PSHE AL FIESS] 0
T o3 32 9EE vebd Aol

A7 A 22y eTlEn|S Zedd § ¥ue EEyIs

kops> (RIN)

1. RULE-11
THE ENGINE OVERHEATS.

THE ENGINE ITSELF IS NOT THE CAUSE.

ISITTRUE? MPETORF. t

THE PRESSURE GAUGE READING OF THE FRESH WATER IS LOW.
ISITTRUE? TYPETRE. f

2. RUE-10-123
THE WARM-UP STEAM VALVE IS OPEN.

ISITIRUE? TYPETRF. t
3. RULE-1123 4

FAILURE TO CLOSE THE WARM-UP VALVE AFTER SIART-UP ENGINE
IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE OVERHEAT,

294, Ship Engine FDES & 2rehet oishvyg,

of2 FAIE FAolo] 7IE w2l ER] A%Y AW V¢
Wyjo] uig Bulola AFEI ANAHog F¥E ¢ ASFE
@kt Odd ZHEH g ¥ee A4 2ES ey
£ M object) 3t & YEH Atolol] FistAl M= WH(map-
ping)ol Ezlgtol thAE ANZE el 7 e, GTY
FAT B0l E B Bl AMAIANE A, oW
A Awol FHulcl B4 (process-specific) FwY FE
o] ol 71%A4(portability)ol Wit oz AL
Ze9 £2) 714 A2dolM XY BEAATG AT

W) B 2y s ALY

Kramer & Palowitch(1987) 2 SDG( R EyYyiziz)& & 7
¥l Qe e ulRo] 2el}) FIESol oM T3 ol &A=
£ ohE &3 84 AFSY S UAESH ok B 71 ¥
upito] @ogM SP6Y WALE 24 HUY A AL AR
I3 e A HAZ(resolution) & AME 4 UNch
oy v g AW S g fA AR, YA

678

& ¥ =9 x4 Z2¥o] e VAT IWE A Bt

Rich & Venkatasubramanian(1987) & MODEX2lE 22 211
ti2}4] FDESE& FABAch o7olMe & 214 Bd(hy-
brid knowledge)dd& AH&-stictt. Fede] FDESS] 2]4] o)
o} A7t FAubct B45(process-specific) stol T3 2] H 3l
FEHol gld HE MDEX: Zagde mEMRE tiydEe
214 By os 7Hstel 8  AUub(process-general)
o]z §EHE XX H{ FTH3ACh

T4 214 FEL & HABIE ZEds B3
(behavioral knowledge) & ‘tERA¢
ch.  ZHYL 29 I Zo]l FYWE MacLISPE T¥ 3}
A1, ZIYH B2 PSHE 7RI U, A2 QA
(interface)+ MacLISP®] 7% (function)& ol &3t3 ch,
EQ MODEX & tho] A% ¥Qlo] YERE HWHE TN A
% Y £ U=/ b @} MDEXE 2.ek) FDES
g Mol A7 et

Aol d AAY FEA 2y 7Y ALEE FE w9y
Z<(alarm threshold sensitivity) EAE FE3og =
gict,

1A
ZHYN BE TN

th 3Ly =2y 7R A2

3239 94 % B ¢+ £ $HAN,E¥ A T2
T3 B9 ol AY 2P0 Hed, oY YA B

HE o] & AW A Y& Kramer(1987a) & stz 9l
th. A7IMe HAMS FA4E AL ¢ 2R 08 4
Yoz }EA g3 YHE AHEstd FR Uey TAE
AAY ¢ Ae vFEe} ATYE AYAHACY. ANA
g82 dF WHPos ALY Ty A Y ol E(fuzzy
set theory) & THE %A% o8 %A &2 FYUTF el
I Atk

Delawarethi®}, duPont, FoxboroAl7d 3502 |7 g 2«
ato] 1987l Mg& S FALCONS A 39t FAol
227 §49 AN FDESolch, FALCONS A Fohvt
£A 2AHdynamic simlation)olM e+ FAE el
o8 wolsd M PP Ayl F9E ZE AW E ALY
4 k. Mol FALCONS A4A ATYE AHE3Iey
HEA0IZE Ect, FANH ATYVLEE ITHH
A & AU #@sY) oY RUstd, F9A A
EYE 938 59 A¥A, Z¥H & EHEHoE
AHeste Al A og JNgstdtHDhurjati et al,,1987).

FALCON2 AA THoM HEFHer $YHT Qort 24
EHol 34 =43 (process-specific)olold §F4el Az
ulg] ALY AU ALY £ AE Aol VAol
4. 3 =

HAHE )8 T 2y ¢AYY YFe AP
FDESE AetHoll oloixl& 4% Y9l (corrective action) 9
thAk(what), w@g(how), A H(state of the action) ¥ 3
2E AFseE A AES A2S(PES) 3 WAl AR o
AHE Ho] £29 s Fa F{o) gARolrh



FIES+ ez A $8% & Ue dF%E Z#AFce
Ao| vistz| s, PESE WS ¥A& AskA @AHoIrh
oluj PESt FDESS] ZEE SE8 &Y & UZF M=
EY=ojof Prt,

WA FOESy Awd Y FHH, FYA A& o¥A
=214 dHAoR tfo] @A AUl AHgaexg A
29 Aol tisiA ofa & & olsifFol HE Ut
Kramer(1987b) 5ol ¥+ Uwta 2tk &E(general diagnostic
framework) ol } Davis(1987) 5ol ¢ 2AJHF F(task-
oriented framework) 5 ZA= et Ao Ay E(FE
2GHE) & vieisiol FDESY F83 REE AF=z24
FDESS) Z15AM3 R|AEE HEAZIT 4vty AT A4 g
uldsly] A% =gog HY 4 Ack GFAlM9 RElo]
AckE e Ay YWt =27 2(logic structure)
TOFoll M2l 2%k 3 1§ 2 ZH(explict) HEF 2
oY g AHAE foRe Fa¥ AF vHiuirt 3ol
wergEch,

o185 FDESS) A= AEF PARNAWN BEA &
FE i B8, Ao A tiAke] 23, A
oto] ArEztgle] @AE FDESS Huka FH At} o)gd
B %o g @7 WS RER okx 2EAR)
Aejoich,
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